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ON A RELATIVISTIC BGK MODEL FOR POLYATOMIC GASES NEAR

EQUILIBRIUM

BYUNG-HOON HWANG, TOMMASO RUGGERI, AND SEOK-BAE YUN

Abstract. Recently, a novel relativistic polyatomic BGK model was suggested by Pennisi and
Ruggeri [J. of Phys. Conf. Series, 1035, (2018)] to overcome drawbacks of the Anderson-Witting
model and Marle model. In this paper, we prove the unique existence and asymptotic behavior of
classical solutions to the relativistic polyatomic BGK model when the initial data is sufficiently close
to a global equilibrium.

1. Introduction

In the classical kinetic theory of gases, the BGK relaxation operator [5] has been successfully used
in place of the Boltzmann collision operator, yielding satisfactory simulation of the Boltzmann flows at
much lower numerical cost. The relativistic generalization of the BGK approximation was first made
by Marle [43, 42] and successively by Anderson and Witting [1]. The Marle model is an extension of
the classical BGK model in the Eckart frame [12, 18], and the Anderson-Witting model obtains such
extention using the Landau-Lifshitz frame [12, 39].

These models have been widely employed for various relativistic problems [13, 14, 19, 20, 28, 33],
but several drawbacks were also recognized in the literature. For the Marle model, the relaxation time
becomes unbounded for particles with zero rest mass [12]. The problem for the Anderson-Witting
model is that the Landau-Lifshitz frame was established on the assumption that some of high order
non-equilibrium quantities are negligible near equilibrium [1, 12], which inevitably leads to some loss
of consistency.

Starting from these considerations, Pennisi and Ruggeri proposed a variant of Anderson-Witting
model in the Eckart frame both for monatomic and polyatomic gas, and proved that the conservation
laws of particle number and energy-momentum are satisfied and the H-theorem holds [44] (see also
[48]). In the case of polyatomic gas, the Cauchy problem for the relativistic BGK model reads:

∂tF + p̂ · ∇xF =
Uµp

µ

cτp0

{(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F

}
,

F (0, x, p) = F0(x, p),

(1.1)

where F ≡ F (xα, pβ, I) is the momentum distribution function representing the number density of
relativistic particles at the phase point (xα, pβ) (α, β = 0, 1, 2, 3) with the microscopic internal energy
I ∈ R

+ that takes into account the energy due to the internal degrees of freedom of the particles.
Here xα = (ct, x) ∈ R

+ × R
3 is the space-time coordinate, and pβ = (

√
(mc)2 + |p|, p) ∈ R

+ × R
3

is the four-momentum. Greek indices run from 0 to 3 and the repeated indices are assumed to be
summed over its whole range; c is the light velocity, p̂ := cp/p0 is the normalized momentum, m and τ
are respectively the mass and the relaxation time in the rest frame where the momentum of particles
is zero. The macroscopic quantity b is given in (1.9). Throughout this paper, the metric tensor gαβ
and its inverse gαβ are given by

gαβ = gαβ = diag(1,−1,−1,−1)

Key words and phrases. relativistic kinetic theory of gases, relativistic Boltzmann equation, relativistic BGK model,
nonlinear energy method.
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and we use the raising and lowering indices as

gαµp
µ = pα, gαµpµ = pα,

which implies pα = (p0,−p). The Minkowski inner product is defined by

pµqµ = pµq
µ = p0q0 −

3∑

i=1

piqi.

To present the macroscopic fields of F , we define the particle-particle flux V µ and energy-momentum
tensor T µν [44, 47] by

(1.2) V µ = mc

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµFφ(I) dI dp

p0
, T µν =

1

mc

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpνF
(
mc2 + I

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

Here φ(I) ≥ 0 is the state density of the internal mode such that φ(I) dI represents the number of
the internal states of a molecule having the internal energy between I and I + dI which can take
various forms according to the physical context. For example, the following form of φ(I) is employed
in [44]

φ(I) = I(fi−2)/2

to get the correct classical limit of internal energy of polyatomic gas. Here f i ≥ 0 is the internal
degrees of freedom due to the internal motion of molecules. In this paper, instead of choosing the
specific form of φ(I), we develop an existence theory for (1.1) that is valid for a general class of φ(I)
satisfying a certain condition which covers all the physically relevant cases (see (1.11)).

Going back to (1.2), we introduce the decomposition of V µ and T µν:

V µ = nmUµ

T µν = σ〈µν〉 + (p+Π)hµν +
1

c2
(qµUν + qνUµ) +

e

c2
UµUν

(1.3)

which is called the Eckart frame [12, 18]. In (1.3), nm = c−1
√
V µVµ denotes the number density,

Uµ = (
√

c2 + |U |2, U) the Eckart four-velocity, p the pressure, Π the dynamical pressure, hµν =

−gµν + 1
c2U

µUν the projection tensor, σµν = Tαβ
(
hµ
αh

ν
β − 1

3h
µνhαβ

)
the viscous deviatoric stress,

e the energy, and qµ = −hµ
αUβT

αβ the heat flux. We recall that only 14 field variables in (1.3) are
independent due to the constraints:

UαU
α = c2, Uαq

α = 0, Uασ
<αβ> = 0, gαβ σ

<αβ> = 0.

The macroscopic fields that appear frequently in this paper are defined as a suitable moment of F in
the following manner.

n2 =

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

Fφ(I) dI dp

)2

−
3∑

i=1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

piFφ(I) dI dp

p0

)2

,

Uµ =
c

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµFφ(I) dI dp

p0
,

e =
1

c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uµpµ)
2 F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
,

qµ = c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµ (Uνpν)F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
,

− 1

c
Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

(1.4)

The equilibrium distribution function FE of (1.1) reads [44]:

(1.5) FE = exp

{
−1 +

m

kB

gr
T

−
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
1

kBT
Uµpµ

}
.
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We note that (1.5) reduces to the well known Jüttner distribution function [38] in the monatomic
case. The equilibrium temperature T is determined by the following nonlinear relation:

ẽ(T ) ≡
∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
=

e

n
,(1.6)

which is required for (1.1) to satisfy the conservation laws. With such T , the relativistic chemical
potential gr is defined by the following equation

e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T =

n

(mc)3
∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
.

Here kB is the Boltzmann constant. The uniqueness of the equilibrium temperature T will be consid-
ered later (see Proposition 2.1). Then, FE satisfies

Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµ

{(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F

}
φ(I) dI dp

p0
= 0,

Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpν

{(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F

}(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
= 0,

(1.7)

so that the following conservation laws for V µ and T µν hold true

(1.8) ∂µV
µ = 0, ∂µT

µν = 0.

Finally, the macroscopic quantity b of (1.1) is defined as

b =
nmc2

γ2

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗)

γ∗ φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

K3(γ
∗)φ(I) dI,(1.9)

where γ and γ∗ denote

γ =
mc2

kBT
, γ∗ = γ

(
1 +

I
mc2

)

and Kn is the modified Bessel function of the second kind:

Kn(γ) =

∫ ∞

0

cosh(nr)e−γ cosh(r)dr.

1.1. Main result. The aim of this paper is to study the global in time existence and asymptotic be-
havior of classical solutions to the Pennisi-Ruggeri model (1.1) when the initial data starts sufficiently
close to a global equilibrium. For this, we decompose the solution F around the global equilibrium:

(1.10) F = F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E .

Here f is the perturbation part, and F 0
E is the global equilibrium defined by

F 0
E ≡ FE(gr0, 0, T0; p) = exp

{
−1 +

m

kB

gr0
T0

−
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
cp0

kBT0

}

where gr0 and T0 are positive constants. Inserting (1.10), then (1.1) can be rewritten as

∂tf + p̂ · ∇xf =
1

τ
(L(f) + Γ(f)) ,

f0(x, p) = f(0, x, p)

where L is the linearized operator and Γ is the nonlinear perturbation whose definition can be found
in (3.3), Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.1. The initial perturbation f0 is given by F0 = F 0

E + f0
√
F 0
E .

We now define the notations to state our main result.
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• We define the weighted L2 inner product:

〈f, g〉L2
p,I

=

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f(p, I)g(p, I)φ(I) dIdp,

〈f, g〉L2
x,p,I

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f(x, p, I)g(x, p, I)φ(I) dIdpdx

and the corresponding norms:

‖f‖2L2
p,I

=

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

|f(p, I)|2φ(I) dIdp, ‖f‖2L2
x,p,I

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

|f(x, p, I)|2φ(I) dIdpdx.

• We define the operator Λs (s ∈ R) by

Λsf(x) =

∫

R3

|ξ|sf̂(ξ)e2πix·ξ dξ

where f̂ is the Fourier transformation of f .
• We denote Ḣs

x to be the homogeneous space endowed with the norm:

‖f‖Ḣs
x
:= ‖Λsf‖L2

x
=
∥∥∥|ξ|sf̂(ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

where ‖ · ‖L2
x
and ‖ · ‖L2

ξ
are the usual L2-norm.

