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ABSTRACT. The well-known Rutherford differential cross section, denoted by d2/do, corresponds to a two
body interaction with Coulomb potential. It leads to the logarithmically divergence of the momentum
transfer (or the transport cross section) which is described by

/(1—cose)@da~/ 6~ 1do.
s2 do 0

Here 6 is the deviation angle in the scattering event. Due to screening effect, physically one can assume
that @iy is the order of magnitude of the smallest angles for which the scattering can still be regarded
as Coulomb scattering. Under ad hoc cutoff 8 > 6,5, on the deviation angle, L. D. Landau derived
a new equation in [16] for the weakly interacting gas which is now referred to as the Fokker-Planck-
Landau or Landau equation. In the present work, we establish a unified framework to justify Landau’s
formal derivation in [16] and the so-called Landau approximation problem proposed in [5] in the close-to-
equilibrium regime. Precisely, (i). we prove global well-posedness of the Boltzmann equation with cutoff
Rutherford cross section which is perhaps the most singular kernel both in relative velocity and deviation
angle. (ii). we prove a global-in-time error estimate between solutions to Boltzmann and Landau equations
with logarithm accuracy, which is consistent with the famous Coulomb logarithm. Key ingredients into the
proofs of these results include a complete coercivity estimate of the linearized Boltzmann collision operator,
a uniform spectral gap estimate and a novel linear-quasilinear method.
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The present work aims at the mathematical justification of Landau’s derivation of the Landau equation

Ohf +v-Vof =Q(f. /).

Here @ is the Boltzmann collision operator defined by

QN = [ [ o= ol F@DI0) = £ () dvdor

1

and the Landau’s approximation problem from the Boltzmann equation with angular cutoff Rutherford
scattering cross section. These problems have a long history and we first recall relevant physical backgrounds.

1.1. Review of Landau’s derivation. In 1936, Landau published his paper [16] on the derivation of the
effective equation for weakly interaction by Coulomb field in plasma physics. Loosely speaking, he derived
Landau equation from the Boltzmann equation with cutoff Rutherford cross section.

1.1.1. Boltzmann equation with cutoff Rutherford cross section. The typical Boltzmann equation can be
written as follows:
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where d€2/do is the differential scattering cross section determined by the potential function ¢ for particles,
and v’ v, are given by

U’:U—;U*+|U_2U*|U, vi:v—;v*—lvgv“a, o €S2 (1.1)
In the scattering event between two electrons governed by the Coulomb potential,
2
e
= 1.2
¢(r) dmegr’ (12)

the deviation angle @ of relative velocity is determined through (see [20] for instance)

62

tang = (1.3)

2 2megm|v —v.|* b’

where g¢ is the permittivity of vacuum, m is the mass of an electron and e its charge, |v — v.| is the relative
velocity before the event and b is the impact parameter which is defined as the distance of closest approach
if the trajectory were undeflected. The well-known Rutherford differential cross section is computed as

Qb db (e2/ (4mzom))®

e (o — oalsin(8/2)" (1.4)
Then the corresponding Boltzmann collision kernel B reads
Bo o) = fo - 8 = (Lm0 g (L5)
do |v—wv,|’sin?(6/2)
where
K = (e*/ (47r50m))2, b(cosh) :=sin"1(0/2), cosf:= i (1.6)

0.
v—u.]

1.1.2. Divergence of the momentum transfer. One may check that the momentum transfer defined by
J2 b(cos 0)sin®(0/2)do is divergent in a logarithmic manner due to the singularity at 6 = 0. Indeed,

27 T ™ 1
L[ b(cosO)sin(6/2)do = — / sin~2(60/2) sin §dOdyp = 1/ cos(6/2) 4 :/ L = o0,

T Jso 87 Jo Jo 2 Jo sin(0/2) 0 u
where the change of variable v = sin(6/2) is used.

The reason of the divergence is due to the long-range interaction of Coulomb potential. As indicated in
[17], the divergence at the lower limit has a physical cause: the slowness of the decrease of the Coulomb
forces, which leads to a high probability of small-angle scattering. However, the phenomenon of screening
effect implies that the role of collisions with a high impact parameter is not as important as the Coulomb
potential suggests. Thanks to (1.3), a rough and artificial approximation is just to ignore grazing collisions.
Such an argument can be found in [17]: “In reality, however, in an electrically neutral plasma the Coulomb
field of a particle at sufficiently large distances is screened by other charges; let Omin denote the order of
magnitude of the smallest angles for which the scattering can still be regarded as Coulomb scattering”. In
this way, one has

1
8_/ b(cos 0)sin?(0/2)1g>p,.. do = — In(sin(fmin/2)) ~ In(1/6min),
T Js2 -
which is relevant to the so-called “Coulomb logarithm” denoted by In A.

Remark 1.1. In most physical books (for instance, see [17, 18, 16]), In A is derived through the integration
with respect to the impact parameter b, that is,

AD )\
1nA::/ b tdb=1n22,
AL AL

where Ap is the Debye length which characterizes electrostatic screening and Ar, is the Landau length which
identities strong interactions. In other words, the “weak interaction” is defined through the truncation of the
impact parameter b onto the interval [Ar, Ap]. Thanks to (1.3), by approzimation (see [18]), it holds that

A= = 247ng\Y,, (1.7)

emin
where ng is the density of the particle. Since no\3, > 1(for instance, for electron-proton gas), one has

Omin <1,  A>1. (1.8)
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1.1.3. Landau’s strategy in [16]. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to one species of particle and neglect
the self-consistent electrostatic field. Landau’s strategy can be summarized as follows:

Step 1: Based on (1.5), the Boltzmann kernel with cutoff Rutherford cross section is defined by

BC(U — Ux, U) = B(U — Ux, U)lsin(9/2)25in(9min/2) .

Landau’s first assumption is that the Boltzmann equation with cutoff Rutherford cross section:

OF 4+v-V,F=QF,F), t>0,xeTveR? 19
Fli—o = I, '
admits a smooth solution. Here T? := [—, 7]? is the torus. Here
Q°(F, F) = / B (v — v.,0) (F(uL)F(v') = F(v,)F(v)) dv.do, (1.10)
Rr? Js?

Step 2: To derive an effective equation for weakly coupling particles, Landau further assumed v ~ v’ and
v, ~ v,. In his language, if ¢ := v — v/, then |¢| < 1. Thanks to Taylor expansion,

F') = Flo+4) = F) + V,F() - + SV3F() g © 0+ O(la?). (1.11)

Inserting (1.11) into the Boltzmann collision operator (1.10) and taking the truncation of the impact
parameter b onto the interval [Ar, Ap], he derived the leading equation, which is now named as the
Landau equation:

OF +v-V,F = (InA\)Q"(F, F), (1.12)

where the Landau collision operator Q” is defined as:

Q1)) = Vo { [ ato = v)lafo) V(o) = Vo glo-)h(e)ae. | (1.13)
Here the symmetric matrix a is given by
_ z2Qz
a(z) = 2rK|z| " (I3 — B ), (1.14)

where I3 is the 3 x 3 identity matrix.

1.2. Mathematical problems on the derivation. To set up mathematical problems, thanks to (1.8),
we first introduce a small parameter e, which is related to the physical cutoff for the angle, that is,

€ = sin(Opin/2) < 1. (1.15)

For simplicity of presentation, we take K =1 for the constant K in (1.6).

1.2.1. Mathematical assumptions on the kernel. Throughout the paper, we will consider the kernel B¢
verifying the following assumptions.

(A1). The kernel B¢(v — v, 0) takes the form:

B (v —v,,0) := |Ine|'B°(v—u,,0) = v —v,]"° b(cosh), (1.16)
b (cost) = |Ine| ' sin=*(0/2)1gino/2)>c (1.17)

(A2). The kernel B*(v — v, o) is supported in the set 0 < 6 < 7/2, i.e. cosf > 0, for otherwise B¢ can be
replaced by its symmetrized form:

Bé(v — v4,0) = [B(v — v4,0) + B(v — v, —0)|1eos o >0- (1.18)

Associated to B¢, the Boltzmann collision operator Q€ is defined by

Q“(g.)(v) = / 3 / B0 02,0) (9()h0) — (0 )h(v)) dovsdo (1.19)
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1.2.2. Reformulation of the equation. It is compulsory to rewrite equations (1.9) and (1.12) by taking into
account the parameter €. To do that, we introduce the scaling:

F(t,z,v) = F(|Ine| ', z, | In€fv). (1.20)
Thanks to the facts Q¢(F, F)(t,z,v) = Q°(F, F)(|Ine|~'t,z, | Inev) and Q¢ = |Ine|~*Q¢, (1.9) becomes

{atmv.vzﬁ_mﬁ,ﬁ), t>0,0 €T ve R (1.21)

Flimo = F§ := Fy(z, | Inev).

Similarly, thanks to Q% (F, F)(t,z,v) = QF(F, F)(|In€|~'t,z, | In€|v), (1.12) reduces to (thanks to (1.7) and
(1.15), we choose € satisfying |Ine| ~ In A and absorb some unimportant constant into the Landau operator)

{6tF+U-VIF=QL(F,F), t>0,zeTvelR:

~ (1.22)
Fli—o = F§ := Fy(z, | Inelv).

Let us give comments on the scaling (1.20). Roughly speaking, it enables us to consider Landau’s
derivation and the Landau approximation proposed in [5] in a unified framework.

e Validity of the scaling in physical sense. In physical books and lectures, one may check that for
typical weakly coupled plasmas, Coulomb logarithm In A lies in the range: [5,20]. Recalling (1.7) and
(1.15), we have |Ine| ~ InA € [5,20], which means e is sufficiently small (around [e=2°,e75]) but |Ine| is
relatively “normal” (around [5,20]). In this range, the scaling (1.20) is harmless and thus (1.9) and (1.12)
are equivalent to (1.21) and (1.22) respectively. For the same reason, it is mathematically equivalent to
ignore the dependence of the initial data on the parameter |Ine| in (1.21) and (1.22), as we will do in (1.26)
and (1.28). This reduces the justification of Landau’s derivation to the consideration of (1.21).

e Relation between the scaling and Landau approximation. Landau approximation(or the grazing
collsions limit) is a mathematical framework to derive Landau equation from Boltzmann equation with
general potentials. The main idea is as follows: when the deviation angle is truncated up to the order O(e)
with a proper scaling, the grazing collisions will dominate and then the Boltzmann equation will formally
converge to the Landau equation. The convergence has drawn extensive attention from mathematicians(see
[7, 8, 15, 21]).

In view of (1.17), only grazing collisions can survive in the limit in which € goes to zero. The pioneering
work [5] of Alexandre-Villani derived Landau equation (1.22) from Boltzmann equation (1.21) in the inho-
mogeneous setting under physical assumptions of finite mass, energy, entropy and entropy production. We
emphasize that the Coulomb logarithm In A in front of the collision operator Q% in (1.12) has been nor-
malized in (1.22). In other words, the derivation through Landau approximation will lose some information
from the potential function ¢ for particles.

e Effect of the scaling on the linearized Boltzmann collision operator. The scaling factor |Ine|~*
in (1.17) and (1.20) plays an essential role in getting the spectral gap estimates for the linearized operator
of Q°. We refer readers to Theorem 1.3 for details. For Maxwellian molecules, the Boltzmann kernel B
takes the special form:

B(v — vy, 0) = b(cos0). (1.23)

Chang-Uhlenbeck in [22] proved that the first (smallest) positive eigenvalue A1 to the associated linearized
Boltzmann collision operator can be computed explicitly:

A1~ /OTr b(cos ) (1 — cos ) sin d6. (1.24)
The scaling factor |Ine|~* in (1.17) ensures that in the limit process(e — 0), it holds that (see Lemma 2.5)
A] = /077 b(cos ) (1 — cosH) sinBdh ~ 1. (1.25)

This motivates us to link the spectral gap estimates with Chang-Uhlenbeck’s work [22].
1.2.3. Mathematical problems. Our setup enables us to handle the Landau’s derivation and the Landau
approximation proposed in [5] in a unified framework. We consider these problems near Maxwellian (a

small perturbation around equilibrium: Maxwellian) since it is widely used in the study of kinetic equations
(for instance, wave phenomena in plasma physics). Our work can be summarized as follows.
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(1). We consider global well-posedness of (1.21) near Maxwellian. As a result, it shows that all the
computation in Landau’s paper [16] is valid globally in time and thus we justify his derivation
rigorously in mathematics.

(2). We revisit Landau approximation near Maxwellian from (1.21) to (1.22). Compared to [5], we
work with classical solution rather than weak solution. Mathematically we need to establish a
unified framework to solve Boltzmann and Landau equations simultaneously and obtain an explicit
expansion formula for the approximation.

e Global wellposedness of (1.21) near Maxwellian. Recall the standard Maxwellian density function
() == (27)~3/2e~1vI*/2. With the perturbation F = py + p/2f, (1.21) yields:
{8tf+v'vxf+ﬁéf—ré(f7f)a t>0;

f|t:0 = fO- (126)

Here the linearized Boltzmann operator £¢ and the nonlinear term I'¢ are defined by

T(g, h) := p=2Q (u?g, u/?h), LSg = ~T (12, 9), L5g := —T(g, u*/?), Lg := LSg + L5g.  (1.27)

We aim at not only global well-posedness but also propagation of regularity which holds uniformly in e.
They are crucial because of the following reasons:

(1). Global well-posedness of (1.26) exactly corresponds to the first step of Landau’s original strategy.
Propagation of regularity is necessary in order to apply the Taylor expansion in the second step of
Landau’s strategy.

(2). In order to find asymptotic formula between solutions of the Boltzmann and Landau equation, some
uniform estimates for propagation of regularity are essential.

e Asymptotics of (1.21) near Maxwellian. It is relevant to the second step of Landau’s strategy and
establishes Landau approximation global-in-time in classical solution sense. As we reviewed before, Landau
just used the Taylor expansion of the solution to get the desired equation. It is not formulated by a direct
limit from Boltzmann equation to Landau equation while Landau approximation seeks to do so.

In [15], it was shown that at least locally in time,

Fe=FL 4 O(|lne™),

where F'€ and F'* are solutions to (1.21) and (1.22) with the same initial data. The order |Ine|~! reflects
the logarithmic accuracy as derived in [17].

In this paper, we will reconsider such approximation near Maxwellian. More precisely, if we set F =
p+ /2 f, then (1.22) gives the linearized equation:

Of +v-Vof + LYf =T (f, f), t>0;
{ fli=0 = fo-

Here the linearized Landau operator £ and the nonlinear term I'” are defined by:

IE(g, h) = = 2Q% (1 ?g, ' ?h), LT g = T (U2, g), LY g == —TE(g, u/?), LY g .= LT g+ LEg. (1.29)

One may regard (1.28) as the limit case (¢ = 0) of (1.26). Our goal is to establish an asymptotic formula
to describe the limit process when ¢ tends to zero. That is, if f¢ and f% are solutions to (1.26) and (1.28)
with the same initial data, then it holds

fe=fL4+0(me™), (1.30)

(1.28)

globally in time in weighted Sobolev spaces.

1.2.4. Basic properties. At the end of this subsection, we recall some special properties of the Boltzmann
equations. The solutions to (1.21) and (1.22) have the fundamental physical properties of conserving total
mass, momentum and kinetic energy, that is, for all ¢ > 0,

/ F(t,z,v)p(v)dedv = / F(0,2,v)¢(v)drdv, ¢(v) =1,vj, |v|*, j=1,2,3. (1.31)
T3 xR3 T3 xR3
Without loss of generality, we assume that the initial data fo in (1.26) and (1.28) verifies

 Vifogdedo =0, ¢(v) = Lvj, [ol?,j=1,2,3. (1.32)
T3 xR*
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As a result of (1.31), the solutions to (1.26) and (1.28) verify for all ¢ > 0,
VEf(tpdzdy =0,  ¢(v) = 1,05, o>, j=1,2,3. (1.33)
T3 xR3
Recall that N(£€) and N (LF), the kernel space of £ and L respectively, verify

N(‘CL) = N(‘CE) = span{\/ﬁ, VI, /02, /U3, \//_1'|U|2} = N.

1.3. Main results. Our main results are global well-posedness and propagation of regularity for the Boltz-
mann equation (1.26) with cutoff Rutherford cross section. Moreover, we derive the global-in-time asymp-
totic formula for the Landau approximation from the equation (1.26) to the equation (1.28). We refer
readers to subsection 1.5 to check details on the function spaces used throughout the paper.

Our results are based on the following energy functional

N
eV = Z |‘f|‘§{;\fﬂHlJ+ 5 (1.34)
j:o v

where v = —3,1 > 3N + 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < e < ¢y where ¢g > 0 is a small constant. Suppose fo verify (1.32). There is a
universal constant 6o > 0 such that, if

pt i fo >0, EY(fo) < 6,
then (1.26) admits a unique global strong solution f€ verifying u —+ ;ﬁf6 >0 and
sup E414(f(1)) < CEMI(fy), (1.35)
>0

or some universal constant C'. oreover, the family of solution >0 verifies
) C. M h [ [ Fe>
ropagation of regularity) Fiz N > 4,[ > + 2, if additiona “(fo) < 00 and € s sma
1) (P i f lari Fix N>4,1>3N +2 dd Iy ENA d ll
enough, then
sup ENAF(t) < Py (ENH(£o)) - (1.36)
t>
Here Py (+) is a continuous and increasing function with Py (0) = 0.
(2) (Global asymptotic formula) Fiz N > 4,1 > 3N + 2, assume ENT3H18(f4) < 0o and € is small
enough, then

sup ENI(f(t) — f()) < [Ine|2Un(ENFHHE(fo)). (1.37)
t>0

Here Uy (+) is a continuous and increasing function with Uy ;(0) = 0.
Some remarks are in order.

Remark 1.2. The kernel studied in this work is the most singular one both in relative velocity and deviation
angle, and is the borderline for the Boltzmann to be meaningful in the classical sense. To our best knowledge,
Landau approrimation in the inhomogeneous case has never been touched globally in time within classical
solution setting. We manage to establish global-in-time asymptotic formula (1.37) with explicit accuracy
order for the first time.

Remark 1.3. Our results are consistent with the results in [11] and [13] when € = 0. In particular, the
smallness assumption on initial data with finite regularity and finite weight is a universal constant, which
is sufficient to prove propagation of regularity with arbitrary reqularity and weight if € is sufficiently small.

Remark 1.4. To keep the paper in a reasonable length, we only consider one species of particle, which
enables us to focus more on operator analysis and a so-called linear-quasilinear method to close energy
estimate. In the future, we will consider a more physical model: two species Vlasov-Possion-Boltzmann
system with cutoff Rutherford cross-section, to derive the Vlasov-Possion-Landau system.

Remark 1.5. Let us summarize the main difference between the Landau approximation proposed in [5] and
Landau’s original strategy in [16] as follows:

(1). Landau approzimation is based on the assumption that In A is sufficiently large. However it is invalid
in many physical situations where In A is a relatively normal constant.
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(2). The resulting equation derived from Landau is different from that by Landau approxzimation. We
remind readers that the Coulomb logarithm In A appears as a diffusive coefficient in (1.12) but it
does not appear in (1.22).

(3). The error estimate between the solutions to Boltzmann and Landau equations via Landau approxi-
mation is different from that by Landau’s strategy. One has logarithm accuracy while the other has
a high order accuracy thanks to (1.11).

1.4. Main Difficulties. Boltzmann and Landau equations are well studied near Maxwellian(see [9, 11, 12,
13, 10, 2, 3]). To explain the main difficulties and the new ideas of the paper, let us consider a typical
kinetic equation near Maxwellian:

OWf+v-Vof + Lf=T(f, [),

where £ and I" denote the linearized operator and the nonlinear term. We focus on propagation of regularity
(or a priori estimate). The general approach to prove propagation of regularity for the equation can be
divided into four steps:

Step 1: This step is to describe the behavior of the linearized operator £, including the spectral gap estimate
and the coercivity estimate. Roughly speaking, they can be written as follows:

(Lf o 2 NT=P)fllZap: (LS5 o 2 M oerciviey = F 11 Zaps

where P is a projection operator that maps a function into the null space of £, I is the identity
operator. Here ||| - |||gap and ||| - |||coercivity are some explicit or implicit norms. From these two
estimates, one has

<‘Cf7 f>v 2 |||(H - ]P))fmgoercivity'

Step 2: The second step is to use the norm ||| - |||coercivity t0 give the upper bound for the nonlinear term
I'(f, f). Roughly, the ideal estimate looks like:

|<F(f7 f)7f>v| S ”f” |||f|||§ocrcivity'

Here || - || is the usual L? norm.

Step 3: The third step is to derive an evolution equation for Pf and then to get some elliptic estimate for
Pf under the control of |||(I — P) f|||coercivity. This is referred as Micro-Macro decomposition.

Step 4: The final step is to construct a proper energy functional to close the energy estimates and then get
propagation of regularity for the solution under smallness assumption.

Now we turn to our case (see (1.26)) to explain the main difficulties in each step. Due to the definition
of the kernel (see (1.16)), all the difficulties result from the strong singularity: not only from the relative
velocity v — v,|~® and but also from the angular function b¢(cos#) = | In €|~ sin™*(6/2) Lgin(a/2)>c. Loosely
speaking, (i). on one hand, the high singularity from the relative velocity stops us to treat the equation like
the cutoff Boltzmann equation; (ii). on the other hand, the high singularity from the deviation angle is the
borderline case for non-cutoff Boltzmann equation in terms of finite momentum transfer.

Mathematically, we face the following essential difficulties.

(D1). The first one is concerned with the coercivity estimate of the linearized operator L£¢. Thanks to
[15], it was shown that there exists a characteristic function W€ defined by

1

|lne|ze

1
2
) (éley) — (w)) + (1- oley). (1.38)
to catch the Sobolev regularity for the collision operator. Here ¢ is a smooth defined in (1.61).
It is easily checked that the characteristic function W€ behaves quite different when |y| ~ 1 and
ly| ~ ¢~1. On one hand, it matches well the limiting operator £ as € goes to zero. On the other
hand, it indicates that the behavior of £¢ will be more complicated, in particular for the proof of
gain of weight and gain of anisotropic regularity (see Theorem 1.2). Also because of (1.38), we get
stuck in the upper bound estimate of the operator.
(D2). Once the coercivity estimate is available, we still need to face the following spectral gap estimate:
for any smooth function f,

We(y) == ()o(y) + (v) <1 - |h1ln|i|| N |1rlle|

(Lfo flo 2 CIA=P)fI=

where C' > 0 is independent of €. The main difficulty here results from the singular factor |Ine|~! in
the angular function b€ because it goes to zero when e tends to zero. Thus to get the desired result we
need a constructive proof. The easiest and also the clearest case is the Maxwellian molecules given
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n [22], where the authors proved that the constant C' only depends on the first positive eigenvalue
which can be computed explicitly as (1.24). Fortunately in our case, b¢ satisfies the condition (1.25)
which motivates us to consider (1.24).

(D3). As mentioned in (D1), [15] gives

<—Q5(ﬂ,f),f>vZ|W€(D)f|iz —Ifliz : (1.39)

Note that we gain one derivative only in the “low frequency part” (that is, [¢| < 1/€). Unfortu-
nately because of the strong singularity of the relative velocity (jv — v.|™3 is a borderline case in
3-dimension), we at least need one full derivative to give a uniformly upper bound for the collision
operator with respect to €. Roughly speaking, [15] provides

(@ (9. 1), 1ol < \gluy 10l W< (D)fz
which indicates that what we gain from the coercivity is not enough to control the upper bound of
the nonlinear term (I'"“(g, h), f)v.
The above three difficulties stop us to implement energy method and prove propagation of regularity,
which forces us to figure out new techniques.
1.5. Ideas and strategies. Before explaining our strategy to overcome the above difficulties, we begin
with basic facts on Micro-Macro decomposition and spherical harmonics.
e Micro-Macro decomposition: Recall N' = span{,/j, \/fiv1, \/1iva, \/iv3, \/ﬁ|v|2}, an orthonor-
mal basis of which can be chosen as {\/&, \/fiv1, \/fiv2, \/ivs, /i([v|* — 3)/V6} := {e;}1<j<5. The

projection operator P on the null space N is defined as follows:
5

Pf .= Z(f,ej>ej = (a+b-v+c|v|2)\/ﬁ, (1.40)
j=1
where for 1 <17 < 3,
_ [ kP [ Y ]
a—/ng——)\/—fdv bl—/Rsvn/ﬁfdv, C—/RS(———)\/—fdv. (1.41)

Generally we call Pf and (I — P)f the macroscopic part and microscopic part of f respectively.
e Spherical harmonics: Let YV} with [ € N;m € Z, =1 < m < be real spherical harmonics. They
are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator —/Ag2. Mathematically,

(=Le)Y™ =11+ 1Y,

These functions are essential to help us to catch the anisotropic property of £°. We introduce the
operator W¢((—Ag2)'/?) defined by: if v = ro, then

(We((~As2)"2)f Z Z WU+ 1)) )Y, (0) f7 (1), (1.42)

=0 m=—1
where f"(r) = [, Y,™(0)f(ro)do.
We are ready to present our main ideas and strategies.

1.5.1. Idea on the coercivity estimates. This part is related to (D1). The coercivity estimate of the
linearized operator L€ plays an essential role in studying (1.26) and it reads

Theorem 1.2. There are two positive universal constants eg > 0 and vy > 0 such that for 0 < e < ¢y and
any smooth function f, it holds

<£6f7 o+ |f|2L33/2 > V0|f|§,73/2' (1'43)
Here for 1 € R and Wi(v) := (1 + [v|*)"/2, we denote
120 = WE(=A62) 2 )Wif 2 + IW(D)W f |72 + [WWif 7.

Remark 1.6. The characteristic function W€ indicates the gain of the weight simultaneously in phase space,
frequency space and anisotropic space for L°. When € goes to zero, it becomes to the following coercivity
estimate for LY which shows that our estimate is sharp.

(LEF o+ 1B, = vo (IW(=B6)IWogyaf 3+ (W (D)W of[}e + [WW_gjaflia) . (144)
Here W (v) := (1 4+ |v]?)Y/2.
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Remark 1.7. We emphasize that gain of regularity only happens in the “low frequency part” (|| < 1/€)
while gain of weight in the phase space only happens in the “big ball” (Jv| < 1/€). In other words, L still
keeps a hyperbolic structure due to the cutoff condition on the deviation angle.

The intuition behind Theorem 1.2 comes from the knowledge that the linearized Boltzmann collision
operator without angular cutoff corresponds to a unique characteristic function, which captures the key
structure of the operator in phase, frequency and anisotropic spaces. One may check it in [14]. In [15], W€
had been proved to be the symbol in the frequency space for Q¢ (see (1.39)). Therefore W€ should be the
characteristic function of L£¢.

Note that the behavior of W€ changes on the region {| -| ~ 1/e} with logarithm correction. The key idea
to catch this behavior lies in the following two aspects:

e The first one is the “geometric decomposition” introduced in [14] resulting from the geometry
inherent in an elastic collision event. It can be explained as follows:

FO-feh) = () - f<|s||§—i|>) n (f(l&l%) _ f(eh),

where £ := |£|UT+5 The first difference f(&)— f(|¢] é—i‘) is referred as the spherical part since £ and
|§|é—i| lie in the sphere centered at origin with radius |£|. The second difference f(|¢] é—i‘) —f(&h) s

referred as the radial part since |£] é—i', £T and origin are on the same line. We can extract anisotropic
information from the spherical part for both the lower and upper bounds of the operator. One can
see section 2.3 for more details.

e The second one is the development of some localization techniques: the dyadic decomposition in
both phase and frequency spaces and also the partition of unity on the unit sphere. They play an
essential role in capturing the leading term and the characteristic function. For more details, we
refer readers to Section 2, Section 4 and the Appendix.

1.5.2. Idea on the spectral gap estimates. This sequel aims to overcome the difficulty raised in (D2).
Roughly speaking, the above Theorem 1.2 successfully catches the leading term of (L¢f, f),. To eliminate
the lower order term, we need a so-called spectral gap estimate for £¢ which is required to hold uniformly
in . We get the following result:

Theorem 1.3. There exist two positive universal constants €y and A such that for 0 < € < €y and any
smooth function f, it holds

(LS, fro 2 NI =PB)FIZ _3/2, (1.45)
where X depends only on X (see (1.25) for definition) and the constant vy appearing in Theorem 1.2.

To give some illustration on the above theorem, we use L7 to denote the linearized Boltzmann collision
operator associated to the general kernel
B(v — vy, 0) := v — vi|"b(cos H). (1.46)

The first spectral gap estimate is attributed to [22]. In fact, thanks to the simple structure of £°, which
corresponds to the Maxwellian molecules (see (1.23)), the authors explicitly constructed its eigenvalues and
their corresponding eigenfunctions. Then the spectral gap estimate easily follows from the fact that £° is a
self-adjoint operator:

(LS, o= MT=P)f72, (1.47)

where \; is the first positive eigenvalue of £° satisfying (1.24).
Based on a proper decomposition of the operator and also the dyadic decomposition on the modulus of
the relative velocity, the authors in [6, 19] extended the above result to the general case as follows,

(£ F. )0 2 OB | (1.43)
where
Cp, = inf min{b(oy - 03),b(02 - 03)}dos.
0’1702€§2 §2

We remind readers that (1.48) is more general but the estimate depends on Cj,. As a result, (1.48) cannot be
applied directly if Cjp is not bounded from below, which unfortunately happens when the angular function
b concentrates on the grazing collisions. There are two typical examples:

b(cos ) = € 2(sin(0/2)) > **1gn(a/2)<c, or b(cost) = b(cosb),
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where b°(cos ) is defined in (1.17). It is not difficult to check that in both cases C} tends to zero when e
goes to zero. We fail to get the desired result through (1.48). On the other hand, (1.47) works well for both
cases since the following holds true uniformly in e,

/ b(cos0)(1 — cosf)sin0do ~ 1.
0

From the above short review on the spectral gap estimate, we need a new and constructive proof for
Theorem 1.3, which can be regarded as one of our main contributions in this paper. The key step lies in
finding a link between the desired result (1.45) and the well-known result (1.47) by noting that (1.47) is
stable in the Landau approximation thanks to (1.25).

Because of some technical restriction (which will be seen soon), for —3 <~ < 0, we need to consider the
general linearized collision operator £%7 associated to the Boltzmann kernel

B (v — vy, 0) := |[v — v, b(cos ). (1.49)
Our strategy consists of two parts:

e The first part utilizes the coercivity estimate in Theorem 1.2. More general than Theorem 1.2 (see
Theorem 2.1), for —3 <~ < 0, we derive

(L, flo = (LT=P)f, T=P)f)o > | T =P)f[Z, o — [T - ]P))flig/z, (1.50)

e The second part is to reduce the case of a general potential to the case of Maxwellian molecules
with a small correction term. Roughly speaking, for any 0 < § < 1, we derive

(LTS, o= Cro™ (|- P)fl%g =GP 2, o). (1.51)

When —2 < v < 0, we can make a suitable combination of (1.50) and (1.51) to get (1.52) in Theorem
1.4. For —3 < v < =2, we choose —2 < «, 3 < 0 such that v = a + 8 and thus B%Y = B“%|v —v*|’8.
Then BS® corresponds to £9¢ which has spectral gap estimate since o > —2. We next reduce |v — v*|ﬁ
to the Maxwellian molecules [v — v,]°. In summary, we can deal with v € (—2,0) in the first stage, and
~v € [-3,—2] in the second stage. For details, one can see the proof of Theorem 3.1 in Section 3.

We emphasize that the derivation of (1.51) is very tricky. To this end, we introduce a proper decomposi-
tion on the modulus of the relative velocity and a special weight function Us(v) = (1 + 6%[v]?)/? (see (3.9))
to keep the symmetric structure of (L7 f, f),.

More general than Theorem 1.3, we have

Theorem 1.4. Let —3 < v < 0. There exist two positive universal constants ey and X\ such that for
0 <e< ey and any smooth function f, it holds

(LS o 2 AT =P)FZ o, (1.52)
where \ depends only on v, Aj (see (1.25) for definition) and the constant vy appearing in Theorem 1.2.

1.5.3. Idea on the linear-quasilinear method. In this sequel, we deal with the difficulty raised in (D3).
As explained before, for (1.26), it seems that the dissipation of £¢ cannot prevail the nonlinear term T'(f, f),
which is the biggest challenge for establishing global well-posedness. To overcome this obstacle, we introduce
a so-called “linear-quasilinear method ”.

