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Abstract

This article proves the regularity for the Boltzmann equation without angular cutoff with
hard potential. By sharpening the coercivity and upper bound estimate on the collision
operator, analyzing the Poisson bracket between the transport operator and some weighted
pseudo-differential operator, we prove the regularizing effect in space and velocity variables
when the initial data has mild regularity.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we consider the regularity of Boltzmann equation in d-dimension, which describes
the dynamics of dilute gas:

F,+v-V,F=Q(F,F), (1)

where the unknown F(z,v,t) : R? x R? x [0,00) — [0, 00) represents the density of particles at
time ¢, position z € R? and velocity v € R? with d > 3. The Boltzmann collision operator Q(F, G)
is a bilinear operator, describing the particle interactions, defined for sufficiently smooth functions

F, G by
Q(F,G)(v) := / / B(v — v, 0)(F.G' — F.G) dodv,,
Rd Jgd-1

where F' = F(z,v',t), G = G(z,v,,t), F = F(z,v,t), Gy = G(x,v,,1t), and (v,v,) are the
velocities of two gas particles before collision while (v/,v}) are the velocities after collision satisfying
the following conservation laws of momentum and energy,

vt =0 o o ot = Pl

As a consequence, for o € S“!, the unit sphere in R?, we have the o-representation:

e N N e N
2 2 2 2
Also we define the angle 6 in the standard way
cosf — -0,
v — v,

where - denotes the inner product in R

Collision Kernel The collision kernel cross section B is defined as
B(v —v,,0) = |v — v,|"b(cos ),

for some v € R and function b. Without loss of generality, we can assume B(v —uv,, o) is supported
on (v —w,) -0 >0, which corresponds to 6§ € [0,7/2], since B can be replaced by its symmetrized
form B(v—v,,0) = B(v—v,,0)+B(v—u,, —0) in Q(f, f). Moreover, we are going to work on the
collision kernel without angular cutoff, which corresponds to the case of inverse power interaction
laws between particles. That is,

blcosf) ~ 0~ 172 on @ € (0,7/2), (2)
and
s€(0,1), ~€(—d,0). (3)

For the Boltzmann equation without angular cutoff, the condition v+2s < 0 is called soft potential
while v 4 2s > 0 is called hard potential. For mathematical theory of Boltzmann equation, one
may refer to [5,6,17,32] for more introduction. Our regularity results are restricted to the range
of parameters v + 2s > 0.



1.1 Preliminary Result

In this paper, we write L? space to be the space on z,v, i.e. L? := L*(R% x RY). Also we will
denote the Sobolev norms for k, m € R:
gz = = (D)™ (Do) fll 2z,

where (Do) f = Z7 ()" Fof(y), (D) f = Z7 ()" f ().

We would like to apply the symbolic calculus in [9,21] for our study as the following. One may
refer to the appendix as well as [28] for more information about pseudo-differential calculus. Let
[ = |dv]® + |dn|? be an admissible metric. Define

a(v,n) = () (1+ [n]* + In Ao + [0*)* + o) (4)

to be a ['-admissible weight, where Ky > 0 is chosen as following and |n A v| = |n||v|sinf, with
6o being the angle between 7, v. Applying theorem 4.2 in [9] and lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in [22], there
exists Ko > 0 such that the Weyl quantization a® : H(ac) — H(c) and (a'/?)* : H(a'/?c) — H(c)
are invertible, with ¢ being any I'-admissible metric. The weighted Sobolev space H(c) is defined
by (59). The symbol a is real and gives the formal self-adjointness of Weyl quantization a*. By
the invertibility of (a'/?)", we have equivalence

1@ Ollzz = - sz,

as in appendix and hence we will equip H(a'/?), with norm [[(a'/?)*(-)| z2.
We will study the Boltzmann equation (1) near the global Maxwellian equilibrium

p(v) = (2m)~Pe U2,
So we set F' = p + u% f and then the Boltzmann equation (1) becomes
fe+v-Vof = Lf + 7 2Q(u f, "2 1),
where L is called the linearized Boltzmann operator given by
Lf = p ' 2Qu, 2 ) + = PQu' 2 1) = Inf + Laf,

where Ly, Ly are defined as the following, by applying (60),

o+ B2

Lif =li dh dab(a, h)1,, 1/2 —h
of =l R4 |h|>e [th b, Aotz ppraras— |h|d+25 S
(20 +a)f(w = h) = 20+ a = B)f (), (5)
o+ h"y+l+2s
Lof = li dh dabla, )1, 1/2 —h
2f =g R4, [h|>e [th bl Aoz s | h|dt2s pilvta—h)
(672w =B f(+0) = @) (0 +a = B), (6)



which are well-defined for Schwartz function according to [9,22]. Here we use the principal value on
h in order to assure the integral are well-defined when the two terms in the parentheses is separated
into two integral, where change of variable can be applied. By section 3 in [22], L = Ly + Ly can be
regarded as the standard pseudo-differential operator with symbols in S(a). Then by the unique
extension of continuous operator, L is a linear continuous operator from H (ac) into H(c) for any
['-admissible weight function c¢. Also we define for multi-index « that

Tlo. 0060 = [ dv. [ doBlo— v a0 6 F = 0.5)

(g, ) =T(g, f, 1)

Then L(f, f) = p~2Q(u' 2 f, 2 f).
To better understanding the behavior of I and L, we consider weighted Sobolev norm ||(a*/2)*(+)|| .,
triple norm ||-[|| in [4] and the norm | - |y~ in [23], where

AR s = [ B0 = o) (il = 17+ ()2 = 72)) dodosd,

+2s+1 " — 2
e = )25 f| 72 + /(<v><v’>)”%ld<v,w<l,

with d(v,v') = \/\U — /|2 4+ 1(Jv]? = [v'|?)2. Then by (2.13)(2.15) in [23], Proposition 2.1 in [4]
and Theorem 1.2 in [9], for f € ./, [ € R, we have the equivalence of norms:

(@) FIy ~ AP = 1 B & (L, £z + I10) 1 . ™)

with constants depending on [. These norms essentially describe the behavior of Boltzmann colli-
sion operator.