• We use the notation L2
p,IH

s
x to denote

‖f‖L2
p,IH

s
x
=
∥∥‖f‖Hs

x

∥∥
L2

p,I

where ‖ · ‖Hs
x
is the usual Sobolev norm.

• We define the energy functional E and dissipation rate D by

E(f)(t) =
∑

|α|+|β|≤N

‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,p,I
,

D(f)(t) = ‖{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

1≤|α|+|β|≤N

‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,p,I
,

where the multi-index α = [α0, α1, α2, α3] and β = [β1, β2, β3] are used to denote

∂α
β = ∂α0

t ∂α1

x1 ∂
α2

x2 ∂
α3

x3 ∂
β1

p1 ∂
β2

p2 ∂
β3

p3 .

We also define the energy functional and dissipation rate for spatial derivatives by

EN (f)(t) =
∑

0≤k≤N

‖∇k
xf‖2L2

x,p,I
,

DN (f)(t) = ‖{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

1≤k≤N

‖∇k
xf‖2L2

x,p,I
.

Then, our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let N ≥ 3 be an integer. Assume that the state density φ satisfies

(1.11)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

P(p0, I)e−C(1+ I
mc2

)p0

φ(I) dIdp < ∞

for any positive constant C and arbitrary polynomial P of p0 and I. Then, there exists a positive
constant δ such that if E(f0) < δ, (1.1) admits a unique global in time solution such that the energy
functional is uniformly bounded:

EN (f)(t) +

∫ t

0

DN (f)(s)ds ≤ CEN (f0).

If futher f0 ∈ L2
p,IḢ

−s
x for some s ∈ [0, 3/2), then
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(1) The negative Sobolev norm is uniformly bounded:

‖Λ−sf(t)‖L2
x,p,I

≤ C0.

(2) The solution converges to the global equilibrium with algebraic decay rate:
∑

ℓ≤k≤N

‖∇kf(t)‖L2
x,p,I

≤ C(1 + t)−
ℓ+s
2 for − s < ℓ ≤ N − 1.

(3) The microscopic part decays faster by 1/2:
∥∥∇k{I − P}f(t)

∥∥
L2

x,p,I

≤ C(1 + t)−
ℓ+1+s

2 for − s < ℓ ≤ N − 2.

Remark 1.2. The choice of state density φ(I) to guarantee the correct classical limit is not unique.
For example, the following choices of φ(I)

I(fi−2)/2 or e−b I
c2

(
1 +

I
mc2

)r

I(fi−2)/2 with b ≥ 0, r > 0

lead to the correct classical limit (See [9]).

Unlike the classical BGK models [5, 29], the equilibrium temperature of (1.1) is determined through
the nonlinear relation (1.6) due to the relativistic nature of the equilibrium distribution function FE .
For rigorous analysis, therefore, it must be first analyzed whether or not the relation (1.6) provides
the unique equilibrium temperature as a moment of the solution F . That is, any existence problem
for (1.1) must be understood as the problem of solving the coupled system of (1.1) and (1.6). In the
case of relativistic models for a monatomic gas, such solvability problem was addressed in [3] for the
Marle model, and [30] for the Anderson-Witting model. In [3, 30], there is clever manipulations of
the modified Bessel functions of the second kind that was crucially used to show the monotonicity
property of ẽ, and it plays an important role in proving the one-to-one correspondence between T
and e/n. However, in the case of a polyatomic gas, similar line of argument using the modified Bessel
functions does not work due to the presence of the state density of the internal mode φ(I) which can
takes various forms (See Remark (1.2)). In view of these difficulties, we derive the following identity

{ẽ}′ (T ) = 1

kBnT 2

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− e

n

}2

FE(gr, 0, T )φ(I) dIdp

to investigate the monotonicity property of ẽ in a different way (See Proposition 2.1). Since the number
density n and the energy e are strictly positive for sufficiently small E(f)(t), the above relation implies
that ẽ(T ) is strictly increasing on T ∈ (0,∞), which enables us to solve the solvability problem of T .
We mention that since the relativistic BGK model (1.1) does not guarantee the positivity of solutions,
the smallness condition of E(f)(t) was required to preserve the sign of n and e.

1.2. Brief history. The mathematical research on the relativistic BGK model was initiated in 2012
by Bellouquid et al [3] for the Marle model, where the unique determination of equilibrium variables,
asymptotic limits and linearization problem were addressed. Afterward, Bellouquid et al [4] proved the
existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions for the Marle model when the initial data starts close
to the global equilibrium. Recently, Hwang and Yun [32] established the existence and uniqueness
of stationary solutions to the boundary value problem for the Marle model in a finite interval. The
weak solutions were covered by Calvo et al [8]. In the case of the Anderson-Witting model, the unique
determination of equilibrium variables, and the existence and asymptotic behavior of near-equilibrium
solutions were addressed in [30]. The unique existence of stationary solutions to the Anderson-Witting
model in a slab was studied in [31].

For the relativistic Boltzmann equation, much more have been established. We refer to [6, 15, 17] for
the local existence and linearized solution, [21, 22, 26, 53, 52] for the global existence and asymptotic
behavior of near-equilibrium solutions, and [16, 37, 36] for the existence with large data. The spatially
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homogeneous case was addressed in [40, 51]. The regularizing effect of the collision operator has been
studied in [2, 35, 55]. The propagation of the uniform upper bound was established in [34]. We refer to
[7, 54] for the Newtonian limit and [50] for the hydrodynamic limit. For the results on the relativistic
theories of continuum for rarefied gases and its connections with the kinetic theory see for example
[41, 10, 11, 45, 46, 49].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the unique determination of the equilibrium
variable T is discussed. In Section 3, we study the linearization of the relativistic BGK model (1.1).
In Section 4, we provide estimates for the macroscopic fields and nonlinear perturbation. Section 5 is
devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Unique determination of the equilibrium temperature T

We recall from (1.6) that T is determined through the following relation

ẽ(T ) =

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
=

e

n
.

In this section, formal calculations are first presented to show that the relativistic BGK model (1.1)
satisfies the conservation laws (1.8) if the above relation admits a unique T . And then we prove that
when E(f)(t) is small enough, T indeed can be uniquely determined. The following lemma will be
used later to simplify the integral of FE .

Lemma 2.1. [54] For Uµ = (
√

c2 + |U |2, U), define Λ by

Λ =




c−1U0 −c−1U1 −c−1U2 −c−1U3

−U1 1 + (U0 − 1) (U
1)2

|U|2 (U0 − 1)U
1U2

|U|2 (U0 − 1)U
1U3

|U|2

−U2 (U0 − 1)U
1U2

|U|2 1 + (U0 − 1) (U
2)2

|U|2 (U0 − 1)U
2U3

|U|2

−U3 (U0 − 1)U
1U3

|U|2 (U0 − 1)U
2U3

|U|2 1 + (U0 − 1) (U
3)2

|U|2



.

Then Λ transforms Uµ into the local rest frame (c, 0, 0, 0).

Proof. The proof that Λ is the Lorentz transformation can be found in [54]. The identity ΛUµ =
(c, 0, 0, 0) can be verified by an explicit computation:

ΛUµ =




c−1(U0)2 − c−1(U1)2 − c−1(U2)2 − c−1(U3)2

−U0U1 + U1 + (U0−1)U1

|U|2 |U |2

−U0U2 + U2 + (U0−1)U2

|U|2 |U |2

−U0U3 + U3 + (U0−1)U3

|U|2 |U |2



=




c−1
(
c2 + |U |2 − |U |2

)

−U0U1 + U1 + (U0 − 1)U1

−U0U2 + U2 + (U0 − 1)U2

−U0U3 + U3 + (U0 − 1)U3


 =




c
0
0
0


 .

�

Lemma 2.2. Assume (1.6) admits a unique T , then FE satisfies (1.7).

Remark 2.3. The solvability problem of T in (1.6) is addressed in Proposition 2.1.

Proof. We write (1.7) in terms of the macroscopic fields using the Eckart frame (1.3):

1

c
Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµ

(
1− pαqα

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FEφ(I) dI

dp

p0
=

1

mc2
UµV

µ = n,

cUµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpν

(
1− pαqα

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
= UµT

µν = qν + eUν .