In order to explain the method, we first introduce the truncation with respect to the modulus of the rel-
ative velocity. We associate Q7" with kernel B©7" = B“71},_,, |>, and denote £, L977 Lo T4
correspondingly. To eradicate ambiguity, we define explicitly the Boltzmann operator Q<77 as follows,

Qg )(w) = [ [ B0 = 0..0) (o)) - 9(0)h(w) dv-d (1.53)
r3 Js
where
By — vy, 0) = v —v,|” l‘v_v*‘z,]be(cos 0) = v —wv.|" 1|v_v*|2n| In e|71 sin_4(9/2)lsin(9/2)26.
Similar to (1.27), we define
F”’”(g h) = = 2QE N (1t 2 g, ut 2k
LG = Ty /2 g) — (g, ut?
pRa——
LGVg = —T7(g, /

)

)

) (
); (1.
'9) (
) (
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Then we set
BT i= BYY — BT, Q57 i= Q7 — Q0 L7 1= L7 — LY TS =T —T1. (1.58)
With these notations, we rewrite (1.26) as
Ouf +v-Vaf + LN = (=L f+T372(F, ) +TO7(f, f). (1.59)

Now we are in a position to illustrate the linear-quasilinear method in detail. Since the standard L?
energy estimate is employed to establish global well-posedness, the method can be explained in terms of
the integration domain of L? inner product. In fact, we separate the integration domain into two parts:
|[v — vi] < and |v —v.| > 7, where n is a parameter and principally it should be sufficiently small. We
call them respectively the singular region and the regular region since [v — v,|~2 in the Boltzmann kernel
B¢ is strongly singular near 0. The spirit of the new method can be summarized as follows: (i). In the
regular region, we employ the standard linear method by showing that the dissipation of the linear term can
dominate the nonlinear term; (ii). While in the singular region, we use the quasi-linear method by utilizing
the non-negativity of the solution to eliminate the dangerous strong singularity. More precisely,
o In the regular region, we follow the linear method to show that the dissipation of £&73"f dominates
the nonlinear term I'“~37(f, f) under smallness assumption on f. To this end, technically we are
forced to show that

(L3 o+l = vl 2 —age and (L9720 ), ol S COIt O —ae-

That is, when 7 is sufficiently small, £5~3" yields the same dissipation as £¢ in Theorem 1.2.
e In the singular region, we use the identity that

(L3I ) o = Q53+ 2 fp2 ), 172 o + (D573, 12, fo
= Q5B+ 2 f)s o + / BET3 (i3 + il — p2)ffdodvedv + (D573(f, 13, fo.
In Theorem 4.5, we have
(LG AT ) Do S 02 + /Ut | Fla) |12

Let us explain the idea. There are three terms in the second line of the previous identity. For the
latter two terms, we make use of the regularity of ,u% to cancel the singularity. For the first term
we shall use the quasi-linear method to give the estimate. In fact, thanks to the fact that p + /ﬁ f
is a solution to the original Boltzmann equation, it holds that u + /ﬁ f > 0 which implies that the
coercivity type estimate (1.39) holds for <—fo’3(u +putf, 1), f)v. Here we only use the good sign
and Cancellation Lemma 2.7 to get

Q7+ uE ), Do S 7 + A+ Ul 52

3/2

3/2
One can see subsection 4.3 for details.

Using such kind of treatment, we can deal with the highest order derivative in the energy estimates and
capture the highest order dissipation, which is crucial for the near Maxwellian framework. For other lower
order derivatives, we have one order derivative to kill the strong singularity in |v — v,|~2 near 0. In order
to implement this plan, we need two types of upper bound estimates for the non-linear term, see Table 1 at
the beginning of Section 4 for a summary.

1.6. Notations, function spaces and organization of the paper. We list notations and state the
organization of the paper in this subsection.

1.6.1. Notations. Here are the list:

e We denote the multi-index o = (aq, a2, a3) with |a] = a1 + @z + as.

e We write a < b to indicate that there is a universal constant C, which may be different on different
lines, such that a < Cb. We use the notation a ~ b whenever a < b and b < a.

e The notation a™ means the maximum value of a and 0 and [a] denotes the maximum integer which
does not exceed a.

e The Japanese bracket () is defined by (v) = (1 + |v|?)2. Then the weight function W, is defined by
Wi (v) := (v)l. When | = 1, we write W (v) := W;(v) = (v).

e We denote C'(A1, Aa, -+« , Ap) or Cx, x, .- .2, Dy & constant depending on parameters A1, Ag, -+, Ap.

e The notations (f,g) := [zs f(v)g(v)dv and (f,g) := [1s, gs fgdzdv are used to denote the inner
products for v variable and for x, v variables respectively.
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e The translator operator T}, is defined by (T, f)(v) := f(u + v), for any u,v € R>.
e As usual, 14 is the characteristic function of a set A.
e If A, B are two operators, then their commutator [A, B] := AB — BA.

1.6.2. Function spaces. For simplicity, we set 0% := 9,05 := 85,8;‘ = 0207, We will use the following
spaces.

e For real number n, [, we define the weighted Sobolev space on R?
o= { 1)1 = (D Wil = [ 10D Wi 0o < oo,
Here a(D) is a differential operator with the symbol a(§) defined by
1 .
D = =y dyde.
(D)) W)= gz [ [ e a(€) s wdyde
e For n € N, € R, the weighted Sobolev space on R® is defined by

= L\l = X 107l <o .

|Bl<n

where |f[z2 := [Wif|r2 is the usual L? norm with weight W;.
e For n € N)[ € R, we denote the weighted pure order-n space on R® by

= {1y = X 10ast < ool (1.60)
|Bl=n
e For m € N, we denote the Sobolev space on T* by
H = {f(w)\lflﬂgz = D 10°fl7; < oo}-
lo|<m
e For m,n € N, € R, the weighted Sobolev space on T? x R? is defined by
2y = { oW e = S 10301l < oo
IOZ‘S’HLIﬂ‘S’ﬂ
We write || f||gmrz o= ||z mo if n=0and [[f|z212 = ||| om0 if m =n = 0. The space H™H]

can be similarly defined.

1.6.3. Dyadic decompositions. We now introduce the dyadic decomposition. Let By/3 := {z € R? : |z <
4/3} and C := {x € R® : 3/4 < |z| < 8/3}. Then one may introduce two radial functions ¢ € C§°(By/3)
and ¢ € C§°(C) which satisfy

0<¢,¢ <1, and ¢(z) + Z¢(2_j:v) =1, forallz € R®. (1.61)
Jj=0

Now define ¢_;(x) := ¢(x) and p;(x) := (27 7z) for any z € R* and j > 0. Then one has the following
dyadic decomposition

F=>Y Pif=Y ¢ (1.62)
j=-1 Jj=-1

for any function f defined on R®. We will use the notations

Sof = ¢(eD)f, F°f:=(1—o(eD))f. (1.63)
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1.6.4. Function spaces related to the collision operator. Now we introduce some spaces related to the coer-
civity estimate of L€.

e Space L?,;. For functions defined on R, the space L2, with I € R is defined by
220 { @IS, = W (D02 WA + W DIWAF s+ (W WS < o .

e Space H"H,. For functions defined on T3 x R3, the space H"H with m,n € N is defined by

R VTP S TP Y A
lf<m, |Bl<n
We set || fllgmrz, = | fllgmpo, fn=0and | fllp2r2, = [[f mopo, if m =n = 0. Again, the space H;”HE"Z

can be defined abcordingly.

1.6.5. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we first give some elementary results and then endeavor
to prove the coercivity estimate in Theorem 1.2. Section 3 is devoted to the spectral gap estimate in
Theorem 1.3 and 1.4. In Section 4, the upper bound estimates of the nonlinear term I'“ are provided.
Some commutator estimates are given in Section 5. In Section 6, we prove our main Theorem 1.1. In the
Appendix, we give some useful results for the sake of completeness.

2. COERCIVITY ESTIMATE

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2. In fact, we want to capture the coercivity estimate of £&7"
for —3 <~ <0 and small > 0, which is more general than Theorem 1.2.
Our strategy relies on the following relation (see (2.78) in the proof of Theorem 2.1):

(L) H [, 2N, )+ NS ), (2.1)
where
N (g, h) = / b(cos 0)[v = vu|"Ljyp. 2092 (B — h)*dodvdv.. (22)
S2 xRS

We remind that > 0 is an additional parameter to deal with the high singularity |v — v,|~®. Thanks
to (2.1), to get the coercivity estimate of £%7" it suffices to estimate from below the two functionals
NET( /2] ) and NV (f, u'/?). We will study NV 7(f, u'/?) in subsection 2.2 and N7 (u'/2, f) in
subsection 2.3. The coercivity estimate is obtained in subsection 2.4 by utilizing (2.1).

In the following, we will omit the range of some frequently used variables in the integrals. Usually, o €
S%,v,v.,u,& € R3. For example, we set [(-+-)do := [ (- )do, [(--+)dodvdv, = [e ps, ps(- - )dodvdu,.
Integration w.r.t. other variables should be understood in a similar way. Whenever a new variable appears,
we will specify its range once and then omit it thereafter.

We begin with some elementary results which will be used frequently throughout the paper.

2.1. Elementary results. We collect some properties of the function W€ defined in (1.38). Note that W
is a radial function defined on R3.

Lemma 2.1. For any x,y € R, we have
We(z) < min{(z), |Ine[~Y/2e 1} (
We(z) 2 6(e/20) (x). (
We(z) 2 (1= ¢(e'/a))e /2. (2.
We(x) = ¢lex)|Ine[~/%(z). (
We(x) Z (1 - ¢(ex)) [ne| /2. (
(

We(z —y) < W()W*(y).
The following is an interpolation result.

Lemma 2.2. Let m > 0. For any n > 0, one has
[flirm S 0+ IW(D) flim + C(n,m)| 2.
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Proof. Let f.:= ¢(¢'/2D)f, f¢ := f—f.. That is, f. and f€ are the low and high frequency parts respectively.
Note that the threshold is |¢| ~ e~ /2. By interpolation inequality, it is easy to check that

| Flem S 1 Vm + [ felFm S 1T + nlfelfmes + Clnm)|fel 22
Then the lemma follows from (2.4) and (2.5) in Lemma 2.1. O

We remark that W€ is a symbol of type 5’1170 (see Definition 7.1 for the definition of a symbol). From
which together with Lemma 7.1, we have

Lemma 2.3. Letl,m € R, then
(WAD)YWif i ~ [WiW (D) f -
Thanks to Lemma 2.3, we interchangeably use |W¢(D)W, f|%.,. and |[W¢(D)f|? m in the rest of the paper.
We collect some properties of the translation operator T,, defined through (T, f)(v) := f(u + v).
Lemma 2.4. Thanks to (2.8), for u € R3, we have

(WTuflee S W) WS L2. (2.9)
Foru € R3,1 € R, one has (T,W;)(v) = (v + u)t < C1){u)"(v)! and thus
ITuflrz S CO@)"|f] 2. (2.10)

Let us prepare some integrals regrading to the angular function b¢ over the unit sphere S2.

Lemma 2.5. Ife < 1/4, then

2r|Ine| e 2 < /bfda < 4r|lne|"te 2. (2.11)
4r|Ine|~te ! < /b6 sin(0/2)do < 87| lne|~te . (2.12)
47 < / b¢sin?(0/2)do < 8. (2.13)

Proof. By Assumption (A2), we can write b°(cosf) = |Ine|~! Sin_4(9/2>1\/§/2Zsin(0/2)26' Note that do =
sin 0dfdyp = 4sin(0/2)dsin(0/2)dy, we have

™ 2m
/béda = 4|lne|1/0 /0 1\/5/22Sin(9/2)26sin_3(9/2)dsin(9/2)d@

V2/2
= 87r|1n6|_1/ t73dt = 47| Ine| (e 2 - 2).

If € < 1/2, then €2 > 4, which gives (2.11). Similarly, we have

V2/2
/b€ sin(0/2)do = 8x|Ine| ™! / t72dt = 8| Ine| "M (et — \/5)

If € < 1/4, then e~ ! > 4, which gives (2.12). Similarly, we have

V2/2 1
/b€ sin?(0/2)do = 87| 1ne|71/ t~dt = 87| Ine| (| Ine| — 3 In 2).

If e < 1/2, then In2 < |In€e| which gives (2.13). O

Cancellation lemma is very important especially when we need to shift regularity between the three
functions g, h, f of the inner product (Q(g, h), f). Depending on the parameter v in the kernel B(v—v,,0) =
|[v — vi|"b(cos B), there are two types of cancellation lemma. For the case v > —3, one may refer [1]. We
mainly concern the case ¥ = —3 and recall the following cancellation lemma in [1].

Lemma 2.6 (Cancellation Lemma). Recalling from Proposition 3 in [1], we define

27T 71'/2 .
J(z) == lzglw/z b(cos f) sin 0d0,

cos—1(]z|)

whose L' norm is bounded uniformly in e,

/2
[T = —87r2/ b(cosB) (Incos(6/2)) sinHdh < 1. (2.14)
0
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Associated to BS70 = 1j,_, |>5/v — v 3b(cos b)), the convolution kernel is S5(z) := 63J(2/6). That is,
/ B7g. (W — h)dodvdv, = / SE(v — vy)guhdvdu,. (2.15)

For our purpose, we derive the following various types of cancellation effect.

Lemma 2.7 (Cancellation Lemma Continued). Let p,q > 1 satisfying 1/p+1/q = 1.
o Let 6 =0,a € R, then

| / B9, (I — h)dodvdva| < =gl 1Bl o. (2.16)
e Let1>6>0,a>0, then
|/Bfw5g*(h' — h)dodvdv,| < €| g| Lo |u®h| L. (2.17)
e Let1>n>8>0,a>0, set B;"Y*‘; = B 1s<|p—v,|<n, then
| [ B9~ dodudo. | < gl s (2.15)
| /sz’mg*(h’ — h)dodvduv.| < (n+ €'/?)(1+ a)e® |W(D)p~>*g| 2| h| .2, (2.19)
| / B{0g. ((hf) = hf) dodvdo, | (2.20)

S €)1+ a)e™ |0 gl o (WD) 2Rl 22 fl12 + |2 R| 2| WD) | 2).
Proof. Recalling from (2.15) and S§(z) = §3J¢(z/d), we have
/BE"Y";g* (W' — h)dodvdv, = /Jé(u)g(éu + v)h(v)dvdu. (2.21)
We set to prove (2.16). By (2.21), Holder’s inequality and (2.14), we have
|/Be’7’og*(h' — h)dodvdv,| = |%i]tr(1J J(u)g(du + v)h(v)dvdu| < |Jpr]|ghlp <= %gloe|n®h|La.
—
We now go to prove (2.17). It is easy to check that for any 0 < o < 1, there holds
af? > alyl? — o —yI*. (2.22)
Taking a = 1/2 in (2.22), if |z — y| < 1, we have |z]* > L[y|* — |z — y[* > L|y|* — 1, and thus

o —y| < 1= p(x) = (2m) 7327112 < o121 2 (y). (2.23)

From which, we get u®(v) < e¥?u®?(v + du) for @ > 0. That is, 1 < e®u~2%(v)u®(v + du). By symmetry,
1 < e®u(v)pu=2%(v + du). Together with Hélder’s inequality, we get for any |u| < 1,0 <1,

[ tou+ oho)l <e [t w+ su)lgGu+ ollblde < ln gl il (2:29)
R3 R

Recalling J¢(u) has support in |u| < 1 and the parameter 6 < 1, plugging (2.24) into (2.21), together with
(2.14), we get (2.17).
Since Bfﬂ"s = B9 — B¢V we have

| / By g, (W — h)dodvdv,| < | / Bg,(h' — h)dodvdv, | + | / BV, (h' — h)dodvdv,|.

Then we get (2.18) by using (2.17).
We now turn to (2.19). For notational brevity, we set G = u~2%g, H = u®h and then have

/B;>%‘59*(h’ — h)dodvdv, = /JE(U) (9(du +v) = g(nu + v)) h(v)dvdu

= [ (G 6u+ )~ (G + ) (57" H)(w)dodu = T(G. ).

We decompose G = G, + G, where
Ge:= ¢(e'?°D)G, G := G — G, = (1 — ¢(¢'/2D))G. (2.25)
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From which we have Z(G, H) = Z(G., H) + Z(G, H). Then by Taylor expansion, we get

(124G (8u + ) — (12 G) i + v) = (5 — 1) / (V(u2Go))(o(r)) - udr. (2.26)

where v(k) := (k6 + (1 — K)n) u + v. Noting that (alv| + 1)u*/? < C(1 + a) for some universal constant C,
we have

IV (12°Ge) | < (alo] + P (|Ge| + [VGe]) < C(1 + a)p®/?(|Ge| + [VGe]). (2.27)
Plugging (2.26) and (2.27) into the definition of Z(G., H), we get

IZ(Ge, H)| < C(1+a)(77—5)/JE(U)(IGE(U(R))I +[(VGe)(v(x))))
x 122 (v(k)) ™% (v)| H (v)|dudvdk. (2.28)
Taking a = 3/4 in (2.22), if |z — y| < 1, we have |z[> > 3|y|? — 3|z — y|* > 2|y|? — 3, and thus
z —yl < 1= p(e) < 2P (y). (2:29)

Since |[v(k) — v| = | (k6 + (1 — &)n)u| < nlu| < 1, by (2.29), we get p?*?(v(k))p=*(v) < €3 for a > 0.
Plugging which into (2.28), we get

Z(Ge, H)| < C(1+ a)e®(n — 5)/J6(U)(|Ge(v(f€))| + [(VGe)(v(k)) )| H (v)|dudvdk. (2.30)
By the change of variable v — v(x) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get

IZ(Ge, H)| < C(1+ a)e®(n — 0)|J| 1 |Gel g | H | 2.
By (2.4), one has |Ge|%, < |[W€(D)G|%,. From which together with (2.14), we have

Z(Ge, H)| < (1 + a)en|W(D)G] 2 |H| 2. (2.31)
By (2.5), one has |G|.> < €/2|W¢(D)G| 2. From which together with (2.18), we get
(G H)| S G2 |H] 12 S €% W (D)G| 12 |H| 2. (2.32)

Patching together (2.31) and (2.32), we get (2.19).
In the last, we go to prove (2.20). Thanks to the convolution structure in (2.21), we have

[ B gy~ ny oo, = [ @) ()0~ 50) ~ (Ao ) g(w)d
In this part, we set G = p~2%g, H = p®/?h, F = p*/?f and thus have
/ By"°g. (hf) = hf)dodvdv, = / J () (u=“HF)(v = 6u) = (u~ “HF)(v —nu)) (1**G)(v)dvdu
= J(H,F).
Recalling from (2.25) for the definition of H., H¢, F., F*. Decomposing H = H. + H*, F = F. + F*, we get
JH,F)=FJH,F)+TJ(H,F)+ J(H,F)+ J(H, F°).

For J(H., F.), we apply Taylor expansion to u~*HF,. Similar to (2.26), (2.27), (2.28) and (2.30), we get

|T (He, Fe)

IN

C(lal + 1)e**(n - 4) / J(u)([(HeFo) (v(k)| 4+ [(FeVHe) (v(k))| + [(HVE) (v(k))])
x|G(v)|dudvdrk

C(lal + 1)e**(n = 6)|J| L1 |Gl Lo (| He| 2| Fel > + [Hel o | Fel 2 + |Hel 2 | Fel 1)

(la] +1)e* |Gl (IW(D)H |12 |F| L2 + |H| 12 |[W(D)F|2).

IZANYAN

where we take out |G|~ and use the change of variable v — v(x), Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (2.4).
Using (2.23) to deal with the p-type weight, taking out |G|p~, applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and
using (2.5), we get

T (He, F) + T (H, Fe) + T (H, F*) 2e|J L1 [Glroe (|He| L2 [F |2 + [H L2 Fe| L2 + [HE |2 |[F]L2)
22 J| 11| G (W (D)H |2 |F| 12 + |H| 12| W (D) F| 2).

Patching together the estimates of |7 (H, Fe)| and |J(H, F€)+ J(H¢, F.)+ J(H€, F°)|, we get (2.20). O

<
<
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2.2. Gain of weight from N7 (f, u*/?). The functional N7 7(f, u'/?) produces gain of the weight W€
in the phase space.

Lemma 2.8. Let —3 <~ < 0. There exists €9 > 0 such that for 0 <e <ey and 0 <n <1,

NI, ut2) + 1 f 12z, = CIWEfl

where C, is a positive constant depending only on .

Proof. Tf 0 < 1 < 1, one has NV(f, u'/?) < NoV(f, u*/?). Therefore it suffices to consider the lower
bound of N¢V1(f, u*/?). The proof is divided into four steps. Let 0 < § < 1 < R be two constants which
will be determined later. s s

Step 1: 16/m < |v.| < 6/e. One has Vu'/? = —£—v and V?pu!/? = £ —-(-2I5 + v ® v). By Taylor
expansion, we have

)
2

Ml/?(,u/) _ M1/2(U) — _ V- (’Ul _ ’U) _’_‘/O 1_TI€(V2M1/2)(’U(H)) . (’U/ _ ’U) ® (’Ul . ’U)dli,

2

where v(k) :=v + k(v — v). Thanks to the fact (a — b)? > % — b*, we have

v 1
(20 = PP 2 B 0 = 0P - [0 AP ol (233)

For € < ©5/16, we set A(e,d) = {(vi,v,0) : 16/7 < |vi| < /e, |v| < 8/, € < sin(0/2) < 48|v.| 71} Tt is
easy to check that A(e, d) is non-empty. Thus we have

N fpt?) > / B M pe ) f2 (W2 — pt/?)Pdodudo,

1
> 5 [ B an(ol - (7 — o) fdodvde,
1
1 /Be"y’llA(EV(;)|(V2u1/2)(v(m))|2|v’ —v|* f2dodvdv.dr
1 € 1 €7
= IO - (T 6). (2.34)

Estimate of Z;"”*'(6). For fixed v,v,, we introduce an orthogonal basis (hl, ,h2, =) such that
do = sin 0dfdy. Then one has

/
v =0 0 0 0 v—w
1 . 2 . *
= cos = cos ph + cos — sin ph — sin =
[v" — o] 2 vov g S P, 2 |v— vy
v v—v
1 2 *
—_— = alhv Vs —|— CLQhU Vs —|— as 5
|v] ’ ’ v — .l

where a3 = ﬁ . Ig:z*‘ and aq, ae are constants independent of § and ¢. Then we have

R R VI 0 0 . N
— = |alcos§cosgo+a2cos§smcp—a351n§|

o v —w
lv] | |

0 0 0
= ajcos? 3 cos? ¢ + a3 cos® 3 sin® ¢ + a3 sin® 5

0
+2ayas cos® 5 o8P sinp — 2as cos 3 sin §(a1 cos ¢ + ag sin ).

Integrating with respect to o, we have

ks 2m
/be(cos ONlaeslv- (V' —v)|Pdoe = / / b(cos 0) sin 01 (e g)|v - (v — v)[*dfdp (2.35)
o Jo

Y

T 0 0
m(ad + a3)|v|v — v.|? / b(cos ) sin 0 cos® 3 sin? §1A(€15)d9.
0
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Let B(e, 6) := {(vs,v) : 16/7 < |vi| < /e, |v| < 8/7}. If (v,v.) € Ble, d), direct computation gives

™ 0 0
/ b(cos ) sin 0 cos® 3 sin? 3 Le<sin(0/2)<4s)v.| -1 d0
0

2 2

T, 0 0 !
= 4| In €|_1 / COS2 - Sinil —1€S5in(9/2)g4tglv*‘—ld(Sin 5) = 4| In €|_1 / (1 — t2)t_11€St§45\v*|*1dt
0 0

Y%

48|v. |t
2|Ine|™! / t7rdt = 2|Ine| 1 (In(46) — In |v.| — Ine),
where we use ¢ < 46|v,|7! < v/2/2 and 1 — 2 > 1/2. Back to (2.35), we get
/be(cos )1 aces)lv- (V' —v)|*do

> 2m(ai + a3)|v]*|v — v* 15| Ine| " (In(40) — In |v.| — Ine).

If (v,v4) € B(e,0), then |v — vi| > 8/m > 1, which gives

()

Y

2| Ine| " / (a? + a3l — v 0L p(c, 5 (In(46) — Ino.| — In)u(v) fdvdv,

_ v v
= 2n|lne™? /(1 - (m =)o |v — v o> (In(46) — In v.| — In€)1 (e 5 p(v) fEdvd,,

0]
where we use the fact a? + a3 + a% = 1 and the law of sines

=Dy — P = (1 - ad) e

ol o]

If (v,v.) € B(e, 0), one has |v.]/2 < |v — v,| < 3|v.|/2, which yields

L) 2 227 e [

v Vg

ol o

1) o 2o (10(48) — In 0. | — €)1 (. 5)a(0) f2dvdv,

= 2n(3/2)al e [(10040) ~Infuu] ~ b Ofon " LigreyucoseS 2. (2.36)
where we denote ¢; := [(1— (11 |z:|)2)|U|2/L(U)1\v|§8/frdv'
Estimate Z57'(§). Recalling B"! = Ljy—u.|>1sin(0/2)>¢| In €[ Mo — v,V sin™(6/2), [v' — o] = |[v —
v, | sin(0/2), we have
15’7’1(6) = /Be’%llA(eﬁ(;)|(V2u1/2)(v(n))|2|v’ — | f2dodvdv.dk
= e [ Lo (V)0 = v+ dodudo.de
< /2 el [ Lage (T2 0P o fdodudo,
Given £ € [0,1],v, € R*, we will use the following change of variables:
(0= (0,¢),v) = (0= (0(K), ), v(K)) (2.37)
Here 6(x) is the angle between v(k) — v, and o. In the change, one has
0/2 < 0(k) < 6,sin0 < 2sinb(k), v — v.|/V2 < [v(k) — ve| < v — 0] (2.38)
From which together with |W|_1 < (1—%)7% <32, we have
dodv = sin 0dfdpdv < 2° sin 0(rk)dO(k)dpdv(k) = 2°dodv(k), (2.39)
and 1A(e,6) < 116/7r§|v*\Sé/e,sin(@(n)/2)§46\v*\*1 = 10(5)5). After the change, we get
Z70) < 206/ el [ 10|V 000 Pl [ fdodo () i (2.40)

In the region C(e,d), one has sin(0(x)/2) < 45]v.| ™!, then we have

/1A(e,5)d0 < 27T/ L6 /n<v.|<6/e Lsin(0 () /2) <450, | -1 SN O(K)dO(K) = 2°T X 116 m<o,|<6/e0° 0
0

|72
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Plugging which into (2.40), we get

57 (6)

IN

2127(3/2) 6 In e ! / Lio/n o <o/el (V2 2) (w(R)) Pl [+ f2dv(x)dv.dr

IN

22m(3/2) 8%  Ine| / 116 /m o <oyelv- 72 f2dv, (2.41)

where ¢ = [ |(V2u!/2)(v)|?dv. Plugging (2.36) and (2.41) into (2.34), thanks to (In(46) —In [v.|—Ine) > In4
when |v,| < 6 /e, we get

NV, ) > (2727(3/2) Ve — 297(3/2)" M ep(In4) ~16?)
x[Ine[ ™ /(111(45) —In[o.| =€) 16/n<io,|<o/e|ve] 72 fodv..

For brevity, let C7 = 2727(3/2)7¢1, Cy = 2107(3/2)7 ¢y (In4)~1. We choose § such that C62 = C;/2 and
thus

NV (f,u!2) > (Cr/2) Ine ™ /(1n(45) = In[v.] = I €)Lig/m o <o/elva 2 fidvn. (242)
Step 2: |vi| > R/e. Here R > 1,e < 1/2. By direct computation, we have
Ny = [ B2 = 2 oo,
> /367%11\1)*|2R/El|v\§1ff(ﬂll/2 — p'?)2dodvdv,

= /b€|v - U*|V1|v*\ZR/el\v|§1f3(/1’/1/2 - u1/2)2dadvdv*

Y%

/b€|” = 0| Lo 2yl pi<1 f pdodudo,
_2/b€|” — 0 Loz rye o<t 2P pt P dodvdv., = JE7(R) — J5 77 (R). (2.43)
By (2.11), we have

J(R) > 27T|].n€|_1€_2/|’U_U*|’Yl|v*\ZR/el\v|§1ffud0dvdv*
> 27(3/2)”|1n6|_16_2/Iv*|”1m|zR/51|v\S1ffudvdv*

— 2m(3/2) es| ne| 2 / [0u Lo, 5 e f 20 (2.44)
where ¢3 = [ 1),|<1pudv and we use the following relation for |v,| > R/e > 2, |v| <1,
[vi]/2 < v —vy| < 3|va]/2. (2.45)

Since sin(6/2) > e, there holds [v/| + [v] > [v/ —v| = sin §|v — v, | > €lv — v.| > €(|v.| — |v]), and then
|| + (1 + €)|v| > €|ve| > R. From which we have R? < (|v'| + 2[v])? < 8(|v'|* + |v|?) and

/2, 1/2 _ —3/2, — /242 —3/2 12 _m2
utEute = (2m) 7 e 1 < (2m)7feT s e 2E. (2.46)
Then by (2.46), the upper bound in (2.11), the lower bound in (2.45), we have
Ty '(R) = 2/bE|U—U*|71|v*\ZR/el\v|g1ffu'l/2ul/2d0dvdv*
r? lv]?
< 2(27‘()_3/2672_6 /b€|v — v*|V1|v*‘ZR/EIMfoe_Tdevdv*

2 o2
< 87T(27T)_3/2€712{73|1n6|_16_2/|’U—U*|V1|v*‘ZR/elMglffe_%dvdU*
2 »I2
< 8m(2m) e (1/2)7 Ine|te / [0 Loz Ry pg<a f2e™ 5 dodo,

2
— sw(2w)*3/26—%(1/2)7c4|1ne|*1e*2/|u*|71|v*‘23/€f3dv*, (2.47)
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v|2
where ¢y = [ 1‘U|§16_%dv. Plugging (2.44) and (2.47) into (2.43), we arrive at for any e <1/2, R > 1,

R

2
NEP(f, ) > (Cy — Cae™ 7 )| Ine|~He / [0 L}, 2 Rye Sl vy, (2.48)

where C3 = 2m(3/2)7¢c3, Cy = 8m(2m)~3/2(1/2)7¢y.
Step 3: |vi| > §/e. Note that the above estimate (2.48) is valid for any R > 1 and € < 1/2. For the fixed

N6)2

0 > 0 in Step 1, we choose N large enough such that N > 1 and C5 — C4e_( 20 > (3/2. Taking R = N§
in (2.48), when € is small such that Ne < 1/2, we have

NSt 2) 2 e ™ In(Ne N (f, u2) > (Cs/2) N2 me 7™ / (Ve Mo 1257e f2dv (2:49)
Step 4: gain of the weight W¢. When |v,| > 16/m > 4, we get [v,]? < 1+ |v,|> < 1|v,|?, which gives
[o2[ 72 > min{1, (17/16) 7727 1), o7 > min{1, (17/16) 72} (v.)
For simplicity, set C;(y) = min{1, (17/16)~7/2=1} Co(y) = {1,(17/16)~7/2}. Tt is obvious |f|§2/ >
~/2
J Lo, <16/7 (04)? f2dv,. From these facts together with (2.42), (2.49), we arrive at

N 111 2 [ Ugcioyeton)? fodv.

+(C1/9C1 ()| e ! /(1n(45) = Info.] = In€)(v.) ™ Lig/m< o, <o/e fLdve

+(Cs/4)N_202(7)|1n6|_16_2/<v*>”1m|za/ef3dv*- (2.50)
By (2.3), we have 1), j<16/=W€(vs) < (14 162/72)1/2, which gives
Ly, j<16/x = (1+16%/7%) 7 Ly <16/ (W) (02). (2.51)
In the middle region 16/7 < |v.| < §/€, we have
In4 In4
2 —1 _ | — > - » 2 —1 _ | — > €\2 «)- .
(v)%| Ine|”* (In(49) — In jv,| — In€) > 1—ln5<v Y Inel ™ (1 —In|vi| — Ine) > 1—ln5(W) (vs). (2.52)
In the large velocity region |v,| > /¢, by (2.3), we have
IIne|~te2 > (W) (v.). (2.53)

Plugging (2.51), (2.52) and (2.53) into (2.50), we get
N put ) + 172 > COIWSIT:
v/2 v/2

where C(y) = min{(1 + 162/72)~1, (C1/4)C1(7) 2%, (C3/4)N~2Ca(v)} is a positive constant depending
only on «y. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

We next show that the lower bound in Lemma 2.8 is sharp in the following sense.
Lemma 2.9. Let —3 <~ < 0. There exists €9 > 0 such that for 0 < e < €y and n > 0,
NIt 2) S WSl
v/2

Proof. Tt is obvious that NV (f, u'/?) < NoVO(f, u'/?). Therefore it suffices to consider the upper bound
of NVO(f, u'/?). First we have

NG 5 [ B2 = B0 v,

5 /Be,vff(ull/ﬁl_M1/4)2ull/2d0dvdv*+/Be,'yf3(u/1/4_M1/4)2M1/2d0dvdv*
= KU+ K5,

By Taylor expansion, one has (/%4 — p'/*)? < min{1,|v — v4]?6%} ~ min{1, |v' — v,|?6?}. By Proposition
7.1, we have [ b(cos @) min{1, v — v,]20?}do ~ v — vu[*1jy_y,|<2 + (W) (| — v4])1}y—y,|>2. From which
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together with (2.8), we have

’Cg'y(f) S /f31|'u—v*|§2|v — v*|7+2u1/2dvdv*

b [ Bl gsaly = 0OV )P ) Pdvdo, ST

The term K77 (f) can be similarly estimated by the change of variable v — v’ (take xk = 1 in (2.37)). Indeed,
one has K77 (f) < [ b¢(cos(20) v/ —vi |7 f2 (W14 — /)21 2dodv’ dv,., where 0 is the angle between v — v,
and o. With the fact 8’ = 0/2, we also have

[ cost2 ) min {11~ 0P S 1 alt” 0 a0V 00)
Thus by exactly the same argument as that for K57 (f), we have K7(f) < [W<f|7. . The proof of the
v/2

lemma is complete. O

2.3. Gain of regularity from N7 (g, f). In what follows, we will focus on gain of regularity from
NV (g, f). Our strategy can be concluded as follows:
(1) gain of regularity from N<%0(g, f).
(2) gain of regularity from N¢%7(g, f) by reducing to N<%°(g, f).
(3) gain of regularity from N7 (g, f) by reducing to N%"(g, f).