Also it’s necessary to describe the weight (v). So we apply the norm [ f|ys~ in [23] to estimate
linearized Boltzmann operator L and collision term I', where for hard potential v + 2s > 0,

’ 2
2 o I+v/2+s £|2 2l+~vy+2s+1 / (f - f)
g = Loty + [ doopen [ av LSt e, 0
e = [ 1#ge o ©)
Notice that by Plancherel’s Theorem,
11 = 110 (10)

where f is Fourier transform of f with respect to z. The Lemma 2.6, (2.10) in [23] gives the
following coercive inequality. We would like to use norm ||-|| s when [ > 0 and norm || (@'Y ()| 12
when [ = 0.

Lemma 1.1. For any [ > 0, there exists vy > 0, C' > 0 such that

(= )?Lg.g),, > wolglner — Clgls. (11)

4



By (6.6) in [23], we have the trilinear upper bound: for multi-index /3, [ > 0,

| ()T (g, £,00 (%)), 1) 1| < Call(v)' gllzz| FlapolBlg (12)

NLS il

Theorem 1.3 in my previous paper [21] proves the global existence of Boltzmann equation
without angular cutoff for hard potential. We define

B=—-v-V,+ 1L,
as the closure of (B, H(a{v)(y))) in L3 ,. Then

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 1.3, [21]). Suppose d > 3, m > %, v +2s > 0. There exists eg > 0 so
small that if

[follx < <o, (13)
where X is defined as

(F9)x =0 Dzme + [ (€21, g) gy d,
0
then there exists an unique global weak solution f to Boltzmann equation

fe=Bf +T(f, f), fli=o = fo,

satisfying

[ £l oo 0,00);z21m) + 1L Nl L2((0,00); EH(a1/2) ) < C0, (14)
with some constant C > 0.

By [21], the norm X satisfies that for p € [1, f—fz),

I follx S Wollzzamm + (@) foll r2 2y

1.2 Main Result

Our main result is the regularity of Boltzmann equation without angular cutoff for hard potential.
That is, the weak solution we obtain in Theorem 1.2 is actually smooth in spatial variable x
and velocity variable v. The previous works such as [3, 10, 18] require the solution to have some
regularity at the beginning, while our work require only the assumption on the initial data (15).
That is, we start from the weak solution (14) and find out its regularity directly.

Theorem 1.3. Assume v+ 2s > 0 and mgy > g. Suppose fo € L2H™ . There exists sufficiently
small eg > 0 such that if

[ follx < o, (15)



then the weak solution f to Boltzmann equation near Mazxwellian obtained in Theorem 1.2:

f=Bf+T(f.f), [li=o=fo, (16)
satisfies that for v >0, m,k,l € N,
N D (D™ F I aszpzo) < Ol
Consequently, f(t) € C®(R%; . (R%)) for t > 0.
In order to obtain the regularity on x, we follow the idea in [18] and define

b(v,y) = (L+ o> + [y + v A y|?)™,
0(v,n) = (L+ v+ |yl + v Ay) "y -n+ (0Ay) - (vAn)x(v,n).

The Poisson bracket between v - V, and 6 can give us the regularity of f with order b'/2(v,y). In
brief, this yields regularity on = with order ¢;/2. Noting the definition of §; in Theorem 3.3, we
require v + 2s > 0 in order to obtain a positive order 9;, which is also the only place that require
v+ 2s to be strictly positive. The assumption on initial data fy comes from Theorem 1.2, which is
natural for the existence theory of Boltzmann equation in the whole space in both cutoff and non
cutoff cases.

The smoothing effect of the Boltzmann equation non-cutoff collision kernel were discussed in
many context. At the beginning, entropy production estimate for non cutoff assumption were
established, as in [1,29]. Their result were widely applied in the theory of non-cutoff Boltzmann
equation. Later on, many works discover the optimal regular estimate of Boltzmann collision
operator in v in different setting. We refer to [2,9,11,24,31] for the dissipation estimate of collision
operator, and [3,7,8,10,12, 13, 18-20, 25-27] for smoothing effect of the solution to Boltzmann
equation in different aspect. These works show that the Boltzmann operator behaves locally like
a fractional operator:

Q(f,g9) ~ (—A,)°g + lower order terms.

More precisely, according to the symbolic calculus developed by Alexandre-Hérau-Li [9], the lin-
earized Boltzmann operator behaves essentially as

L~ (u)"(=A, — v A 8y|* + |v]*)* + lower order terms.

This diffusion property shows that the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation behaves like
fractional heat equation, while the spatially inhomogeneous Boltzmann behaves as the generalized
Kolmogorov equation. We refer to [13,25,27] for Kac equation, the one dimensional model of
Boltzmann equation, and [30] for similar kinetic equation.

Organization of the article Our analysis is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide
some basic lemmas that is applied from time to time in our analysis. In section 3, we give the
rigorous argument for obtaining regularity on x and v. The appendix gives some general theory
on pseudodifferential calculus.



Notations Throughout this article, we shall use the following notations. C' represents the con-
stants which might be changed from line to line. .7 (R?) is the set of Schwartz functions on R?.
For any v € R?% we denote (v) = (1 + [v|>)"/2. The gradient in v is denoted by d,. The notation
a=b(resp. a 2 b, a < b) for positive real function a, b means there exists C' > 0 not depending
on possible free parameters such that C~'a < b < Ca (resp. a > C7b, a < Cb) on their domain.
Re(a) means the real part of complex number a. [a,b] = ab — ba is the commutator between
operators. {a(v,n),b(v,n)} = dya10,as — Dyay9,as is the Poisson bracket. I' = |dv|* + |dn|? be the
admissible metric and S(m) = S(m, ") be the symbol class.

For pseudo-differential calculus, we write (z,v) € R? x R? is the space-velocity variable and
(y,n) € RY x R? is the corresponding variable in dual space (the variable after Fourier transform).

2 Basic Lemmas

Assume v+ 2s > 0 and fix mg > %l. In this section, we give the sketch proof of our main theorem,
the iteration of our solution. Also, some pseudo-differential calculus and the estimate on collision
term I'(f, f) are discussed.