(2.1)
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By the change of variables Pµ := Λpµ using Lemma 2.1, we have
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµFEφ(I) dI
dp

p0

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(
Λ−1Pµ

)
e
−(1+ I

mc2
) 1

kBT
(ΛUµ)(Λpµ)φ(I) dI dP

P 0

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T Λ−1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cP0

kBT φ(I) dIdP, 0, 0, 0
)

=
1

c
e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cP0

kBT φ(I) dIdP
}
Λ−1 (c, 0, 0, 0)

=
1

c
e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT φ(I) dIdp
}
Uµ

(2.2)

and

Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpνFE

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
(ΛUµ)(Λp

µ)
}
(Λ−1P ν)e

−(1+ I
mc2

) 1
kBT

(ΛUµ)(Λpµ)
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dP

P 0

= ce
−1+ m

kB

gr
T Λ−1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

P 0e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cP0

kBT

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdP, 0, 0, 0

)

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

}
Uν

(2.3)

where we used the fact that (1) Lorentz inner product and the volume element dp/p0 are invariant

under Λ, and (2) Pµ takes the form of (
√

(mc)2 + |P |2, P ). Then, it follows from (2.3) and the
decomposition of third moment [44]:

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpνpαFE

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2
φ(I) dI dp

p0
=

m

c
{aUαUµUν + b (hαµUν + hανUµ + hµνUα)}

that the second terms on the l.h.s of (2.1) are calculated respectively as follows

− 1

c
Uµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpαqα
1 + I

mc2

bmc2
FEφ(I) dI

dp

p0

= − 1

bmc3
qα

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pαUµp
µ
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
FEφ(I) dI

dp

p0

= − 1

bmc3
e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

}
qαU

α

= 0

(2.4)

and

− cUµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµpνpαqα
1 + I

mc2

bmc2
FE

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= − 1

bc2
Uµqα {aUαUµUν + b (hαµUν + hανUµ + hµνUα)}

= − 1

c2
Uµqα

(
hανUµ

)

= qν .

(2.5)

Here we used the fact that (1) UµU
µ = c2, and (2) hαµ, hµν and qµ are orthogonal to Uµ in the

following sense

Uµh
µν = Uµ

(
− gµν +

1

c2
UµUν

)
= −Uν + Uµ = 0, Uµq

µ = −Uµh
µ
αUβT

αβ = 0.
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Finally, we go back to (2.1) with (2.2)–(2.5) to obtain

e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT φ(I) dIdp = n,

ce
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

}
Uν = eUν .

Using the change of variables p
mc → p, we get

e

n
=

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
,

e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T =

n

(mc)3
∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
which gives the desired result. �

The following lemma provides information about the ranges of n and e/n when E(f)(t) is small
enough.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then we have

|n− 1|+
∣∣∣
e

n
− ẽ(T0)

∣∣∣ ≤ C
√

E(f)(t).

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and the Soboelv embedding H2(R3
x) ⊆ L∞(R3

x), we have

|n− 1|+
∣∣∣
e

n
− ẽ(T0)

∣∣∣ ≤ C‖f‖L2
p,I

≤ C
∥∥‖f‖L∞

x

∥∥
L2

p,I

≤ C
∥∥‖f‖H2

x

∥∥
L2

p,I

≤ C
√
E(f)(t).

Note that the above result is independent of the determination of T since Lemma 4.2 is established
by the definition of n and e/n given in (1.4). �

We are now ready to prove that (1.6) determines a unique T in the near-equilibrium regime.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then T can be uniquely determined by the
relation (1.6). Thus T is written as

T = (ẽ)−1
( e
n

)
.

Proof. We observe that

{ẽ}′ (T ) = 1

kBT 2

∫
R3

∫∞
0

(1 + |p|2)e−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)2

φ(I) dIdp
∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp

− 1

kBT 2

( ∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

)2
( ∫

R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
)2

=
1

kBT 2






∫
R3

∫∞
0 (1 + |p|2)e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)2

φ(I) dIdp
∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
−
( e
n

)2



 .

Using the change of variables p → p
mc , one finds

{ẽ}′ (T ) = 1

kBT 2



c2

∫
R3

∫∞
0 (p0)2e

−(1+ I
mc2

) cp0

kBT
(
1 + I

mc2

)2
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT φ(I) dIdp
−
( e
n

)2




=
1

kBT 2

{
1

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)}2

FE(gr, 0, T )φ(I) dIdp−
( e
n

)2
}(2.6)
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where FE(gr, 0, T ) denotes

FE(gr, 0, T ) = e
−1+ m

kB

gr
T

−(1+ I
mc2

) cp0

kBT

=
n

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(1+ I
mc2

) cp0

kBT φ(I) dIdp
e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT .

We also observe that

2
( e
n

)2
−
( e
n

)2
=

2e

n

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp

−
( e
n

)2 1

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

FE(gr, 0, T )φ(I) dIdp

=
1

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
2cep0

n

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
−
( e
n

)2}
FE(gr, 0, T )φ(I) dIdp

(2.7)

where we used the change of variables p → p
mc to get

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp

=
c
∫
R3

∫∞
0 p0e

−(1+ I
mc2

) cp0

kBT
(
1 + I

mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT φ(I) dIdp

=
c

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0FE(gr, 0, T )
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp.

Combining (2.6) and (2.7), we have

{ẽ}′ (T ) = 1

kBnT 2

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− e

n

}2

FE(gr, 0, T )φ(I) dIdp.(2.8)

Since Lemma 2.4 says that n is positive for sufficiently small E(f)(t), (2.8) implies that ẽ(T ) is a
strictly increasing function. Furthermore, ẽ(T ) is continuous on T ∈ (0,∞) under the assumption
(1.11). So, there exists a positive constant δ0 such that

[ẽ(T0)− δ0, ẽ(T0) + δ0] ⊆ Range (ẽ(T )) .

If E(f)(t) ≤ δ0, then we have from Lemma 2.4 that

ẽ(T0)− δ0 ≤ e

n
≤ ẽ(T0) + δ0

which implies that the range of e/n is included in the range of ẽ(T ) for sufficiently small E(f)(t).
Therefore, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between T and e/n providing

T = (ẽ)−1
( e
n

)
.

�

3. Linearization

In this section, the linearization of (1.1) is discussed when the solution is sufficiently close to the
global equilibrium. First, we provide computations of F 0

E that will be used often later.

Lemma 3.1. The following identities hold:

(1)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
=

kBT0

c
.
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(2)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(p0)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
=

ẽ(T0)

c
.

(3)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp = b0m.

(4)
mc2b

kBnT
=

e

n
+ kBT.

(5)
mc2b0
kBT0

= ẽ(T0) + kBT0.

Here b0 denotes

b0 =
mc2

γ2
0

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

K3(γ
∗
0 )φ(I) dI

with

γ0 =
mc2

kBT0
, γ∗

0 = γ0

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
.

Proof. For reader’s convenience, we record the definition of F 0
E :

F 0
E = exp

{
−1 +

m

kB

gr0
T0

−
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
cp0

kBT0

}

where

e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0 =

1

(mc)3
∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
.

• Proof of (1): It follows from the change of variables p
mc → p that

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT0

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= m3c2e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dI dp√

1 + |p|2

=
1

3c

∫
R3

∫∞
0 |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dI dp√

1+|p|2
∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
.

Using spherical coordinates and integration by parts, we have
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

=
1

3c

∫
R3

∫∞
0

|p|2e−(mc2+I) 1
kBT0

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dI dp√

1+|p|2
∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp

=
1

3c

∫∞
0

∫∞
0

r4√
1+r2

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+r2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dI dr

∫∞
0

∫∞
0 r2e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT0

√
1+r2

φ(I) dIdr
=

kBT0

c

• Proof of (2): It can be obtained in a similar way to (1) as follows
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(p0)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT0

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp
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=
1

c

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dI dp

∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(mc2+I) 1

kBT0

√
1+|p|2

(mc2 + I)φ(I) dI dp

=
ẽ(T0)

c
.

• Proof of (3): We first introduce another representation of the modified Bessel functions of the second
kind:

K2(γ) =

∫ ∞

0

2r2 + 1√
1 + r2

e−γ
√
1+r2 dr, K3(γ) =

∫ ∞

0

(4r2 + 1)e−γ
√
1+r2 dr.

Using this, one can rewrite e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0 as

e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0 =

1

4π(mc)3

(∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

r2e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ0

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

)−1

=
1

4π(mc)3

(∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

2r2 + 1√
1 + r2

1

γ∗
0

e−γ∗
0

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

)−1

=
1

4π(mc)3

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1

.

(3.1)

Using spherical coordinates and change of variables p
mc → p, we have from (3.1) that

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pj)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp

= e
−1+ m

kB

gr0
T0

1

3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

|p|2e−(1+
I

mc2
) cp0

kBT0

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp

=
(mc)2

3

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

r4e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ0

√
1+r2

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdr.