2.3.1. Gain of reqularity from N%9(g, f). We first show gain of Sobolev regularity. We recall from [1] that
for g > 0 with [g[zr > ¢ > 0 and |g[1 < A,

[ beosthg. (" ~ fdadv.do + |13 = O N a(D)
where a(§) == [ b(‘—é - o) min{|¢|?>sin?(#/2),1}do + 1. Thanks to Proposition 7.1, we get

Lemma 2.10. Let g be a function such that |g*|;n > 0 > 0, |g2|L% < X < 00, then there exists a constant
C(5,\) such that
NO(g, f)+ 172 = C(0, )W (D)2 (2.54)

Next we want to derive gain of anisotropic regularity from N'¢%%(g, f). In this part, we derive anisotropic
regularity from NEV’Y*”(ulﬂ, f). To this end, our strategy is to apply the geometric decomposition in the
frequency space. More precisely, we will use the following decomposition (see (2.59) in the proof of Lemma

2.13)
(701~ fl ) + (Fdel ) - 7o)

= spherical part + radial part. (2.55)

HOENI(3!

We shall show that the “spherical part” produces anisotropic regularity. Namely,
~ A + o
Lemma 2.11. Let A(f) := [b°(;& - o) £(€) = F(|€] &) Pdodg where &7 = S then
ACf) + 1172 ~ IW(=Bg2)2) fI72 + | f17 2

Proof. Let r = |§|,7 = £/|¢| and ¢ = \:igl’ then Ig_l oc=2(t-¢)>—-1and |§|‘£+| = r¢. For the change
of variable (§,0) — (r,7,<), one has dédo = 4(7 - ¢)r drdeg Let 6 be the angle between 7 and o, then

2sing:|7' ol, |7 —¢| =2(1 — cos 9

2) and thus sin§ = 2|7 —o| < |7 —¢| < T — 0| = 2sing. Therefore
el ™7 — |7 1, _¢>2c < b(cos) < [Ine| 2% —¢| 7M1 _(>e.

With the help of (7.7) in Proposition 7.3, we have

A = 4 /SS “(cosO)|f(rr) — Fro)2(r - Syrdrdrds + |13

A

|Ine|™* / |f rT) r§)| |7 —<|” 1‘T,<‘2€r2drd7d< + |f|2L2

S IWA(=Ae2) )1 + If 172 = IW(=2s2)2) fl72 + 172,
where we use Lemma 7.3 and Plancherel’s theorem in the last line. Thanks to (7.7) in Proposition 7.3 and
Remark 7.1, we similarly get the = direction. ]
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The “radial part” in (2.55) is controllable by gain of W€ in the phase and frequency space. Namely,
Lemma 2.12. Let Z°7(f) = [b°(5& - o)(€)7| (€] f5y) — F(67)Pdode with £+ = S8 and 4 < 0. Then
ZE”( ) S IWE( YW o flie + WW, o fl7e.

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: v = 0. By the change of variable (¢,0) — (r,7,¢) with £ =r7 and ¢ = ﬁ—i:‘, we have

Z20(f) = 4/b5(2(7 “)2 = DIf(r<) = f((r- o) (7 - )rdrdrds.

Let u = r¢, and 6 be the angle between 7 and ¢. Since b¢(2(7 - ¢)? — 1) = b(cos26) < |Ine|~10~*, and
r2drdrds = sin 0dudfdS, we have

ZUf) S |nel” 1// 073 f(u) — f(ucosB)|>dudd
R3 Je/2

A

|1n6|’1/9*3|f(U) = f(u/ cos0)|*dudd < [W(D)f[7 + W fli,

where we use Plancherel’s theorem and Lemma 7.4 in the last line.
Step 2: general cases. We reduce the general case to the special case v = 0. For simplicity, we denote

w = |u|%7 then W, (u) = W, (w). From which we have

(W) (f(w) = f(u™))? ((Wa 2 f) () = (Wa o )W) + (W o 1)) (1 = Wo p(w) Wy j2(ut)))?
20(W, 2 ) (™) = (W o f)(w)? + 21 (W, 2 f) (@)1 = W, o (w) Wy jo (uF)]%

IN

Thus we have
2 S 2 OWaeh)+ [V VDRI = W, aw)Wo sla) Pdodu

ul
= ZE’O(W,Y/Qf) + A.

By noticing that [W, jo(w)W_, 2(u™) — 1| < 62, we have |A| < |W, /2f|32, where the change of variable
u — u™ is used. Together with the estimate in Step 1, we get the desired result. O

Now we are in a position to get |We((—Ag2)'/2)f|2, from N<%C(g, f).
v/2

Lemma 2.13. For any smooth functions g, f, the follow two estimates hold true.

NO0(g, 1)+ 1gPa W (D) F e + gBa W F3e 2 o W (~As2) /) 3o, (256)
NOg, £) S gl ((~Bs2) VD) s + 19 Ba WD) e + lolBal s (257)
Proof. By Bobylev’s formula, we have
NeOO(g f) = _(2; / be(é—|-o—)(gA2(0)|f(§) — FE€9) + 2R((62(0) — g2(€)) F(EH) F(€)dorde
lgl72 2
ol G

where ¢t = EH;'U and £~ = ﬂ Thanks to the fact g2(0) — g2(£7) = J(1—cos(v-£7))g*(v)dv, we have

Tl = | / (g 7)1 = cos(v- € WR(ET) () dods
< [V = eos(u € NP0 Pdodedn)
<[4 )1 = cos(o- €)@ F(6) Podear) .
Observe that 1= cos(-€) 5 PIEF = HoPPEP 1 = of ~ PPy = o, thus 1 - cos(v-€°) <
min{[o2[&[2]§ — o2, 1} ~ min{[o2lc*2] & — o[2,1}. By the fact & -0 = 2(& -0)2 — 1, and the change

of variable £ — £*, and the property We¢(|v||€]) < We(Ju|)W<(]€]), we have

T2 S /(W€)2(|v||§|)If(€)|292(v)dvd§ SIWeglL: (WD) L2 < lgl72 W (D) fIL-- (2.58)
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Now we set to investigate Z;. By the geometric decomposition

F& - fehH =1 - (|£I|§+|)+f(|§||€+|) feh), (2.59)
we have
_ £ £ 2do 1 A o
n- [ (g - NF©) = i€ Pods > /b<|,§| o) f(e) - <|s||§+|>|dds

. 1
- [ Dl S - e Pdods = 1~ Tua

By Lemma 2.11, we have

Tia + |72 ~ IWE((=A52)Y2) 122 + | 172 (2.60)

By Lemma 2.12 in the special case of v = 0, there holds
Tio SIWE(D)flL + W f[Lo. (2.61)
Patching together (2.58), (2.61) and (2.60), we get (2.56) and (2.57). O

2.3.2. Gain of regularity from N'<%7(g, f). We first introduce some notations. Let x be a smooth function
such that 0 < xy < 1,x =1 on B; and Suppy C Bs. Here Bj is the ball centered at origin with radius 1.
By is interpreted in a similar way. Let xg(v) := x(v/R), Xru(v) := xr(v —u) and ¢r o = X7R — X310 fOr
some r, R > 0 and u € R3. The following lemma bounds N<%"(g, f) by N¢%9(g, f) from below once the
distance between supports of g and f is larger than some multiples of 7.

Lemma 2.14. For 0 <n <r <1< R,u € Brg, the following two estimates hold true.

N (g, £) + lgl7a1f 12 2 N0 (xrg, (1 = x3R) ). (2.62)
N g, )+ 12 R2lglia|fl7e 2 N2 (SR.rug: Xruf)- (2.63)
Proof. We proceed in the spirit of [15]. If |v.| < 2R and |v| > 3R, then |v — v.| > R > n. Then we have

NeO(g, f) = /bE(COS9)1|v—v*\2ngf(f’—f)zd"d“d“*

> / b (cosB) (xrg)2(f' — F)2(1 — yar)?dodudo,

Y

5 [ ¥ eos ) (ang2(((1 = xam) ) — (1= xam) oo,

1
~ [ 1 (eos0)(xrg AP (i~ xam)dodudy. = 5T, - T,

Observe that Z; = N%%(xrg, (1 — x3r)f). Since |Vxsr|re < R Vx|re < R7Y, we get (xr)2(Xsp —
x3r)? S R0 —v|? = R2|v — v, |?sin?(6/2). If |u.| < 2R, |v| > 20R, 0 < 7/2, we have
[v" — v.| = cos(0/2)|v — v.| > cos(8/2)(|v] — |v.]) > 9IV2R.
Then we have [v/| > [v" — v.| — |vi| > 9v/2R — 2R > 6R, which gives x5z = 0. Since 6 < 7/2, we have
(Xr)2(X5r — X3R)® < Lju|<20R, v, |<2rR 2|V X|] e [0 — vi|* sin®(0/2) < sin®(6/2).
By the change of variable (v,0) — (v/,6/2) and using (2.13), we get

7, < / g2 Fdvdv, < |g[2] 2.

From which together with the fact Z; = N“%%(xrg, (1 — x3r)f), we get (2.62).
If v € sUppPXsu, U« € SUPPPR, v, then |v — vi| > r >, which gives

NO g, ) = /b6(0089)1|v—v*\2n93(f'—f)2d"d“d“*

Y

[ 5ot 0rrg (1" = £ dodude,

Y

5 [ (080 6R 02 ((raf) = rouf oo,

1
— [ F(c038)(6rrg 2 (0 — X Vododede, = 30~ T
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Observe that J1 = N9 . wg, Xruf). Since |V, . (v)] <77 Vx|L= Li<jv—ul<or S r~!, together with
Taylor expansion, we get

W = ol =1 [ o 0060) o 0?12l = 50072 [ Vg i
For u € Brp, |vs| < 14R,r < |v(k) — u| < 2r, we have
v —vi| < V2v(k) — va] < V200(K) — u| + V2]u — vi| < 2V2r + V2(TR + 14R) < 23V2R,
and thus
(@Rr)s (X = Xr)? S 7720 = 0 L) urb® S 772 R?5i0°(6/2).
By the change of variable v — v’ and (2.13), we get
o SR [ G2 fdudo, S v R g
From which together with the fact 71 = N<%%(dr - ug, Xruf), we get (2.63). |

2.3.3. Gain of regularity from N7V (g, f). To reduce N7 to N9 we introduce an intermediate quan-
tity

REgu) = [ V08O o0 = 02 G2 — h)Pdodudo.

The next lemma reduces N€77 to A€,

Lemma 2.15. For v <0 <mn, one has

1 €,0,m 2 2
501/\/ (W5 29, Wy o f) — C3|9|L‘2w/2+1‘ |f|Lg/2 (2.64)
< NY(g, ) < 205NN W, 09, W, o f) + 203|9|%‘2w/2+1‘ |f|2Lg/2=

where Cy,Cs, C3 are constants depending only on ~y. They are universally bounded if —3 < v < 0.
Proof. Set F' =W, 5f. By definition, we have

Nevn(g f) = /bf(cos O) 1)y )50V — ) G2 (W_y o F) — W_, o F)?dodvdu,.
We make the following decomposition
(W_y)oF) = W_yjoF = (W_,)9) (F' = F) + F(W’_W2 —-W_,)):=A+B.
By £42 — B? < (A+ B)? < 24% + 2B?, we get
1
gh—I< NeT(g, ) < 2(Th + In),

where

i /bé(cos 0)1jy—v, |>n(v — m}"ng’_v(F’ — F)?dodvdv.,,

Iy = /bé(cos 0)1jy—ov, |>n(v — m}"ngQ(WL,Y/Q - W_, 2)*dodvdv,.
Since (v,)Y < (v — VYT(W) 7T < {vs) 77, we get
NEONW, 109, W o f) STy SNOH Wy 109, Wey 2 f).
By Taylor expansion, one has (W', —W_, 2)* S [(v(r)) 7 %o — v,[? sin?(#/2)dx. Note that
(v =)o =02 (u() 7772 S (v = 0) (k) T2 S (u(k) = 0) T (k) T2 S (0n) L

From which together with (2.13), we get

I < / g2 (v P dvdv. < lgfe I
Iy /21|
Patching together the above estimates for Z; and Z,, we get the lemma. O
If v < 0, then [v — v.|7 > (v — v.)7, and thus N77(g, f) > N&77(g, f). From which together with
Lemma 2.15, we have
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Lemma 2.16. For v <0 <mn, one has
N (g, )+ lgl7»

[v/2+1

1fliz , = CNOOIW, 1og, Wy o ),
where C' is a constant depending only on . The constant is universally bounded if —3 <~ < 0.
We are now ready to derive gain of regularity from N7 (/2 f).
Lemma 2.17. For —3<~y<0<n<671277/6e=1/6 .= ry, we have
NI 2, )+ ([ | 2 WD)Wy i f 17
N2 f) + WD o f 22 + W W o f72 2 [W((=Dg2) V2)W, 2 f 7.
Making suitable combination, we have
NN GM2, ) WW, o e 2 W (=B VD)W, jof3 + [WEDYW,y o f 22
Proof. Taking g = p'/? in Lemma 2.16, we have
N2, ) 41 [z | 2 NI W o2, W f) 2 NI W o2 W po ).
Taking g = W_3,ou/%, f = W, )of = F in Lemma 2.14, we have for n <r <1 < R,u € Bz,
NEONW_gjop 2, F) + | Fl72 2 NOO(xgW_g/au'/?, (1 = x3R)F).
N67O)W(W73/2M1/27 F) + T_2R2|F|%2 Z N670)0(¢R,r,uW73/2M1/27 Xr,uF)'
Taking R =1, then xr = x, we get
4
|XRW—3/2.U1/2|%2 = /X2W,3udv > %2_3/2(271')_%6_1/2 = 62,
Recalling ¢r,ru = X7rR — X3r,u and X7r > X R, We have
1 1
[ Voo = 5 [ \2aWoapido — [ Woapid = 552 38, Woapdo,
Note that [ X3, ,W_spdv < 4?”(67“)3(27&_% := Cr®. By choosing r such that Cr® = 162, we get
SR Wos o'/ ?[72 > 62/4.
It is easy to check r = 671277/6¢=1/6 Therefore we have
min{|Gr . W_sjop'? |12, IXRW_5/21?| 12} > 6,/2.
On the other hand, it is obvious to see
max{|xgW_s 21?12, [0 W_5/21" ?[ 12} < |ulpy = Ae.
Thanks to (2.71) and (2.72), by Lemma 2.10, we get
N RW /o™, (1 = x3r)F) + |(1 = X3R) Fl72 > C(6./2, M)W (D)(1 = x3r)F |72
NE7010(¢R,T,uW73/2M1/27 Xr,uF) + |Xr,uF|%2 Z C(é*/27 )‘*)|W€(D)Xr,uF|%2
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(2.65)

(2.66)
(2.67)

(2.68)

(2.71)

(2.72)

(2.73)
(2.74)

There is a finite cover of Bsr with open ball B,.(u;) for u; € Bgg. More precisely, there exists {uj}j»v:l C Bgr

such that Bgr C UévleT(uj), where N ~ T% is a universal constant. We then have ysgp < Zjvzl Xru,; and
thus [W(D)xsrF|%2 < N3N [W(D)xru, F|22. From which together with (2.69), (2.70), (2.73), (2.74),

we get for any 0 < n <,
NG, ) 4 |f R 2 S WED)W o T2

Since r is a universal constant, we get (2.66).
Thanks to (2.71) and (2.72), by (2.56) in Lemma 2.13, we get

N RW /o™, (1 = x3r)F) + A2(IW(D)(1 = x3r) F|72 + [W(1 = x3r)F|72)
2 02We((—As2)"*) (1 = x3r)F72,
NE’010(¢R,r,uW—3/2U1/27Xr,uF) + /\i(|WE(D)XT,uF|%2 + |W€XT,uF|%2) 2 5E|WE((_AS2)1/2)Xr,uf|%2'

Then a similar argument yields (2.67).
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2.4. Lower bound of (L7 f, f). Thanks to Lemma 2.8 and (2.68) in Lemma 2.17, we get
Lemma 2.18. Let —3 < v <0< n <rg where rqg is the constant in Lemma 2.17. We have
N2 F) 4 NV (2 f) 4 |f|2Li/z (2.75)
2 WA(=0e) W, f T2 + W DIW 2 fl7a + WW, 272 = 12 o
Now we are ready to prove the following coercivity estimate, which a stronger version of Theorem 1.2.
Theorem 2.1. Let -3 <y <0< n<ry. We have
(LS f) + U 2

Proof. We recall that N7 (/2. f)+ NV (f, 1*/?) corresponds to the anisotropic norm ||| ||| introduced
in [3]. By the proof of Proposition 2.16 in [3], there holds

(L5715, ) 2 G NI, ) N 2) = | [ B (7 £ dodod, |

If v = =3, by (2.17) in the Cancellation Lemma 2.7 with a = 1/2,p = 00, ¢ = 1, we have

| [ B = 5P dodude.| < Clut P < CIfs

If v > —3, referring to [1], we have

}/Be’"y’"u*(f2 — f?)dodvdv, | < C/|U — 0| fRdvdv, < C|f|%2/ :
y/2

Therefore we have

(L7715, ) 2 S NG )+ NSl 2) = LR (2.76)
By Lemma 4.2, we have
ES™ S 10551 S 17 (2.77)
Patching (2.76) and (2.77), we arrive at (2.1).
(ot fy+ 1l , 2 NEVIUM2, )+ NOTI(f, ). (2.78)
From which together with Lemma 2.18, we finish the proof. O

3. SPECTRAL GAP ESTIMATE

In this section, we will consider the spectral gap estimate of L7, As we explained in the introduction,
it will yield Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. In order to get (1.51), we first prove the smallness of <£f7’0 0
when 7 is small.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 <n <1, then
(LS F, DI S P WD) —P) f[7.

Proof. The null space of E;’O is \V, and L;O is a self-joint operator. Therefore it suffices to consider
f € Nt Similar to (2.2), we define N7 (g, h) with the restriction |[v — v.] < 7. It is easy to check
(LSOf, f) < 2/\/7?’0(;11/2, )+ 2N50(f, ©'/?). We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: Estimate of N°(f, 1'/?). Recall

NSO, pt?) = /bé(cos 1y, j<nf2((12) — p/?)2dodvdo,.

By Taylor expansion, |(u'/2) — u'/?| < |[Vp/?|p=|v —v| < |v — v.4]f. From which together with (2.13), we
have

N;’O(f,ul/Q) < /be(cosﬁ)l‘v,v*gnfﬂv—v*|26‘2dadvdv*

< /1|v,v*|§nff|v—v*|2dvdv* <n°|f]3s.
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Step 2: Estimate of/\/;’o(ul/2, f). Recalling the decomposition f = Fpf + F°f in (1.63), we have

N;’O(u1/2,f) = /bé(c059)1|v,v*‘gnu*(f' — f)?dodvdo,

IN

2 / b (cos )1y —y, | <nits(Fof) — Fof) dodvd,

+2 / b (o8 0)1jy—p <t (FO ) — F2f)?dodvdv, := 2oy + 2Ipigh.

Step 2.1: Estimate of Inign. By () —3°f)* <2 (((3°f)")* + (§2f)?), the change of variable v — v/,
the estimate (2.11) and the fact (2.7), we have

Iigh S /bf(cos9)1‘U,v*|§nu*(S¢f)2dadvdv*

A

|1H6|_16_2/1lvw*|§nﬂ*(3¢f)2dvdv* SnP e[~ 2F0fIT. SPWD) [T
Step 2.2: Estimate of Low. Observe (§of) —Fof)? = ((Fof))? — (Fof)? +2F6f (Fof — Fof)). We get
B = [ V08O inte ((§af))? = (5af)?) dodudu.

—|—2/b€(COS 9)1\v—v*\gn,u*$¢f (sqbf - (Sd)f)/) dodvdv, = Ilow,canccll + 2Ilow,dydadic-

Estimate of low cancenn- Thanks to (2.13), by cancellation lemma in [1], we get

Ilow,canccll S /l\v—v*\gnﬂ* (f§¢f)2dvdv* 5 7’]3|S¢f|i2 5 773|f|%2 (31)

Estimate of Iiow,dydadic. For simplicity, we define

V(g,h) := /be(cos 0)11y—v, |<ntixg (B" — h) dodvdv,.

By the dyadic decomposition, we have

Dow,dydadic = ~V(Fof,8of) =— Z V(S;Sof SkSsf) (3.2)
Jk=—1
= — > YEBSZE) - D VEBef FaFol):
—1<j<k<|In¢| —1<k<j<|Ine|

For simplicity, we set Fj, = §x5sf-
Case 1: k < j. Note that

V(F;, F) = /Bf7’0¢(sin(0/2)/2k)u*Fj((Fk)' — Fy)dodvdv,
+/B;0(1 — ¢(sin(0/2)/25)) s F; (Fy)' — Fy)dodvdv, := Yy (Fj, Fy) + Yo (F}, F).

Let us first consider Vi (F}, F) in which e <sin(6/2) < % x 27F < 27F+1 By Taylor expansion,

1
(Fp) — F, = (VFg) - (v —v) —|—/ (V2E) (v(k)) : (v —v) @ (v — v)dk.
0
We separate V1 (Fj, Fy) = V1,1 (Fj, Fi) + V1 2(F}, Fy) according to the previous expansion with
V11(F;, Fy) = /B;’O¢(sin(9/2)/2k)u*Fj(VFk) (v = v)dodvdu,,

1—«x

1 1
V12(F;, Fy) == /0 /B;’O¢(sin(9/2)/2k),u*Fj/o (V2Fy)(v(k)) : (v —v) @ (v — v)dodvdv,ds.

We first estimate Vi 1(F}, Fi). Note that
0
| / b6 (sin(6/2)/2") (o) — v)do| = | / b (sin(8/2)/2") sin® & dov. —v)| (3.3)
|Ine|~'(|Ine| —kIn2 +In2)|v. — v,

A
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which yields

PralBFDl £ Tl (el = k2 +102) [ Vool = o los (VR e,
< ot nel7H(|Ine| — kIn2 + 1n2)2% | Fy| L2 | Fy| Lo

We go to estimate Yy o(F}, F,). By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and the change (2.37)-(2.39), we get

Vi2(F), Fi)| S |/b6¢(sin(9/2)/2k) 0%1)y—0., | <n|v — 0P FS | (V2 Fy) (v(k)) | dodvdu, dr

1/2
< (/ b°¢ (sin(0/2)/2%) 6021, . | <ylv — v*|2u*|Fj|2dadvdv*)
1/2
X (/ b¢ (sin(6/2)/2%) 021, <ylv — v*|2u*|V2Fk|2dodvdv*>
< |lne H(|Ine] — kIn2 + In2)n° | Fj|p2 | Fi| g2
< nP|Ine] (| Ine| — kIn2 4 In2)22%| F;| 2| F |2

Patching together the estimates of V1 1(F}, Fy) and V1 2(F}, Fy), we have
V1 (Ej, F)| < nf|Ine] (| Ine| — kIn2 + 1n 2)2%% | Fj| 12| Fg | g2

We now turn to Vo (Fj, Fy) in which 6 2 2~ k. By Taylor expansion up to order 1, we have

(F) — Ful = | / (Fo))(0(r) - (& — v)di] < Blv— v / |(V(Ee))(w(x)|dr.

Plugging the above inequality into the definition of Vs (F}, Fy), by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, the change

71'/2

. , and the fact S , we get
2.37)-(2.39 d the f: —2dp < 2%

a(E Fl S [0~ 6 (5n(0/2)/25))01 v ol — el 5 (V) 00 o s
1/2
hS (/ b o (sin(9/2)/2k) O1)y—o. |<nlV — V|t (Fj)Qdevdv*>

X (/ b ¢ (sin(9/2)/2k) O1)y—o. |<nlv — v*|,u*|VFk|2dadvdv*) v
S e 728 Fy L [ Filan S 0t ne| =122 | F | L2 | Fe| 2.
Patching together the estimates of Vi (£}, Fi,) and Vo (Fj, Fy), we have when k < j,
V(Fj, Fi) S ' [lnel ™ (1 + [ Ine| — kIn2)2%" | Fy| 2| Fy| 2.
Case 2: j < k. We have

y(Fijk) = /B6 O,U*F ((Fk) Fk)dO’dl}dU*

— / B 1. ((FjFy) — FjFy)dodvdv, + / B . (Fj — (F)') (Fy)' dodvdv,
= Xl(FJ,Fk)—l—XQ(FJ,Fk)
Similar to (3.1), using cancellation lemma in [1], we get

XL (Fy, Fi)| < 0% Fjl 2| Fel e

(3.5)

Similar to the estimate of Y(F}, Fy) in Case I where k < j, here we apply Taylor expansion to Fj, similar

o (3.4), we can get
| X2 (Fy, Fi)| < [ ove| =1 (1 + [ Ine] — j In2)2% | Fy| 2| Fi e
Patching together, we get for j <k,
IV(E, Fi)l < [ oe| = (1 + [ Ine] = j In2)2% | Fy| o] Fi |2 + 0°|Fj| 2| Fi e

(3.6)

(3.7)
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By (3.4) and (3.7), recalling (3.2), we have

Inel —kln241
[low,dydadic] < 7 Z 2%' - |yl 2| el

, [1n €|
—1<k<j<|Ine€|

| lnel —jIn2+1
TR DR L e LR YT N

_ | In €]
—1<j<kS| Ine|
Y | Fle Filee S 0P WD) e (3-8)
—1<j<k<[In¢]
The lemma follows by patching together all the estimates. O

Before giving the spectral gap result, we first introduce a special weight function Us defined by
Us(v) := (14 62[v|*)Y/? > max{d|v|, 1}. (3.9)

We remark that Us plays an important role in deriving (1.51) and here ¢ is a sufficiently small parameter.
We recall the function x and its dilation xr at the beginning of section 2.3.2 (right before Lemma 2.14).

_ Lo N (T2 (72 2y 2
Lemma 3.2. Set X(v,R,0) := 677 ((XR) (Xr)L(Us ") (Us"7), = xr(xr)Us "~ (Us )*) with v < 0 <
0 <1< R, then

X (7, R,6) £ (6% + R72)0%(0) " (v.)* 1)y <ar. (3.10)

Proof. Recall that Xr has support in |v] < 2R. If [v]? + |v.|? > 8R?, then either |v| > 2R or |v.| > 2R,
which implies (xg)2x% = 0. Note that [v|> + |v.]? = [v/]* + [v}]?, then |[v]? + |v.|*> > 8R? also implies
(xr)'(xr)%. = 0. Therefore, we have

X(’Yv R, 6) = X(’Yv R, 6)1\v|2+\v* [2<8R? < X(/% R, 6)1\'U|§4R' (311)
By adding and subtracting terms, we get
X(1,R,6) £ 07 ((xr) = xr)*(XR)L(UF) (UF). + 677 ((xr). = (xr))*XR(UF) (UF).
2 2
FOIGROGR)UDL (U = U7) + 55007 ((037), - 037).)
= Al +A2+A3+A4.

Estimate of A1 and Ay. Since v < 0 and |v.|? + [v/|? = |v.|? + |v|?, we derive

(U7 (U), = (L4 8202 + 8%l > + 64 Pl )72 < (14 6%J0?)/2,
which yields
§IUF) (UL < (672 +o*)72 < (o).
Since |[Vxgr| S R 0 — o] = |[v) — v.] = |[v — v.]sin(0/2), we get
(xr) = xr)* + ((xr): = (xr)x)* S R720%lv — v, S R726%(v)* (v.)*.
Therefore we deduce that A1 + Ay < R7260%(v)7+2(v,)2.
Estimate of As and Ay. We now go to estimate Asz. Noting that |VU(;Y/2| < (5Ug/2, we get

1
(37 = W"™)" = / (VU7 ) (k) - (v = v)ds|” S 6260 — v, 2 / Uy (v(r)) dr.
0

Thanks to |v,|?+|v(k)[* ~ |[v]*+|v|?, we have 67 (UJ ), U (v(k)) < (v)7, which gives Ag < §26%(v)7 2 (v, )2
Similarly, we have Ay < §262(v)7+2(v,)2.

Patching together the above estimates for A, As, A3, A4 and (3.11) , we arrive at (3.10). O
Now we are in a position to prove the following spectral gap result.

Theorem 3.1. Let —3 < v < 0. There are three universal constants €g,mo, Ao > 0 (Ao is related to A§ in
(1.25)), such that for any 0 < e < €y,0 < n <19 and smooth function g, the following estimate holds true.

<£€Vng g> 2 )\Ol(]l P)Q'e /20 (312)
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Proof. Suppose Pg = 0 and then it suffices to prove (L77g, g) > |g|f,y/2- For brevity, we set

TN g) = AL g,g),  Af.9) == (fug+ fg-— flg — ['d.), F(f,g):=A>(f,9).

With these notations, we have J7(g) = [ BS"F(ut/2, g)dodvdv,. Our proof is divided into four steps.

Step 1: Localization of J47"(g). Due to (3.9) and the condition v < 0, we get
v — v 77 < Cy87((6v]) ™7 + (8o ])T7) < 2C587U5 7 (0)Us T (04),
which gives v — v.|7 2 677U, (v)U{ (v.) and thus

Jg) 2 577/belwv—v*\znx%(x%)*UQ(UQ)*]F(M”Qvg)dgd”d”*-

We move the function x%(x%).Uj (Uy). inside F(u'/2, g), which leads to IE‘(XRU(;Y/ZMQ,XRU(;Y/QQ) with

some correction terms. For simplicity, set h = XRU(;Y/Q, f = p/?, then

Xa(R)UTUNF 2, g) = h2h?F(f,g) = (hha (fog + fg.) — hha (flg' + £'91))°

= (hha (fog + fg.) — W' (flg + f'd.) + (W'R. — hh,) (flg' + f'd)))°
> Lt (Fg+ fou) = WHL(FLg + F'9)) — (WK, — hi)? (f1g + 1'd.)

2
1Fh L WH — hh 2 e 112
5 (f7 g)_( * *) (*g +fg*) .

From which we get

1 - €
TNg) 259 V/b Voo 2P (xrUY 202, x pUJ 2 g)dodvdo,

—5—7/196 (Wh. = hh,)? (fl.d + f'g.)° dodvdu,.

We now move XRU(;Y/2 before ;1'/? out of F(XRU(;Y/2M1/27XRU3/29)7 which leads to F(ulm,xRUQ/z

some correction terms. That is,
F(xrU3 i xrUy2g) = A*(xrUJu"? xrU;"*g)

= (A2 xRU; ) — A((1 = xaUF )2, XRU!/QQ))2
= %Az(u”z’, XrUZ2g) = A2((1 = xrUY*) % xrU;%g)
= %F(u”z, XrU%g) = F((1 = xrU; )2, xrUJ % g).

By symmetry, we have

/ b (W', — hhy)” (flg' + f'g)? dodvdv, < 4 / b (Wh. — hh,)? f2g*dodvdy,.
Thanks to (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), we get

1
Tg) 2 7077 / b1y 2 (112, xR U] g)dodvd,
1
_5577/1’51@1((1 — xrU; )2, xrU;? g)dodvdy,
1.1
_45*7/b5 (W'H. — hh,)? f2g*dodvdy, = ZJl - §J2 —4J5.