Iteration Asin [21], we will prove our main result by using iteration. That is, we set fo € L2H™0
satisfying (15) and f° = 0. Then we solve linear equation

Of" = Bf T+ T(f" ), im0 = fo (17)

to get the sequence {f"}(n € N). Theorem 1.3 in [21] shows that the sequence {f"} is strongly
convergent to a limit f in space L{°([0,00), L*H™).
So in the followings, we will firstly analyze linear equation

of=Bf+T(g,f), fli=o=fo. (18)
We also set up the iteration assumption: Fix e, € (0, 1] and for m, k,l € N, we assume

91l 2710 < Czo,

sup [t (V) (Do) (De) g |32 o < €1,
0<t<T v

(19)
In order to make the solution f smooth enough to substitute as a test function, we consider the
vanishing method. That is, we define for sufficiently large N > v + 2s + 2 that
M = (0)™(Dy)™ (D),
and let f = f. to be the solution of linear equation
Wf+v-Vof +eM Mf=Lf+T(g,f), fl=o= foe, (20)

with mollified initial data fo. € ., which converge to fo in L2H™. Then this f = f. is smooth
enough to become the test function.



Pseudodifferential Calculus Here we mainly give some control on invertible pseudodifferential
operator, which is applied in our analysis from time to time. Let mg (v, n) be a I'-admissible weight
function depending on K, ¢ be any I'-admissible weight. Then lemma 2.1 and 2.3 in [22] can be
reformulated as the following.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.1, [22]). Assume ax € S(mg), Oy(arx) € S(K "my) uniformly in K and
lag| Z my. Then
(1) ait € S(myt), uniformly in K, for K > 1.
(2) There exists Ko > 1 sufficiently large such that for all K > Ky, a¥% : H(mgc) — H(c) is
invertible and its inverse (a,)”" : H(c) — H(mgc) satisfies

(ak) ™" = Gix(ag)" = (ax )" Gax,

where G x € L(H(mgc)), Gax € L(H(c)) with operator norm smaller than 2. Also, by the
equivalence of invertibility, (a%>)~' € Op(mi').

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.3, [22]). Let m,c be I'-admissible weight and A € S(m). Assume A" :
H(me) — H(c) is invertible. If B € S(m), then there exists C' > 0, depending only on the
seminorms of symbols to (A¥)~' and B, such that for f € H(mc),

1B(v, Do) fllm() + [|1B* (v, Do) fll ) < Cl[A"(0, Do) fll me):

Corollary 2.3. Let m,my, mo be I'-admissible weight.
(1) If A : H(my) — L* € Op(my), BY : H(my) — L* € Op(my) are invertible, then for f € .7,

1B A" fl|r2 ~ [[A*BY f| 2,
where the constant depends only on seminorms of symbols to AV, BY, (A¥)~! (BY)~L.
(2) If A¥ : H(m) — L? € Op(m), BY : H(my) — L? € Op(my), BY : H(my) — L* € Op(my) are
invertible and m < mq + mo, then
[A“ fllr2 < CUBY fllez + |1 B3 £l 22)
Proof. The first assertion is easily follows from Lemma 2.2. That is, for f € .7,
|BYAY fllp2 = | BYAY(B") ™" B f||12 S || A B f| 2
N—_————
€0p(m1)

The contrary is similar. For the second assertion, we use the weighted Sobolev space (59). Since
A", BY, By are invertible, we can write || f||gzm) = [[AY fllc2, [[f||zm) = 1B fllezs |||z =
|BY f|lz2. Thus, by m < my + ma,
1A fllze = [1f [z m)
S [ lezmay + 1 [ ms)
SBY ez + [1B3 fll 2

For a direct application, we have that for k,l € R, f € .%¥
1Y m') Fllze = [{0)" (D) ] . (21)

8



Estimate of I'(g, f) Denote f to be the Fourier transform of f on z. By (12), we have for
> g, f,9,h € 7 that

\ ((<v>2’<Dx>m’r<g, 102 (), (D)™ h)
2 gy / T~ 2). F2), 95 dz, () "h)

/ [ (@@t - 20,7660, 4w | dzdy
= / / [€0)' (y = 2)" Gy = 2)llzz | (2 e ()" o(y) Lz ddy

+Co [ [ 1401500 = s )" T )0 sy
<l 0.l 1Tl 02
+ Ol 461552 D™ el D2 bl

5,7y 57,

S,
Nl

by Hélder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem. Notice that [[g]|r; < C[[(y)™gl|Lz, since m > d/2.

)(<v>2lT(g,f, 33(u1/2))7h)LgHgL‘ < Cull{Do)™ () fllzz, (D)™ g]

[(Da)™hl

NZS"Y. (22)

NSW
1

3 Regularity on x,v

In this section, we will complete the iteration on linear equation (18) and prove the regularity of
the Boltzmann equation on x and v. As the beginning, we will analyze the regularity estimate of
mollified linear equation (20).

Theorem 3.1. Let T € (0,1], mo > 4. Assume g satisfies (19). Let f be the solution to equation
(20). We can choose ¢ in (15) so small that

T T
sup Hf(t)HizH;”o + 25/ ||Mf“izH;n0 dt + 1/0/ (a}/2)® f||L2HmO dt < Ce, (23)
0<t<T v 0 v 0

Proof. Let t € (0,7]. We write f to be the solution to equation (20). Then
(atf +€M*M.f +U . VZ‘f? ‘f)L%H;nO = (Lf _I_ F(g? f)?f)L%H;”O'

Taking the real part, applying the coercive estimate (11) of L, the equivalence (7), and estimate
(22) of T,

1
SONS IS mo -+l MFIS o + w0l (@72) F 1
< CHfHL?HmO + C||9HL2H’”0 [ (a 1/2) f||L2HmO’



Since supg<i<r |9l 2mo < V/2g, we choose g9 << 1 that v2Ce, < £.