(3.2)

By integration by parts twice, (3.2) becomes

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pj)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp

=
(mc)2

3

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

r4e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ0

√
1+r2

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdr

=
(mc)2

γ2
0

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

(4r2 + 1)e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ0

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

=
(mc)2

γ2
0

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
0 )

γ∗
0

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

K3(γ
∗
0 )φ(I) dI

which gives the desired result.
• Proof of (4): Recall from (1.6) that

e

n
=

∫
R3

∫∞
0

√
1 + |p|2e−(mc2+I) 1

kBT

√
1+|p|2 (

mc2 + I
)
φ(I) dIdp

∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp

= mc2
∫∞
0

∫∞
0

r2
√
1 + r2e−(1+

I
mc2

)γ
√
1+r2 (1 + I

mc2

)
φ(I) dIdr

∫∞
0

∫∞
0

r2e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

.
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By (3.1) and integration by parts, one finds

e

n
= mc2

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗)

γ∗ φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

r2
√
1 + r2e−(1+

I
mc2

)γ
√
1+r2

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdr

=
mc2

γ

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗)

γ∗ φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

(3r2 + 1)e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

=
mc2

γ

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗)

γ∗ φ(I) dI
)−1(∫ ∞

0

K3(γ
∗)φ(I) dI −

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

r2e−(1+
I

mc2
)γ

√
1+r2φ(I) dIdr

)

=
γb

n
− mc2

γ

which gives the desired result. Since (5) can be obtained in the same manner as in (4), we omit it. �

3.1. Linearization of (1.1). Define ei (i = 1, · · · , 5) by

e1 =
√
F 0
E , e2,3,4 =

√
1

b0m

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E ,

e5 =

√
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′ (T0)

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

and the projection operator P (f) by

P (f) =

5∑

i=1

〈f, ei〉L2
p,I

ei.(3.3)

Then, the equilibrium distribution function FE given in (1.5) is linearized as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. We then have
(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F 0

E =

(
P (f) +

4∑

i=1

Γi(f)

)√
F 0
E .

Here the nonlinear perturbations Γi(f) (i = 1, · · · , 4) are given by

Γ1(f) =

(
Ψ1

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)√
F 0
E ,

Γ2(f) =
1

{ẽ}′ (T0)

1

kBT 2
0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

×
{
1

c

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
2cp0Φ+ Φ2

}
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

−1

c

(
Ψ1

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uµpµ)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

−c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0f
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

}

Γ3(f) = −c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

{
Ψ

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· p
√
F 0
E

+
1+ I

mc2

b0mc2
Γ∗
3(f) · p

√
F 0
E − p0q0

1 + I
mc2

b0mc2

√
F 0
E

Γ4(f) =
1√
F 0
E

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ,
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where Γ∗
3(f) denotes

Γ∗
3(f) = −c2

3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

ppif
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

+ c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pΦ1F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
−
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

×
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
c2p0f

√
F 0
E +

1

p0
(
2cp0Φ + Φ2

)
F

}(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

+

{
Ψ

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

×
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
,

and Ψ,Ψ1,Φ and Φ1 are defined as

Ψ = 2

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp+

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)2

−
3∑

i=1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)2

,

Ψ1 =

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)2

−
3∑

i=1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)2

,

Φ = Uµp
µ − cp0,

Φ1 = Uµp
µ − cp0 + c

3∑

i=1

pi
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
.

(3.4)

Proof. We consider the transitional macroscopic fields between F and F 0
E :

(
nθ, Uθ,

( e
n

)

θ
, qµθ

)
= θ
(
n, U,

e

n
, qµ
)
+ (1− θ)(1, 0, ẽ(T0), 0),

and define F̃ (θ) and F (θ) by

F̃ (θ) =

(
1− pµqθµ

1 + I
mc2

bθmc2

)
e
−1+ m

kB

grθ
Tθ

−(1+ I
mc2

) 1
kBTθ

Uµ

θ
pµ

F (θ) = e
−1+ m

kB

grθ
Tθ

−(1+ I
mc2

) 1
kBTθ

Uµ

θ
pµ .

Here grθ, Tθ and bθ are given by

e
−1+ m

kB

grθ
Tθ =

nθ

(mc)3
∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBTθ

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
, Tθ = {ẽ}−1

( e
n

)

θ

bθ =
nθmc2

γ2
θ

(∫ ∞

0

K2(γ
∗
θ )

γ∗
θ

φ(I) dI
)−1 ∫ ∞

0

K3(γ
∗
θ )φ(I) dI

with

γθ =
mc2

kBTθ
, γ∗

θ = γθ

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
.

By Lemma 3.1, bθ can be also expressed in the following manner

bθ =
kBnθTθẽ(Tθ)

mc2
+

nθ (kBTθ)
2

mc2
.
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Thus F̃ (θ) can be regarded as a function of nθ, Uθ, (e/n)θ and qµθ , so it follows from the Talyor
expansion that

(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F 0

E

= F̃ (1)− F̃ (0)

=
∂F̃

∂nθ

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

∂nθ

∂θ
+∇Uθ

F̃
∣∣∣
θ=0

· ∂Uθ

∂θ
+

∂F̃

∂(e/n)θ

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

∂(e/n)θ
∂θ

+
∂F̃

∂q0θ

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

∂q0θ
∂θ

+∇qθ F̃

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

·∂qθ
∂θ

+

∫ 1

0

(1− θ) (n− 1, U, T − T0, q
µ)D2F̃ (θ) (n− 1, U, T − T0, q

µ)T dθ

= (n− 1)F 0
E +

1

{ẽ}′ (T0)

1

kBT 2
0

( e
n
− ẽ(T0)

){
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
−ẽ(T0)

}
F 0
E +

1 + I
mc2

kBT0
U · pF 0

E

− pµqµ
1 + I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E +

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ.

In the last identity, we used the simple calculations

∂F̃

∂nθ

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

= F 0
E , ∇Uθ

F̃
∣∣∣
θ=0

=
1 + I

mc2

kBT0
pF 0

E ,

∂

∂(e/n)θ
F̃

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

=
1

{ẽ}′ (T0)

1

kBT 2
0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
F 0
E ,

∂

∂q0θ
F̃

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

= −p0
1 + I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E , ∇qθ F̃

∣∣∣
θ=0

= p
1 + I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E .

Now we use the notations Ii (i = 1, · · · , 4) to denote the first four terms on the last identity, and we
decompose them into the linear part and the nonlinear part.
• Decomposition of I1: Inserting F = F 0

E + f
√
F 0
E into a definition of n, one finds

n =

{(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

Fφ(I) dI dp

)2

−
3∑

i=1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

piFφ(I) dI dp

p0

)2
} 1

2

=

{
1 + 2

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp+

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)2

−
3∑

i=1

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)2} 1
2

=
√
1 + Ψ

(3.5)

which, together with the following identity [3]:

(3.6)
√
1 + Ψ = 1 +

Ψ

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

gives

n− 1 =
Ψ

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

.
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Therefore,

I1 = (n− 1)F 0
E

=

(
Ψ

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)
F 0
E

=

(∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp+

Ψ1

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)
F 0
E

=

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

}
F 0
E + Γ1(f)

√
F 0
E .

• Decomposition of I2: Considering (3.5) and the following identity [3]:

1√
1 + Ψ

= 1− Ψ

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

,

one can see that

1

n
= 1− Ψ

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

= 1−
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp− Ψ1

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

.

(3.7)

We have from (3.4)3 that

(3.8) (Uµpµ)
2 = (cp0)2 + 2cp0Φ+ Φ2.

By (3.7) and (3.8), e/n− ẽ(T0) is decomposed as

e

n
− ẽ(T0) =

1

nc

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uµpµ)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
− ẽ(T0)

=
1

c

{
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp− Ψ1

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}

×
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
(cp0)2 + 2cp0Φ+ Φ2

}
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
− ẽ(T0)

≡
(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

c(p0)2F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
− ẽ(T0)

+RI2 ,

(3.9)

where RI2 denotes

RI2 =
1

c

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
2cp0Φ+ Φ2

}
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

− 1

c

(
Ψ1

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uµpµ)
2 F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

Here RI2 is nonlinear with respect to f that can be shown by the following identity

Φ =
√
c2 + |U |2p0 − U · p− cp0

=

(
|U |2
2c

− |U |4
2c(2c2 + |U |2 + 2c

√
1 + |U |2)

)
p0 − U · p.
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Using Lemma 3.1 (2), the first two terms on the last identity of (3.9) reduce to

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

cp0
(
F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E

)(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp− ẽ(T0)

=

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)(
ẽ(T0) +

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

cp0f
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

)
− ẽ(T0)

=

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

− c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0f
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp.

(3.10)

Now we go back to (3.9) with (3.10) to get

e

n
− ẽ(T0) =

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

− c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0f
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp+RI2 ,

(3.11)

which leads to

I2 =
1

{ẽ}′ (T0)

1

kBT 2
0

( e
n
− ẽ(T0)

)(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)
F 0
E

=
1

{ẽ}′ (T0)

1

kBT 2
0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

×
(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)
F 0
E + Γ2(f)

√
F 0
E .

• Decomposition of I3: By (3.7), U is written as

U =
c

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pFφ(I) dI dp

p0

= c

{
1− Ψ

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
.