Step 2: Estimates of J;(i = 1,2,3). We will give the estimates term by term.
Lower bound of J;. We claim that for e < 647! R~2 and some universal constant C,

J12679l7: —C0*+ 8>+ R7?)gl2, )0
v/2

Thanks to (1.47), (1.25) and (2.13), for any smooth function F', we have
(LOOF, F) > (L= P)F[3. 2 |1 - P)F 2.
From which together with Lemma 3.1, for some universal constant C', we have

(LN, F) = (LOOF F) = (LOF, F) 2 |(I = P)F |72 — Cp?[W(D)(I — P)F|{.

(3.13)

(3.14)

g) with

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)
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Applying (3.19) with F' = XRU(;Y/Qg, and using (a — b)? > a?/2 — b2, we have

J1

5_7/bel‘v,v*EnF(ul/z,XRU(;Y/Qg)dadvdv* = 46‘”(56’0’"XRU3/29,XRU;/2g>

> 5 P)(xrU;?9)[2: — O [WE(D)(I - P)(xrU;"*g)[2
1. _ — €

2 30 IXaU; Pglie — 0 B(cRU; P97z — CnPS W (D)X~ B) (xaU; *9) 3
1. 1. _

2 07N gl = 507711 = xm)UF Pglis — 6 IB(RU; )l

—07735_7|W€(D)(H — P)(XRU(;Y/QQH%Q = Jl,l — J172 — J173 — J1)4.
e Since 6 <1 and v <0, then U;/z > W,Y/Q, which enables us to get the leading term
Jii 2 5_V|9|%§’/2-

e Thanks to the fact 6 7U) < W, and 1 — xg(v) = 0 when |v| < R, we have

1.
Tz = 50 = xr)UPglie 11— xm)W, g7

S s rO(€/ %)W, j2gl2e + (1 — ¢(e /2 )W, jagl3 -
<

R72|6(e/2 )W, j2i1gl2 + el (1= 0(e/2)e 2 W, jaglf S (B2 + €)[WW, jagia,

31

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

where we use (2.4) and (2.5) in the last inequality. By the assumption ¢ < 6471R~2, we have

Ji2 S RAWW, jog[7e.

(3.23)

e We now estimate Jq 3. Recalling (1.40) for the definition of P and by the condition Pg = 0, we have

5 5
P(xrU;%g) = Zei/eixRU}/div = Zei/ei(xRUQ/Q — 1)gdv.
=1 i=1

Observing

1- XRU(;Y/2 S1—xr+0v|xg,

(3.24)

and thus e;(1 — XRU’Y/2 < (0 + R Y)ul/4, we have | [e; XRU’Y/2 — 1)gdv| < (6 4+ R~H|p'/8g]| 12,
5 ~ §

which gives
T =07 [BORU P95 S (8% + R Polfe < (8% + R7)gl3s
e Using Lemma 7.1 with ® = 6-7/2yzU7/% € Sl{f and M = W* e S}, we have

Jia < CPo WD) (xrU; 2 9) |22 S P [W(D)W, 29|32

Patching together the estimates (3.21),(3.23), (3.25), (3.26), we get (3.18).
Upper bound of Jo. For simplicity, setting f, = (1 — XRU;/2)M1/2797 = XRU(;Y/2g, we get

Jo = 77 / VF((1 — xrUy *)u"/?, xrU;*g)dodvdv, = 577 / bF(fy, gy)dodudo.

< 577/b€(fv2)*(9; - QW)QdUdvdv* +6’7/b6(93)*(f4 _ fy)zdadvdv* i Jor + Jaa.

Thanks to (3.24), we have
(F)e = (L= XU )22 S (0 + R )w’™.

Plugging (3.28) into Ja 1, we have

~

Jo1 S (8% 4+ R_2)5_7/b6,u1/2(gfy — g)?dodvd..

= (P +R)STINOO M g,) S (82 + R kU Pl2, )0 S 02+ RN o,

€,7/2 ~

where we use (2.57) and Lemma 7.1 with ® = (5_7/2XRU;/2 € 5’%2 and M = W€ e Sf .

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)
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By Taylor expansion up to order 1, f! — f, = fol (V£fy)(v(k)) - (v — v)dk. From which together with
VAL = IV = xnUy)it)] = 10 = xnUZ )V = U312V = xnn 2903 )
S wPE+RTY,
we get

1
= £ < (62 + R2)6? / J4 (w0 (s))] (0() — v2) . (3.30)

Since R < 8 '¢~1/2, by the change (2.37)-(2.39), and the fact (2.4), we have
o S 0+ R [0 0RUT 9 o)) — v Podo(e)do.ds
S (O + R XrW, 2419072 S (82 + RT2)W, oWeglia S (82 + R7)[gl2, 0 (3.31)
Plugging the estimates (3.29) and (3.31) into (3.27), we get
Jo S (82 +R7?)|gl2, o (3.32)

Upper bound of Js. By Lemma 3.2, we have 67 (h'h. — hh,)* < (62 + R™2)0%(v)7%2(0,)21 |, <ag- Since
S8R < e /2 by (2.4), we have,

J3 = &7 / b (W'h. — hhy)” peg?dodvdy, < (582 + R™2) / b0 (0.)* ()2 1) <arg’dodudu,
S (2 RN j<arWyj2119]72 S (6% + R72)|W, oW egl7. < (82 + R7?)|g[2, 0. (3.33)

Step 3: Case —2 < v < 0. Plugging the estimates of J; in (3.18), J in (3.32), J3 in (3.33) into (3.17),
for e <647 1R720< 8 <1, we get

TG 26 glhs OO+ 824 Bl
Choosing R = 61, = §%/3, for some universal constants C;, Co, we have
JMg) 2 CroglLe | = Cad%lgle, o (3.34)
By the coercivity estimate in Theorem 2.1, for some universal constants Cs, Cy, we have
J9g) = Cslgl? /0 — Calglzz - (3.35)
Multiplying (3.35) by C56% and adding the resulting inequality to (3.34), we get
(1+ C582) T (g) > (CL6™7 — 040552)|g|2L3/2 +(C3C5 — C)8%|g[2, jo. (3.36)

First take C5 large enough such that C3C5 — Cy > Cy, for example let C5 = 2C3/C5. Then take § small

1/(2+) 1/(2+7)
enough such that C16~7 — C4C562 > 0, for example, let § = (Cfés) v (2%14%32) K . Then we get
. 105 2/(2+7)
JEVN(g) > Ca8%|g|? ., o = Co <m> 1912 /2 (3.37)
2/(2+y)

2/(6+37)

for any 0 < e <647 R = 6471 (%) and 0 <7 < 6%/% = (4%

Step 4: Case —3 <~y < —2. In this case, we take —2 < «, 8 < 0 such that o + 8 = . Replacing b° by
b|v — v,|* and v by S, similar to (3.17), we get
1
JTNg) 2 15_[3/be|v—U*|a1|v_v*|2nF(Ml/2vXRUf/Qg)dadvdv* (3.38)
1
—56_6/b6|v — | “F((1 — XRU§/2)/L1/2, XRUf/Qg)dodvdv*
1 1

—45—ﬂ/b6|v — v |* (WK, — hh,)? pegdodvdy, = ZJf“ﬂ - §J§’B —4J5P,

where h 1= XRU(?/Q.
Lower bound of Jf"'g. Since —2 < o < 0, we can use previous estimate (3.37) to get,

JEP = 578 Jeen(ygUS 2 g) 2 672 [Wa o (1 — P)(xrUS%9) 2.
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Usi —b)2 > a?/2 - b?
sing (a — b)* > a*/ , we get

~

N 1. 1. _
TP 2 0 WUy Pglhe = 5070 IWa (1= x)U5 glia — 07 [Wo P (xaU; 2g) 3

= Iy -y -y (3.39)
Thanks to Us < W, one has Uf/z > Wpg/2, and thus
J1a,’16 > 0 P\ Wy 2We 29l = 5_B|9|2L3/2- (3.40)
Thanks to 5’ﬁU§ < Wp, similar to (3.22) and (3.23), we have
Iy S Waya(1 = Xr)Waj2gl3s S R2WW, j2g[3-. (3.41)
Similar to (3.25), we get
T = 0P WayoP(xrUy *9)lie < (0% + R7)|u!glfa < (8% + B)lglis - (3.42)
Plugging (3.40), (3.41), (3.42) into (3.39), we get
I 2 5_ﬂ|9|%3/2 —C(6*+ R)|gl2, - (3.43)

Upper bound of J5*?. Now we analyze

JgP = 5*B/belv — v [*F((1 = xrU; ")t xrUf % g)dodvdv..

/29, we get

IS 60 [ W0 o ()(gh — gpPdodudo, +577 [ ¥l — v (g2). (£ — fa)dododr,

= Jyf + sy (3.44)

For simplicity, set fg = (1 — XRU§/2)N1/279,8 = XRU(?

Similar to (3.28), we get f5 = ((1— XRU§/2);L1/2)2 < (624 R~2)p!/?. From which together with 575U§/2 <
Wg/2, we get

S P+ RTHP / 0w = v.| 1t * (gl — gp)*dodvdv. = (6% + R72)6 N0 (1)1, gg)
< (02 + R0 P2 o S (82 + RD)\g o (3.45)

where we use Lemma 7.1 with & = Wa/2576/2U§2/2XR and M = We€. Similar to (3.30), we have

1
s~ foP < (8% + R / W (w() o(s) — v [2d.

Thanks to [v — v.| ~ [v(k) — v, since 8R < ¢~ /2 by the change (2.37)-(2.39), we have

I3y < (2R / b0 (xrUy > g)2 1V (v()) [0 () — v |*** dodv(x)dv. d.

S (O + R72)xaW, ja119l72 S (82 + R72)|glZ,, o (3.46)
Plugging (3.45) and (3.46) into (3.44), we get
I3 S 0+ Rl o (347)

Upper bound of Jél’ﬁ. Recall J;’B =078 [b|v — v |* (R, — hh.)? peg?dodvdv,. By Lemma 3.2, we
have

57 (BB, — hha)® = X (B, R,0) < (6% + R™2)0%(0.) ()21, <ar.
Thanks to [ [v — v.]®(vs)2pedv. < (v)®, since 8R < e71/2, we get
J5P < (624 R72)/b5|v — 0 |*0%(0.) (V) T2 1y <arg® dodvdu,
S (P + R <arWy 2119072 S (6% + R72)|glZ,, o (3.48)
Plugging the estimates of J& in (3.43), J57 in (3.47), J$*® in (3.48) into (3.38), we get
Jg) 2 5_B|9|2L3/2 —CO* + R7)gl? , o
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Choosing R = §~*, for some universal constants Cg, C7, we get
J(g) 2 CodPlaffs | — Crolgl? o (3.49)

Together with coercivity estimate (3.35), thanks to —2 < 8 < 0, by a similar argument as in Step 3, similar
to (3.37), we get for =3 <~ < —2,

912, /2> (3.50)

CsCs 2/(2+p)
2C4CYy

ﬁW@z@(

for any 0 < ¢ < min {64_1 (%)2/(2+a) 641 (%)2/(%5) } and 0 < 7 < (%

2/(6430)
2C: 03 2C,Cr 20,05 ) :

One can trace the proof to settle down two universal constants €g, 79 > 0 such that (3.12) holds true for
any 0 < e <e¢pand 0 < n < ny. One should not worry that the above constants could blow up if o, 8 — —2.
Indeed, in Step 3, we can deal with —7/4 <~ < 0. Then in Step /, we deal with —3 <~ < —7/4, where we
can choose —7/4 < a, § < 0 such that o+ = «. In this way, all the constants are universally bounded. O

4. UPPER BOUND ESTIMATE

In this section, we will provide various upper bounds on the nonlinear operator I'“ and linear operator
L¢. We recall the definition of I'77(g, h) from (1.54), that is,

Le7(g,h) = u‘1/2626’7’"(u1/2g7u1/2h):/BE’%"(U—UWU)Mi/Q(gih'—g*h)dffd”*
= [ B = v 0) (9l (2g) ) dode,

*/B“”w—mmﬂﬁﬂ—wwnmwwmm=Q”WMﬂmm+F“%%m
where for notational brevity, we set
197 (g, h) == /Be"y’”(v — Vs, 0) (,u}/2 - (,ul/Q);)g;h’dadv*. (4.1)

We recall from (1.58) the operators I'y7, Q57 L57 containing subscript 7. Similar to (1.56) and (1.57), we
can define £77), £5] through I'y?. We define I77(g, h) using kernel By7 (v — v, o) in (1.58) in the way as in
(4.1). When n = 0, we drop the superscript 7 for brevity. That is, Q€7 := Q<70 T'¢7 := %70 &7 .= [67:0,

With these notations in hand, we have

I“Vg,h) = Q“(u'?g,h)+I1"(g,h), (4.2)
LY (g,h) = Q" (u'2g, h) + I°7"(g, h), (4.3)
TS7(g,h) = Q57 (u2g,h) + 157 (g, h), (4.4)
Q"(g,h) = Q°"g,h)+ Q" (g,h), (4.5)
r’(g,h) = T7""(g,h)+T77(g,h), (4.6)
I(g,h) = I77(g,h) + I57(g, h), (4.7)
L9 = Ly)g+L3)g. (4.8)

Throughout this section, we assume —3 < v < 0. Our results on the upper bounds can be summarized
in the following Table 1.

It is easy to see that (Q<7V"(g,h), f) and (I®7"(g, h), f) involve the regular region |v — v,| > n, while
Q57 (g, 1), 1), (L7 (g5 ), f), (=LY hA+T 57 (f, h), by and (—L57 f, h) focus on the singular region [v—wv.| < 7.
We provide two types of estimates on these functionals because we will meet two cases for the nonlinear term
I when the standard energy method is applied. These two cases can be clarified as follows: (I'°(f, 9% f), 0 f)
and (I'(9%* f,0%2 f), 0% f), where aq + a2 = o and |az| < |a].

e The first case corresponds to the highest order estimate of the solution. As we explained in section
1.4.3, the linear-quasilinear method will be employed. Technically we need to separate the integra-
tion domain into two regions: singular region and regular region. In this situation, all the upper
bounds will depend on the parameter 7.

e For the second case, since |as| < |af, we have one more derivative freedom on the function 92 f. In
this situation, all the upper bounds are independent of the parameter n and allow more regularity.
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TABLE 1. Results Summary

Functionals Proposition or Theorem
Q7" (g,h), f) Proposition 4.1
(I<7(g, h), f) Proposition 4.2
(@Q57(g, ), f) Proposition 4.3

Iy 7(g,h), f) Proposition 4.4

(=LY Vh + L5 (f, h), ) Proposition 4.5

< 2 fv h) Proposition 4.6
(rern(g, h), f) Theorem 4.1
(Q@7(g,h), f) Theorem 4.2

(I<7(g,h), [) Theorem 4.3

(T7(g,h), f) Theorem 4.4
(L7 (f, h) = L7h, h) Theorem 4.5

4.1. Upper bounds of (Q“7""(g,h), f) and (I7"(g,h), f). Thanks to (4.3), we have

(L7(g, h), f) = (Q“V (! 2g, h), f) + {197 (g, ), f). (4.9)
It suffices to consider (Q<7"(g,h), f) and (I<7"(g, h), f) individually.

4.1.1. Upper bound of (Q%7"(g,h), ). We begin with a lemma.
Lemma 4.1. Let 0 <5< 1, Y7 (b, £) = [V (2 0) |l upzgh (01 (u) = f(Jul 7 ldordu, then

|V (h, ) S0 TP(IWW, johl 12 + |WE(D)Wv/2h|L2)(|W€W'y/2f|L2 +|WDYW, )2 flr2)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: without the term |u|"1),>,. For ease of notation, we denote X (h, f) := [ b°(% T co)h(u)[f(ut) —

(|U|W)]dadu. First applying dyadic decomposition in the phase space, we have

X )= / B(L - o) (@h) () (o0 ) () — (wkf><|u|| Ndodu= 3 .

k=—1 k=-1

where @ = le_k‘g ¢1. We split the proof into two cases: 2% > 1/e and 2% < 1/e.
Case 1: 28 > 1/e. We first have

1
2

Nl=

4 < < / bé(ﬁaﬂ(@hxun“‘dcfdu) ( / (- oD + [l o

|ut]

By the changes v — u™ and u — |u|‘Z—i‘, the estimate (2.11), we have |Xx| < |loge|~te 2|@rh| 2|0k flL2,
which gives

)|2)dadu)

Do AlS D ogel e @kl el onflLe S [WEh|L2[WEf|La.
2k>1/e 2k>1/e

Case 2: 28 < 1/e. By Proposition 7.2 and the dyadic decomposition in the frequency space, we have

X = / b o) Bh(E™) — GRS Y onf (€)dode

€ €]
- z ¥ N aEE) ~ (BRI G €y = > A

I=—1

Case 2.1: 20 > 1/e. In this case, we have |Xp| < |Ine|Le=2|0@rh|r2|@ior f| 2, which yields

Sl S D el e P pi@rhl e @ion e S IWE(D)@rhL|W(D)prf|z2.
21>1/e 21>1/e

Then by Lemma 7.2, we have szgl/e,zlzl/e |Xii| S [WeE(D)h|p2|We(D)f]| L.
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Case 2.2: 2 < 1/e. We have

Koo = [V, (ERE) — (B S NG ) (€)dode

€] €+|
. g — =
/b (|§| o), - [(parh)(€7) - (¢12xh) (€] |§+|)](sﬁlsﬁkf)(§)d0d§ = Xep1 + X2
By the similar argument as before, we have | ;1] < |1n 6|_12k+l|<plc,5kh|Lz|gZ?lgo/;:f|Lz. Therefore we have
- 1/2 - 1/2
> bl s (X mdledik) (X mdMandi)
2k<1/e,21<1/e 2k<1/e,21<1 /€ 2k<1/e,2t<1/e
1/2 1/2
s (X wogi) (X md o)
2°<1/e 2°<1/e
S WD) L2 WEf]L2.
. — — +
By Taylor expansion, (aBh)(E%) — (A (EED) = (1 — mkg) A (V(@FM)E () - E-dn, where
ET (k) = (1 - /@)|§||§—i‘ + k€T, From which we obtain
e & 1 L T —
|k r2| = | b (5 - o)1 = N _ e (Puenf)(E)(V(orprh) (€7 (k))) - € drdodg]

[0,1]xR3 xS2 |§| cosf’ e<o<2

k+1

2 2
< |1ne|*1</
€

_ k+1 L —
[Ine| ™ (| Ine| - Tln2)|sols0kf|m(/|U|2|V(s01s0kh)(U)|2dU)l/2

k41
2

— 2 —
9*1|¢lsakf<§>|2d0d§>”2</ 07 |ul?|V (p1pih) (w)[*dOdu) /2

A

S e (el = S )i e (el + 2 eridahlze),
where we use the change of variable £ — u = £7 (k) and the fact
[PV i ) Pdu € e + 2 bl
Since [Ine|~(|Inel — £ In2) < 1, we have

_ k+1 L — .=
> el H(|Ine| - —— Wm2)laenflrzlophlce < [flealhlz.
2k<1/€,2!<1 /e

It is easy to check |Ine| — £ In2 < (|Ine| —kln2+2)1/2(|lne| —lln2+2)1/2 and thus

_ k41 — o —
> el (|Ine| - — In2)2 [ v@rh| L2 |1k f 2
2k<1/e,2!<1/e

- 1/2
5( > |1ne|—1(|1ne|—11n2+2)22l|@<pkf|§2>
2k<1/e,2t<1/e

><< Z |Ine|~!(|Ine| —kln2+2)|<plv¢kh|i2)
2k<1/e,21<1/e
1/2

1/2
< ( 3 |Wf<D>sakf|iz> ( 3 |1ne|1<|1ne|—k1n2+2>|v¢kh|iz> < (W (D)l [WEH o

2k<1/e 2k<1/e
By the previous two results, we have 22@1/5,2131/5 | X2l S (WD) f|p2|Weh|p2. Patching together all
the above results, we conclude that
[ X(h I S (IWEhlz + [W(D)h[r2)(IW flrz + WD) f[L2). (4.10)

Step 2: with the term |u|"1},)>,. Observe that |u|"1y>, = |[u[7(1 — ¢(u)) + |u|"(¢(u) — 14)<,). From
which, we separate Y7 (h, f) into two parts V"7 (h, f) and Y57 (h, f) which correspond to |u|7(1 — ¢(u))
and [u|7(¢(u) — 1ju|<y) Tespectively.
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Estimate of Y77 (h, f). Set H(u) := h(u)~ 7 |u["(1 - ¢(u)) and w = |u|‘:j—i|, then W, j5(u) = W, jo(w) and

(W H(u)[f(u") = fw)] = (W, 2H)@)[(Wy2f)(u”) = (W, 2f)(w)]
AW 2 H) () (W 2. f) () (W 2 (w) Wy a (u™) — 1),

From which we have

€ P
Vi g) = AW HWopaf) + [ V(0 0V, aH) (0
x(W'y/Zf)(u+)(Wv/2(w)W—'y/2 (u+) - l)dadu = X(Wv/2H7 W’y/2f) + A
Observing that [W, ja(u)W_, a(u™) — 1| < 62, we have

Al = / W 2 HE @I o)W () = 1l dodu)

U 1/2
<( [0 (o W 2 PV 2 (W 20) = e W oW, o 1o
where the change of variable v — u™ is used. Thanks to the result (4.10) in Step 1 and Lemma 7.1 with
M=W¢¢and ® =|-|7(1 — ¢)(-), we have
VT (h HI S (IWW 2hl e + [WD)Wy 2hl12) (W W, o flrz + [W(D)W, 2 f2).-
Estimate of V37 (h, f). Since the support of [u|”(¢(u) — 1j4<y) belongs to n $u < 1, we notice that

- ut

VU0 f) = [V o () )P (a) = Pl

|ul
where W (u) := |u|"(¢(u) — Ljuj<n)s o(u) :== ¢p(u/4), H := ¢h, F := ¢f. By the result (4.10) in Step 1, we
derive that

)|dodu, (4.11)

957 (b D) S (IWWH| 2 + [W(D)W H|2) ((WF| 2 + [W(D)F|L2).

First by |[W| < ¢(u)n?, we have [WWH| 2 < N |WW, joh|r2. Next, let us focus on We(D)(WH). Note
that for any W € L2, there holds

— ~

/ WD) (W H)dv = / V(WE(E)W (v)H (€ — v)dvde.
By (2.8), Fubini’s theorem, |- |r1 <[+ |[rz and (2.3), we have
| [ WD) Ede] S (W W H 52 W] S W] WD) 01

S WD) H| 2| V| e

From which we infer that |[W¢(D) (WH)| 2 < 7 3|W€(D)H| 2. From which together with the support of
H and F, and Lemma 7.1, we finally have

V5 (hy )l S0P (IWW, johl 12 + [WE(D)YW, joh|2) (W W, jo f |12 + [W(D)W, 2 f|12).
We conclude the desired result by patching together all the estimates. 0

Now we are in a position to prove the following upper bound of Q7.
Proposition 4.1. Fiz 0 < n < 1. For smooth functions g,h and f, there holds
Q" (g, ), ) S 7l

yl+2

|h|€,'y/2|f|e,'y/2-
Proof. Recalling the translation operator T, defined by (T, f)(v) = f(v«+v). By geometric decomposition
in the phase space, we have (Q%V" (g, h), f) = D1 4+ D3, where
+
u

Dy i [ )l g (T (T, ) = (T )l iy o,

|ul

u ’LL+
Dy [ b o -0l 20 (o)) (T )l ir) = (T )0

We remark that D; represents the "radical” part and Dy stands for the ”spherical” part.
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Step 1: Estimate of D1. By Lemma 4.1, we have

Dil S 7 [l (W, Tl + WD), T, 0 12)
x(IWW, 2Ty, flr2 + [WH(D)YW, 2Ty, flr2)dvs.
y (2.9) and (2.10), we have
(WEW, )Ty, bl g2 < W (0a)Win /(00 [W W, jahl s < Wi o (v2)[WW, joh 2. (4.12)
Since W€ e St o, W, /5 € Sl 0 , by (2.10) and Lemma 7.1, we have
(WADIW, o To bl S Wy ppWAD)To b2 + [T blpo = Wy 2 To. WD)R| 2 + [To, by,
S W)Wy gWD)h L2 +[hl2 ) S Wiy j2(00) [W(D)W, 2h]12(4.13)
By (4.12) and (4.13), we get
D1l S0~ 3|9|L1 H2(|WE( YW, 2hlpz + [WW, joh|p2) (IWS(D)YW, o f |2 + [WW, o flr2).

Step 2: Estimate of Dy. Let u = r7 and ¢ = |T+a\’
change of variable (u, o) — (r,7,5), one has dodu = 4(7 - ¢)r?drdrds. Then

D, = 4/7”(1 = @) (N (2(7 - <)? = I)(To, W) (r7) (T, ) (rs) = (Lo, f)(r7)) (7 - )r¥drdrdsdo,

2/7”(1 = )27 - ) = D((Tu. ) () = (To. h)(1<))

X (T, [)(r<) = (To. f)(r7)) (7 - <)r*drdrdsdu.
ut

1 €
= =5 [P O g (T (el ) = (7))

—1

then -0 = 2(1-¢)* =1 and |u|% = r¢. By the

ut
><((Tu*f)(IUIW

Then by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the fact |71}y, < 77 (u)?, we have

) — (T, f)(w))dodv.du.

e U ut 2 1/2
Do S W”(/b (m'U)<u>7|g*|((Tv*h)(|u|—)— (To. h)(w))*dodv,.du)

jut]
X(/be(l—a~U)<U>7lg*l((Tv*f)(IUI| +|) (Tv.)f (u))*dodv.du)

Note that D ; and D3 2 have exactly the same structure. It suffices to focus on D3 5. Since

/2 nV(D211)1/2(D2,2)1/2.

((To. f)(Jul ) = (T )(u™))? + 2(To. £) (u™) = (To. f)(w))?,

we have

ut ut
W) — (T (W) < 2((Tv*f)(|u|m

u ’u,Jr
Doy < / bf(m o) () g | (To. £)(Jul—=) = (T f)(uT))*dodv.du

|ut]
+/be(% - 0) () |gu|(To. f) (") = (To. f)(w))*dodv.du := Da21 + D2
e By Lemma 2.12, and the facts (4.12) and (4.13), we have
Dozt S [ 19120 (T v S lgley (W DWW s+ W, f20).

e Observe that Dy g9 = N70(y/|g], f). By Lemma 2.15, we have

NE’%O(V lgl, f) SNOOUW. 2V 19l Wy 2 f) +|9|L
By (2.57) in Lemma 2.13, we get

Ne 0, 0 Wf'y/Q V |g W’y/Qf < |W*’y/2 V |g |L2|f|e /2~ |g|L1 ,Y+2|f|z,'y/2'

So we have Dy oo S |g|L‘1ﬂ+2|f|fﬁ/2.

2
i

v+2|
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Patching together the estimates for Da 21 and Ds 2 2, we get

Dyo S gl |f|g,y/2’

[v]+2
which yields |D2| < 77(D2,1)/?(D22)"/? < mgley, Pleal fleqo-

We complete the proof by patching together the estimates of D1 and D-. 0

4.1.2. Upper bound of (I (g, h), f). To implement the energy estimates for the nonlinear equations, in
this subsection, we will give the upper bound of (17" (g, h; 8), f) where

77(g, b B) = / B — vy, 0)((@5112). — (951M/2)L) gl dord... (4.14)

Let us deviate to explain why we consider the additional differential operator dg. By binomial expansion,
we have

95T (g, h) = > Ol Con e (951 g, 052 h; o), (4.15)
Bo+L1+B2=B,01+a2=a
where
I(g, s B)(v) = / B* (v = v.,0) (02 (gL' — g.h)dodo.. (4.16)
S2 x R3
Note that
T7(g,hs B) = Q7 (gOan' 2, 1) + 17" g, b B). (117)

This explains why we consider the general version 17" (g, h; 3).
By writing 85u% = /L%Pﬁ where Pg is a polynomial, we observe that
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(12 Pp)i = (n2Pp)e = ((n*)% = (n*)) (13 Ps)i = (13 Pp)s) + (n*)u (2 Pa)l — (1* Ps)«) (4.18)
1 1
(M Ps)« (1), = (7))
Then we have

(1577 (g, b3 B), f) = / B, 4 i F) (03 ), = (uF)) (1T P). = (7 Ps).)g-hf dodv.dv
+/BE’”’”[((/ﬁPB)L — (T Py)) (19 + (1) = (). ) (/4 Pag).) (h = W) f dodv.dv

+/ BV (T Pg), — (1t Pa)e) (1) + (1), — (u1)2) (1 Pag) b’ f'dodv.dv == T) + Ty + Ts.

Proposition 4.2. For any 0 < n < 1,0 < 6 < 1/2, and smooth functions g,h and f, there holds for
81,82 > 0 with s1 4+ s = 3/2+ 9,

(7 g, hi B), )] S 62 Rl res | 2l res (W2 407 (gl Bleq ol WES Lz -
The < constant could depend on |B]|.

Proof. Let us consider the 8 = 0 case since the following arguments also work when |3| > 0. There are
three steps in the proof. We will indicate the main difference at the end of each step.
In the proof, we will frequently use the following fact:

(/). — %) < minf1, o — 0,202} ~ min{1, o/ — 0,262} ~ min{1, [o — o[20}.  (4.19)
Step 1: Estimate of Ty. When |8] = 0, recall

h= / BB, k()L = /P2 guhf dodv,do.
Since |v — vi| > 1, we have
[0 = V| Ly, |5 ST (0 —0s)7. (4.20)
By (4.20) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

TS 0 / b (cos ) (v — va) ((u/3), + b/ *2 (/%) — pi/®)?g?h2dodv.dv) '

([ (o8 B)(w = ) (VSY, 4 P, = R oo de) = (1) (T 2)
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Estimate of Z; ;. We claim that

A= / b (cos B) (v — v.) T ((L3), + pa/* ) (WB), — 1i/®)2do < (W) () ()7, (4.21)

which immediately gives Zy,1 < |g/22|W¢h[2. . It remains to prove (4.21). Since ((u'/®), + Mi/S)Q <
v/2

(ut/4). + 1, we have A < Ai + As, where

A= / b(cos 0) (v — v.) ! ((u/3), — 1/ ®)2do,

Aa = [ 0 (cos)(w = v (/L (Y, o
Thanks to (4.19), Proposition 7.1 and property (2.8), one has
Ar S (v =) (W2 (0 = v.) S (W) (v)(v). (4.22)
As for Ay, thanks to |v — v,| ~ [v — v.| and thus (v — v,)? < (v — 1) < (W)Y W] we have
As < (v}'y/be(cos 0) (/%) min{1, [v — v.|26%}do.
e If [v—v,| > 10Jv|, then there holds |v}| = |[v}—v+v| > |[v)—v|—|v] > (1/V2-1/10)[v—v.| > L|v—v.],
and thus (p'/8). < p/?%(v — v,), which yields
Az S )P0 — 0. ) (W) (0 = v.) S (v)7.
e If |v — v,| < 10Jv|, by Proposition 7.1, we have
Az S (v)"*/bf(cos 0) min{1, [v|?6%}do < (W)2(v)(v)".

Patching together the estimates of A; and As, we get the claim (4.21).
Estimate of Z o. By the change of variable (v, v.,0) — (v, v}, 7 = (v — vy)/|v — v4|), we have

e = / b (cos 0) (v — v.) (/%) + s )2 ((W/3), — pi/®)2 f2dodv.dv
= 2 / b (cos 0) (v — va) s (%), — /)2 fPdodv, do

+2/b€(cos 0) (v — v ) (N ((B), = pt/®)2 fPdodv.d =Ty 01 + Ty 5.
By (4.19), Proposition 7.1 and property (2.8), we have

Ti21 S /be(cos 0){(v — v*>vui/4 min{1, [v — v.|?6%} f2dodv.dv

S [t e WP ) v S WSS
By the fact [v — v| ~ |[v — v.|, the change of variable v, — v, and the estimate (4.22) of A;, we have
Tuaa S [ bleost)(o = vl (u/ ), minL, o — ol P67} oot S (WA
Therefore we have 77 2 S |W€f|i3/2' Patching together the estimates for Z; ; and Z; o, we have
L s n'lglezWehlz [WeFlpz . (4.23)

Since (4.19) also holds for (u Pg). — (u Ps)., the above estimates in this step are also valid for the
|8] > 0 case.
Step 2: Estimate of To. When |3] = 0, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

b= 2/36’7’"((%/“); — ) () (h — W) f'dodu.do
S ([ B g = o)

x( / Br((ut ), = pl (i g). | R dodvadn) P = (1) 2 (Do) 2 (4.24)
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Estimate of Zy 1. Since (h — h’)? = K> — h? — 2h(h’' — h), we have

/BE (M), (W2 = h2)dodv.do — 2(Q (1" *g, h), h)

= Toun —2(Q7 (g, h), h).
By (2.17) with a = 1/6,1/p+ 1/q¢ = 1 in Cancellation Lemma 2.7, one has
[ Zoal S 162 g|eo it On® Lo = |0 g ol 2 h[Fay S 6720 Byl e [0 PR,

where s; + so = 3/2+ 6 and we use the Sobolev imbedding | - |p= < 67 Y2| - |gs/2+s with 6 > 0 and
| “|zr S| |gs with s/3=1/2—1/p. By Proposition 4.1, we have

Q" (g, h), h)| < i |t g

[vI+2

1/8

2.0 S0 726! Byl L2 hl2 , o

Patching together the previous two results, we get

(Zoal S 6216 2 g e [t PR, + 0773 ut Pg| 2 B2 (4.25)

€,v/2°
Estimate of Zs 5. By the change of variable v — ¢’, and the estimate (4.22) of Ay, we have Zy o <
|1 gl WS
Patching the estimates for 7 1 and Z5 2, we get

IZo| S 67211t 2 g e | 2R e (WeFlez , + 77V_‘q’|ﬂl/89|L2|h|e,~y/2|W6f|L§/2

We remark that the |3| > 0 case can be dealt with in a similar way and there is no essential difference.
Step 3: Estimate of Ts. By the change of variables (v,v,) — (v/,v}) and (v, v4, 0) = (vi, v, —0),

I3 = /bf(cos 0)|v — v, |7 (' — (W) (A g) b frododu, do.