1 40
§8t||f“igH;”o + 5||Mf’|igHgbo + §||(a1/2)wf||2L%H;"o < CHszL%H;no-

Applying Gronwall’s inequality,

T T
sup (F2gr + 25 [ 1My dt v [ @7 o
0 0

0<t<T
< T FO)][2, o

< Ceg,

where the constant C' is independent of time 7', since T' < 1.
]

For higher order derivative, we will need to mollify f with ¢t*(™*%) in order to eliminate the
influence of initial data. So we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let T € (0,1], mg > 4. Assume g satisfies (19). Let f be the solution to

equation (20). Let m,k,l € N to be the index for derivative of x,v and weight (v) respectively. For
sufficiently large k > 1 and small gq, the following estimate are valid. For derivative of v,

AU £ o + AT £ o + 101 (@2) 0% £ o

S Cn,k(éjHMfH%%H;"O + H(a1/2)wf“i%[{;”0 + Ht’ik<Dm>ka%12)H;"0) (24>
For derivative of x,

Oul[t™ FI12, s + € ME™ FI2, g + 201 (@) 4 F2, s

o ([ el + Csll(@*2)“ 172 o (25)

L2H] ™o

For the weight (v),
T T
s [0 o+ 2 [ 1M gy dt+ o [ D™ fBedt < O 20

Proof. Take a large constant £ > 1 to be chosen later. We mollify f with #*(™**) Then

at (tn(m+k)f> _ (tn(m+k))tf + tn(m+k)ft
= (") f + 4 (e MM f = v+ Vo f + Lf +T(g, f)).

10



Take muti-index |a| < m, [8] < k. We use (—0,)%(—0,)? (v)2(D,)?mot"m+k) 5298 f as the test
function. Notice that (D,) commutes with M, v -V, and L. Thus when m + k > 0,
(1D ) (D) 03200 ), 470 ) (D) 39 F)
= (Conat O ) D,y 0200
— AL M ) (D)™ 5200 + P MM, (0)07)(D.) ™ 02
4y L () (D) 9208 f + £ (0o - 7, OF)(D,) ™0 f
+ O L(0) {9207 (D)™ f — L, (0)' 9710 (D)™ f
PO D,y (g, £, 10 ) (D)0 3500 f)

(27)

Notice that Re(v-Vh, h)2 = 0 for sufficiently smooth h. Taking the real part and the summation
on |a| < m, |B] < k, we have

1
imwwwm7mmym+ﬂMﬂm“@7mwymSQWML+b+&+A+kL(%)

where
Ji = Htﬁ(mJFk)_% fHHkH’”*’"O’
Bo=e 0 Re(tMAM, ()00 £ )lordlf)
la|<m,|B|<k Lol
J= > Re(t ). v, 000 f, I w)'oralf)
ol <m13I<k Folte
Ji= Y Re(PUPL) R0l f + (L, (00005 £, )l ool p)
e bt
J= S Re(PUU ) a2oiT (g, f), W) oeolf)
|| <m,|B|<k bt
In the case of k = m = 0, the only different term in (27) is the first term, in whose case
(=R () D,)™ f = 0, and hence we set
Ji=0 (29)

when k =m = 0. If k+m > 0, for § > 0 and sufficiently large x >> 1, by Young’s inequality and
(56),
r(m+k) k(m 1
tn(m-i—k)—% < ((5a1/2)th(m+k)—%)Wg + ((5a1/2)—(ﬁ(+?k)7>2n(m+k)
5 5a1/2tn(m+k +Cg< >— <n>—k’
r(m+k) K(m+k)

tn(m-i—k)—% < ((561/2)th(m+k) %)ﬁ('m{»k)f% + ((561/2) W)2n(m+k)

~Y

Y

)

11



5 5b1/2tn(m+k) +C(5<v)_l(y)_m.

Thus t*"0)=3 € S(5al/2trmtk) 1 Cs(v)~Hn)=F) N S8/ 25mR) 1 C5(v)~L{y)™™) uniformly in
§,t. To apply the Corollary 2.3, we need to check that &(a'/2)wt*™m*+k)  Cs(v)~HD,)~* and
) (bl/ 2ywrlm+k) - Cs(v)~H{D,)~™ are invertible pseudodifferential operator and their seminorms are
uniform in ¢ and 0. The symbol of b only depends on v and y and is invertible since it is multipli-
cation on v and is multiplier on z. (a'/?)" is invertible by our choice of K; in (4). Also (v)~Y(D,)~*
and (v)~Y{D,)™™ are obviously invertible and their inverse are (D,)*{v)! and (D,)™(v)! respec-
tively. By Corollary 2.3, we have

1 < i {32 ) o+ e

30
SR 1+ ol oo o

For J,, if | = k =0, then
Jy = 0. (31)

If [+ k > 0, noticing that M = (v)N(D,)¥(D,)" is invertible and M* € S({v)N(n)™ (y)V), by the
estimate of commutator in appendix, we have

[M*M, (0)'0]]] € Op({v)* = ()21 y)*Y).
Thus Lemma 2.2 gives that

Jy<e > |0 w)3(D,) (M) MM, ()!98 f,

-~

la|<m,|B|<k eOp((v)N+l*1/2<n)N+k 1/2( >N+m)

p(me+k) @)—% (Dv)‘%M@)l@?agj f) L2HTO |
€OP(() V+1/2 () N k=172 () N )

< O ()2 N2 M
S 5(5||t’i(m+k) <'U>Z<Dv>kaHi%H;”+mo + C(SHt/imeHi%H;nero)’ (32)

where the last inequality follows from Corollary 2.3, (v)!=1/2(n)¥=1/2 € S(5(v)!(n)k +C5) and t < 1.
For Js, if K =0, then

J3 = 0. (33)
If & # 0, noticing that
[v- V., 7] € Op(()* (),
and
(DY = (Do) bl 2 = ()"~ ()| 2

12



< O|{Du)*hl| 2 + Cs||(Dy) R 2,
then we know

< Y [ () o V4,02 02 F || o o [ ) 0202 £ Ly
%,—/ vitx vilx
o <m [B]<k €Op((n)* 1 (y) (v)})
< Htﬁ(erk)<Dv>k_l<Dl‘><U>lfHLgH;”+m0 th(m—i_k)<Dv>k<’U>lfHL%H;n+mo