(3.12)

This directly leads to the linearization of I3 as follows

I3 =
1 + I

mc2

kBT0
U · pF 0

E

= c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E

− c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

{
Ψ

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E

(3.13)

which will be combined with the result of I4.
• Decomposition of I4: Recall from (1.4) that the heat flux q is defined by

q = c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p (Uνpν)F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

− 1

c
U

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

(3.14)
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Inserting (3.4)4 into the first term of (3.14), one finds

c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p(Uνpν)F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= c2
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p

(
F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E

)(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

− c2
3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

ppi
(
F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E

)(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

+ c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pΦ1F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= c2
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp − ckBT0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

− c2
3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

ppif
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

+ c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pΦ1F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

(3.15)

In the last identity, we used the spherical symmetry of F 0
E and Lemma 3.1 (1) so that

3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

ppiF 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

=
1

3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

|p|2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

=
kBT0

c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
.

To deal with the second term of (3.14), we use Lemma 3.1 (2) and (3.8) to obtain

1

c
U

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

=
1

c
U

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
(cp0)2 + 2cp0Φ+ Φ2

}(
F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E

)(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= ẽ(T0)U + U

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0f

√
F 0
E +

1

cp0
(
2cp0Φ + Φ2

)
F

}(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp,

which, together with (3.12) gives

1

c
U

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

= cẽ(T0)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
+

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

×
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
c2p0f

√
F 0
E +

1

p0
(
2cp0Φ + Φ2

)
F

}(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

−
{
Ψ

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

×
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uνpν)
2 F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

(3.16)
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We go back to (3.14) with (3.15) and (3.16) to get

p · q 1 +
I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E

=
1 + I

mc2

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp · pF 0

E

− 1 + I
mc

b0mc2
(kBT0 + ẽ(T0))

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E +
1 + I

mc2

b0mc2
Γ∗
3(f) · pF 0

E

=
1 + I

mc2

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp · pF 0

E

− c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E +
1 + I

mc2

b0mc2
Γ∗
3(f) · pF 0

E

(3.17)

where we used Lemma 3.1 (5). We combine (3.13) and (3.17) to conclude

I3 + I4 =
1 + I

mc2

kBT0
U · pF 0

E + p · q 1 +
I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E − p0q0

1 + I
mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E

= c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E + p · q 1 +
I

mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E − p0q0

1 + I
mc2

b0mc2
F 0
E

−c
1 + I

mc2

kBT0

{
Ψ

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
· pF 0

E

=
1 + I

mc2

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp · pF 0

E + Γ3(f)
√

F 0
E .

In the last identity, p0q0
1+ I

mc2

b0mc2 F 0
E was absorbed into Γ3(f)

√
F 0
E since q0 is nonlinear with respect to

f . Finally, letting

Γ4(f) =
1√
F 0
E

∫ 1

0

(1 − θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ

completes the proof.
�

In the following proposition, we present the linearization of (1.1).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then, (1.1) can be linearized with respect to
the perturbation f as follows

∂tf + p̂ · ∇xf =
1

τ
(L(f) + Γ(f)) ,

f0(x, p) = f(0, x, p),
(3.18)

where the linearized operator L(f) and the nonlinear perturbation Γ(f) are defined as

L(f) = P (f)− f,

Γ(f) =
Uµp

µ

cp0

4∑

i=1

Γi(f) +
P (f)− f

cp0
Φ

respectively.

Proof. Inserting F = F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E into (1.1), one finds

∂tf + p̂ · ∇xf =
Uµp

µ

cτp0
1√
F 0
E

{(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F 0

E − f
√
F 0
E

}
.



RELATIVISTIC BGK MODEL FOR POLYATOMIC GASES NEAR EQUILIBRIUM 19

Then, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

∂tf + p̂ · ∇xf =
Uµp

µ

cτp0

(
P (f)− f +

4∑

i=1

Γi(f)
)

which combined with (3.4)3 gives the desired result. �

3.2. Analysis of the linearized operator L. Let N be a five dimensional space spanned by
{√

F 0
E ,
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pµ
√
F 0
E

}
.

Lemma 3.3. P is an orthonormal projection from L2
p,I(R

3) onto N .

Proof. It is enough to show that {ei} (i = 1, · · · , 5) forms an orthonormal basis with respect to the
inner product 〈·, ·〉L2

p,I
.

• ‖e1‖L2
p,I

= 1: By a definition of F 0
E , it is straightforward that

〈e1, e1〉L2
p,I

=

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

=

∫
R3

∫∞
0

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) cp0

kBT0 φ(I) dI dp

(mc)3
∫
R3

∫∞
0 e

−(mc2+I) 1
kBT0

√
1+|p|2

φ(I) dIdp
= 1.

• ‖ei+1‖L2
p,I

= 1 (i = 1, 2, 3): It follows from Lemma 3.1 (3) that

〈ei+1, ei+1〉L2
p,I

=
1

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp

= 1.

• ‖e5‖L2
p,I

= 1: Inserting (n, 0, T ) = (1, 0, T0) into (2.8), one finds

{ẽ}′ (T0) =
1

kBT 2
0

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}2

F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

where we used
e

n

∣∣∣
T=T0

= ẽ(T )
∣∣
T=T0

= ẽ(T0).

Using this, we have

〈e5, e5〉L2
p,I

=
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′ (T0)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}2

F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

= 1.

• 〈ei, ej〉L2
p,I

= 0 (i 6= j): Since the orthogonality can be proved in the same manner, we omit it.

�

Proposition 3.2. The linearized operator L satisfies the following properties:

(1) Ker(L) = N .
(2) L is dissipative in the following sense:

〈L(f), f〉L2
p,I

= −‖{I − P}(f)‖2L2
p,I

≤ 0.

Proof. Since it is straightforward by the definition of L, we omit the proof. �
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4. Estimates for macroscopic fields and nonlinear perturbations

To deal with the macroscopic fields, we first estimate Ψ,Ψ1,Φ and Φ1 whose definitions are given
in (3.4). For brevity, we set τ = 1 and use the generic constant C which can change line by line but
does not affect the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then Ψ,Ψ1,Φ and Φ1 satisfy

(1) |∂αΨ|+ |∂αΦ| ≤ Cp0
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
,

(2) |∂αΨ1|+ |∂αΦ1| ≤ Cp0
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.

Proof. • Estimates of Ψ and Ψ1: Recalling (3.4), we see that

∂αΨ = 2

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂αf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp+ ∂α

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

}2

−
3∑

i=1

∂α

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pif
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

}2

,

and it follows from Hölder’s inequality that

|∂αΨ| ≤ C

(
‖∂αf‖L2

p,I
+

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I

)
.(4.1)

Applying the Sobolev embedding H2
x ⊆ L∞

x to lower order terms of (4.1), we get

|∂αΨ| ≤ C

(
‖∂αf‖L2

p,I
+
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I

)
≤ C

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I(4.2)

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). In the same manner, one can have

|∂αΨ1| ≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I

≤ C
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.

(4.3)

• Estimates of Φ: Observe from (1.4) and (3.4)3 that

Φ = Uµp
µ − cp0 =

c

n
pµ
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµFφ(I) dI dp

p0
− cp0.(4.4)

Inserting F = F 0
E + f

√
F 0
E , then (4.4) becomes

Φ =
c

n
pµ
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµF
0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
+

c

n
pµ
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
− cp0

=
c

n

(
p0 + pµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)
− cp0

where we used
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp = 1,

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pF 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
= 0.
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Now we use (3.7) to expand 1/n as

Φ =

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp− Ψ1

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)

×
(
cp0 + cpµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)
− cp0

= cpµ
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
+

(
cp0 + cpµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

)

×
(
−
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp− Ψ1

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)
.

(4.5)

Since it follows from (4.2), (4.3) and the Sobolev embedding H2
x ⊆ L∞

x that

(4.6) |Ψ| ≤ C‖f‖L2
p,I

< C
√
E(f)(t), |Ψ1| ≤ C‖f‖L2

p,I

for sufficiently small E(f)(t), the last identity of (4.5) leads to

|Φ| ≤ Cp0‖f‖L2
p,I

.

For α 6= 0, we have from (4.5) that

∂αΦ = cpµ
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµ∂
αf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0
+

∑

|α1|≤|α|
Cα1

∂α1

{
cp0 + cpµ

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pµf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

}

× ∂α−α1

{
−
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp− Ψ1

2
− Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

}
.