We separate the integration domain into three parts, S? x R3 x R? = E; U E> U E3, where By = {(0,v.,v) :
|v — vi| > 1/€}, B2 = {(0,v4,0) : v —vi]| < 1/, |v — 0|7 <0 < 71/2}, B3 = {(0,v4,0) ¢ [0 —vi| < 1/€,€ <
0 < |1)—’U*|71}. Then Z5 = 1314—1324—133 wherelgl_fE dO'd’U*dU

Estimate of Z3 ;. By the change of variable v — v/, the fact |v — v, > v —v.|/v/2 and (2.11), we have

|I3>1| 5 /bE(COS 0)|U/ - U*|71\v’—v*|2(\/§e)*1 |(,u1/4g)’h*f*|dadv*dv/

A

e~ [0 =01y om0 ) b v

On one hand, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

D e AL P S (4.26)
< |pY3gla el "t / [ = 0P v () d0) S g e e e (0,7,
where we use |v’—v*|271‘v,7v*|2(\/§€),1 S (W =)y m1 S (0)121(0,)?7. On the other hand, we have
|1n6|_16_2/|?/ = 0 Ly 5 (vt (1 g) | a0 (4.27)
< |lne! / [V = 02 s (v (Y 2g) v
< e~ Sgl s ( / [0 = 0P s (e () )P S (e T g o).

With estimates (4.26) and (4.27) in hand, since
min{|Ine|te 2 | Ine| " {v,)?} < (W) (v,), (4.28)
we have T3] < |M1/89|L2|WEh|L3/2|Wéf|1:3/2
Estimate of Z3 ». By the change of variable v — v" and the fact [v/ — v,| < |v — v.]|, we get

Zs2| < /b6(6089)1e><ﬂ|v/w*\>—1|v'—v*|”1|vuv*|§1/el(u1/4g)’h*f*Idodv*dv' (4.29)

A

[Ine|™ 1/|U 1|v/,v*‘<1/5|(u Y9) b fu|dvdr’,
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where f(://;v,iv*nfl 0-3d0 < |v/ — v, |? is used.

On one hand, similar to the argument in (4.27), we have
|1H6|71/|”/ =0 P Ly <azel (0 1g) |d0” S (e~ |u Byl e (0a) T, (4.30)

On the other hand, if |v.| > 2/¢, then |[v/]| > |v.| — [v) — vi| > |vi|/2 > 1 /€, which gives p/ < ui/‘* < e—1/2¢
Then we deduce that

|1n€|711|v*|22/€ / |U/ - U*|7+21|v’7v*\S1/6|(M1/49)/|dv/ (4-31)

_ 1/2
| Inel 11|v*|22/6|u1/8g|L2(/|U/_U*|2’Y+41|v’—v*\Sl/e(ﬂl/4)/dv/) /

_ 1/64, — — 2 — 1/64
S el T sageli gl e T2 S el T g, el P gl o

A

With estimates (4.30) and (4.31) in hand, recalling (4.28), we have [T 2| < |u'/3g|p2 |W 6h|L2/2|W€f|L2/2.
v vy
Estimate of 73 5. By Taylor expansion, one has

1
pt = (Y = (V) () - (0 =) + % / (1= &)V ) (k) (v =) @ (0 = ")]dk,
0

where v(k) =v" + k(v — v'). For any fixed v., there holds

/be(COS 9)|U - U*|’Yl|'u—v*\Sl/e,e§0§|v—v*|7l (vﬂl/4)(vl) : (’U - U/)(M1/4g)ld0dv =0.
By the change of variable v — v/, the fact |v/ — v.| > |v — v.|/v/2 and |V2u/4|~ < 1, we have
5!
2 JEsx[0.1]
x(1=R)[(VE ) (w(k)) : (v =) @ (v = ") (" g) he fodrdodu.dvl

/be(cos )0 — v o <1 o< vmv. -1 [ (111 9) B ful dodv. dv!

|Zs3] = b(cos0)|v — vi| Ly, <1 /e, e <0< 0|1

A

A

el [ (e = o’ = 0. o = 0 ooyl (0 ) o
We claim that

|Ine| ™ /(| Inel —In v = va)Jo = v P21y <ayel A gldo S (W2 (0a) |1 3gl 2,

which immediately gives |Z3 3] < |,u1/sg|Lz|W€h|Lz/2|WEf|Lz/2. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, it suffices
vy vy
to prove

K(v.) = ||~ / (I = In o = v,)20 = 041y <a e d0) 2 S (W2 (). (432)

Case 1: |vi| > 2/e. Since |v — v, < 1/€, we have |v — v.| < |v.]/2 and thus |[v] > |v.| — |v — V.| > |v]/2.
2

Then we get u < 1/*. On the other hand, since [v]2 > 1|v — v,]? — |v.]?, we have

p S u o —vop (4.33)

which gives M1/41|v*‘22/57|v71}*|§1/6 < u1/128(v — v*)ui/641\v*|22/€,\1,7v*\31/5. Plugging which into K (v,), we
get
1/2

A

K(U*)1|v*|22/e ~ Ni/ug'lne'_l(/(llnel - 1n|v - U*|)2|U - U*|27+41\v7v*\§1/eﬂl/128(v - U*)dv)

_ 1/2
— e[ (] =l Pl o))

We separate the integration domain into two regions: |u| <1 and |u] > 1.

e For the part |u| < 1, we have

/(| In'e| — In fuf)® |41y <o 128 () du

IN

2/(| el +In? [ul)ul 1), <1du

2(C1 ()| Ine* + Ca(7)) < |Inel*

A
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where C1(y) == [ |[u|*" ™41, )<1du and [(In |u])?[u|> 41, <1du < C [ [uf27F7/21),<q = Ca(7).
e For the part |u| > 1, since In|u| > 0 and v < 0 we have

Sl =l PP 1y gt 2w < e [ Juf g @ S el

By these two estimates, we get 1), |>2/¢K (vs) S ui/128 < (W9)2(u,)7.
Case 2: 1 < |u,| < 2/e. We separate the integration domain into two regions: |v — .| < |v,|/2 < 1/e and

[v — v, > |vi|/2. Using vVA+ B < VA + VB, we get

_ 1/2
Licjo,j<2/e K (v5) < Licpo, <2/ Ine 1(/(|11f1€| —n [0 = v])?[0 = 02Ty <o 2 Ad)

_ 1/2
+11§|v*‘gg/é| 1ne| 1(/(| 1n6| — 1n|v — ’U*|)2|’U — U*|2’Y+41\v*|/2§\v—v*|§1/eﬂl/4dv) /

= K1 (vy) + Ko(vs).

When |v — v.| < |vi|/2, we can follow the computation in Case I to get Ki(vy) < (/" When v —v.| >

|vi|/2, then |Ine| —In|v — v < |Ine| — In |vi| + In 2, we get
_ 1/2
Ka(vi) < [Ine| 1(|lnf|—1n|v*|+ln2)(/|U—U*|2’Y+41\v*|/2g\v—v*|§1/e#1/4dv) /

< el 7N (|Ine] = Infv.| + In2) (v, )72

By /"% < (0.)7 and Licpy, j<ojelne| ™! (| Ine] — Info.| + 10 2) (0.)? < (W92, we get Li<py, <a/cK (v2) <

(W) (va).
Case 3: |v.| < 1. By (4.33), we have u < u'/?(v — v,). Plugging which into K (v,), we have

_ 1/2
Lo j<iK(ve) S [Inel 1(/(|ln6|—1n|v—v*l)zlv—v*l27+41\v_v*\g1/eul/8(v—v*)dv) /

_ 1/2
= el ([ (el =t P o)

By the computation in Case 1, we get 1y, 1<1K (v:) S Lo, j<1 S Ljon <1 (W2 (0i)7.
Patching together the above three cases, we get (4.32).
By the above upper bounds of 73 1,73 2 and Z3 3, we have

\Zs| S |1/ Bg|r|Wehlpe [Wflp2 .
v/2 v/2

In the |3] > 0 case, T3 contains two parts. The first part involving (4 Pg). — (13 Pg).)(11'/4g), by the
change of variables (v,v.) = (v, v)) and (v,vs,0) = (vi,v, —0), gives

Ty = /be(cos 0)|v — v | (1 Ps — (14 Pg) ) (14 ) hw frdodv.du.

With the same decomposition as above according to Ey, Ea, B3, we have I3 = Z3 1 +Z32+2Z3 3. In 73 1,739,

we can use |u'/*Pg| < 1. In Zz 3, we can use |V?u'/4Pg| < 1. The second part involving Psu'/*g can be
dealt with in the same way as the above for the case |3] = 0.
We end the proof by patching together the above estimates of Z;,7Z, and Z3. 0

4.1.3. Upper bound of T=7"(g,h). We are now ready to give the upper bound for the inner product
(Le(g, b; B), f)-

Theorem 4.1. For any 0 <n <1,0< ¢ <1/2, and smooth functions g,h and f, there holds for s1,s2 > 0
with s1 4+ s2 =3/2+ 9,

(L9, b 8), )] S 62t 2 g ggen | 2Rl s (W F 12
Proof. Recalling from (4.17), we have

(g, b B), ) = (<" (Pap' g, h), f) + (197" (g, h; B), f)-
The theorem follows directly from Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2. 0

/2 + 77773|g|L2|h|6,'y/2|f|e,v/2'

Taking § = 1/2,s1 = 2,59 = 0 in Theorem 4.1, we have
Corollary 4.1. For any 0 <n <1, and smooth functions h and f, there holds
|<1—‘€)%n(aﬁlul/27 h;ﬁ0)7 f>| S nv_3|h|€,'y/2|f|e,’y/2'
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4.2. Upper bound of (Q57(g, h), f) and (I;7(g, h), f). We will provide two estimates for each functional.

One allows us to make use of the smallness of 7 later, and the other is independent of 7.

4.2.1. Upper bound of Q7. We give the upper bound of @77 in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let 6 € (0,1/2],n € (0,1],a € [0,1] and (s3,s4) = (1/24 0,0) or (0,1/2+ ). Then for

any smooth functions g,h and f, the following estimates are valid.
(@7 (9. h). OIS 57120 + /) gl yosars | bl WD) 2 f 2.
Qg (g0 N S 0 22 glmes [ 2 h e [WE (D)2 £ 2

Proof. Set G = p~20g, F = /2 f, H = u*/?h. By the definition of Q57 we have

Hs3

(Q57(g,h), f) = / B (12 G)up” P H (" F) — p=*?F)dodvdv, := Y(G, H,F).

By the decomposition F' = §F4F + F°F and H = SoH + §?H, we have
V(G H,F) = V(G,§H,34F) + V(G §°H,34F) + Y(G, H,3°F).
Step 1: Y(G, H,§®F). In order to transfer regularity from p~*/?§?F to p~%/2H, we rearrange

V(G H,3°F) = / B (p2 Gy P H (u=*§OF) — p=*/?§° F)dodvdv,

/ Bf,"y(,uhG)* ((;fa/QHufa/QS“bF)/ — ,Lfa/zHlufa/Q&'qu) dodvduv,

+ / By (102G (n 2 H — (u=*?H)) (u~/*§° F) dodvdu,

= Vi(G,H,37F) + Y2(G, H,3°F).
Estimate of V1 (G, H,§*F). We will give two results on it.
(1) Using (2.20) in Lemma 2.7, we have
VUG HFF)| < (n+€/) |Gl ((W(D)H| 2§ Flrz + [H| 2| W(D)FF|L2)
S 02+ )|l yssaes WD) H| 12| W(D)FO F | 2.
(2) Using (2.17) in Lemma 2.7, we have
V(G H,FF)| S |Gloo|[HE Flra S 1Gloo| Hlpr [3F) 12,

where % + % = % Taking p,r = 2,00 or p,r = 3,6, by Sololev imbedding one has

|G| 2| Hpoe S 672G g0l Hggasavs or |Glps|Hlps S |Gl |H .
Therefore we have for (ss,s4) = (1/2+9,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 +9),
VUG, H,§F)| < 0 2|Gges | H| pyrvoa [§OF | 12
Estimate of Y»(G, H, §?F). By Taylor expansion up to order 1,

(4.36)

(4.37)

(=2 H) — = *?H| = I/O (V™2 H))(v(r)) - (v = v)dr| S Olv — v*l/0 |(V (™ *2H) (v(r)) dr,

and the fact
|'LL—a/2VH + Hvu*a/ﬂ /S (1 + a|v|),u7a/2(|vH| + |H|)

V)| =
S (Ut a) (VH| +|H)).

we get
(G H$F) < (1+a) / BB — .| (42 G |~ (0(s))

<(|VH ()| + [H(o(x)))|(n~/*§° FY|dodvdv. d.

(4.38)

Thanks to v, — v(x)| < 1 and |v. — ' < 1, we can apply (2.29) to get p?*(v.)u=%(v(k))u~= (V') < e3¢,

which gives

Vo(G, H,3°F) < C(1+ a)e3a/B:ﬂe|u — 0 ||GL(IVH (v(r))| + |H (v(8)))|(F° F)' |dodvdu. dk.
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By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, by the change (2.37)-(2.39), f:/2 072d0 < et and v —v VT < v — v, |72
when |v — v, <1, we get

1/2

V2(G,H,5°F)| < |1ne|_1e_1(/1‘U,v*‘§n|v—v*|_1_25G§(|VH|2+H2)dvdv*) (4.39)

x( / D e Il 1404 09 I

It is easy to check that for 6 € (0,1/2), and for (s3,s4) = (1/246,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2+ ), by Hardy
inequality and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,

/ - v — v | T URGE(|\VH? + H?)dvdv, < |Gl3es [H 21 (4.40)
/1‘1,%‘97@ — 0| T FF Pdudu, < 5T FOF |3, (4.41)
which yields
|Vo(G, H,3F)| < 07200 | Ine| Y2 |G| gros | H| grrsea [WE(D)F| 2. (4.42)
Patching (4.36) and (4.42) together, we get
V(G H,3°F)| < 6 Y20°|G | pos |H| grsea |WE(D)F)| 12 (4.43)

+672 (1 + €'/2)|G asaes W (D) H| 2| W(D) F| 2.
Patching (4.37) and (4.42) together, for (s3,s4) = (1/2 4 0,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 4 ¢), we get
V(G H,F7F)| S 6 2|Glrsa |H e [W(D)F| 2. (4.44)
Step 2: YV(G,F%H, SsF). Recall

V(G,3°H, §sF) = /BZ’W(MQ“G)*(u‘“/2S¢H)((M_“/23¢F)' — u 2§y F)dodudu,.

The analysis of term V(G,F?H,F,F) is similar to that of Yo(G, H,FF) in Step 1. In this step, we can
apply Taylor expansion to function p =%/ 254 F. Then similar to (4.39), we will get

V(G F°H,5,F)| < |lne|_1e_1(/1‘U,v*‘gn|v—v*|_1_2‘5G£|§¢H|2dvdv*)l/2 (4.45)
<[ Uomwigalo = 0P (V5FP + [Fo Pdudo.)
Thanks to (4.40) and (4.41), for (s3,s4) = (1/246,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 + §), we have
V(G,3°H, 54 F)| STV | Ine| 7 e G o |§P H | o4 |F o F | i (4.46)

S
S 6V IG s | H prives

We(D)F|pz,

where we use (2.7), (2.6) and (2.3) in the last line.
Step 3: Y(G,§4sH,FoF). We make dyadic decomposition in the frequency space and get

V(G BoH,FsF) = > V(G §TsH, FuSoF)
jok=—1
= S VGFBH ES )+ > V(G F8H, FiSeF).
—1<j<kS] Ine —1<k<j<|In€l

For simplicity, set H; := §;8¢H, ) := S15sF .
Case 1: k < j. We will apply Taylor expansion to u~%2Fj},. Note that

V(G Hy F) = /B;%(sin(@/?)/?’“)(uQ“G)*u’“/QHj((u’“/QFk)’—u’“/QFk)dUdvdv*

[ B (0 n02)/29) (12 G) = Hy (=) — v
= X (G, H;, Fy) + X5(G, Hj, Fy,).
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Estimate of X1 (G, H;, Fy). We remind the reader that in this case € < 0 < 27%. By Taylor expansion up
to order 2,

(M_a/2Fk)l _ /14_a/2Fk _ (v(M—a/QFk)) . (’Ul _ ’U)
1
1—
+ [ O R ) (0 = 0) 0 0 — ).
0
We have X1 (G, Hj, Fy,) = X11(G, Hj, Fy,) + X12(G, Hj, Fy,) according to the previous expansion with
Xia (Gl B = [ By olsin(0)/2) /2 G~ (T (7 *R)) - (0~ )dodud.
oG Hy B = [ B olsin(6/2)/24) (G,
1-k

(V2(u= 2 F ) (0(k)) : (v —v) @ (v — v)|dodvdu, dk.

o Estimate of X11(G, H;, Fy). Plugging (3.3) into &1 1(G, H;, Fy), we have

~

X1 (G Hy, Fry) S (e (| Ine| —kln2+1)|/1\u7v*\sn|v—U*|7+1(M2“G)*M_“/2Hj|(VM_“/2Fk)|dUdU*

A

|Ine|™'(|Ine| —kIn2 +1) / Ljy—o.|<n|v — 0| 2GoHj(|Fi| + |V Fy|)dvdo,,

where we use (4.38) and (2.29). Thanks to (4.40) and (4.41), for (s3, s4) = (1/240,0) or (s3, s4) = (0,1/249),

we have
Xi1(G, Hy, Fr) < | ne| = (| Ine] — kIn2 + 1)256 Y200 |G| gros | Hj| prea | Fi| 12
e Estimate of X1 2(G, H;, Fy,). By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the change (2.37)-(2.39), we get

X o(G Hj, Fy) < /b6¢ (sin(6/2)/2%) 6021}, | <ylv — v 712

x| (UG w2 H; (V2 =2 Fyy) (v(k)) | dodvdu. dr

< (/b6¢ (sin(60/2)/2%) 621, . | <ylv — U*|_1(u2“G)*(/fa/QHj)2d6‘dvdv*)1/2
< / b6 (5in(0/2)/2%) 62110 _o. 1<y v — 0|~ (142G [ (V202 ) PdBdvdu, )
< |Inel7(|Ine| —kIn2 + 1)(/1‘U,v*|§n|v - ”*|_1_25|G*|2H]2dvdu*)1/2

_ 1/2
X(/llvw*\sﬂv — v (VR + [VE + [Ff?)dvdv, )2,
where we use the fact |V2(u=%2F)| < (1 +a?)u~%(|V?F| + |VF| + |F|) and (2.29). Thanks to (4.40) and
(4.41), we get
X1 2(G, Hy, Fr) < | Inel ™ (| Ine] — kIn2 + 1)2256 71200 |G| gres
Patching together the estimates of X1 1(G, H;, Fy,) and X1 2(G, H, Fk), we get

il Frsa | Fi| 2.

X1 (G, Hj, Fy) < Jne| (| Ine| — kIn2 4+ 1)22867 Y202 |G| gros | Hj | rea | Fi| 12
Estimate of X5(G, H;, Fy). In this case, one has # > 27%. By Taylor expansion up to order 1,
R~ iR = | [ (VR ) - @ -

A

ol — .| / (V=2 Fi)) (v(4)) .
Plugging which into X»(G, H;, Fy,), since f;,/,? 6=2df < 2%, by similar computation as in (4.39), we get

X(G H;, Fy) < |1ne|_12k(/1|v,v*‘5n|v—U*|_1_2‘5|G*|2Hfdvdv*)l/2

~

_ 1/2
x(/l‘v,v*‘gn|v—v*| 28T + | Fil?)dude, ) 2.
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We conclude that for 0 < 6 < 1/2,(s3,84) = (1/240,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 4 9),
XQ(G, Hj, Fk) 5 | 1n6|7122k571/2776|G|H53 |Hj|HS4 |Fk|L2-

To summarize, we have when k < j,

V(G Hj, Fr) < |Ine] Y1 4 | Ine] — kIn2)22867 Y20 |G| gros | Hj | prea | Fie| 12 (4.47)
Case 2: j < k. Note that
Y(G,H;, F,) = /B;"y(,uQ‘lG)*;fa/QHj((,Lfa/sz)/—ufa/QFk)dadvdv*

= /BZ’W(uQ“G)*((,u_“Hij)' — u “H;Fy,)dodvdo,

+/B;7’Y(M2GG)*(M—G/2Hj _ (N_a/2Hj)l) (u_a/QFk)’dadvdv*
= W(G,H;, Fy)+ Y2(G, Hy, Fy,),

where ), and )Y, are defined in Step 1. Since Vi (G, H;, Fy) is handled in Step 1 and Y»(G, Hj, F)) enjoys
almost the same argument as that for Y(G, H;, Fy;) in the Case 1 where k < j, we conclude from (4.36),
(4.37) and (4.47) that for j <k,

V(G Hj, Fr)] < |Ine] ™Y1+ |Ine] — jIn2)22 67200 |G| gres | Hj | groa | Fi| 12 (4.48)
+0712 (0 + €/%)|G grasas |W (D) Hy| 2 [ W (D) Fy | 2,
V(G Hj, Fy)] < |Ine] Y1+ |Ine] — jIn2)22 67200 |G| pres | Hj | groa | Fi| 12 (4.49)

+671/2|G|H53 |Hj|H1+S4 Fk|L2-

Hs3 Hs#4

By (4.47) and (4.48), we have

Inel—kIn2+1
VG FHFF) S VGl S o T Vsl e
—1<k<j<|Inel ne
_ Jlnel—jln241
+671200 |G s Z 22]T|Hj|m4 | F| 2
—1<j<kS| Ine|
+0 2+ €2)|Glysrzes Y IW(D)H|L2|[W(D)Fylp
~1<j<kS|Ine]
< 0TV |G es [WE(D)H| proa |[WE(D)F| 12 (4.50)
+672( 4+ €'2)|G gsaes [W(D)H 2| W (D) F| 2.
Similarly, by (4.47) and (4.49), we have
V(G FoH, FsF)| S 67200 |Glea [WE(D)H | grea [WE(D)F| 2 + 672 |Gl rea | H prrsea | F 2
< 0TV s | H| gased [WE(D)F) 2. (4.51)

Patching all the estimates, we get the proposition. Indeed, patching together (4.43), (4.46) and (4.50),
we get (4.34). Patching together (4.44), (4.46) and (4.51), we get (4.35). O

4.2.2. Upper bound of Q%7 (g,h). As a result of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.3, we get

Theorem 4.2. Let 6 € (0,1/2],n € (0,1],a € [0,1] and (s3,54) = (1/2+6,0) or (0,1/2+ ). Then for any
smooth functions g, h and f, we have

Q7 (g.h), /)l S 6200 + /)| 2g| gasoes |1 2R g [WE (D) £ 2
+777_3|9|L‘1

yl+2

|h|€,'y/2|f|e,'y/27
WD) 2 2 + 9|11

[vI+2

6_1/2|M_2ag|H33 |Ma/2h|H1+S4 |h|€,'y/2|f|e,'y/2-

[(Q“7(g, 1), )]

A
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4.2.3. Upper bound of (I57(g,h), f). We derive

Proposition 4.4. Let § € (0,1/2],n € (0,1] and (s3,s4) = (1/2+,0) or (0,1/2+ ). Then for any smooth
functions g, h and f, there holds

(I§7 (g, b3 B), f) S 67200 | (D) (D)6 f e

Proof. Let us consider the 3 = 0 case since the following arguments also work when we replace ;'/? with
Psu'/?. Recall

(157 (g, h), /Be (M), = p g hf dodv.dv. (4.52)
By setting G = p!/'%g, H = p'/*%h, F = /16 f | we have
(L7 (g, k). f) = /szﬁ((u”r")i — ) 0G) T OH (Y OF) dodv. do

— /BZW((Hl/Q); _ ,Uul;/2)(lu/71/16G)*(,U/71/16H _ (lufl/lﬁH)/) (‘LL71/16F>/dO'd'U*d'U

+ / B (), — i) (u=V1G) (™ R HF Y dodv.dv == A(G, H, F) + B(G, H, F).
Step 1: A(G, H, F). By the decomposition F = F4F + §*F and H = F,H + §*H, we have
A(G,H,F) = A(G,§oH,3,F) + A(G,§°H,3sF) + A(G,FoH,F°F) + A(G,§°H,§°F).
Step 1.1: low-high, high-low, high-high. By Taylor expansion, we get
0 2)e = = / (VR2) (0. 0) - (¢ = )] S 8o = o] [ 100l

which yields

AGHF) 5 [ Byl = ol (o ()]0 1G). (O H — (a0 HY) (07 1OFY (dodudo do

hS /Bfﬂ@h} — 0 (0, () (0, ) 0 (0) T ()| G HFY | dodvdu. de

€, 1/4 —1/16 —-1/8
+/an|v V| 0k () (0, ) B () |G HY FY | dodudu, de.

Note that |[v — v.| <1 <1 yields |v. — v, ()] < 1,]v — v ()] <1, |v/ — vi(e)] < 1. Then by (2.29), one has
p! () ) )W) S L p () )R £ 1,
which yields

IAGH.F)| < / B 0lv — v. |G |(|H]| + | )| F|dodvdv,

A

(/B;W9|v - v*|2_2‘5|G*|2|H|2dadvdv*)1/2(/Bf7776|v — v,|P|Fdodvdv, )",
where we use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the change of variable v — v’. Since f:/ 29240 < et
thanks to (4.40) and (4.41), for (s3,s4) = (1/2+6,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 + §), we derive

A(G, H, F)| < |Ine| "2 167200 | G pros | H | o4 | F | L2
Taking (H,F) = (§°H,T4F), or (H,F) = (§H,T*F), or (H,F) = (§*H,F*F), by (2.6) and (2.7), we

have
|A(G,F°H,54F) + A(G, 54 H,5°F) + A(G,§°H,§°F)| <0~ V*1°|@ WE(D)H | s |W(D)F|p2.

Step 1.2: low-low. We make dyadic decomposition in the frequency space and get

Hs3

AG,FsH,SoF) = Y AG,T86H,51FoF)
g k=—1
= Y AGTEBHBS )+ Y AG TS H, SiF F).
—1<j<kS] Ine] —1<k<j<|Inel

For simplicity, let H; = §;84H, Fi, = i85l
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Case 1: j < k. Let us first consider A(G, H;, Fy,) for —1 < j <k < |Ine|. Recall

A(G, Hj, Fy) = /Bf,’”((ul/z)i — ) (G (O H — (O H) ) (TR dodu.dy.

By Taylor expansion up to order 1,

0y — (Y| = | [ (Vi O (9) - (0 = )] S 8o = wu] [ 1(T 1 H) (00 e

(uV/2), — 2| = | / (V) (0. (0)) - (0 — 0)di] < Bo — | / (V2) (0 (1)) .
From which together with |Vu =1 H,| < p=V/8(|H;| + |VH;|) and |Vu!/?| < pt/3, we get

AGHLFOl 5 [ By 6o — v Pt (e @) 5 w0 o) 15w
|G| ([(VH;) (v(k))] + | Hj(v(k) )| FY [dodv. dvdrd.
By (2.29), we have p!/3 (v, (0))p= Y3 (v(k)) =0 (v ) u= /16 (v") < 1, which gives
AGH R % [ B0l =PIV H 0G0 + 1 () D[ v s
€ — 1/2
< (/Bn’792|v—v*|2 8| GL(VH, P + | H;[?)dodv.dv)
x( / Bfl’792|v — v*|2+25|Fk|2dadv*dv) 12,

where we use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the change (2.37)-(2.39). Thanks to (4.40) and (4.41), for
(s3,84) = (1/246,0) or (s3,84) = (0,1/2+ 0), we derive that

JA(G, Hj, Fio)l S 6720’2 |Glres | Hjl rrea | Fil 2,

from which together with the fact 27 < 2% mqi]#’ we arrive at

[1
[Ine| —jln2+1
| In €]

Case 2: k < j. Let us now consider A(G, H;, F},) for —1 < k < j < |lne|. Note that

\A(G, Hj, Fy,)| < 2% sVl |G

H;

Hs3 Hsa Fk|L2. (453)

A(G,Hj, Fy) = /BZ’”((M”Q)L — ) (VG (O H — (uT ) ) (p T O R dodv. du
N / By (u= 106G, (Y H By — (n VR H R ) (1), — ) dodv.dv

* / B (u18G) VI H (YR — VIO B (2, — pt?)dodu. du
= Ailg, Hj, Fy,) + Aa(g, Hj, Fy).
o Estimate of Ai(g, Hj, Fi,). By Taylor expansion, one has

('), = pa? = (Vp'12), - (o], = v.) +/O L ) () : (1 — ) © (o, — )k (4.54)

2
where v, (k) = vi + (v, —vs). Then Ay(g, H;, Fy,) = A11(9, Hj, Fy) + A1 2(g, Hj, F),), where
Al,l(gquaFk) = /B;’Y(M—l/lﬁG)*(u—l/SHij _ (ﬂ_l/SHij)l)(VMl/z)* . (Ui — ’U*),
€ — — — ! 11—k
A1,2(Q,Hj7Fk) = /an’Y('u 1/16G)*(u 1/8Hij—(u 1/8Hij)/)/0 T(V2,U1/2)(’U*(Ii))

D (V= ve) @ (v, — vy)dE.

Using the fact v, — v, = v — v’ and the identities (see [1])
/B;’Wf'(v' —v)dodv = 0, (4.55)

/ By (v = v)do = ( / By sin*(0/2)do) (v. — v), (4.56)
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we have

|A11(g9, Hj, Fr)| = |/BZ’W(#_l/lﬁG)*(u_l/SHij)(Vul/z)* (v = v)dodv.dv|

6
| / B sin® g(ml/ &, (u= Y H F) (Vit/?), - (0. — v)dodv.do|

H;

Hs3 Fk|L2,

< /1|U—v*|§n|v — 0| ?|GL H, Fy|dv.dv < 6712n° |G Hea

where we use (4.40) and (4.41). Similar to the estimate of A in Case I, we get that
[Av2(g, Hj, i)l S /Bé’wzlv—v*lzl(u_l/wG)*I(I/fl/sHijl + (VR H )
x| (V21 ?) (vy (k)| dodv, dvdr
S [ By 6~ o PIGLI(H Bl + (H; L) Ddodo do
< /1|v*v*|§n|v — v MG HyFy|dvedv S 6720 |Gl ges | Hj | mroa | Fi| L2

Patching together the previous two estimates, we have |A; (g, H;, Fi.)| < 67200 |G| pres | Hj | rea | Fi| 12
o Estimate of As(g, Hj, Fy,). Similar to the idea used to estimate A(G, Fy, H;) in Case 1, we apply Taylor
expansion to p~ /19 F;, and get
|[lne| — kln2+1
|In €]

|A2(97Hj7Fk)| 522k 671/2775|G Hs3 Hsa

H;

Fy|p-.