< Ot UDY (W) | o + Collt DY () || g (34)
For Jy, when [ =0, by (7) and (11), there exists vy > 0 such that
So Re(POM L) 0203 (Do) f R ) 0208 (D)™ )

laf<m,| 5| <k
<—wo 3 (RN D |l + Ol 950] (D™ f 1)
|al<m,|B|<K €0p((y)™(m*)
< —1 Z th(m-l—k ( 1/2)11}00106 mofH + Cth(m-l—k <Dv> <Dx>m+m0.inz~ (35)
|la|<m,|B|<k

The last inequality follows from Corollary 2.3. For the first term in (35), we observe
S e

|lal<m,|B|<k

> Y @ e 3D (@), 000

lo|<m,| B|<k o] <m,| B <k

1
> allt DD @) e — D (D) D)™ (@) 0 e

laj<m

1

Z E th(m-l-k) <Dv>k<Dx>m(a1/2)wfHi%H;no . CHtﬁm<Dx>m(a1/2)wfHi%H;nO’ (36)

since (n)*~1 € S(06(n)k + Cj).
For the second term in J, we observe that from the definition of L, when [ = 0,
LR == S Conmans(T(OPUY2,0000 £,0001%) + T(9092 £, 001/2, 00 p/2))
B1+B2+B3=8,81<8
Thus by (22), when [ = 0,

Z Re(tn(m-i_k)[[/, <,U>lag]a(;f’ tn(m-{-k < >aaa f)

ol <m|B1<k L3HL™
<C Z Z }tn (m+k) 1/2)w8518a< mofHLQth(m—l—k (a 1/2)w8a85 mofHL2
lal<m]B1<k |B1I<IBI-1 (37)
< [ DY @) F e +6 D [ (@) 0208 £ [ e

la<m,|B|<k

< C5th(m%)(al/z)wai%H;wmo + 26Htﬁ(m+k)<Dv>k(a1/2)wai%H;n+mo.
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Therefore, if [ = 0, by substituting (35)(36)(37) into J4, choosing § small, we have

Jy < _41:/_2,Htﬁ(m—l—k)<Dv>k(a1/2)wai%H;”+m0+CHtﬁm(a1/2)wai%H;"+mO_'_CHtH(m—i—k)<Dv>kai%H;”+m0‘

(38)
Notice that the last term is bounded above by J;.
If £ =0, then by (11)(10),
= 7 Re(# (@) LoD ™ £, (0)' 02 (D,) " F )
|oo| <m
< —vp 37 [#I (DN 2 — C S [ 0R (D,) ™ f 2
|a|<m la|<m
< [t (Do) fll e + I F 7 gymsmo- (39)

Here the last term is bounded above by J;.
For J;, we compute

BT )= > D Corenssms (00029, 00208 f,07(u')?)).
aj+a2=a f1+L2+63=0
Then by the estimate (22) of I',
FE<C S S ST e A ) o g gy |02 D022 08 (D, | e

|a|<m,|B|<k a1d+az=a B1+B2+B3=03

x [t RO (D)™ f|

le"ya

Here we will apply (19) on g and divide the summation into two parts: a3 = f; = 0 and else.
In the second case, we have |as| < m or |f2| < k and then one can apply Young’s inequality to
second term to eliminate derivatives on « or v. When m = [ = 0, by (7) and Corollary 2.3,

B <O Y (20 D0 @2 08 Fll o + 1 [#7(a )08 | o ) I1£(@/2) 208 1 g o
1BI<k [B2|<k |B2|<k—1
< C (ol (Do) (@) fll yrgzo + al DY @)l gz ) 18 (D) (aM2) ]y
< (e0C + 108 [[1™(D,Y (@) F12, o + 1G5l (V)7 FI2, o (40)

In the case of k =0, we use (10) and Young’s inequality to get

<O ST [#10(0) 0 gl o [£71° 022 (D)™ f |

5,7y
1

[0 (D)™ f|

N
|a|<m ar1taz=a

< (e0C +6108) Y [t 03 (D)™ f|

la|<m |a|<m—1

< (20C + 2e1C0) [t (D)™™ f | 3eo + €1 Cs[t™ (D)™ fII3,

e a1 Y [ a(DL)™ 3

NLS il

(41)

14



Similarly, if m = k& = 0, we have

Js < eoCl(D2)™ f|

?Vls,y. (42)
In a summary, if m = [ = 0, substituting (30)(32)(34)(38)(40) into (28),

Ol Fll g prmo + €l ME™ Fl1Z pmo + Vo}}t“(m+k’(Dv>k(a1/2)”ingH;m
< Cror (Bl (a) ™ f (13 pymo + Coll FI1 5 1m0
206 (DY M2 o + CHll M3 o
+ Ot (Do) Fll 72 o + Csllt™ (Da)* 172 o
1@ I o +
+ (200 + 1C0) [EH(@2)" £ 2 o + 1G5l (@2) F 2, ).

Choosing constant ¢ and &, sufficiently small, applying e; < 1, noting || - ||z2 < [[(a'/?)¥(-)|| 2, we
obtain

O™ o + 21 ME™ £ o + 20l (@2 £ 2
< Gt (EIM A2, o + (@22 F 2, o + £ (D) FI ).
If £ =1=0, a similar computation by substituting (30)(31)(33)(39)(41) into (28), we obtain
O™ FI2 e + EME F 12 g+ 1@ I o,
< B2, iy + Call @) 2 o

The last case is the simplest one: m = k = 0, we substitute (29)(32)(33)(39)(42) into (28), then

AU P12 o + €l M) F I o + 0]l (D)™ 1Py < C (M Sy o+ 1o (43)

Integrate (43) on ¢t and apply (23), we have

T T
sup 10)'F g+ & | IV 2ot + 0 [ D)™ FIB e < O3
0<t<T 0 0

O

Next we establish the smoothing estimate of z. The idea here is to consider the Poisson bracket
between v - V,, and our chosen function . It will give us b'/? regularity for solution f to (20).