Using Hölder’s inequality and (4.3), we have

|∂αΦ| ≤ Cp0‖∂αf‖L2
p,I

+ Cp0
∑

|α1|≤|α|

(
1 + ‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I

)(
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I

+
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α2|≤|α−α1|
‖∂α2f‖L2

p,I
+

∣∣∣∣∣
P
(
Ψ, · · · , ∂α−α1Ψ,

√
1 + Ψ

)

M
(
2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2

√
1 + Ψ,

√
1 + Ψ

)
∣∣∣∣∣

)(4.7)

where P and M denote the homogeneous generic polynomial and monomial respectively. Using (4.1)
and the Sobolev embedding H2

x ⊆ L∞
x , the last term on the r.h.s of (4.7) can be estimated explicitly

as

(4.8)

∣∣∣∣
P(Ψ, · · · , ∂α−α1Ψ,

√
1 + Ψ, · · · , ∂α−α1

√
1 + Ψ)

(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)2

|α−α1|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
∑

|α2|≤|α−α1|
‖∂α2f‖L2

p,I
.

Inserting (4.8) into (4.7), one finds

|∂αΦ| ≤ Cp0
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.(4.9)

• Estimates of Φ1: In the same manner as in the case of Φ, one can have

|∂αΦ1| ≤ Cp0
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.(4.10)

As a result, (1) is obtained by (4.1) and (4.9), and combining (4.3) and (4.10) gives (2). �

Lemma 4.2. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then we have

(1) |∂α{n− 1}|+ |∂αU |+
∣∣∣∂α
{ e

n
− ẽ(T0)

}∣∣∣ ≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.

(2) |∂α{U0 − c}| ≤ C
√
E(f)(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.
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Proof. • ∂α{n− 1} : It follows from (3.5), (3.6) and (4.6) that

|n− 1| =
∣∣∣∣
Ψ

2
− Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖f‖L2
p,I

(4.11)

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). For α 6= 0, it takes the form of

∂α{n− 1} = ∂α
{√

1 + Ψ
}
=

P(Ψ, · · · ∂αΨ,
√
1 + Ψ)

M
(√

1 + Ψ
)

which can be estimated explicitly by using (4.6) as follows

|∂α{n− 1}| ≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I

for sufficiently small E(f)(t).
• ∂αU : Observe that

|U | =
∣∣∣∣
1

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pFφ(I) dI dp
p0

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
1

n

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

n
‖f‖L2

p,I
.

Using (4.11) and the Sobolev embedding H2
x ⊆ L∞

x , this leads to

|U | ≤ C

1− C
√
E(f)(t)

‖f‖L2
p,I

≤ C‖f‖L2
p,I

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). For α 6= 0, it follows from (3.7), (4.3) and (4.6) that

|∂αU | =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

|α1|≤|α|
Cα1

∂α1

{
1

n

}∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p∂α−α1f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI

dp

p0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C
(
1 + ‖f‖L2

p,I

)
‖∂αf‖L2

p,I
+ C

∑

0<|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I

×


‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
+

∑

|α2|≤|α1|
‖∂α2f‖L2

p,I
+

∣∣∣∣∣
P
(
Ψ, · · · , ∂α1Ψ,

√
1 + Ψ

)

M
(
2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2

√
1 + Ψ,

√
1 + Ψ

)
∣∣∣∣∣




for sufficiently small E(f)(t). Using (4.8) and the Sobolev embedding H2(R3
x) ⊆ L∞(R3

x), we have

|∂αU | ≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.

• ∂α
{ e

n
− ẽ(T0)

}
: Recall from (3.11) that

e

n
− ẽ(T0) =

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

−c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0f
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

−1

c

(
Ψ1

2
+

Ψ3 − 3Ψ2

2(2 + Ψ−Ψ2 + 2
√
1 + Ψ)

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(Uµpµ)
2
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

+
1

c

(
1−

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp

)∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
2cp0Φ + Φ2

}
F

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0
.

This can be handled in the same manner as in the previous cases but it requires tedious computations,
so we omit the proof for brevity.
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• ∂α{U0 − c} : By (3.6), U0 − c can be rewritten as

U0 − c =
√
c2 + |U |2 − c

=
|U |2
2c2

− |U |4
2(2c4 + c2|U |2 + 2c3

√
c2 + |U |2)

.

Then it follows from the previous result of U that

|U0 − c| =
∣∣∣∣∣
|U |2
2c2

− |U |4
2(2c4 + c2|U |2 + 2c3

√
c2 + |U |2)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C‖f‖2L2
p,I

+ C‖f‖4L2
p,I

≤ C
√
E(f)(t)‖f‖L2

p,I

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). Similarly, one can have

∣∣∂α{U0 − c}
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∂
α

{
|U |2
2c2

− |U |4
2(2c4 + c2|U |2 + 2c3

√
c2 + |U |2)

}∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
|∂α1U ||∂α−α1U |+

∣∣∣∣∣
P(U, · · · , ∂αU,

√
c2 + |U2|)

M(2c4 + c2|U |2 + 2c3
√
c2 + |U |2,

√
c2 + |U |2)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C
√

E(f)(t)
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
.

�

In the following lemma, we present the Hessian matrix D2F̃ (θ) with respect to nθ, Uθ, (e/n)θ, q
µ
θ

to clarify the explicit form of the nonlinear perturbation Γ4 given in Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 4.3. We have
D2

nθ,Uθ,(e/n)θ,q
µ

θ
F̃ (θ) = QF (θ),

where Q is a 9× 9 symmetric matrix whose elements are given by

Q1,1 = 0, Q1,1+i = −1 + I
mc2

kBnθTθ

(
U i
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pi
)
,

Q1,5 =
1

kBnθT 2
θ

1

{ẽ}′(Tθ)

{
kBT

2
θ

mc2
ẽ(Tθ) +

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
Uθµp

µ

}
, Q1,6 = 0, Q1,6+i = 0,

Q1+i,1+j =

(
1− pµqθµ

1 + I
mc2

bθmc2

)
1 + I

mc2

kBTθ

{
1 + I

mc2

kBTθ

(
U i
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pi
)(

U j
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pj
)
+
U i
θU

j
θ

(U0
θ )

3
p0

}

Q1+i,5 =

(
U i
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pi
)

(1 + I
mc2 )

kBT 2
θ {ẽ}′(Tθ)

{(
1− pµqθµ

1 + I
mc2

bθmc2

)

×
(
1− Tθẽ(Tθ)

mc2
− 1 + I

mc2

kBTθ
Uθµp

µ

)
−pµqθµTθ

1 + I
mc2

mc2b2θ
∂Tθ

bθ

}
,

Q1+i,6 =
(1 + I

mc2 )
2

bθmc2kBTθ

(
U i
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pi
)
p0, Q1+i,6+j = − (1 + I

mc2 )
2

bθmc2kBTθ

(
U i
θ

U0
θ

p0 − pi
)
pj ,

Q5,5 =
1− pµqθµ

1+ I
mc2

bθmc2

({ẽ}′(Tθ))
2

{
−mc2ẽ(Tθ)

k2BT
4
θ

+mc2
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
Uθµp

µ

k2BT
4
θ

+
2

Tθ
+

{ẽ}′′(Tθ)

{ẽ}′(Tθ)
− {ẽ}′(Tθ)

kBT 2
θ

}

+
pµqθµ

(
1 + I

mc2

)

b2θ ({ẽ}′(Tθ))
2

∂Tθ
bθ

kBT 2
θ

{
−2ẽ(Tθ)

mc2
+ 2

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
Uθµp

µ

mc2
+ 2

k2BT
3
θ

m2c4
+

k2BT
4
θ

m2c4
{ẽ}′′(Tθ)

{ẽ}′(Tθ)

−2kBT
2
θ

mc2
∂Tθ

bθ
bθ

+
kBT

2
θ

mc2
∂2
Tθ
bθ

∂Tθ
bθ

+
2kBTθ

mc2

}
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Q5,6 = − 1 + I
mc2

bθkBT 2
θ {ẽ}′(Tθ)

p0
{
− ẽ(Tθ)

mc2
+

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
Uθµp

µ

mc2
− kBT

2
θ

mc2
∂Tθ

bθ
bθ

}
,

Q5,6+i =
1 + I

mc2

bθkBT 2
θ {ẽ}′(Tθ)

pi
{
− ẽ(Tθ)

mc2
+

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
Uθµp

µ

mc2
− kBT

2
θ

mc2
∂Tθ

bθ
bθ

}
,

Q6,6 = 0, Q6,6+i = 0, Q6+i,6+j = 0

for i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. We omit it. �

We are now ready to deal with the nonlinear perturbations.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then we have

(1)

∣∣∣∣
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂α
βΓ(f)g(p, I)φ(I) dIdp

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I
‖g‖L2

p,I
,

(2)
∥∥∂α

βΓ(f)
∥∥
L2

p,I

≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I
.

Proof. • Proof of (1): Recall from Proposition 3.1 that

Γ(f) =
Uµp

µ

cp0

4∑

i=1

Γi(f) +
P (f)− f

cp0
Φ.