Patching together the estimates of A, (g, H;, Fi,) and As(g, Hj, Fi), we have for —1 <k < j < |lne|,

22,€|1ne| —kln2+1
[1n €|

+67 120 |G proa [ Hjl s | e 2.
Patching together (4.53) and (4.57), we have

|A(G7Hj7F/€)| S

~

0200 |Glarea | Hj|mroa | | 2 (4.57)

B |Inel —jn2+1
AG FoH3F) S 670 Y 22j|||1i—e||G o [Hylree | Felcs
—1<j<k<|Ine|
B Ine| —kIn2+1
520 Z 22k| | |G gres |Hj | grea | Fie| 12

[In el

—1<k<j<|Ine|

+520 Y |Gl [Hjl e |y e

—1<k<j<|Ine|
S 0TV |Ges [WE(D)H | ros [W(D)F| 12,

for (s3,s4) = (1/246,0) or (s3,s4) = (0,1/2 4 9).
Step 2: Estimate of B(G, H, F). Recalling (4.54), thanks to (4.55), similar to the estimate of A in Case
1, by the change of variable v — v', we get

|B(G,H,F)| < |/Bfﬂ(u‘l/wG)*(u_l/gHF)'(VQ/ﬂm)(v*(fi)) : (v =) ® (v = v)dodv.dvdk|

H

< /Bfﬂv — 020G (HF) |dodv,dv < 2| G| gss | H | goa |F| 2.

Patching together the estimates in Step 1 and Step 2, we finish the proof. O

4.2.4. Upper bound of (I¢7(g,h), f). By Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.4, we get

Theorem 4.3. Let 6 € (0,1/2],n € (0,1] and (s3,54) = (1/2+9,0) or (0,1/2 + 6). Then for any smooth
functions g, h and f, the following two estimates are valid.

(g B OL S 7 lalas Bl oW oz, +07 0 s bl e
62| 0g) prasas |11 OB 12| ey 2
(g b B), S NgleaBleqyalWEFliz , + 67210 Oglaes | 1Oh| rves | ey 2
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4.2.5. Upper bound of 7. Recalling (4.17), as a result of Theorem 4.2 with ¢ = 1/8 and Theorem 4.3, we
get

Theorem 4.4. Let 6 € (0,1/2], € (0,1] and (s3,84) = (1/240,0) or (0,1/2+ §). Then for any smooth
functions g, h and f, the following two estimates are valid.

(07 (g b B), 1) S P lglizlhleqyol flensa + 07200 + € /2) 1 0g| gaass | Rl s | f e 2
+67 2 g gases | OB 2] fle 2
(09,13 B), N S Lglezlhleqsal fleqsz + 07210 Ol ea |1 Oh v | fley 2
Taking 6 = 1/2 in Theorem 4.4, we have
Corollary 4.2. For any smooth functions h and f and any n € (0,1], there holds
(07 (D, 12, 3 80), )] S (07 Pleyya + (02 4+ /)| R 1) fle 2
4.3. Upper bound of (I';;7(f, h) =L 7h, h). This is the core part of the linear-quasilinear method. Observe
(T (f,h) = L5 h, by = (=LY + T30 (f, 1), h) + (L5 R, h).
We begin with

4.3.1. Upper bound of (=LY ) h+T57(f,h),h). We have

Proposition 4.5. Let § € (0,1/2],1 € (0,1]. For any smooth functions h and f with u*/?> + f > 0, there
holds

(LT +TY(fh) by S 67200 | (W2 4 f)|gaseses WD) ' 07
"1‘6_1/2(77 + 61/2)|M1/4(M1/2 + f)|H3/2+5 |W6(D)p,l/8h|%2.

Proof. Set F = pu+ p*/?f,g = p'/? + f, then (=Ly}h + 57 (f,h),h) = (= /?Q57 (F,u'/?h), h) and
F = p'/?2g > 0. We make the decomposition

~1/2 e, 1/2 _ e, 1/2 ~1/2 ~1/2
QB ) = [ B Et (R~ ) dodo.do
- / BSVE.h(W — h)dodv.dv + / B g hb! (/?), — pt?)dodv.dv
= I + Is.
By the inequality 2h(h' — h) < ((h’)? — h?) and the condition F > 0, we have
1
h<3 /B;’VF* ((n)? = h?) dodv.dv.
By Lemma 2.7, taking @ = 1/8 in (2.20), we have
|/B;’7F* ((')* = 1?) dodv.dv] < (n+ €/) |4 F| oo [W(D) !B g2 |1 B D] 2.
Recalling F = p'/2(u'/2 4+ f), one has p=V4F = p'/*(u'/? + f) and thus
g F=p"?(u : 1 M4
LS 67 2+ ) (W2 + £ gasass WD) b 2] /2 2.
Observe that I, = [ BSYg.hh/((u'/?), — ui/2 dodv,dv = (I¢7(g,h), h). Then by Proposition 4.4, we have
n * n
|La| S 571200 |1 O gl g as [WE (D) 1O 7.
Patching together the previous two inequalities, we finish the proof. 0
4.3.2. Upper bound of (—L5] f, h). We have

)M

Proposition 4.6. Fiz 0 <n < 1. For any smooth functions f and h, there holds
(—L50fh) S (2 4 WD) f |2t ¥R o

1 ~
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Proof. Note that
(=L50fh) = (M PQy (WP ), h) = / B (2 f)ap((n=2R) = p=2h)dodv,dv

= /B:-]v’)’(lul/Qf)*‘ul/Q(h/ _ h)dadv*dv 4 /B;,’Yf*lul/Qh/(('ul/Q); _ M}k/z)dadv*dv
= Y1+ Y5
We first estimate Y;. Observe that

v, = /B;ﬂ(ulﬂf)*ul/?(h’—h)dadu*du

= /BZ7W(M1/2f)*((Ml/2h)/ _ u1/2h)d0dv*dv + /B;,W(Mlmf)*(ulm _ (u1/2)')h/d0dv*dv
= Y1 +Yio.
For Y1 1, use (2.19) with 6 = a = 0 in the Lemma 2.7 to get
Yial S (0 + /) WD)t fliz|u 2Rl e
Similar to the estimate of B(G, H, F') in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we have
Vil S0'/2 18 fli2 '/ *h) 2.
We turn to Y5. Note that

o= / By fopt 21 (), — ') dodv..dv

= Yo+ Y.
Similar to the estimate of B(G, H, F') in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we get
Yool S 0'/2|u'/® Floz |t/ *h) 2.
By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get
Yoal < ([ B s = a2y Pdodo.de) ([ B (), — /)P dodo.do)

— (/Bffvff(ulm—(u1/2)’)2dodv*dv)1/2(/Bfﬂhz(ulm—(u1/2)’)2dodv*dv)1/2.

By Taylor expansion up to order 1, (u'/?)" —p'/? = fol (Vu'/?)(v(k))-(v' —v)dk, and the change (2.37)-(2.39),
and (2.29), we get
[ B = @y Pdodvdo . [ 20l o = 0 e dode. S a1

which gives [Ya,1| < 7°|u!/® f| 2| /*hl.
Patching together the above estimates, we finish the proof. |
4.3.3. Quasilinear estimate. As a result of Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.6, we have
Theorem 4.5. Let 6 € (0,1/2],n € (0,1]. For any smooth functions h and f with p*/?>+ f >0, there holds
(L7 (foh) = £57h,h) S 57200+ /2) (L4 110 gojaes ) WD) OB 2.
4.3.4. Byproducts. In this part, we give some byproducts of previous results. We define

LermBoBg = LoV mBo By L permfob g (4.58)
where
L7 g = TN, 12, g; o), L5770 g = T (g, 0, 12 Bo). (4.59)
Lemma 4.2. For any n > 0, there holds
L5 P05 £ )| % fle sl o (4.60)
Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 4.6, so we omit the details. 0

By Corollary 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we have the following lemma for upper bound of £&77:50:51
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Lemma 4.3. For any 0 <n <1, there holds
(LT RS2 R g2l flesy 2 (4.61)
By Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.2, we have the following lemma, for upper bound of £5780:81 = £€7,0:60,61
Lemma 4.4. For any 0 < n <1, there holds
LB ) 1 f ey olley o (1172 4 €)1 F s By o (4.62)
5. COMMUTATOR ESTIMATES

This section is devoted to the estimate of the commutator estimates between I'“(g,-) and W, which
are necessary for energy estimates in weighted Sobolev space. In this section, unless indicated otherwise,
—3 <~ <0and g,h, f are suitable smooth functions.

5.1. Commutator estimates for Q7. We first have
Proposition 5.1. Let 0 <n < 1,1 > 2, there holds
QT (M2 g, Wih) — WiQ“"(u'?g, h), )| S 7~ 2Cilu'/*Og| 12|h| 2

I+~/2

|f|e,’y/2'
Proof. We observe that

= /BE’W’(Wl — W2 g.h(f — f)dodv.dv + /BEW(Wl — W2 g.hfdodv.dv == Ay + As.
Step 1: Estimate of A;. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have
| A1

IN

( / B2 (f = f)2dodv,dv)'( / BY(Wi — W) ? g2h2dodu.dv) '

= (Au) P (Ar) 2
Note that A;,; has the same structure as Zp ; in (4.24). Taking § = 1/2,s1 = 2,59 = 0 in (4.25), we have
A1 < n7_3|f|f,y/2. It is easy to derive [bS(W; — W/)2do < v — v.|?(v)? =2 (v,)?~2, which gives
A1,2 < /1|U7U*|2n|v _ U*|V+2<v>2l_2(v*>2l_2u1/zgfh2dv*dv.

If v 42 > 0, there holds A 2 < |'/1%g|2.|h|2, o If v+ 2 <0, we get
I+~/2

2

A2 St /<v — ) )2 (0,) 2 gl R dvdy S n”+2lu1/169|%2|h|%?w '

Patching together the estimates of A; ; and A; o, we get |A1| <7773 |u/ 0g|p2|h| L2

l+v/2

|f|e,’y/2-
Step 2: Estimate of As. By Taylor expansion, one has

1
Wi = Wi = (VW) - (0 =)+ 5 [ (1= m(T2W)0(0) 1 0 = 0) & (0 = ).
where v(k) = v 4 k(v — v). Thus we have

A = = [BONTW©) -~ o)l g dodo.do

—% /BE"Y’"(l — R)(V2W) (0(k)) : (V' —v) ® (V' — v)pus*guhfdrdodv.dv == Ay q + Ag.s.

Estimate of Ay ;. Thanks to the fact (4.56), using [(VW;)(v)| < (v)!71, we have

[A21] S /1|v,v*|2n|v — U*|V+1<U>l_1ui/2|g*hf|dadv*dv.

If vy + 1 > 0, there holds |As 1| < |/ Cg|L2|h| L2 |f|L2/2. If v +1 <0, we have
¥

I+v/2
Az 1| S /<v — v )T ) T 2. | dvedo S 0 0 el sl
Patching together the two cases, we get |Az 1] < 77(7+1)A0|u1/169|L2|h|le+w2|f|Lg’/2.
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Estimate of As 5. Since |(V2W))(v(k))| S (v(x))! =2 < (0)72(v,)! 2 and v/ — v|? < 0%|v — v.|?, we have

~

FEPIS / b (€08 0)0%1 )y, 550 — v 2 (0) 72 (0.) "2 2| g b f | dodu.do

~

S / Lo,z = 07 2(0) 202 | g b f | dv. dv.

Similar as in the estimate of A1, we have |Azo| < 77(7+2)A0|;L1/169|L2|h|,:12+ p
8

|f|L2/2. Patching together
2
the estimates of A3 ; and A 2, we have

|A2| < 77(7+1)A0|/L1/169|L2|h|Ll2+w2|f|L3/2-
The proposition follows by patching together the estimates of A; and As. O
Observe that
(Q (29, Wih) — WiQ5 (u'/?g. 1), f) = / B (Wi = W) g.hf' dodv.dv. (5.1)

Comparing (5.1) with (4.52), we find that they enjoy almost the same structure. Thus following the argument

/

there and using the fact 10/ 43/* 1), <1 S puLjpms <1 S 24y, <1, we get

Proposition 5.2. Let 0 <n <1,01>2,0<0 <1/2, (s3,84) = (1/246,0) or (s3,54) = (0,1/2 4 0), there
holds

(@57 (' 29, Wih) = Wi@Qy (' 29, ), ()l S Cio™ 20 |t 20 g o [W (D) O h s [WE (D) 10 f | 2.
5.2. Commutator estimates for /7. We have
Proposition 5.3. Let n > 0,1 > 1, there holds

(197 (g, Wih; B) = Wil="" (g, b; B), f)I < Cilglez bl

I+v/2

€
(WeSflez -

Proof. Let us consider the 5 = 0 case since the following arguments also work when we replace p'/? with
Pgul/ 2 by using the decomposition (4.18). There are two steps in the proof. We will indicate the main
difference at the end of each step.

By the definition (4.1) of I¢7"(g, h) and the fact ((u'/?). — uiﬂ) = (%), — ui/4)2 + 2ui/4((u1/4); -

ui“), we have

g Wik) < WIS, )= [ B ) 0 Wb .
- / BN, — a2 (Wi = W) guh f' dodv.dv

+2/ B (WY, — Y Wi — W) gehf dodv.dv

= Ay +2A,.
Step 1: Estimate of A;. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

A1l < (/BE”Y’W((,MlM)fk - ui/4)2f’2dadv*dv) 1/2
X(/Bﬁ’”((u”‘*); — W= W2 gk dodv.dv) P = (Ar1) P (Ar) 2

By the change of variables (v,v,) — (v.,v") and Lemma 2.9 (the result still holds with u'/? replaced by
p'/*), we have

Ay = /3677,77((#1/4)/ — 12 fRdodv.dv = NOVI(f, pth) < |W6f|2L2/ -
52

Thanks to ((u/4), — i/ *)2 = ((u"/3), + b/ $)2((u/8Y, — /%)% < 2(( ), + ub/ ™) (u2/8), — ut/®)?, we
have

Az S / By (uMBY, — )2 (Wi — W) 2g2h3dodu, dv

* / B (YL (B, — M}k/g)z(VVl — W/)?g2h*dodv.dv == A1 21 + A1 2.
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We first estimate A 2 2. We recall |[v — v,| ~ |v — v, | and thus

(Wi = W) < min{6Plo — ol (o)~ (1) 2, 6% ()" (v2)*'}, (5:2)
(%)% = /) < min{6?w — ol 2,1}, (5:3)

We set to prove
Bim [ B Y (), = (W~ Wi S (0, (5.4)

which immediately gives A; 22 < [g]72|h[7. .
I+~/2
Case 1: |v —v,| < 1. By (5.2) and (5.3), we have

B< / b (cos B)9"[u — v/ [T (/Y ()22 (o) 22 dor

Since |v — v,| < 1, there holds |v — v.| < 1, [v — v,|7** < 1 and (v) ~ (v]), thus (v)2~2 < (v)2H7(v)) =277,
which implies

B< / b(cos )0 (/). (0)2H7 (0! )4V do < / b(cos 0)0* (v)? TV do < (v)HH7,

Case 2: |v —v,| > 1. By (5.2) and (5.3), we have B < [ b(cos 0)0%[v — v, | (u'/*), (v)? (v])?!do. Since
|v — v.] > 1, there holds |v — V.7 ~ (v — )7 < (0)7(v2)17], which implies

B < /be(cos 0)6% (/). ()27 (0] )20 de < /bf(cos 0)0%(v)?HVdo < (v)HHT,

We get (5.4) by patching together the two cases.
We then go to estimate A; 2 1. Thanks to (W, — W/)? < min{6%|v — v.[2(v)2 =2 (v.)2172, 02 (v) ! (v, )2},
and ((u'/8), — ,u}/g)2 < min{6?|v — v,|?, 1}, similar to (5.4), we can prove

/ Bl (), = ) (W = W)do < (o). (5.5)
Plugging (5.5) into Aj 21, we get A1 21 < |ul/16g|2L2|h|2L2 . Patching together the upper bound estimates
l+v/2

of A1 and Ay 2, we arrive at Ay S |g[7.]h|7. . Patching together the estimates of A;1 and A o,
I4~y/2
we conclude |A1] < |g|p2|h| 2

z+w/2|W€f|L3/2'
In the |B| > 0 case, by recalling (4.15) and (4.18), changes only happen in A; j, in which ((p/4)" — pu'/4)2
is replaced with (Pgpu!/*)’ — Pgu'/*)2. Then Lemma 2.9 also holds since it only utilizes the condition (4.19).
Step 2: Estimate of As. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

|A2| < (/BE’”’"M1/4((M1/4)1 — ' 2g, P dodv.dv)
x| / B (W, — W) guh2dodu.dv) ' = (Ag1)2(Ag0) Y2,

Estimate of Ay 1. By the change of variable v — v', we have

Ax1 S /bE(COS ) — v [T (M), — p*)?g. fRdodv.dy’.

By Proposition 7.1, one has [ b¢(cos 0)((1/4), — i/ *)2do < [0/ = 0.2 s <2 + (W20 = 0) 1oy 52,
which gives

Az 1

A

/ [ = 0 (0 = 0P <o+ (WP (0 = 0) Ly, 22) g f *dvsdt!
S gl WS
v/2

Estimate of A . By Taylor expansion, when [ > 1, it is easy to check

(VVl o VVl/)2 S 6‘2|U _ ’U*|2(<’U>2l_2 + <U*>2l—2) 5 6‘2|’U _ U*|2<v>2l—2<v*>2l—2
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which gives

Az2

A

/bé(cos 0)6%|v — v*|"+2<v>2172<U*>2172ui/4g*h2dadv*dv

A

/ v — v*|7+2<v>2172(v*>2172,u1/4g*h2dv*dv.
Noting that

/|v — U*|V+2<v*>2l_2ui/4g*dv* < (/ v — v*|27+4ui/4dv*)1/2(/<U*>4z—4ui/4gfdv*)1/2

< ()Rt g e

3

which gives Az o < [/1%g|z2|h|2. . Putting together the estimates of Az and Az, we arrive at
I+v/2

|A2| S |N1/169|L2|h|L2

I+~/2

€
Weflez

In the |3| > 0 case, by recalling (4.15) and (4.18), ui/4((u1/4); —ui/4)2 is replaced by (Pgput/*). ((u'/*), —
u1/4)2 or ui/4((P5'u1/4); — (Pgpt/%).)%. The above arguments also work. In the former, just replace

(Pgpt/*), with (u'/®).. In the latter, ((Pgu'/*). — (Psu'/*).)? enjoys the condition (4.19).
The proposition follows the estimates of A; and As.

5.3. Applications of previous results. We first have

Theorem 5.1. Let 0 < n < 1,1 > 2. There holds
(L7 (g, Wih; B) = WLV (g, h; B), f)I S 7 2Cilgl 2|l 2

I+v/2

Let 0 <6 <1/2,(s3,84) = (1/246,0) or (s3,54) = (0,1/246), there holds
(T (g, Wih; B) — WL (g, h; B), )| S 0?2 Cilglr2|hl 2

I+~/2

+Cl5_1/2776|ﬂl/169|H53 |W5(D)M1/16h|HS4 |W€(D)M1/16f|L2~

|f|e,'y/2-

|f|e,'y/2

O

Proof. By Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3, we have (5.6). By Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 and

Proposition 5.3, we get (5.7).
Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 5.1 together give the following upper bound estimate with weight.
Corollary 5.1. Let 0 < 0 < 1/2,(s3,84) = (1/246,0) or (s3,54) = (0,1/2+4 ), there holds
|(Wil"(g,h; 8), /) S lglezlbleisy 2l fleqyy2 + Ol|g|L2|h|Ll2M/2
+CO 2|10 s |12 R s | fley 2
(WAL (g, h: B), )l < 1gluz|Plogn 2l fleqs2 + Cilglmzlhlrz, [ fleq/2-

I+v/2

|f|e,’y/2

As an application of Theorem 5.1, we have
Corollary 5.2. Let 0 <n < 1,1l > 2, there holds
([ PP Wilg, Wi f)| S 72 Cllgl e

l+~/2

| fleiensz + C 2 (WD) O g| 2| £ /o

O

Proof. Recall from (4.59), L5770 g — —_Te7(95,u'/2, g; By). Taking & = 1/2,s3 = 1,54 = 0 in (5.7), we

get
(L5750 Wilg, Wif)| < 7 ~2Cilgl g2

I+~/2

[fle itz + Con 2 [WE(D) 1O g| 12| WD) 1OW, f 2.

Recall from (4.59), L5770 g .= —Te7(g, 85, 1*/2; Bo). Taking § = 1/2, 53 = 0,54 = 1 in (5.7), we get

(L5770 Wilg, /) S 07 Clglea| flesn o + Cin' | g2 |W (D) Wi f | 2.

Patching together the above two estimates, recalling (4.58), thanks to the fact [W¢(D)u* Wi f|p> <

Ci|fle /2, we finish the proof.

O

When v = —3, recall the notation £&%0/1 = £&=3:80:81  Ag a special of case of Corollary 5.2, we have

Corollary 5.3. Let 0 <n < 1,1l > 2, there holds
([£ePoBr Wilg, Wif)| < n~%Cilg] L2

I+~/2

|f|e,l+'y/2 + 771/2Cl|g|5,'y/2|f|5,'y/2-
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6. ENERGY ESTIMATE AND ASYMPTOTIC FORMULA

In this section, we will give the proof to Theorem 1.1. We divide the proof into three subsections. The
first subsection is devoted to the a priori estimates for the linear equation (6.1). In subsection 4.2, we
consider the global well-posedness (1.35) and regularity propagation (1.36) of the linearized Boltzmann
equation (1.26). In subsection 4.3, we derive the global asymptotic formula (1.37) which describes the limit
that € goes to zero. Throughout this section, we set v = —3.

6.1. Estimate for the linear equation. We will deal with the linear equation as follows:
Of+v-Vof +Lf =g (6.1)
Let us set up some notations which will be used throughout this section.
e Weset fi :=Pf and fo := f — Pf, where P is the projection operator defined in (1.40). By (1.40)
and (1.41),
fi(t,z,v) = (alt,z) + b(t, x) - v+ c(t, :v)|v|2)u1/2, (6.2)
which solves
Ofi+v-Vefi=r+1l+g, (6.3)
where r = =0 fo and [ = —v -V, fo — LEf5.
o {¢;}1<j<13 is defined explicitly as

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
61:#/ ,ezzvlu/ ,63202M/7€4:U3#/,

2 1/2 2 1/2 2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
€5=U1M/ ,€6=U2M/ ,€7=U3M/ 768:U1U2ﬂ/ ,69=v2v3u/ 7610:’037)1#/7

1/2 1/2 /2.

€11 = |U|2U1M ;€12 = |U|2U2M ,€13 = |U|2U?>M1

o Let A = (aij)1<i<13,1<j<13 be the matrix defined by a;; = (e;,e;) and y be the 13-dimensional
vector with components dya, {0;b; + 0;at1<i<s, {0ic + ;i b1<i<s, {0ibj + 0;bi h1<i<j<s, {ict1<i<s.
Set z = (2:)12, = ((r+1+g,e;))13,. By (6.2) and taking inner product between (6.3) and {e; }1<;<13
in the space L? (R?’) for variable v, one has Ay = z, which implies y = A~ 'z. We denote

F= (O M hcics, IrP hcics, Il hicicj<s, {n 7V heics)” = A7 ((r e) 2,
[= (19, {1 cics, (1P hcics {1 hicies (1P hcics) T = A7 (L e) 2y,
5= {0 heics {07 hcics. {05 h<ici<a {0 hi<ica)T = A7 (g )12,
F= O haics I haics {5 hcicies {7 hcics)T = A7 (fa ) 2.
Then one has 7 = —d, f, which yields
y=—0f+1+3. (6.4)
e We define the temporal energy functional Z% (f) as

3
V() = Y D T AT () IS () + I, (6.5)
la|<N—1i=1
where
72, (f) = (0 F ), 0:0%a) 0, TS i (f) i= (0°FP), 0,0°C)a TEN(F) = (0:0%a, 0%bi)a
I8 (f) = = D (0 1P, 0:0%0: )0 + > (07 F( 0,070 + 2007 f2), 0,0%:)..
J#i J#i

Here (a,b)y := [s a(x)b(x)dx is the inner product in L?(T?) for variable .
Note that there is some universal constant C; such that

T ()] < Crllf 2 1 (6.6)

The temporal energy functional Z (f) is used to capture the dissipation of (a,b,c). Based on (6.4), one
can study the evolution of the macroscopic quantities (a, b, ¢) in terms of the microscopic part fs.

Lemma 6.1. There exists are two universal constants C,co > 0 such that for any N > 2,

d = .
LIV +alwb Oy < Ol + 3 D [ 10°0e)Pi), ©7)

dt -
la]<N—1j=1



58 L.-B. HE AND Y.-L. ZHOU

Proof. Referring to [9, 12], we have

d 1
DL+ A0 b OB S CUBME s, ¢ X D [ 0P )
la|<N—1j=1
Thanks to (1.33), we can apply Poincare inequality [MA[gx < [VoMA|y~-1 to end the proof. O

The above set-up is standard for the near Maxwellian framework. We refer readers to [9, 12] for more

details. Before giving the estimates for (6.1), we prepare some technical lemmas to deal with the inner
products that will appear in energy estimates.

Lemma 6.2. Let |a| + 3] < N, ¢ >0, then
(LMW 08 1, Wi 1) 2 T/l Wed§ follas = Con(0® ol +10%(a b))
Proof. By Theorem 3.1, we have
(LT MWo05 £ WeD5 ) > Nol|(L = BYWoD5 flIZzp2
Thanks to the Macro-Micro decomposition f = f; + f2, we deduce that
(LMW £, Wa0F £) = 2ol (T = PYWeO5 (fi + fo)lTap2
> (7/8)>\0||Wq3§f2||%ngﬁ/2 - Cq,N(Haaszig/2 +10%(a, b, 0)[72),
where we use (2.22) to take out W,05 f> as the leading term and integration by parts formula to deal with
the operator dg. In addition, all polynomial weights can be controlled by the factor pt/2in fy. 0
Lemma 6.3. Let |a| + 5] < N,Bo+ 1+ P2 =B, ¢ > 2, then for any 0 < § < 1, we have
(W £552008, LW, 05 P < 6108 Fall2ass + 108, Fal2ase )
+Cé,q||a§2f2||%gL3+w2 + Cs.4,810%(a, b, C)|2Lg-
Proof. By Corollary 5.3, we get for any 0 < n < 1,
(W, £57005, WG9 1)l < 07 °Collog, fllezrz
+771/2Cq||662f||L2L2

€v/2

105 2212
105 fllsaee
W05 Tare 0T AC08, Iz
+1 2 Coll0g, FlTarz |, + 02 Cal O FIerz
< 5”8§f”L§Lf’q+’y/2 + 5||8§2f||%ngﬂ/2 + 5725Cq||8§2f||i§L3+7/27

where we set § = 1'/2C,, and the constant C; may change across different lines. From which together with
the decomposition f = f1 + fo = Pf + fo, we get the lemma. O

€,q+~/2

IN

+v/2

Lemma 6.4. Let |o| + |5 < N,|B8] > 1, ¢ >2 or q =0, then
(Wal0s, £90* [, We05 ) 5 O+ CneIOGfollTzre  + Coanllo®(asb,e)llze

+Cs,4.N Z ||aﬁ2f2||L2L2 i) +||aﬁ2f2||L2H1 )

B2<pB
Proof. Recalling L¢g = —T¢(u'/?, g) — T(g, u*/?), (4.16), (4.15), and (4.58), we have
L9 = LOpg— > CRo PP 00, 12, 05,93 Bo) + T(9p, 9, Do 1™/ ?: Bo)]
Bo+B1+pP2=p,82<p
= LOpg - > Cpoinle Lot gy, g. (6.8)

Bot+B1+B2=5,82<p
In this way, we have [9p, L] = Y5 4 Cgo’ﬁl’ﬁ2ﬁé’50’ﬁ13ﬁ2, and thus
Wq [(93, Ee]aaf Wq Z Cg(J»Bl»B?ﬁﬁ”@O”@l 632]0
B2<pB

Z Cgoﬁlﬁzﬁe,ﬁo,ﬁlwqang + Z Cg(b61>62 [Wq,ﬁe’ﬁo’ﬁl]ang.
B2<B B2<p
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By upper bound estimate in Lemma 4.4, we get
(L W,05, f W05 )l < 5_6||5§2f||L2L§ o058 fll2rz
+(62 4+ €2 |M1/16552f||L2H1 105 fll L2 2 2 s
(5+108 follZars +Crall*(ab )22

+Coanl08, o+ ClOG alRn

A

where we use f = f1 + f2 and the definition of a, b, c.

If ¢ > 2, by Lemma 6.3, we have
(W, L5508, £ Wao D < 00108 alars 4108 Fales )

+C5>Q||aggf2”%3L3+W2 + C57q7N|6 (av b, C)lng
If ¢ = 0, the commutator [W,, £L&P0:51] = 0. Taking sum over 5 < 3, we get the result. O

For non-negative integers n, m, we recall:
TP S 71 N T ORI S 7
jal<n,|Bl=m C o Jal<n8l=m ’

Let N > 4,1 > 3N + 2. For some universal constants M, L, K;,0 < j < N (which could depend on N, and
will be explicitly determined later), we define

V) = MIN(f )+L||f||HNL2 +ZK ||f||HN B, (6.9)
7=0
DIUS) = e IMAly <ML MY Ky (610
Y =0 Fv+y
where MA(t,x) = (a(t,x),b(t,x),c(t,z)) is a vector of length 5, which stands for the macro-part of a

solution f.
Now we are in a position to prove

Proposition 6.1. Let N > 4,1 > 3N + 2. Suppose [ is a smooth solution to (6.1), then there exist a
constant €1 verifying 0 < €1 < €g, such that for any 0 < n <n9,0 <€ < €7, there holds

d'— 1 € (03 (03
SN+ D) < Mo Y Z/| “g.e)fdn+2L 3 (0% — L5707 £,0°F) (6.11)
la|<N-1j=1 o] <N
N
+Y 2K Y Wiy 089 — £ Wiy 05 . Wie i 03 ).
=0 JalsN—5I8=s

The constant €1 > 0 could depend on N,l. Here ng, €9 are the universal constants in Theorem 3.1. Moreover,
M ~ L.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps to construct the energy functional ZV:!(f) in (6.9).
Step 1: Propagation of || f||3;~ »- Applying 8 to equation (6.1), taking inner product with % f, taking

sum over |a| < N, we have

v+ Y (L0°F,0%f) = D (99,0°f). (6.12)
la|<N la|<N

Split L7 = L9771 4+ L7, Thanks to 0% fo = (0% f)2, by Theorem 3.1, for n < o, € < €9, we have
(£, 0 1) = Koo Fll e

2dt|

2), we have

||f||HNL2 + A0||f2||HNL2 /2 S Z (ao‘g — ,C;V’Yaaf, 80‘f) (613)

la|<N

Plugging which into (6.1
1
2

&‘|Q‘
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Multiplying (6.13) by a large constant 2M; and adding it to (6.7), we get

d
O F Bz + TV () + (col MAy + Midollfolaps ) (6.14)
13
< an Y @g-cporfon e S Y [ o0 Pdn
lo| <N laj<N—15=1"T°

Here M is large enough such that M; > 2Cy and MiAg > C to insure M| f||3x 2 +ZV(f) ~ | fII3n 2

by (6.6) and cancel the term C| fo||3,x;.  on the right hand side of (6.7).
T Tey/2

Step 2: Propagation of ||f||§1,NL2 Applying W;0% to equation (6.1), taking inner product with W;0%f,
x 1

taking sum over |a] < N, we have

| =

3z + D (WLDf,Wid°f) = > (Wid™g, Wid™ f). (6.15)

[al<N la|<N

N =
S

t

Using commutator to transfer weight and splitting £57 = L&77 + L57, we get
WILO f = LW, 0%f + [W), L0 f = LOTTW,10% f + LTW,0% f + [Wi, L]0 f.

By Lemma 6.2, we get

(LW 1, W0 1) 2 (T/9)00ll0% fola 2 = Cunl9% fal} 2 | +10%(a, b)),

Thanks to Lemma 6.3, we have

(Wi, £90° F Wid* ) < 810" alaga  +Coalofellfzgs |+ Coanld™(ab,0) 3.