Theorem 3.3. Let T € (0,1}, mg > g. Assume g satisfies (19). Let f be the solution to equation
(20). Let m € N (m > 1) to be the index for derivative of x and weight (v) respectively. For
sufficiently large k > 1,

T
Km 2 Km 2
Co 51, 17 SO gom + Coe [ ™ F12y s
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T T
+ COVO/O H(a1/2)wtnmf||2L%H;n+mo dt + /(; ||tﬁm(b1/2)wf”i%H;n+mo dt (44)
S CQC€3.

Proof. Assume 7 + 2s > 0. We define constants d1,d; > 0 as the followings. Let ¢ = max{0, —3}.
Ifv+3s—c<1, we let
—Ss+c -1
1= ) 52 = :
Yy+s+c—2 Y+s+c—2
[fv+3s—c>1, we let

s—c 1

Y9 —2c+ 1’ 27T 25— 92c+1

Then in each case, since s — ¢ € (0,1), by direct calculation we have the following estimates.

1 6 5 & —1
<1, 1<, di—=+—=2<0 —4c<s ———<y4+25—2. (45)
2 2 55 02

Let xo be a smooth cutoff function such that xo(z) equal to 1 when |z| < 3 and equal to 0 when
|z| > 1. Define

b(v,y) = (1+ [v]* + [y + [v Ay[>)™,

L+ |vl>+ n]* + [v Anl?
U? - 9
(o) X°<<1+|v\2+\y\2+|wy\2>62

and
(v, ) = (L+ [0 + [y[* + o Ay "y -0+ (0 Ay) - (0 An))x(v,n).

We first check that # € S(1) and compute {6, v - y}. Indeed, using the support of x, we have

(o, m)| S (L+ ol + [yl® + [o A yl?) =2 (0l + Jo Anl)x(v,m)
S (U ol + [yl* + [ Ay ) e
S
since §; — 1/2+ 6/2 < 0. Same argument are valid for the derivatives of 6 by Leibniz’s formula
and hence 0 € S(1). Therefore 6* is a linear bounded operator on L?. On the other hand,

{0,0-y} =0,0-0,(v-y)
= (L4 [ + [y + o Ay " (ly? + o Ay[P)x (v, n)
+ (I + P+l + Ay yn+ Ay - (wAD)xy -y
=L+ v+ WP+ loAy» + I + 1, + I, (46)
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where

L= (L+ o + ]yl + o Ay)™ (x - 1),

L= —()*(1+ [ + [y + v Ay 'y,

Iy =1+ ol + |yl + o Ay)* "y n+ (0 Ay) - (wAD)Xy Y-
On the support of x — 1, we have (1 + |[v|> + |y|* + [v A y]?)%2 < 2(1 + [v]? + |n|* + |[v Anl?). Since
01 >0,

1
L] S L+ o + [0l + Jo Apl)

<

5
S (14 o + [nf2 + o A g7 Pet0s
<

a(v,n),

since g—; +max{0, -3} < s. Since the support of derivative of x — 1 is contained in the support of
X — 1, same control holds true for the derivatives of I; by Leibniz’s formula, and hence I; € S(a).
Similarly, since 6; < 1

[ L] < (0)2(1+ [of? + [ + [0 A gf?) =07

< (v
§< >2+(51 1)/62
< a(v,n),

since 2 + (0; — 1)/d2 < v+ 2s. Same control is valid for the derivatives of I, by Leibniz’s formula,
and hence I, € S(a). For the last term, since d; — do < 0,

(L] < (L4 o>+ [y + [o Ayl (In] + [v Anl) x|
(1 + |U|2 + |y|2 + |'U A y|2)61_62(|77| + |U A 77|)2]-support of x
_1
S+ o+ n+vAn?)®
a(v,n),

where the last inequality follows from I;. Therefore, I1 + Iy + I3 € S(a) and hence (58)(46) gives
that for h € .7,

102y h2. = (b72h, 1) o = ({6, v - y} R, h) o + (I + I + I3)"h, D)
< 2Re(2miv - yh, Qw/f;)g + C||(al/2)wﬁ||%z (47)
< 2Re(v - Vh, (0¥Rh)Y )2 + C||(a'/?)"h][%,

where h is the Fourier transform of h on spatial variable . By density, estimate (47) is valid for

he H({o) 72 m)*(y)).
Now we take multi-index || < m and f to be the solution to equation (20). Then we can

substitute t*"(D,)™ 0% f into (47),
[ (072) (D)™ 0% fll 2,

/\ 48
< IRe(E™ (D™ (0 - Tuf), (G ()™ F)) o + O @I, e
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By equation (20), we have

Re (tmwx)%ag (v-Vaf), ("6 <y>m0§“7)v)L2
— Re (t“m<Dx>m°8§( — O f —eM*Mf+Lf+T(g,f)), (t“m9w<y>m°/gé“7)v)
:K1+K2+K3+K4+K5a

L2

where
1 —
_ - Km mo Qo rEmoaw [, \mo Ja £V
Ky = =50, (87 (Do) 92 £, (#76" (y) 9 ) )
Ky = ~CiRe (17 (D)0 £, (476 ) ™0 )" )
K3 = —¢Re (t“m(Dx)m‘)@?M*Mf, (t"m " <y>m°/5f)v) L

Ky = Re (£7(D,) ™0 L, (¢0" ()" D2 1))

L2

K5 = Re (£ (D,)™02T (g, f), (0" (5) ™ D2 )"

L2

For K, for 6 > 0, we choose k so large that

rm—1

tmn—l 5 ((5[)1/2) pro tnm—l)% + ((561/2)—K:L7;1)nm’
< St 4 Cy(v) )T,

by (56). Then we have t*"~! € S(5t"™bY/2 + Cs(v)~'(y)~™) uniformly in ¢,. Hence by lemma 2.3
and 0 € S(1), |a| <m,
Ky < [t 7HDa) ™05 f || o || (#0002 1) 1
rm w 2 rm 2
< S|t (b1 fHLgH;?*’"O + G5l f1I2 gm0 + C|t fHL%HﬁmO.