To avoid the repetition, we only prove the most complicated term:

Uµp
µ

cp0
Γ4(f) =

Uµp
µ

cp0
1√
F 0
E

∫ 1

0

(1 − θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ

since the other terms can be handled in the same manner. For this, we use the following notation

(y1, · · · , y9) :=
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)

to denote

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2

nθ,Uθ,(e/n)θ,q
µ

θ
F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

=

9∑

i,j=1

yiyjQijF (θ)

where Qij (i, j = 1, · · · , 9) was given in Lemma 4.3. We observe that

∂α
β

{
1√
F 0
E

∫ 1

0

(1 − θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ

}

=

9∑

i,j=1

∑

|α1|+···+|α4|
=|α|

∂α1yi∂
α2yj

( ∑

|β1|+···+|β3|
=|β|

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)∂α3

β1
Qij∂

α4

β2
F (θ)dθ

)
∂β3

{
1√
F 0
E

}
.

(4.12)

Here ∂α1yi∂
α2yj is bounded from above by Lemma 4.2:

∣∣∂α1yi∂
α2yj

∣∣ ≤ C
∑

|α′
1
|≤|α1|

‖∂α′
1f‖L2

p,I

∑

|α′
2
|≤|α2|

‖∂′α2f‖L2
p,I

.
(4.13)

Note from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 that derivatives of the macroscopic fields n, U, e/n and qµ

are dominated by the L2
p,I norm of the derivative of f , and with the aid of the Sobolev embedding

H2(R3
x) ⊆ L∞(R3

x), one can see that for |α| ≤ N − 2,

∂α
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
≈ (0, 0, 0, 0)
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when E(f)(t) is small enough. From this observation, we see that ∂α3

β1
Qij is well-defined and can be

estimated as

|∂α3

β1
Qij | ≤ C(p0)3

(
1 +

I
mc2

)(
1 + ‖f‖L2

p,I

)
, if |α3| = 0

|∂α3

β1
Qij | ≤ C(p0)3

(
1 +

I
mc2

) ∑

|α′
3
|≤|α3|

‖∂α′
3f‖L2

p,I
, otherwise

(4.14)

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). For the same reason, one can have

∣∣∣∂α4

β2
F (θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ C(p0)|α4|
(
1 +

I
mc2

)|α4|+|β2|
F (θ).(4.15)

By a definition of F 0
E , one finds

∣∣∣∣∂β3

{
1√
F 0
E

}∣∣∣∣≤ C

(
1 +

I
mc2

)|β3| 1√
F 0
E

which, together with (4.15) gives
∣∣∣∣∂

α4

β2
F (θ)∂β3

{
1√
F 0
E

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(p0)|α4|
(
1 +

I
mc2

)|α4|+|β2|+|β3| F (θ)√
F 0
E

≤
∣∣P
(
p0, I

)∣∣ e−C′(1+ I
mc2

)p0

(4.16)

for sufficiently small E(f)(t). Here C′ is the positive constant defined as

e
−(1+ I

mc2
) 1

kBTθ
Uµ

θ
pµe

1
2 (1+

I
mc2

) cp0

kBT0 ≤ e
−(1+ I

mc2
) 1

kBTθ

(√
c2+|Uθ|2−|Uθ|

)

p0

e
1
2 (1+

I
mc2

) cp0

kBT0

≤ e
−min

{

1
kBTθ

(√
c2+|Uθ|2−|Uθ|

)

− c
2kBT0

}

(1+ I
mc2

)

≡ e−C′(1+ I
mc2

)p0

where we assumed that E(f)(t) is small enough to satisfy

min

√
c2 + |Uθ|2 − |Uθ|

Tθ
>

c

2T0

to ensure the positivity of C′. Combining (4.12)–(4.14) and (4.16), and applying the Sobolev embed-
ding H2(R3

x) ⊆ L∞(R3
x) to the terms having lower derivative order, we get

∂α
βΓ4(f) = ∂α

β

{
1√
F 0
E

∫ 1

0

(1 − θ)
(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)
D2F̃ (θ)

(
n− 1, U,

e

n
− ẽ(T0), q

µ
)T

dθ

}

≤
∣∣P(p0, I)

∣∣ ∑

|α′|≤|α|
‖∂α′

f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α′

f‖L2
p,I

e−C′(1+ I
mc2

)p0

which, together with (1.11) and Lemma 4.2 gives the desired result as follows
∣∣∣∣
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂α
β

{
Uµp

µ

cp0
Γ4(f)

}
g(p, I)φ(I) dIdp

∣∣∣∣

≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
|β1|≤|β|

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣
(
∂α−α1{U0} − ∂α−α1{U} · ∂β−β1

{p̂}
)
∂α1

β1
Γ4(f)g(p, I)φ(I)

∣∣∣∣ dIdp

≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∣∣P(p0, I)
∣∣ e−C′(1+ I

mc2
)p0

|g(p, I)|φ(I) dIdp

≤ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

p,I
‖∂α−α1f‖L2

p,I
‖g‖L2

p,I
.
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• Proof of (2): Since the proof is the same as (1), we omit it. �

The following lemma is necessary to prove the uniqueness of solutions.

Lemma 4.5. Assume F̄ := F 0
E + f̄

√
F 0
E is another solution of (1.1). For sufficiently small E(f)(t)

and E(f̄)(t), we then have
∣∣∣∣
∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
Γ(f)− Γ(f̄)

}
(f − f̄)φ(I) dIdpdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖f − f̄‖2L2
x,p,I

.

Proof. Since it can be proved in the same manner as in Lemma 4.4, we omit it. �

Lemma 4.6. Suppose E(f)(t) is sufficiently small. Then we have
∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂αΓ(f)∂αP (f)φ(I) dIdpdx = 0.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 3.1 that

{L(f) + Γ(f)}
√
F 0
E =

Uµp
µ

cp0

{(
1− pµqµ

1 + I
mc2

bmc2

)
FE − F

}
≡ 1

p0
Q.

We then have from Proposition 3.2 (1) that
∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂αΓ(f)∂αP (f)φ(I) dI dpdx

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂α

{
1

p0
√
F 0
E

Q− L(f)

}
∂αP (f)φ(I) dI dpdx

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

1

p0
√
F 0
E

∂αQP (∂αf)φ(I) dIdpdx − 〈L(∂αf), P (∂αf)〉L2
x,p,I

=

∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂αQ
P (∂αf)√

F 0
E

φ(I) dI dp

p0
dx.

(4.17)

Here P (f) is given in (3.3) as

(4.18) P (f) = a(t, x)
√

F 0
E + b(t, x) ·

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E + c(t, x)

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

where

a(t, x) =

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp, b(t, x) =

1

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp,

c(t, x) =
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′ (T0)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp.

Inserting (4.18) into (4.17), one finds
∫

R3

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

∂αQ
P (∂αf)√

F 0
E

φ(I) dI dp

p0
dx

=

∫

R3

{
∂αa(t, x)− ẽ(T0)∂

αc(t, x)
}
∂α

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

Qφ(I) dI dp
p0

}
dx

+

∫

R3

∂αb(t, x) · ∂α

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pQ

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

}
dx

+c

∫

R3

∂αc(t, x)∂α

{∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

p0Q

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dI dp

p0

}
dx

which, combined with (1.7) gives the desired result. �
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5. Proof of theorem 1.1

5.1. Local in time existence. Using Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, the local in time existence and
uniqueness of solutions to (1.1) can be obtained by the standard argument [24, 25]:

Proposition 5.1. Let N ≥ 3 and F0 = F 0
E +

√
F 0
Ef0 be positve. Then there exist M0 > 0 and T∗ > 0

such that if T∗ ≤ M0

2 and E(f0) ≤ M0

2 , there is a unique solution F (x, p, t) to (1.1) such that the
energy functional is continuous in [0, T∗) and uniformly bounded:

sup
0≤t≤T∗

E(f)(t) ≤ M0.

5.2. Global in time existence. Recall from Lemma 3.3 that P (f) is an orthonormal projection
defined by

(5.1) P (f) =

{
a(t, x) + b(t, x) ·

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p+ c(t, x)

(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)}√
F 0
E

where

a(t, x) =

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dI dp, b(t, x) =

1

b0m

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pf
√
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp,

c(t, x) =
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′ (T0)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}
f
√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp.