Since |h|zz S (5;/2 + 61/2)|W€h|L§ + C(62,q)|h| 2 for any d2 > 0, we have

10°fallzare < @2+ 0% follizre,  +C @010 follzare - (6.16)
First taking 0 = A\g/8, then taking d2 such that d2Cs; = A\o/8, when eCs; < A\og/8, we get
d 2 2 < O 2 C % 2
Gy e + Qo/2Felligyz, o < Cunllfeligye , + Civl0%(a,b, 0l
+2 > (Wi0%g — LW,0°f, W10 f). (6.17)

la|<N

There is a constant C; such that || f1]|%,y 2 < Cl|MAJ3, . We choose a constant M, large enough
x el+v/2 x

such that coMsy/4 > C) n,coMa/4 > Ciho/2, MaMiAo/2 > C) n. Multiplying (6.14) by the constant Mo
and adding the resulting inequality to (6.17), we get

d
E(szN(f) + MM\ f 1y e + 1 ) (6.18)
1
+5 (Maco MA[y + MaoMido| follfpx e+ ol filliawez 4 2ol folliwe )
13
« 2 o €, o «
< MC ) Z/Tsua g.e)Pdx + 2MyMy > (9% — L0 F,0°F),

la| <N -1 j=1 la|<N

+2 ) (Wid%g — L W0° f,Wid° f).

la|<N
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Step 3: Propagation of 37 i K| f |2 WY . We shall use mathematical induction to prove that for
any 0 < i < N, there are some constants M?, LZ K?, 0 < j <, such that

d

M IV + L Il e + Y K- g, ) (6.19)

0<5<4
+27 17N (¢ MZ|MA|HN+)‘0LZ”J[2”HNL2 v/2

oY Ko+l

R 2
=0 +iv+y/

IN

Moy Z/ (0%g, e;)|*dn + 20" > (9%g — L570° f,0°F)

|a|<N-1j=1 la|<N

+ Z 2K; Y (Wi jn089 — LWy 505 f, Wig 505 ).
|| <N —j,|B8]=j
It is easy to check that (6.19) is valid for ¢ = 0 thanks to (6. 18) We also remark that our final goal (6.11)
is actually (6.19) with i = N since ||f|| N g < 2||f1|| N gy + 2||f2||§{N,jHj

eltiv+y/2 el+iv+y/2 sltivty/2

Assume (6.19) is valid for i = k for some 0 < k < N —1. We set to prove (6.19) is also valid for i = k+ 1.
Let o and 8 be multi-indices such that |a| < N —(k+1) and |f| = k+1>1. Let ¢ =1+ (k+ 1)y.
Applying W,95 to both sides of (6.1), we obtain
oW, 05 f +v -V W05 f + Z Wqﬁgfgllf + W05 L f = W,05g. (6.20)
B1<B,|B1l=1

Taking inner product with W,05 f over (x,v), one has

DTN YD WSS R W,08 ) + (Wad8L f,Wo05 1) = (W00 W08 ). (621)

B1<B,|B1|=1
Estimate of (W, 8g+gll [y W,405 f). By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and using f = f1 + fa, we get

((Wa05 51 £ Wa08 I < 110575 fllnare

q—~/2

2 2
||f2||HN ka a2 + ||f2||HquV—k—1H§I‘1/2 + Cl|MA|H§7k

108 fllzar2, (6.22)

/2

A

Estimate of (angﬁff, Wqﬁgf). Using commutator to transfer weight and splitting £97 = L5717+ L57]
we get

W05 L f = LW, 05 f + L3TW,05 f + Wy, EE]Bg‘f + Wy [0p, L]0 f. (6.23)
By Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, we have
(Ee’%”Wq@g‘f + [V, Eé]ﬁg‘f + Wy[0p, L0V, Wq[)g‘f)
> (Th/8= 35— OnOIW,E Rl e — CoalO8hal3ase, | = Coqnl0%(ab,0)|3:
~Coun X (fllzss,, 106 Flizm, )
2<

Taking 0 such that 36 = \g/16, when e is small such that Cve < X\g/16, we get
(LETMWL05 f + Wy, L0G f + Wy[0p, L0 f,W,05 f) > (3)\0/4)||8§‘f2||%§L§ e (6.24)
—cq,Nllleliwlem/z —~ Cq,N||f2||§{quV7k71H§q+W2 — Cyn[0(a, b, c)[13.

Plugging (6.22), (6.23) and (6.24) into (6.21), taking sum over |a] < N — (k+1),|5| = k + 1, we have

d 3
%Hf”ili\f—k—ll_:{g#»l + _>\0||f2||i{N—k—lHk+l L (625)

IN

2 > (Wed5g = L3 Wa05 £, WeD5 £) + Ol Fol fpx s
|a|<N—k—1,|8|=k+1

C 2 o 2 o 2 ).
+ l7N(||f2||Hév k 1H§I$/2+||f2”H£’ k 1H§’q+7/2 +|MA|H£J k)

a—v+v/2
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By Lemma 2.2, for any 0 < §’ < 1, we have
2 / 2 / 2
e < (& + e +C(8 k e
HfQHHiV k 1H(’;jrr$/2 —( E)HfQHHJJvV k 1Hf:;~1#w/2 ( )HfQHHiV k 1L3+w/2

Taking ¢" such that ¢'C; y = A\o/4, when e satisfies eC; v < Ag/4, recalling ¢ =1 + (k + 1), we get

d 2 2
EHfHHgfk—lggﬂ + )‘0||f2HH;V*’“*1Hf;iW

k
< 2 S (W09 - Ly W05 We05 )+ Cun (Il
|a|<N—k—1,|8|=k+1 j=0 e lti

For notational convenience, set X*(f) := M*IN(f) + LkaH%fi\’Lz + D 0<i<k K]’“|L}“||§LZE\,,JHZJ+ , and
Jv

2
. + |MA|H§,k).

Y+

+ 2 i .
Jv+v/2 ||f2HHéV JHz,l+j'y+'v/2

k
VE) = coMM MARy + ML ellfryre 420 KE(A I
Jj=0 '

By our induction assumption, (6.19) is true when i = k, that is,
d

X+ 2NV (6.26)
13
< Mo 3N [ et Pde 2Lt 3 @ - £570°1,07)
T3

la| <N -1 =1 la|<N

k
EYOKE Y (Wi — L Wey 93 Wi 031,
Jj=0 |a|<N—j,|B|=3
There is a constant Cj x such that ||fl||i]57k71Hf,ﬁw/2 < Cl,N|MA|%I$,. We choose a constant Ms large
enough such that
M3 (1 — 27N YeoM* /2 > Oy v, Ma(1 — 27N )eo M* /2 > Cy v o,

_ o—1/N : k>
Mg(l 2 ))\0 oglglgk{KJ } = C[)N.
Multiplying (6.26) by the constant M3, and adding the resulting inequality to (6.25), we get
d
_(Mng(f) + ”fH?{éV*k*le;*l) + M32_1/N21—k/Ny€k(f) (6.27)

dt
2 2
ol il M2y

IN

13
MsM*C > Z/ (0%g, €;)de + 2MsLF >~ (9%g — L0 f,0°f)
']1‘3

la|<N-1j=1 o] <N

k
D 2MKF Y Wiy 059 — L7 Wiy 03 f Wig 5 05 ).
j=0 |a|<N—j,|8|=j
+2 > (We089 — LSTW,08 f, W05 f).
|a|<N—k—1,|8|=k+1
So we get (6.19) for i = k+1. In detail, we set M 1 = MzM* LF+1 = MzLF, KJ’?H = M3K;C for0<j<k

and K[} =1. O

6.2. Global well-posedenss and propagation of regularity. The local well-posedness and the non-

negativity of the solution to (1.21) were well established in [15]. Thus to prove global well-posedness, we
only need to provide the a priori estimates for the equation, which is Theorem 6.1.

6.2.1. A priori estimate of Boltzmann equation (1.26). In this subsection, we derive the following a priori
estimate for solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.26).

Theorem 6.1. There exists a universal constant 09 > 0 such that the following statement is valid. Let
N > 4,1 > 3N + 2, there is a constant eg which may depend on N, 1, such that if e < ey and f€ is a solution
of the Cauchy problem (1.26) satisfying supg<,<cr EX(fE(t)) < b0, then for any t € [0,T],
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(1) if N =4,1 =14, the solution f€ verifies

£ ) + [ DR o) < O8N 1) (6.28)
(2) if N = 4,1 > 14, the solution f¢ verifies
£ 0+ [ DE s < SV o) (6.29)
(3) if N >5,0> 3N +2, the solution f< verifies
X0+ [ P < P ) (6.30)

Here C is a universal constant, Cy is a constant depending on | and Py () is a continuous and increasing
function with Py (0) = 0.

Recall from (1.34) the energy functional N+ = ZJ o lIF117 HY =], . For some constants Cj depending

only on N, [, we have

ENN(f) S EMUS) < Co(N,DEN(F), (6.31)

In order to prove Theorem 6.1, we emplo Proposition 6.1 by taking g = T'°(f€, f¢) and get

d —_ € € € € € €
L)+ D) < ZzK ASISE )+ 2LBY (S5, f) + MOCY (S, f9), (6.32)

7=0
where
AN g, f) = Y (Winga@8T(g, f) = L5 Wis 03 f, Wee 03 ). (6.33)
le|<N—j,|8|=j

BN(g, )= (0°T(g, f) — L70°f,0°f), (6.34)

la| <N

g f)= Y Z/ (0T (g, f). )P (6.33)

la|<N—1j=1

To move forward based on (6.32), we need to estimate AN-JL(f€, f€), BN(f€, £),CN(f¢, f¢). To this end,
we will give estimates of functionals AN7! and BY in Lemma 6.6, functional C» in Lemma 6.7. To keep
the proof of Lemma 6.6 in a reasonable length, we prepare a commutator estimate as Lemma 6.5.

Recalling from (6.10) the dissipation functional DN*!, we have

D) = (coM/2)|MA[Gx + et Mo Ll fllyx pro et AoZK (K[ ; (6.36)

eltiv+y/2

for some universal constant ¢; = (Mco/4LAo) A1 since M ~ L by Propos1t10n 6.1. For simplicity, we define
e, = S 108 D) = 108 s
o +18]<m |a|+|B]<m ’

Lemma 6.5. Let N > 4,1 >3N +2,0<j<N. Let o, 3 satisfy |a| < N — j,|8| = j. The following three
statements hold true.

(1) If N =4 and |l = 14, then

P a 1/2 1/2
(Wit (03, T(g, )l Wes 1203 1)1 S Nlgllas, (D)) (DEM(5)) 2. (6.37)
(2) If N =4 and | > 14, then for any § > 0,

(Wi 105,19, )b WirsnO5 OIS Nglls Mollgrr—sggs MNOG fllagre, L, (6.38)
o p)2 -1 g,
+5||aﬁf”HgHngww2 +0 CngHH;l,Ug (h)-
(3) If N >5 and 1l > 3N + 2, then for any 6 > 0,
(Wi 05 70, N0 Wisn 30| S 0108 Iomo, 407 Cralloly DY 4(0)  (6.39)

+0 7 Cnallgllzes IRl -
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Let N > 4. Let « satisfy || < N. The following two statements hold true.
(1) If N =4, then

[([0%,T(g, )R, 0% )| < Nlgllma , v DE(R) v/ DE(S). (6.40)
(2) If N > 5, then for any § > 0,
([, T, .0 )] £ 310 FIgrgo -+ 067 Ol DY) +67 Coclglys Iy (641)

Proof. Set ¢ =1+ j7. By the binomial expansion (4.15), we have
WolOg, T(f, )1 = We05T(f, f) — WoI“(f,05f)
= WqZc(alu0427607ﬁ1762)re(a§11f7 6g;f760)7 (642)

where the sum is over o + g = «, 81 + B2 < B, |aa + B2| < |a| + |8 — 1. By (5.8) in Corollary 5.1, we have
for b1 Z O,bQ Z 1 with b1—|—b2 = 2,

oD 0,12 3o). Wo )l < lglolbluo |fluo
+Oq|ﬂl/169|Hb1 |/L1/32h|H1’2 |f|H§

+ Colglao o

a+v/2

| f 1o

sa+v/2 sa+v/2

(6.43)

sat+v/2°
If we denote the Fourier transform of f with respect to = variable by f, then we have
(g, hs Bo), £) = Y, (T°(G(K), h(m — k); Bo), F(m)).
k,meZ3

From which together with (6.43), we get
|(que(agllgu ath; ﬁO)u qu)|

2
S Y k[ m — k1219, g (k)| 1o |0, h(m — R)lme
k,m¢eZ3
£y Y Ikl — K G g k) 1| — B
k,meZ3

| F(m)] o

+v/2 €q+v/2

R

+Cy D (R — k)12l 10, g (k) o |1 % Dyl = ) s | F(m) 10

catr /2’
k,meZ3

From which we derive that for a1,as > 0 with a; + as = 2,
|(Wq1—‘€(a§1197 32“22’1)7 angf” N HQHH\mﬂlHal HB1 (HaﬂzhHH\m%H%p 2 + Cq”662]1”1{;12\+‘12L2+ /2)
€,q9T7 qT

x ||3§f”HgHQ’qM/2 + Oq||u1/lﬁg||H:Lal\+a1 HIB1I+b1 Hﬂl/BQhHH\zaz\+a2Hm2\+b2 ||3§f”HgHQ,qH/2- (6.44)

In the following, we choose a1, az2,b1,bs € {0,1,2} with a1 + a2 = by +b2 =2 and by > 1. For N > 4
and multi-indices a, 8 with |a| + |8] < N, we consider all the combinations of ay,as, 81,82 such that
a1 + oo = Oé,ﬂl + /82 S ﬂ, |042 + ﬂ2| S |O[| + |ﬂ| — 1 in Table 2 for the choice of CLl,CLQ,bl,bQ.

TABLE 2. Parameter choice

(lo], 1A1]) (laz], B2]) (a1,a2,b1,b2) Jaa|+ a1 +[Bi[+b1 |ao| +az + [Ba] + b2
(070) (|a|, < |B| - 1) (2a071a1) 3 < |a| + |ﬂ|
(071) (|a|7 < |ﬁ| - 1) (2707171) 4 < |O‘| + |ﬁ|
(170) (|a| -1,< |B|) (2707171) 4 < |O‘| + |ﬁ|
(072) (|a|7 < |ﬁ| - 2) (2707072) 4 < |O‘| + |ﬁ|
(171) (|a| - 17 < |ﬂ| - 1) (lelal) 4 < |05| + |ﬂ|
(270) (|a| _25§ |6|) (lelal) 4 < |Oé|—|-|ﬂ|
(073) (|a|, < |ﬂ| - 3) (1a170a2) 4 < |05| + |ﬂ|
(172) (|a| -1,< |ﬁ| - 2) (1717072) 4 < |O‘| + |ﬁ|
(271) (|a| -2,< |ﬁ| - 1) (0727171) 4 < |a| + |ﬁ|
(370) (|a| -3,< |B|) (0727171) 4 < |a| + |ﬁ|

|+ B =4 (lo] = |oa], < [B] = [B1])  (0,2,0,2) 4 < |al+ |A]
lar|+ (B[ =5 (Jaf = |ea|, < B8] = |B1]) (0,2,0,2) N Slef+181 -1
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To summarize, if |aq |+ |S1| < 4, with the choice of (a1, as, b1, b2) in Table 2, we have |ag|+a1+|81|+b1 <
4, |az| + az + [B2] + b2 < |a| + 18], 182] < |-

Case 1: N =4,1 =14. We recall that ¢ = | + jv < 14 which implies C;, < 1. By the lower bound of
DN:I(f) in (6.36) and the estimate (6.44), we have

€/ o a 1/2 1/2
(W, DE(951 9,0521), W03 )] S gl , (DR ()2 (DR ()2

Since N = 4, the constants C'(a1, az, Bo, £1, S2) in (6.42) are universally bounded. Taking sum over aj+ag =
o, o+ 1+ P2 = B, |az + Bao| < la| + 8| — 1, we get (6.37).
Case 2: N = 4,1 > 14. If || = |8, we use ||h||H‘m"‘2‘+“2H‘52+‘ p < ”h”HiV’jHZqM/Q' If | 52| < |B| which

only happens when j > 1, by |f|e; S |f|HL1+17 we have

ol ppozrboz grior < Mollgy =g S WRly=smg, L < (s

Plugging these facts into (6.44), we get
(W 030, 0520 W5 Nl S Viparmiotllollars Nl —szs 105 fllgme

e,q+v/2
+(Lj>118,0<18 + Cq)||g||H§,v||h”HéV7jHZ||8gf||H2H2q+w/2
+Cqllgllms NPl ma 1105 fIl o rro

e, q+v/2

05 f || zro a0 +

sa+v/2

N

gl s, ||h||HiV*jH§,q+wz |

VS108 T poms 467 Clllgls £,
where the facts ||h||iIN,jHj < &4(h) and ||h||%. < E*'(h) are used. Since N = 4, the constants
Y] Lo

C(aq, a2, Bo, 1, B2) in (6.42) are universally bounded. Taking sum over according to (6.42), we get (6.38).
Case 3: N > 5,1 > 3N +2. When N > 5, since |ag| 4+ a2 + |B2] < |a] + 8] — ba < N — 1, we have

Yz (6.45)

(W, (0529.9520). Wod5 Dl < Callallas, (DX~ ()" 10 Fl oo
+Cyllgllas, Il ey, 198 Fllores

S 0105 Flgmo 07 Cillglgs DI () + 67 Clalla I1hlGy, -

+v/2

If |a1| + |B1| > 5, which occurs only when N > 5, with the choice of (a1, as,b1,b2) in the last line of
Table 2, we have |a1| +ay + |B1] + b1 < N, |ag| + as + |82 + b2 < |a] + |8 —1 < N —1,|82| < |B| and thus

€[/ no e} el — 1/2 «
((WoT4(95) 9,0520), Wod3 )l S Cyllgllax, (DI (R) 7105 f 1| oo (6.46)

~ T e, qty/2

S OI05S g+ 067 Clllglhy DY)

Taking sum over according to (6.42), by (6.45) for the case of |a1| + |B1] < 4 and (6.46) for the case of
lag] + 81| > 5, we get (6.39). We remark that the sum will bring a constant depending on N due to the
constants C'(ay, az, Bo, 1, f2). However, thanks to the arbitrariness of d, only the latter two terms in (6.39)
depend on N.

We turn to the case when ¢ = 0. By Theorem 4.4, a counterpart to (6.44) is

|T(0%g,0%h),0°F)| < llgll yresiver gollhll ez i+ o /2||8af||HgH°
€y

€,v/2
+||M1/169||H\m0<1\+a1 . ||u1/32h||H\ma2\+agHb2 ||80‘f||H2HEW/27 (6.47)
which gives (6.40) and (6.41) in a similar way. O

Lemma 6.6. Let 0 < 1,e < 1 and g, f be suitable functions with u'/?> + g > 0. Recall the definition of
ANV in (6.33). The following three statements hold true.

(1) If N = 4,0 = 14, then
ANt (g, £) < C'? + €2+ 070 gllma )DE(F). (6.48)
(2) If N = 4,1 > 14, then for any 6 > 0,
AT g, f) S CE 4 gl gy

5 I ey 07 Cllgl R EM(P).
’ h I+jv+v/2 ?

(6.49)
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(3) If N > 5,1 > 3N + 2, then for any § > 0,
AN g, f) < G+ b gl Wy 40 Onalgllys, (650)
e l+jv+y ’
I s +3 7 Onallgllzy DY M) + 67 Onallgllzs 1 1 -
”” Iiv+y/2 o o o

Recall the definition of BY in (6.34). The following two statements hold true.
(1) If N =4, then

BN (g, f) < C*? + ' + 7% gl us ) DL(S)- (6.51)
(2) If N > 5, then for any 6 > 0,
BY(g.f) < CO+n"+e 240 lghms M My mo_ | (6.52)

O gl DY) + e gl 11
We emphasize that C' is a universal constant independent of N,I.
Proof. Let q = I+ jry. Note that a typical term in AX7!(g, f) is (W 0T (g, f) — L;TW,05 f, W,05 f) for
some fixed «, 8 such that |a| < N — j,|8] = j. We make the following decomposition,
Wa08T<(9,f) = W T(g,05F) + W,[08, T*(g, ) f
= (g, We05f) + [Wq, I*(g,)I05 | + We[05,T (g, )1
U579, Wa0g ) + 197 (g, We05 f) + We, T(g, 105 f + Wal05,T(g, )] f- (6.53)
Estimate of I'7 (g, W05 f) — L5YW,05 f. Since p'/? + g >0, taking § = 1/2 in Theorem 4.5, we have

(P:{’Y(Qv angf) - ‘C;”Yangfv angf) < C(n1/2 + 61/2) /11‘3(1 + |N1/169|H2)|angf|§,y/2dx

< 1/2 | 1/2\9a £(|2
< COM AR s
+C'2 + ) gl 2= 10§ T2z
< OO gl S e (650

Estimate of I'“7"(g, W05 f). Taking § = 1/2,s1 = 2,52 = 0 in Theorem 4.1, by the embedding H2 —

L, we have

|7 (g, angf), angf)| < 077_6 /JI‘3 |f|H2|Wq8gf|i’Y/2dI

< Ol 108 F120e . (6.55)

+v/2
Estimate of [Wq,T(g,-)|0g f. Taking § = 1/2,s3 = 1,54 = 0 in Theorem 5.1, by the embedding H; —

L3, we have

[(Wy, T(g, 105 £, WaO5 )] < 77_601/|9|L2|Wq+v/23§f|m|3§f|e,q+w/2dw

1120, / 19l |95 £12., o

< Cillglas N0 Flzse, 108 Flozie,

a+v/2

2
ol 1051

where we choose 1 such that 7'/2C; = 1 and then 7~ %C) is a constant depending only on I. When N =
4,1 = 14, the constant Cj is a universal constant, which gives

[((Wy, T(g, 105 £, We05 )] S Mgl NOGFlTape - (6.56)

When N =4,1> 14 or N > 5,1 > 3N + 2, we get
Wy D0, NOBS WadS N S 6+ lgllae OGS ags 467 Cllolay 1987 I3rs
The last term W,[0g,T(g,-)|f in (6.53) is handled in Lemma 6.5 by (6.37), (6.38) and (6.39). From
which together with (6.54), (6.55), (6.56) and (6.57) , we get the desired results (6.48), (6.49) and (6.50).

The estimates (6.51) and (6.52) of BN (g, f) can be derived similarly, so we omit the details and end the
proof of the lemma. O

(6.57)
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Lemma 6.7. Let € > 0 be small enough. Recall the definition of C~ in (6.35). The following two statements
hold true.

(1) If N =4, then

(9. f) < Clgllzs DES)- (6.58)
(2) If N > 5, then
13

> /T 0T (g, 1), e5)Pdw < Cw(llgllfyn, P (F) + DI iy, )- (6.59)

la]<N—1j=1

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 4.4, for aj,az,b1,by € {0,1,2} with a1 + as = by + b = 2 and by > 1, when
N =4, we have

/T @7 .07 ), ) Pdr 5 ol ol prion o
€Y

012 sy s g 16752 PP i oy S s, D).

Similarly, when N > 5, we have

- (D0 g, 0% f),e;)dr < Hg”?{kl‘*almHf”?{‘;"?‘*“?HU p
: v
+||u1/169||§{u\va1\+a1 Hb1 ||/L1/32f||§{u\va2\+a2Hb2
< gl DY) + DY @) Iy -
Here in both cases, we use Table 2 for the choice of ay, as, b1, bs. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 6.1.
Proof of Theorem 6.1. Taking g = I'*(f€, f€) in Proposition 6.1, for 0 < 1 < 1,0 < € < €1, we have

N
SN + 7D < DD 2GANI ) + LB (% 5) + MOCN (£, 5,

3=0
Case 1: N = 4,1 = 14. In this case, the constants M, L, K; are universal. Then by (6.48) and (6.51) in
Lemma 6.6, and (6.58) in Lemma 6.7, and the natural inequality D3(f¢) < D314(f¢), we have

d o € 1 € - € € €
L) 4 DR S O+ 2 b g+ 1 g D)
Let n; verify Cni/Q = 1/32. Let ey verify 065/2 = 1/32. Let §; to be the largest number satisfying
077566}/2 < 1/32 and C6; < 1/32. We choose n = min{ng,n:1}. When e < min{e, ez}, under the
assumption supgc < EHM(fE(t)) < b1, since ||f€||§{§ < ELA(f), we have

d 1
—EV(F) + 2DEY(f) < 0. (6.60)
dt 8

We emphasize that when N = 4,1 = 14, the constants Cp in (6.31) is universal. Therefore we get (6.28)

from (6.60).
Case 2: N = 4,1 > 14. In this case, the constants M, L, K; could depend on /. Then by (6.49) and (6.51)
in Lemma 6.6 and (6.58) in Lemma 6.7, and the natural inequality || f€[|%. < D»'(f€), we have

d —_ € 1 € € € - € €
ZEMF) D) < MO N D)+ Cn'? + €2 070 £ )DE(f)
N
+ D 2KGC(0 40 4 € b O Fo s N s
jZO B Iy T

+5flclpél,l4(fe)g4,l(fe)'

We take 0,72, €3,d2 such that 20§ = \g/64, 20175/2 = \o/64, 2Ceé/2 = A\o/64, 20n565§/2 o/

= )\o/64.
We choose n = min{7o,71,72}. When e < min{e;, €5, €3}, under the assumption supgc < EXM(fE(t)) <



68 L.-B. HE AND Y.-L. ZHOU

min{dy, do}, since || f€||%,, < EHA(f€), we have 2C(5 + 17?1,/2 +el/?2 4 n§6||f€||H;; ) < Xo/16. Recalling the
definition of D! in (6.36), we get

d =4,l( re 1
By Grownwall inequality, we arrive at

DY(f) < OIDE(f) + CDE M (f)EM ().

4 € 1 ! 4 € =4 ! 4/ re ! 1 €
W)+ g [ DR < @G0+ 0 [ D)) exp (O [ DE(s)ds) 661

0
< (EM(fo) + CLOEM M (fo)) exp (CLOEMM (fo)) < CEY(fo).

where we use DI(f¢) < DHM(f€), and fot DHA(fe(s))ds < CEH14(fy) by the proved result (6.28), and
EBM(fo) < E8U(fo), and the assumption £41(fy) < §; < 1. Then by (6.31), we get (6.29).

Case 3: N > 5,1 > 3N + 2. In this case, the constants M, L, K; could depend on N,[. Then by (6.
and (6.52) in Lemma 6.6 and (6.59) in Lemma 6.7, and the inequalities ||f€|\fq§ < DN-LU(fe) DN-L(fe

Dé\ffl,l(fe)7 er”?{gv < (c/'ej\f,l(fé)7 we have

50)
) <

d_ o1 . —61 e .
V) + D) < 200+ 4 P O s VLN Wy ae

N
"‘20(5"'771/2"'51/2+7776Hf6||H;{v>ZKJ'HJCE”iIéVﬂHj s
j:o €,qTY

+37 O DY I (F)EN(£).

We take 6,13, €4, 63 such that 206 = ¢;X/64, 20m8"% = c100/64, 2Ces? = ¢100/64, 205 55/ = ¢1)0/64.
We choose = ming<;<3 n;. Let 6o = minj<;<3d; and €y = mins<;<4 €;. When € < €y, under the assumption

Py EV(FE(1)) < do, since || fo[, < E14(79), we have 205+ e /245 | f< s ) < exdo/16.

Recalling the definition of DM:! in (6.36), we conclude that for any N > 5,1 > 3N + 2, there holds
d = € 1 € — € €
SENI() + SDNU() < O DY (FIEN (). (6.62)
In the following we use mathematical induction to finish the proof. Suppose for some k > 4, (6.30) is
valid for N =k, that is,

t
ERL(Fe()) +/ DY (fe(s))ds < Pra(E%'(fo)). (6.63)
0
Then for N=k+1>5,1>3N + 2, by (6.62), we get
d [ran] € 1 € € €
T2 )+ gDETH) < Crpa DE(FOERH(F). (6.64)

Now since fot DEL(fe(s))ds < Py (EFY(fo)) by (6.63) and EFFLE(f€) < ZFHLI(£€) by Gronwall’s inequality,
we arrive at

=) + g [ DO < E e G [ DRGNS (669)

ML (fo) exp (Crr1,0 Pea (M (fo0))) -

IN
[1]

IN
[1]

Then by the equivalence relation (6.31), we have

ETH(e) + /()Df“vl(f%s))ds < Crrna M (fo)exp (Chrr i Pea (€M (o)) (6:66)

= P (EMH(fo))-

That is, we get (6.30) for the case N = k+ 1,1 > 3N + 2. Starting from Py ;(x) = Cjz, we can define
Pn (z) :== Cnzexp (CnPn_1,(x)) in a iterating manner for N > 5. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1(global well-posedness and regularity propagation). We remind readers that local well-
posedness of the equation and the non-negativity of u + ,u% f were proved in [15]. Thanks to Theorem
6.1, the standard continuity argument yields the global well-posedness result (1.35). The propagation of
regularity result (1.36) is a direct consequence of Theorem 6.1. 0
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6.3. Asymptotic formula for the limit. We want to prove (1.37) in this subsection. Let f€ and f be the
solutions to (1.26) and (1.28) respectively with the initial data fo. Set F' := |In€|(f — f), then it solves

OHFR+v-Volp+ LFp = |Ine|[(£L - L) f+ (T = D)(f NI+ T Fr) + T(Fg, f) (6.67)
We will apply Proposition 6.1 to the above equation for F;. For notational brevity, we set
Gi=|Inel[(L - L)+ [T =D)(f 1)), G2 =T(fFg), Gs=TI(Fg,/f). (6.68)

When N > 4,n7 = € = 0, by applying Proposition 6.1 with ¢ = G1 + G2 + G3, since [(0%g,¢;)|* <
3([(0*G1, €)|* + |[(0%Ga, €;)|* + |(0%G3, €)|?), we have

d'— € 1 € 3 13 (67 3 (63 (63 €
%:N,I(FR)—I—ZD(])V’Z(FR) < 3MCY . Y Z/Tsua Gi,ej)Pdu+ Y 2L > (9°G;,0°Ff)

i=1 |a|<N-1j=1 i=1  |a|<N
3 N
+y > 2K, > (Wi 05Gi, Wiy, 05FF)
i=17=0 || <N —j,18|=j
= 3MC (XN(Gy)+CN(f, Fp) +C(Fg. f))
+2L (VN(Gh) + ZN(f¢, FR, F) + 20 (Fg. f. FR))

N
+ 32K (WNING) + DNHf, B FR) + 90 (F. £ FR))(6.69)

=0

where for € > 0 and general functions g, h, f, we define

Ny = 3 Z[rg|<aah,ej>|2dx (6.70)

|a|<N-1j=1

VN(h) = > (0%h,0°Ff) (6.71)
la|<N

2ZN(g.h, f) == > (9°T“(g,h),0°f). (6.72)

la|<N
WNI Ry = 3" (Wiggy 05h, Wiy, 05 Fg) (6.73)

|| <N—j,|8]=j

YN g h, f) = > (Wi, 08T(g. h), Wiy 505 ). (6.74)

la| <N =3, |B|=3

In order to further analyze (6.69), we need to estimate the nine terms on the right hand side. Note that
the functional CV is already handled in Lemma 6.7. We will deal with the functionals Z" and Y7/ in
Lemma 6.8, functional XV in Lemma 6.10, functionals VN and W% in Lemma 6.11.

Lemma 6.8. Let ¢ > 0. Let g, h, f be suitable functions. Recall the definition of YN-3! in (6.74). The
following three statements hold true.

(1) If N = 4,1 = 14, we have

. 1/2 1/2
Y g, ) < Clgllms, (PRm)) (DM (6.75)
(2) If N = 4,1 > 14, we have for any 6 > 0,
N.j,l < - o 2
y€ (97 h’ f) - CHg”Hé"’HhHHﬂZE\I JH(J),l+j’Y+'V/2||f||HiV ]Hz,l+j'y+'v/2 + 6||f||H§7]Hz,l+jw+w/2 (676)
Gl 4 ().
(3) If N > 5,1 > 3N + 2, we have for any 6 > 0,
N4l L L 2
Yoo h f) - < OHg”HiwHhHHiVﬂHé,ijﬂm||f||H§7]HZ,l+jw+v/2 + 6||f||H£]7]HZ,z+jw+v/2 (6.77)
s—ic PRS-
+07 Ol Iy
51 Coxllg By DY) + 5 Coalgle s

Recall the definition of ZN in (6.72). The following two statements hold true.
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(1) If N =4, then

12X (9,1, )] < Clgllms,, (Dg(R) 2 (DE))2. (6.78)
(2) If N > 5, then for any 6 > 0,
2k P < Clalas, Wl I s, + 00y (6.79)

57O g3y, DY (h) + 8 Cr gl 1Bl
We emphasize that C' is a universal constant independent of N,I.

Proof. A typical term in YN (g, h, f) is (Wit 05T(g, 1), Wi 4,05 f) for some fixed a, 3 such that |a| <
N — j,|8] = j. For simplicity, let ¢ =1 + jy. We use

W,05T(g, h) = W,T'°(g,95h) + W,[05,T(g, -)]h.

Since (W,[05,T(g, )|k, W05 f) is handled in Lemma 6.5, we only need to focus on the first term.
By (5.9) in Corollary 5.1, we have

[(Wal*“(g, 95 1), We05 )| < 1912105 Plo.g1/2105 flegrv/z + Cilgluz05h 2 105 fleqin/2
Then by the imbedding H2 — L°, we get
(T (0. 030). Wod5 D S lalles N0kl momg 198 Fllmoro .
+Cillgllg |08kl g, 105 Flamo . .