For K3 and Ky, we use L € S(a) and M = (v)¥(D,)N(D,)" to obtain

| K3| + | K| < eCllt™ M3 + Ot (@) F1I7 o -

L%H;n+m0
For K5, we compute
(0% « o —
ore.N)= 3 () ot
Bla

Then by the estimate (22) of I' and assumption (19) on g, a similar computation to (40) with the
help of (10) yields that

Ks < C| 37 (# (D)™ 009,057 ), (470" () 52 1))

B

L2
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e [ (D™ f| v

< O Nt07 gl g 1t DLy 002 f |

B

< (e0C +£100) [t (aX/?)* (D)™™ f|[72 + e1Csll (a/2) " (D)™ f | 2.

Substitute these estimate into (48) and choose § sufficiently small, we see
1 Km w my (63
S @) (Do) ™0y 72
< —CO, (D)0 f (¢ 0 () ™)) |+ O (@) F12 s
4 Ol gy + eCIET M2, sng + 11 (@2 F 2o

Taking summation on |a| < m,
[

L2 Hm+m0

<=0 2 O (#D T (0 ) )+ O @ [ ine (49)

|a|<m

+ CHfHLszo + 6C’Htmnjwf||L2Hm+mo + €1CH(CL1/2) f||L2Hm0
We multiply (25) with a large constant Cy and add to (49), then
008 ||tﬁmeL2Hm+m0 + CO€’|Mtnmf||L2Hm+m0
+ COVOH( 1/2)wtnmf||L2Hm+mO + ||(b1/2)wtﬁmf||L2H"”+mO
< C 5||(bl/2)wt”meL2Hm+mo + CoCs|| (@) f1[72 o
O N 0 (1D (0 T | NI

|ao| <m

+ Cllf a0 + el M|, ymimo +1Cl(@ ) 175 o
Taking Cy > 1 sufficiently large, and then picking ¢ sufficiently small which depends on Cy, we get
L2H"”+m0 _I_ COVOH( 1/2)wtﬁmf||L2H"”+mO _I_ || (61/2)wtnmf||L2Hm+mO

< CoCs (17 o + 1@ FPagre) = C 3 0 (17D 02 f, (170" )8 )

la|<m

Coddl[t™ f1I; + Coe||Mt™ f ]}

L2Hmo
"
Taking integral on ¢ € (0, 7), applying 6 € S(1) and (23), we have
%wmﬂnmwmﬁ«m/nMwwmmmwt
# Gt [ @Y g [0
s%@/mmmm+mmumww
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= O (PO (), (T ()T (D))
< CoCish + ClIr™ F(7)|2, ymema-

Finally, notice that the second constant C'is independent of §, so we can pick Cy sufficiently large
to absorb the second term. Then for 7" € (0, 1]

T
KM 2 KM 2
Co 50, 7 SO om + Coe [ IME™ F1 e

T T
+ Cono / G / [ G2 12, g
0 viiE 0 vz
S 0006(2).
]

Finally, we can summarize the estimate on regularity for f and complete the iteration to obtain
the regularity for solution to Boltzmann equation.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let m,k,l > 0. Let f be the solution to (20). Estimate (44) and (26) gives
that for m,l € N,

T
Km 2 Km 2
R Ol ey (T
T
+ sup [[{v)'fI|%, mo +a/ [ M (v)! f]2, ymo dt < Ceg. (50)
0<t<T v 0 v
The constants are independent of . We integral (24) on ¢ and apply (50), then for k € N,
T T
sup 1 o 2 [ NN g e+ [ @)y
0<t<T v 0 5 0 k

T T T
< Cunle [ IMF gt + [ @2t + [ DL o )
0 0 0

< Crco (51)
Thus,
sup [0 (0) (D) (D)™ f1173
0<t<T v
= sup (t2nm<Dx>2m <U>2lf, t2f~ck <U>—21<Dv>k<v>2l<DU>kf) Lo gm0
0<t<T vl
< C( sup ([ (De)*™ (0)* fll7a o + sUD_ ([ f G20 o)
0<i<T v 0<t<T v

41 2 4km 4m 2 2kk 2
< C(OzltlgT H <U> fHLgH;"O + OiltlgT Ht <Dﬂc> fHLgH;"O + OiltlgT Ht fHHng;”O)
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< Ce;. (52)

Noticing that the constants are independent of £, by Banach-Alaoglu theorem, the solution f =
fe to equation (20) weakly™ converges to the weak solution f to equation (18) in the corresponding
spaces as € — 0, which satisfies that for m, k,l € N,

sup.[[#5 ) () (D) (DY I o < O3, (55)

2
0<t<T LiHz

where the constant C' is independent of T'. Now we ¢ sufficiently small that the solution f to (18)
satisfies

sup [t () (D) (D)™ flI 720 < €1. (54)

0<t<T

This is the iteration assumption (19) and hence we can begin the iteration stated in section 2. Let
f°=0and f**' (n € N) be the solution to

Ot =Bf (" Y, flimo = fo

Then f" (n € N) satisfies the iteration assumption (19). Also the initial data satisfies (15). Thus
by iteration, the regularity estimate (53) gives that for k,m,[,j € N,

Kk(m+k) I pn+142 2
Oittlnglt OV " g gmmo < Ceiy (55)

Thus the approximation sequence {f"(¢)} is bounded in corresponding spaces and hence by
Banach-Alaoglu theorem, it has a weak™® limit, which is exactly the solution f to Boltzmann
equation (16) by the uniqueness of the solution to Boltzmann equation (cf. Theorem 1.2). Also f
satisfies (53).

But on the other hand, we have the uniform bound (14) that

wp |FOI2 a0 < e
0<t<oo v

This allows us to recover the regularity on any time interval [T7, T3] (To — T} < 1) (regarding
f(T1) as the initial data and do the above calculation on [T}, T3] instead of [0,77]), since the weak
solution f in Theorem 1.2 is unique and our analysis is independent of time ¢, i.e. the constant C'
is independent of time 7" < 1. So then we get the uniform bound on time ¢: for 7 > 0,

||<,U>l<Dv>k<DZ‘>m.f||ioo([T’oo)’L%H;nO) S 075(2)

By Sobolev embedding theorem, we have that the solution f(t) to Boltzmann equation belongs
to C®(R%;.7(R%)) for t € (0, 00). O
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4 Appendix

The function a and b can regenerate regularity on v and y respectively. That is for K, J k,[ > 0,
we have

()O3 )1 (=257

(56)

A A IA
=
L
S
-

for sufficiently large K >> J >> 1. Notice that 7 may be negative in this paper, since v+ 2s > 0
is our only restriction.