When N = 4,1 = 14, since () is a universal constant, we have

€ (0% (0% 1/2 1/2
(Wl (9,05 h), Wod5 )| < lgllas, (D) (DE1() .

From which together with (6.37) in Lemma 6.5, we get (6.75). When N =4,1 > 14 or N > 5,1 > 3N + 2,
one has

((Wal“(9,950), We05 1)l < llgllas NIO5hlmong ., ,
+671C) ||9||§1;1,v ||8f;h||fng3M

108 fllzome ., + 5||a§f||§{gH§,q

+v/ +v/2

/2
From which together with (6.38) and (6.39) in Lemma 6.5, we get (6.76) and (6.77).
For ZN(g, h, f), it is not difficult to copy the above argument to get the desired result. O

We recall an estimate on the operator I' — ', which can be derived similarly as in [23].
Lemma 6.9. There holds
[(Wa(T =T (g, 1), )] S Cql e~/ *2g 2 o] s

q+15/2 |f|L273/2'

As an application of Lemma 6.9, we have

Lemma 6.10. Let N > 4. Recall the function Gy in (6.68) and the functional X* in (6.70). The following
estimate is valid.

XN(Gl) < OND£V+3’3N+12(JCE) + ONHfE||§_IN+3D6V+3)3N+12(f)-
Proof. By Lemma 6.9, we have
[(0%Gr,e5)| S 10% f |3

94~/2

] L€ a2
+Cn +Z 0% s 10° flug, -
] Ta2=x

Since N > 4, by the embedding H2 — L2°, we get

XNG) < Ol By, + O Wms MWy,

< CN'D£V+3,3N+12(fe) + CN||fe||§{ivj3DéV+3,3N+l2(f),

thanks to DY 33N +12(f€) > ||f€||§{iv+3—jHj 2 ”fEH?{iV“’jH:{N for any 0 <j < N +3. O

3N+3+v/2 +34~/2

As another application of Lemma 6.9, we have
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Lemma 6.11. Let N > 4,1 > 3N + 2. Recall the function G in (6.68) and the functional VN in (6.71)
and WN-3Uin (6.73). For any 6 > 0, there holds

VN(G) + WNH(Gh) < D5 (FR) + 67 Ona (DY (1) + 11y ssDg 1)),
Proof. Tt suffices to only consider WNJ/(G1). Set ¢ = | + jv. By Lemma 6.9, we have

((Wq05G1, W05 FR)| < ZCN,q|3§1f6|Hg+9+W|3§F§|L§
B1<B
+ > Cn,ql05) f€lus|0g: flus

artaz=a,B1+B2<f

+v/2

05Fglr2 .
q+9+~ /2| B R|Lq+7/2

Since N > 4, by embedding H2? — L°, we get

W Gy) = Z |(Wiy181495 G, Wit 51,05 Fr)
la|+|B|<N
< Oy DI (o DY ER) + Ol v DY (1) DY (),
since DéVJrg’ng(fE) > ||f€||2 N+3—j £ri > ||f€||2 N+3—j gri for any 0 < j < N + 3. Then by
Ha Hé,l 8—3j+~/2 He HL+18—3j+~,/2
the basic inequality 2ab < da® 4+ 6~ 1b?, we get the result. O

We are ready to prove (1.37).

Proof of Theorem 1.1(Asymptotic formula). We give a detailed proof to the case N = 4,1 = 14. For the
other two cases, we only illustrate the main differences.

Case 1: N = 4,1 = 14. In this case the constants M, L, K; in (6.69) are universal. By (6.58) in Lemma
6.7 for CN (¢, FS) and CY (F§, f), (6.75) in Lemma 6.8 for YN3l(f¢, Fg, FS) and YU (Fg, £, F5), (6.78)
in Lemma 6.8 for ZN(f¢, Fg, Ff,) and Z{¥(Fg, f, Ff), Lemma 6.10 for XV (G4), Lemma 6.11 for VN (G1)
and WN-3L(G), we get

d,_ € 1 € € € s € _ € R
SEMAER) + DYER) < CUI N, + 1, + 0D (FR) + I FRlEs DY)
+H5ICDI () + 1Ny, Do ()

For the moment, let §y be the universal constant such that Theorem 6.1, global well-posedness (1.35)
and propagation of regularity (1.36) in Theorem 1.1 are valid.

Let 0 verify C§ = 1/16. Let d4 be the largest number verifying C(d4 + 51/2) < 1/16, and d4 < do.
Let d5 be the largest number verifying Cds < 4 and d5 < 8. Then by (1.35), if E414(fy) < 5, we have
sup; s EXM(f4(t)) < Cds < 4, which gives sup, s ||f€(t)||§{i’v < 44 since ||f5||§13,v < EH4(f€). Therefore

CUIfllps , + 1SN, +0) <1/8 and thus

d_ 1 c e
SEM(FR) + DI (FR) < CIFR I DM () + COT2(8) + 713 DE(F)):

By the propagation result (6.30) in Theorem 6.1, we have for ¢ > 0 small enough,
57 32 / D7 32 dS < P7 32 (57 32 (fo)) (680)

Recall the natural relation ||Fg||%, < EW(FR), ||f%: < ET*2(f). By Gronwall’s inequality and the

initial condition F§(0) = 0, we have

=P (¢ / Pt
< exp(C / Dy (in(C / DI (it + Cowp W, [ DFR(a
0 0 >0  Jo
< Cexp(CPr32(E7%(£0)))Pra2(E7*(f0)) (1 + Prs2(E7*%(fo))) -
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By the equivalence relation (6.31) and recalling Fi(t) = |In€|(f€ — f), we get

V(e / DI — f(1))dr
< |nd?C eXP(CP7,32(57 32(f0))P7,32(57 2(f0)) (14 Prs2(E7%(f0))) = | Ine|2Us14(E7%(f0)).

Case 2: N = 4,1 > 14. We use (6.76) in Lemma 6.8 to deal with YN-3L(f¢, F&, Fg) and V) 7 (Fg, f, F&).
The other terms can be handled in the same way as in Case 1. We skip the details here.

Case 3: N > 5,1 > 3N +2. We use (6.59) in Lemma 6.7 to handle CN (f¢, F5,) and C{¥ (F§g, f), (6.77) in
Lemma 6.8 to handle YV-3!(f<, Fg, &) and yN 7 l(F€ [y Fg), (6.79) in Lemma 6.8 to handle ZN (f€, F§,, F§)
and Z{V(Fg, f,Fg). As in the Proof of Theorem 6.1, we can apply mathematical induction on N and a
sequence of functions Uy ; can be defined in an iterating manner. We skip the details here. However, the
smallness assumption on £414(fy) (bounded by a universal constant) is not affected in the process. |

7. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we prove several results for the sake of completeness. We first recall the definition of
the symbol class ST.

Definition 7.1. A smooth function a(v,&) is said to be a symbol of type ST if for any multi-indices o and
B,

(0807 a)(v,€)| < Ca (€)™,
where Cy g 15 a constant depending only on o and (.
The following is a result on the commutator between multipliers in frequency and phase spaces.
Lemma 7.1 (Lemma 5.3 in [141]). Let l,s,7 € R, M (&) € STy and ®(v) € S} o. There holds

(M (D), #1111 S C1 s+

As a direct application, we get the following result.

Lemma 7.2. Recall the localizers @y, in (1.62). There holds ;S | [W(D)prfl7. < [W(D)f[3-

Proof. Since W€ € 51 , 2k, € S1 o, then by Lemma 7.1, we have

S WD)l = 3 2 WD e S Y 2 (2 W (D) s + | ).

k>—1 k>—1 k>—1
The lemma then follows accordingly. O
Proposition 7.1 (Theorem 3.1 in [15]). Suppose A¢(& fb6 - o) min{[¢|?sin*(0/2), 1}do. Then we

)
have A°(€) ~ [€]*1jgj<2 + Ligj=2(W<(€))?.
Proposition 7.2. There holds

b(— - o)h )= AL dodu = b o) (h(e™) — AL e+)) Fe)dode.
L, b o) () = i drdu = [ b o)(e) = hEe ) (€ dode
Proof. By Plancherel equality, we have
u |ul
/]R3 e b(m . o)h(u)f(Wqu)dadu
— o ul |+ ) — | WOF

[n( [ o ihutiaoau= [ i Feas

where we set F(u fs2 i- ) f( Il:ﬂ‘u*)da. Let us derive the Fourier transform F of F. By definition,

we have

r; —iu- 1 —iu- i‘—ulu+- S
F) = /R3 e 5F(u)du = W/R?’ /S2 /RS e Tu T nb(& o) f(n)dodndu.
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Since \‘+|\ ‘= l((ﬁ -0+ 1)/2)_%(u -n+ |u||77|‘—z‘ - o), then by the fact [, b(k - o)d(r - 0)do =

+
Js2 b(7 - 0)d(k - 0)do, one has

+ ~

~ 1 71u + “u u
_ / (n)d[e = %n*]dodm

which gives

u |u 3 €l 4\ 7
bt o) f e odu = [ b (e ©dode.
fo o5 [ w6
A similar argument works for the remainder term and then we get the proposition. O

Lemma 7.3 (Lemma 5.8 in [14]). Let F be Fourier transform, then FWe((—Ag2)'/?) = We((—=Ag2)'/?) F.
The following lemma relies on some localization techniques in phase space and then in frequency space.

Lemma 7.4. There holds

Ao e [ 070150 o) cost) Pt 5 WD T+ WS

Proof. First applying dyadic decomposition in phase space and using the fact 1/v/2 < cosf < 1 when
0 <0 < /4, we have

|1ne|‘1/3/77 -3 Z (erf)®) = > (rf)(v/ cost)[*dvdo

k=—1 k=—1

A

A

|Ine|™? Z/ / 3(orf) (W) = (rf)(v/ cosB)|?dvdd = |Ine|~* Z Ay

k=—1

Using f:/4 073df < €72, it is easy to check |Ine|~! Doks1/c Ak S |[Wef|2,. For the case 28 < 1/¢, by By
Plancherel’s theorem and dyadic decomposition in frequency space, we have

Ae = // 03 |orf(€) — cos® Opp f (£ cos 0)[2dEdh
: // 0| prf (€) — prf (€ cos 0)|?dEdd + | Inel|px |7 2

= /R/ 0~ Z(s@z@“)(ﬁ)— 3" (wipnf) (€ cos§)[2dedd + el pi 3

1=—1 I=—1

Z / 3 / Y (@orf)(€) — (a1on )€ cosB)[2AEd0 + [In ey 2

A

Z Apa + | Inellon fl72,

I=—1
where we use f:/4 673(1 — cos® 0)df < |Ine|. Note that |Ine[~! D oais1/e Ant S |W¢(D)pr f|3 2, thus

e[ Ak S el ™ Y Aps + WD) f72-
21<1 /e
By Lemma 7.2, we have

AS el Y7 Api+ WD) fIZ2 + WS,

2k 21<1 /e
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For each pair k,[ such that 2% 2! < 1/e, we have
o—k/2-1/2

ar =[] (o) (€) — (puon ) (€ cos ) Fdedd

[ eeEne - aeeso i
o—k/2-1/2 - - -
/ / 3(oond)(€) — (o) (€ cosB)2dEdd + 2| oranfI2a = Bry + 2 oran s,
R3

A

By Taylor expansion, (pipxf)(€) — (wionf)(€ cos8) = (1 — cosb) [ (Vg f)(E(k)) - Edk, where €(k) =
(1 — k)€ cos O + k€. Thus we obtain

1 —
sus [, [ [ oPICaehe) Pz,

In the change of variable & — n = £(k), the Jacobean is |dn/d¢| = ((1 — k) cos® + k) ~ 1 since 1/v/2 <
cosf < 1. By the change, we have
o—k/2-1/2

o—k/2-1/2

- |77|2 . 2
B = /R/ / (= r)cosd 1y ¥ cronf) I dndbdr
o—k/2-1/2
s [ PP
S 20 [PVl 22 [ 9aeonn

Since (Viiprf)(n) = (Vo) (m)erf(n) + (eeVerf)(n) = 271 (Ve) (/2 ) erf(n) — i(erver f)(n), we have
[(Verpr F)m)I? < 272 Ve iw lorf () + [erverf ()],
which gives By < 2*(l+k)|gpkf|%2 + 2l*k|<pnfpk\f|%2. We finally arrive at
Ay S 270 12, + 27 [ppopn 12 + 2l+k|90ls0/ka|QL2 = A+ Agi2 + Ak s

The first term is estimated by » ", si<tje Akl S | /13 2. In the following, we repeatedly use the fact W€(§) =
|Ine|~1/2(¢) for |¢] < e ' in (2.6). For the second term Ay o, we have

3
e[~ > Apie e[ > N 2227 g0 fl7

2k 21<1 /e j=12k 21<1 /e
3 . 3
S DD WSl =) > 27 WAD)venf i
J=l2k<1/e =1 26<1/e

A

(WD) fIL2 + I f1L2-
In the last inequality, we apply Lemma 7.1 to get that [W¢(D)vjorf|2. S [vjosWe(D)f|22 + | f|30 thanks
to We e Sllﬁo, VK € S%,o- As for the sum of the last term A ; 3, we have

nel™ > Az S e Y 2erflie + et Y 2% |popn fl7e

2k 21<1 /e 2k 21<1 /e 2k 21<1 /e
<DL WD)erflia+ e ™t Y0 2 lpi 7. S WAD)fIT: + W2
2k<1/e 2k<1/e
Patching together the above estimates, we finish the proof. 0

We now prepare a decomposition on the unit sphere. Let w € C(R;) be a non-negative and non-
increasing function. Assume that w(x) = 1 on [0,2/3] and has support [0,3/4]. Moreover, w is strictly
decreasing on [2/3,3/4].

In the following, let x be a smooth non-decreasing function on R verifying

1, if z>0:
x(x) =

1
if ——.
0, if z< 0
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Suppose u = (u1, uz,u3) € R®. Then it is easy to check for u # 0,
3

2
us
j
D oW P (7.1)
i=1 gt
Indeed, since “ijl;’é “%jlﬁ “ij‘;‘ P
when z € [0,2/3], so we get (7.1).
Then for u # 0,m = 1,2, 3, we define

W(Y ) W(Y )

2, at least one of them is no larger than 2/3. Recalling w(x) = 1

m Um m U,
O (u) = ?)Héiugx(_'u' ) and Yy (u) = ﬁ“‘m)-
2w wfe) > w(Y )
=1 g# =1 j#i

It is obvious 0 < ¥,,,. < 1. Note that the functions ¥,,1+ are homogeneous of degree 0, so it suffices consider
them on the unit sphere S2. Taking 93 for example, let us summarize its property in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.5. For u € S2, one has

i us > VB2
Doy () = {o, i us < 1/2. (7:2)
1934.(’(1,) =0 u3 < 1/2 (73)
3
> [Pt (w) + I (w)] = 1. (7.4)
3
1/6 <> [0n4 () + 95 _(w)] < 1. (7.5)

The proof of Lemma 7.5 is elementary, so we skip it. We are ready to prove gain of anisotropic regularity.

Proposition 7.3. Set K¢(r) = |Ine|~'r=*135,>¢. For any smooth function f defined on S*, we have
/S2 . (@) = FEOPE (Jo = 7|)dodr + | fFa@e) ~ (W (= As2) ) T2y + |f[F2s2)- (7.6)
X
As a consequence, for any smooth function f defined on R3, we have

/]R e |f(ro) — f(TT)|2K€(|U — T|)r2do'd7'd7” + |f|%2 ~ |WE((—AS2)1/2)JC|%2 + |f|%2 (7.7)

Proof. We prove it in the sprit of [14]. By Lemma 5.4 of [14], we have

00 l
/S2><SQ |f(o) — f(7)|2K6(|a — 7|)dodr = Z Z (flm)2 /SZXS2 Y™ (o) — }/lm(T>|2K6(|O' — 7|)dodr,

=0 m=—1

where f{" = [, f(0)Y;™(0)do. For simplicity, set
fim [ N0) = PR (o rl)dodr,
S2 x§2

We set to analyze Af. By (7.5) in Lemma 7.5, we have

3

3
Z Z Afij S A< 62 Z Al (7.8)

i=1 j=t,— i=1 j=+,—
where Af ;= [ o [V (0) = Y™ (1)K (lo — 7])9;(0)dodr. Then due to the symmetric structure, we
only need to focus on the estimate of

g = [ () =¥ @K o = 7l)03. (o)

We give a detailed proof to the 2 direction in (7.6) while omit the proof of the < direction in (7.6). The
proof is divided into three steps.
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Step 1: €21(1+1) < n*. Here n > 0 is a small constant which will be determined later. By (7.3), we have
e = [, @) = YR = )03 (0) oy s
X

= /§2 e |(93+Y,™)(0) — (V3 Y")(7) + (V34 (7) — V31(0)) V" (1) P K(|o — ) 1gy1/2dodr

1

> 3 /52 o (931 Y™")(0) = (93 Y )(T)|P K (|0 — T|)1g321/217_32\/5/5dgd7—
X

= [, 100 = Oy @ P (K (7 = TDlaysy/al o dodr = 573~ .
By mean value theorem, one has for some « € [0, 1],
Vs4(7) = V34 (0) = (Vi34 ) (k7 + (1 = K)o) - (T — 0).
Since o3 > 1/2,73 > 1/5/5, then v/5/5 < |k7 + (1 — k)o| < 1. So we have
934 () = V34 (0)| < V31| (5(y5/51))l0 — 7| = Clo —7].

where B(v/5/5,1) := {z € R* /5/5 < |z| < 1}. Here and in the following, C' is a universal constant and it
may change across different lines. Note that 93 (u) is smooth on |u| > 0 and then its derivative is bounded
on the compact set B(v/5/5,1). Then we get

Iy < C'/ |Ylm(7')|2|a—T|2KE(|U—7'|)dUd7'
S2 x §2

¢ [ e ( / |a—r|2Kf<|a—r|>da> e
S2 S2

where we used the following computation, | — 7| = 2sin(6/2), do = sin 8dfdyp = 4sin(6/2)d sin(6/2)de,

IN

o—7PK(lo — ))doe = T in® K€(2sin in

/§2| | (| |)d 16/0 /0 sin®(0/2)K(2sin(6/2))d sin(0/2)de
= 27 “(r)r3dr .
= 2 /0 Ke(r)yredr < C

Set Fyi(x) := (93.Y;™)(x1,22,1/1 — 27 —a3) for z = (1,22) € {x € R? : |z| < 1}. We make the
following change of variables:
0 =(01,00,03) € {o€S?:03>1/2} =2 =(01,00) € {x € R?: |z < \/3/4},
7= (n,72,m) € {T €S 1y 2 VE/5} —y = (i, m) € {y € R?: [y| < \/4/5}.
In the changes, the Jacobean is 42 = 1 and 4r = L Let K9%(r) :== K¢(r)1,<, for b > € and

%= Jimr M = e
m(n,1) == 4v/5n (1(1 + 1))71/2. Then we have

m m 2 re,m(n,l
7 > /S (954 Y7™)(0) = W Y)Y (T)PE 0 (o = 7)1gyz1 /01, prrsdodr
/ 1 1
2| </3/4,lyl<\/4/5 V1=17]2 /1 [y[?

where d(z,y) == (Jo — y? + [T — 22 — VT = gP|%)"? = |o — 7| Since |z| < \/3/4,|y| < \/4/5, it is
elementary to derive |z — y| < d(z,y) < V5|x —y|. So € < |z —y| < 4n (11 + 1))71/2 gives e < |o — 7| <
4vBn (11 +1))"2, and thus

1 €
i > [Py () = Fap (y) P "D (|2 — y[)dady, (7.9)

lz[</3/4,ly|</4/5

where h(n,1) = 45 (I(1 + 1)) "/, By Taylor expansion, and the basic inequality (a —b)? > a2/2— b2, similar
0 (2.33), we have

|Fyr () = Fap (y) P00 (d(2, y))

xdy,

P ) = Pasl@)f > 5V Fs(e) - (=) = gl =al* [ (1= RT3 (@ + nly =) P
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Plugging which into (7.9), we get
1

Ly > IVEs(z) (y — o) PK" ) (|2 — y|)dady
90 Jia|<\/374,ly|<\/4/5
(1= k)2 (V2 Fsy) (z + Ky — @) Ple — y|* K" (|2 — y|)drdody
100/ /|m|<\/3/ Jyl<\/4/5
1 1
= T - —T
5070 10072
For x with |z| < /3/4, if |[VF3,(x)| # 0, set the unit vector e = VF54 (2)/|VF54(x)|. Then we have
Ty = / |VFsi(2)*1jvr (m)\;&o(/ le- (y — z) P10 (|2 — yl)dy)dz. (7.10)
|21 <\/374 o ly1<\/4/5

Note that if 7 is small enough, then for z with |z| < \/3/4, the condition |z — y| < h(n,l) < 4n gives
ly| < +/4/5. Then we have

e (g — 2)PKROD (| — y)dy = |Ine|! / le-ul?
<Jul<an(ri)y -1/ |l

21 pAn(l(141))"1/2
= |ln¢|” 1/ /

7| Ine| ™" (In(4n) — 3 ln(l(l +1)) + |Inel).

/|y|sm

€050 1o

Plugging which into (7.10), we get
1
_ —1 L 2
Ti1 =7|Ine (111(477) 5 In(l(l+1)) + |1n6|) ||F3+HH1(B¢§/2).

Let us deal with Z; ». For fixed &, y, in the change of variable u = z + r(y — x), one has du = (1 — k)?dz.

Since u € B(ky, (1 — k)\/3/4) C B(0,/4/5), we get

g

)

(1= &)*[(V2F34) (@ + Ky — @) Pl — y[* K" (|2 — y|)drdady

/0 /wS\/3/47|y|§\/4/5

1
2 " 2 — —4u_ 4 y-€,h(n,l) —k —lu_ w | dk
< / /ygm(/ulgmw Fy ) (w)2(1 = 1)~ — y KM OD (1 — 1)~ s — y)d )d dy
_ ! 2 w) |2 —IQ74’U,— 4 y-e,h(n,l) — k) Y — rkdu
/0 /u|< | )] < /|y|< 1 O ) y|>dy>d d
2 “Hlne ! 1 2 w) |?(1 — k)?drdu
< 7162 (U1 + 1)) Ind /O/uwmw Fip) () P(1L — x)2drd

< 8P U+ 1) el By,

where we use

/ (1= k) Hu =y KD = k)~ Hu — y|)dy
ly|<+/4/5

vedy < |Ine|~tw16n? (1(1+1)) " (1 — k)2

1
|Inel /y<W 1—r)e< |u—y|<(1—r)an(U(i+1)) -

Patching together the above estimates for Z; 1,7Z; 2,72, we get
_ 1
Aas > [nd™Cr(In(dn) — 5 (i + 1) + | el | Fs

—|Ine| " Con? (101 + 1)) 15+ 132, sy = Co

By, vs)

for some universal constants Cy, Cy, C3. By the equivalence (7.8), the relations (7.18) and (7.19) in Lemma
7.6, we have

1
A5 > |Ine| ™ (Cy (In(4n) — 3 In(l(1 4+ 1)) + |Ine]) — Con?)I(l + 1) — Cs.
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Since (I(1 +1))Y/? < ne~!, we have In(4n) — 1 In(I(l + 1)) + |Ine| > In4. By taking 7 small such that
Con? < %Cl In4, we have
1 1
A5 > 5Cl| Ine[~" (In(4n) — 3 In(l(l+ 1)) + |Ine|)i(l+ 1) — Cs.
Thanks to (2.52), we get

1 In4
Al—21

Step 2: 21(1+1) > R?. Let C be a smooth function on R with compact support verifying that 0 < ¢ <1,
((z)=1if4>2>2and ((z) =0if x <1 and x > 5. We have

cl| Ine|/~'(1- = ln(l(l +1)) + [Ine])I(l+ 1) — Cs. (7.11)

A

Y

/S2 . (1Y) + V™ (7)]* = 2¥" ()Y, (7)) K*(Jo = 7])¢(e " |o — 7[)dodr (7.12)

Y

po|Ine|te? — 2/ Y™ (o), (1)K (|lo — 7|)¢(e Yo — 7|)dodT := po| Ine|"te 2 — 2B,
S2 x§2

where we use [o, K*(lo —7])¢(e o —7])do > |Ine| ™" [ |0 — 7| *Loe<|p—r|<acdo = po|Ine|~'e2 for some
constant o and [Y;™[r2(s2) = 1.

Since (—Ag2)Y;™ = I(1 4+ 1)Y;™, by the decomposition (7.4), we have

B = B+ [ (CAeN @WK (o = (e o~ rdodr

— Y Y ) [ AR YN (o = 7l o — rdodr

1=1 j=+4,—
R 1 —1 €
= eI+ DY B, .
=1 j=+,—

It suffices to consider Bj, . For simplicity, set F(y) := Y™ (y1,92,v/1 —yi — y3). Recall F3,(z) =
(931Y,™)(z1, 22, /1 — 23 — 23). We make the following of change variables:

w

0= (01,02,03) € {0 € S*,03 >\/1/5} = x = (01,02) € {x € R?,|z| < \/4/5}, (7.13)
T=(11,72,73) €{T €S*, 13> \/1/5} = y=(11,7) € {y € R? |y| < /4/5}.
N A 1 dr 1
In the above changes, the Jacobean is £ = W and &y = T Then we have
Biow = [ (Aa)0a ¥V (Ol = oIl o = rldodr
X

- /s2xs2(_ Z (,934.Y,™) (01, 02,03))Y,"(7)|o — 7|~ *¢(e o — 7|)dodT

1<i<j<3
= Z Li; = Iis + Ioz + I1o.
1<i<j<3
Here Q;; = 0,0; — 0;0;. It is easy to see that for ¢ = 1,2,
1
0i Py (x) (21, 22) = \/TW( — Qis(934Y)™)) (@, V1 — [2?),

which yields

(Q5W03:.Y,™) (2, V1 = [2]2) = (V1 = [2]20,)* F31) (). (7.14)
From which we have
= — |z 2 x 4z etz
o= - [ s \/47(\/1 201 By ) (1) F(y)d () (e ()

dxdy

VTP VI P
61 \/ 1-— |$|2(91)F3+)(£L')F(y)d_4

dxdy.

— x, e td(x,
Jaeu e o) =
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For y with |y| < 1/4/5, let us consider the following integral I(y). Using integrating by parts formula, we
have

—_ — |x]2 1 xT —4 x, 671 xZ, T
Ity) = /|m|gm((a“/1 [2200) Fyy ) (2)d (2, )¢ (e d(z, y))d
- / (VI=TeP0) Fay ) (@), (4~ y)C (e d(a,y))) da
|21<\/475

Fys (@)0r (VT= 2201 (474 (@, 9)C(e (. ))) ) da

sy (z)K(z,y)dz,

- /|r|<\/4/_5

- /|r|<\/4/_5

where K (z,y) := 01 (\/1 - |x|281 (d=*(z, y)¢(e™ d(a:,y)))) Note that we have used 01 F54 (z) = Fs4(x) =
0 on the boundary |z| = y/4/5. Then we have

1
L = Fsy(2)F(y)K(x,y) ————=dxd 7.15
el = 1 R ) i (7.15)
V5 Fsy (2)]?| K (2, y)|dzd 12 F)]?|K (z,y)|dzd 1z,
(e s o @I o) (/w,ysm' )2 K (. )| ddy)

Direct calculation gives
K(z,y) = (01V/1T—[aP) (0i¢(e  d(w,y)) d* + /T —[a]? (97¢(e  d(w,y))) d*
(81\/W) Cle Yd(z,y)) 81d + /1= |z]? (8:¢(e ~Ld( (z,y))) od™*
+/1 = [z2¢ (e Yd(z, y))02d .
Since |z —y| < d(z,y) < V5|r — y| < 3|z — y| and ¢ has support [1,5], we have
VI=lal? < 1,100/ = o’ <2,
| (O1¢(e d(z,9))) d*| < Ce®Leyaaiayi<se | (07¢(e Hd(2,))) d*| < Ce®L < iayi<se,
[C(ed(m,y))ond ™| < CePLeyz<iomyl<se | (O1€C(e d(x,y))) Ord ™ < Ce P Leja<omy|<ses
C(ed(a,y)07d ™| < Ce 13y <se
Patching together the above estimates, we get |K(z,y)| < Ce’ﬁle/gg‘m_y‘g&, which gives

K (z,y)|de < Ce™* K (z,y)|dy < Ce™*

/|m|<\/4/_5 7/|y|<\/4/_5

Plugging which into (7.15), we have
[113] < C€_4|F3+|L2(B(\/m»|F|L2(B(\/F Ce?
where we use |F3+|L2(B(\/R)) < Y™ |p2s2) = 1 and |F|L2(B(\/7)) < |Y™|L2(s2) = 1. One can use similar
techniques to deal with I»3, 12 and they also have upper bound Ce~%. Finally, we arrive at
Bf < Cllne| i1+ 1)] e * < OR?|Ilne| e ?
From which together with (7.12), we have
AS > |Ine|te (g — CR™2). (7.16)

Step 3: €2l(l + 1) > n?. Here n is fixed in Step 1. Since €2I(l + 1) > 7%, then (Me)?l(l + 1) > M?n>.
Choosing M large enough such that C(Mn)~=2 < ug/2. Applying the estimate (7.16) with € := Me, R := M,
we obtain that

AME > | In(Me)| e 2 M2 (uo — C(Mn)~2) > |In(Me)| " re 2 M 21 /2.
From which we get
A5 > |Ine| ™ In(Me)|AM > |Ine| e 2 M 21 /2. (7.17)
Patching together (7.11) and (7.17), recalling the definition of W€ in (1.38), we have
A5 > CyWE((U(1+1))M?) = Cs.

for some universal constants C7 and C5, which ends the proof. O
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Remark 7.1. If we the function K¢(r) in Proposition 7.3 is changed to K(r) = |Ilne|~'r=*13>,>0., the
results in Proposition 7.3 are still valid.

Lemma 7.6. Let Fzy(z) := (931Y™)(x1, 0, \/1 — 2% — 23), F5_(x) := (934 Y") (21, 22, —/1 — 2% — 23)
for @ = (x1,x2). Similarly, Fiy, F;— fori=1,2 can be defined. Then we have

Z > I ~ (1 + 1)), (7.18)

=1 j=+,—
3
> > 1E55 1G5, S QT+ 1) (7.19)
1=1 j=+,—
Proof. Observe that |(—Ag2)'/2(954Y,™)|2, (s2) = Js2 ((Lg2) (031 Y,™)) (0) (934 Y;™)(0)do. Thanks to the
fact (—=Ag2f)(0) =— > (%;f)(01,02,03) with 0 = (01,02,03) and Q;; = 0;0; — 0;0;, by the change

1<i<j<3
of variable in (7.13), we obtain that

(= 22) 2 (D5 Y B ey

? m — |z|? ™ (x —|zl2 # T
e D OO o T RPN TPt

Recalling (7.14), we have
(= B2 2 (D5 V™) B e,

= —/|x|<\/? (31( 1—|:17|281)F3+(33))F3+(33)d3:—/ ‘ (32( 1—|17|232)F3+(x))F3+(3:)d3;

le|<y/2

1
_L
NS

2
_ / 1— |22 (|51F3+(:v)|2 T |82F3+(:v)|2) dx—i—/ |912F3+($i|
2| </% 2l<y/E V1— 2]

_/|m|g\/§(912)2F3+($)F3+(x)

(7.20)

It is easy to check the following two results,
1—|z|2 (|o\ F: 2 4|0, F %) da < ||F 2
[ VTR (B 4 s ) e < U0,

Q1o Fsy (z)]? 45

[ a5 [ im0 R @Pde < DR @,
lzl<y/E V1 - |zl 21<y/T

Plugging which into (7.20), we get

m 45
(= D68) 2051 Y ey < 1+ N @), < 3Fs @,

On the other direction, we have

(=82) (034 V™) f2g2y 2 /<\/T\/1—|I|2(|31F3+($)I2+|32F3+($)I2)d:17

Y%

V1/5 (101 Fap()” + |02 F31. () ]?) do = /1 HF3+||H1(B

|lz[<y/2

In summary, we get ||F3+($)||§{1 By ) ™ [(—=Ag2) /2(193+Ylm)|%2(g2) Then by (7.4) and (7.5), we have

Z > IFG 1 Z Do =0e) P05 Fagee) ~ (= D) PV 2 g2

i=1 j=+,— i=1 j=+4,—
We get (7.18) by the fact |(— Asz)1/2Ym|L2 ) = =1(l41). The second result (7.19) can be derived similarly
by working on |(—Ag2) (934 Y™ |L2(S2 fs2 ( Ag2 (954 Y,™)) (0)|*do. We skip the details. O
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