Pseudo-differential calculus We recall some notation and theorem of pseudo differential cal-
culus. For details, one may refer to Chapter 2 in the book [28], Proposition 1.1 in [15] and [14, 16]
for details. Set I' = |dv|? + |dn|?, but also note that the following are also valid for general admis-
sible metric. Let M be an I-admissible weight function. That is, M : R?¢ — (0, +00) satisfies the
following conditions:

(a). (slowly varying) there exists § > 0 such that for any X,Y € R |X — Y| <4 implies

M(X) ~ M(Y);
(b) (temperance) there exists C' > 0, N € R, such that for X,Y € R*,

M(X)
M(Y)
A direct result is that if M, M, are two I'-admissible weight, then so is M; + My and M; M.

Consider symbols a(v,n,£) as a function of (v,n) with parameters £. We say that a € S(I') =
S(M,T) uniformly in &, if for o, 8 € N¢, v, 5 € RY,

<C(X -Y)N.

|8385a(v, 1, £>| < CaﬂMv

with C, g a constant depending only on o and /3, but independent of . The space S(M,I") endowed
with the seminorms

al|. = max su M(v,n)"ro%dPa(v,n, &),
lallk;saa,r) 0S\O¢|+\5|Sk(v,n)el[)fg2d| (v,n)" 0,0, a(v,n, &)

becomes a Fréchet space. Sometimes we write d,a € S(M,I') to mean that J,,a € S(M,T)
(1 < j < d) equipped with the same seminorms. We formally define the pseudo-differential
operator by

(opauta) = [ [ k(1= o+ ty.€uty) dus.

for t € R, f € . In particular, denote a(v, D,) = oppa to be the standard pseudo-differential
operator and a* (v, D,) = op1/2a to be the Weyl quantization of symbol a. We write A € Op(M,T")
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to represent that A is a Weyl quantization with symbol belongs to class S(M,I"). One important
property for Weyl quantization of a real-valued symbol is the self-adjoint on L? with domain .7 .

Let ai(v,n) € S(My,T'),as(v,n) € S(My,I'), then alay = (a1#a2)"”, a1#as € S(M; My, T')
with

1
al#a2(vv 7]) = (Uv n)a2(vv 7]) + / (817a1#98va2 - aval#eana2) d‘gu

22d .
gta(V) s = F [ [ e BN i) o0y, g (VM(Y) i,
Rd JRd

0

with Y = (v,n), 0 = (_[ 0

6 € [0,1] such that

). For any non-negative integer k, there exists [, C' independent of

lg#tohllk:sananry < Cliglsan.nlhllison.r- (57)

Thus if 0,a1, 0,a2 € S(M7,T") and 0,a1, 0,a2 € S(MJ,T), then [a, as] € S(M{MJ,T"), where [, -] is
the commutator defined by [A, B] := AB — BA.

For composition of pseudodifferential operator we have a*b" = (a#0b)" with
a#b = ab+ L{a b} + Z 2k Z (=¥ DaﬁﬁaDﬁﬁo‘b +7,(a, by, (58)
dmi - alB! v
2<k<v loo|+[B]=k

where X = (v,7),
ru(a,0)(X) = Ry (a(X) @ b(Y))|x=v,

1 v—1
_ A= (Y 1 y
Ru — /0 (l/ — 1)' exXp (4—77'7,(08){’ aY) d9(4—m<06X’ ay) .

We can define a Hilbert space H(M,I') := {u € " : ||u||gour) < oo}, where

lallmrr) = / MY PlloulZalgy |2 Y < oo, (50)

and (yy )y eged is any uniformly confined family of symbols which is a partition of unity. If a € S(M)
is a isomorphism from H(M’) to H(M'M™"), then (a“u, a“v) is an equivalent Hilbertian structure
on H(M). Moreover, the space . (R?) is dense in H(M) and H(1) = L

Let a € S(M,TI'), then a* : H(M,,I') — H(M;/M,T") is linear continuous, in the sense of
unique bounded extension from .¥ to H(M;,T"). Also the existence of b € S(M~1,T)) such that
b#a = a#b = 1 is equivalent to the invertibility of a" as an operator from H(MM;,T") onto
H(M;,T") for some I'-admissible weight function M;.

For the metric I' = |dv|* + |dn|?, the map J' = exp(2miD, - D,) is an isomorphism of the
Fréchet space S(M,I'), with polynomial bounds in the real variable ¢, where D, = 0, /i, D, = 0, /1.
Moreover, a(z, D,) = (J~/2a)®.
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Carleman representation and cancellation lemma Now we have a short review of some
useful facts in the theory of Boltzmann equation. One may refer to [1,9] for details. The first one
is the so called Carleman representation. For measurable function F(v,v,,v’,v)), if any sides of
the following equation is well-defined, then

/ / b(cos 0)|v — v.|"F (v, v,, 0", v)) dodv,
Rd JSd—1

o + h[rHLF2s
/ / (a, h) Loz b — e Fv,v+a—h,v—h,v+ «a)dadh, (60)
Eo,n

where b(a, h) is bounded from below and above by positive constants, and b(c, h) = b(|al, ||), Eon
is the hyper-plane orthogonal to h containing the origin. The second is the cancellation lemma.
Consider a measurable function G(|v — v,|, |[v — ¢'|), then for f € .,

/Rd - G(|v — v, [v = V')b(cos O)(fL — f.) dodv, = S *,, f(v),

where S is defined by, for z € R,

|z|  |z|sinf/2

/2
S(z) = 27?/0 b(cos 8) sin 6 <G(cosﬁ/2’ o502 ) — G(|z], 7] sin(9/2))) de
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