Decompose f as

(5.2) f = P (f) + {I − P}(f)
and insert (5.2) into (3.18) to see that

{∂t + p̂ · ∇x}P (f) = {−∂t − p̂ · ∇x + L}{I − P}(f) + Γ(f)

≡ l{I − P}(f) + h(f)
(5.3)

where we used L[P (f)] = 0 (see Prosposition 3.2). Observe that

{∂t + p̂ · ∇x}P (f)

= {∂t + p̂ · ∇x}
{
a(t, x) + b(t, x) ·

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p+ c(t, x)

(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)}√
F 0
E

=

{
∂t
{
a(t, x)− ẽ(T0)c(t, x)

}
+ c

3∑

i=1

∂xi

{
a(t, x)− ẽ(T0)c(t, x)

} pi
p0

+

3∑

i=1

(
∂tbi(t, x) + c2∂xi

c(t, x)
)

×
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pi + c

3∑

j=1

3∑

i=1

∂xi
bj(t, x)

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pipj

p0
+ c∂tc(t, x)

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p0
}√

F 0
E

:= ∂tã(t, x)ea0
+ c

3∑

i=1

∂xi
ã(t, x)eai

+

3∑

i=1

(∂tbi(t, x) + c∂xi
c̃(t, x))ebci + c

3∑

j=1

3∑

i=1

∂xi
bj(t, x)eij

+∂tc̃(t, x)ec

where
ã(t, x) := a(t, x)− ẽ(T0)c(t, x), c̃(t, x) := cc(t, x)

and ea0
, · · · , ec denote

{ea0
, eai

, ebci , eij , ec} =

{
1,

pi

p0
,
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pi,

(
1 +

I
mc2

)pipj
p0

,
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p0
}√

F 0
E(5.4)

for (1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3). In terms of the basis (5.4), (5.3) leads to the following relation, that is often called
a micro-macro system:

Lemma 5.1. Let la0
· · · lc and ha0

, ·, hc denote the inner product of l{I − P}(f) and h(f) with the
corresponding basis (5.4). Then we have
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(1) ∂tã(t, x) = la0
+ ha0

.
(2) ∂tc̃(t, x) = lc + hc.
(3) ∂tbi(t, x) + c∂xi

c̃(t, x) = lbci + hbci .
(4) c∂xi

ã(t, x) = lai + hai.
(5) c(1− δij)∂xi

bj(t, x) + c∂xj
bi(t, x) = lij + hij .

Proof. Since the proof is straightforward, we omit it. �

Using the same line of the argument as in [24, Theorem 5.4], one finds

(5.5)
∑

0<|α|≤N

〈L(∂αf), ∂αf〉L2
x,p,I

≤ −δ
∑

0<|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

− C
d

dt

∫

R3

(∇x · b(t, x)) c(t, x) dx.

To extend the local in time solution to the global one, we take inner product of (3.18) with f and use
Proposition 3.2 (2), Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6 to obtain

d

dt
‖f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ δ1‖{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
≤ C

√
E(f)(t)D(t).

Applying ∂α
β to (3.18), taking L2

x,p,I inner product with ∂α
β f , and employing Lemma 4.4 and (5.5),

we have

d

dt
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,p,I
− C

d

dt

∫

R3

(∇x · b)c dx+ δ2
∑

0<|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ C
√
E(f)(t)D(t)

for α 6= 0, β = 0, and

d

dt
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,p,I

+ δ3‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,p,I
≤ C

∑

|β1|<|β|

(
‖∂α

β1
f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇x∂

α
β1
f‖2L2

x,p,I

)
+C
√
E(f)(t)D(t)

for α, β 6= 0. Combining above estimates, we obtain the following energy estimate [24]:

d

dt

{
C1‖f‖2L2

x,p,I
+

∑

0<|α|+|β|≤N

C|β|‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,p,I
− C2

∫

R3

(∇x · b(t, x))c(t, x) dx
}
+δND(t)

≤ C
√
E(f)(t)D(t)

for some positive constants C1, C|β|, C2 and δN . Then, the standard continuity argument [24] gives
the global in time existence of solutions satisfying

EN (f)(t) +

∫ t

0

DN (f)(s)ds ≤ CEN (f0).

5.3. Proof of the asymptotic behaviors (Theorem 1.1 (1)–(3)). We start with the derivation
of the local conservation laws for the linearized relativistic BGK model (3.18).

Lemma 5.2. The following relations hold

∂ta(t, x) + kBT0∇x · b(t, x) =
〈
− p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

,

∂tb(t, x) +
kBT0

b0m
∇x

{
a(t, x) + kBT0c(t, x)

}

=
1

b0m

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

,

∂tc(t, x) +
kB

{ẽ}′(T0)
∇x · b(t, x)

=
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′(T0)

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
−ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

.
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Proof. We rewrite (3.18) as

(5.6) ∂tf + p̂ · ∇xP (f) = −p̂ · ∇x{I − P}(f) + 1

τ
(L(f) + Γ(f))

Multiplying (5.6) by
√
F 0
Eφ(I),

1

b0m

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
Eφ(I),

1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′(T0)

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
Eφ(I),

and integrating over p, I ∈ R
3 × R

+, one finds

∂ta(t, x) +

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

=

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

,

∂tb(t, x) +
1

b0m

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

=
1

b0m

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

,

∂tc(t, x) +
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′(T0)

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

=
1

kBT 2
0 {ẽ}′(T0)

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (f) + 1

τ
Γ(f),

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

.

Claim that

(1)

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= kBT0∇x · b(t, x),

(2)

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= kBT0∇x {a(t, x) + kBT0c(t, x)} ,

(3)

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= (kBT0)
2∇x · b(t, x),

which comples the proof.
• Proof of (1): Observe from (5.1) that

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

=

3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

cpi

p0
∂xiP (f)

√
F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp

= c

3∑

i=1

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

pi

p0
∂xi

{
a(t, x) + b(t, x) ·

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
p+ c(t, x)

(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
−ẽ(T0)

)}

× F 0
Eφ(I) dIdp.

(5.7)

By the spherical symmetry of F 0
E , (5.7) becomes

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= c

3∑

i=1

∂xibi(t, x)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2

p0
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

which, combined with Lemma 3.1 (1) gives the proof of (1).
• Proof of (2): In the same way as the proof of (2), one finds

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pj
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I
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= c

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pj)2

p0
∂xj

{
a(t, x) + c(t, x)

(
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

)}
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

= c∂xj {a(t, x)− ẽ(T0)c(t, x)}
∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pj)2

p0
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

+c2∂xjc(t, x)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pj)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp,

for j = 1, 2, 3. Using the Lemma 3.1 (2) and (5), we then have

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
pj
√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= kBT0∂xj {a(t, x)− ẽ(T0)c(t, x)} + b0mc2∂xjc(t, x)

= kBT0∂xj {a(t, x) + kBT0c(t, x)}

which completes the proof of (2).
• Proof of (3): In the same manner, we have

〈
p̂ · ∇xP (f),

{
cp0
(
1 +

I
mc2

)
− ẽ(T0)

}√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

= c2
3∑

i=1

∂xibi(x, t)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)2

φ(I) dIdp

−cẽ(T0)

3∑

i=1

∂xibi(x, t)

∫

R3

∫ ∞

0

(pi)2

p0
F 0
E

(
1 +

I
mc2

)
φ(I) dIdp

= (kBT0)
2∇x · b(x, t).

�

Now we prove the key estimate of this subsection which is a relativistic generalization of Lemma
6.1 of [23]:

Lemma 5.3. Let N ≥ 3. Then for k = 0, · · · , N − 1, we have

d

dt
Gk + ‖∇k+1Pf‖2L2

x,p,I
≤ C

(∥∥∇k{I − P}f
∥∥2
L2

x,p,I

+
∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)

where Gk(t) denotes

∑

|α|=k

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫa(p, I)〉L2
p,I

· ∇x∂
αa(t, x) + 〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∇x∂

αc(t, x) dx

+
∑

|α|=k

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∇x · ∂αb(t, x) + ∂αb(t, x) · ∇x∂
αc̃(t, x) dx

and ǫa, ǫb, and ǫc are linear combinations of the basis (5.4).

Proof. For |α| ≤ N − 1, we have from Lemma 5.1(5) that

c∆∂αbi(t, x) = ∂α
∑

j 6=i

[
− ∂i(ljj + hjj) + ∂j(lij + hij)

]
+ ∂i∂

α(lii + hii).

Here la0
, · · · , lc take the following form:

〈−∂t{I − P}∂αf, ǫ (p, I)〉L2
p,I

−
〈{

p̂ · ∇x − L
}
{I − P}∂αf, ǫ(p, I)

〉
L2

p,I
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where ǫ(p, I) is a suitable linear combination of the basis (5.4). We then have

‖∇∂αb‖2L2
x
≤
∫

R3

〈∂t{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂αb(t, x) dx

+ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
L2

x

‖∇x∂
αb‖L2

x

+
(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖L2
x,p,I

+ ‖{I − P}∂αf‖L2
x,p,I

)
‖∇x∂

αb‖L2
x

(5.8)

where we used Lemma 4.4 to obtain

‖∂αhi,j‖L2
x
= ‖ 〈∂αΓ(f), eij〉L2

p,I
‖L2

x
≤ C

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
L2

x

.

Here the first term on the r.h.s of (5.8) can be written as
∫

R3

〈∂t{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂αb(t, x) dx

=
d

dt

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂αb(t, x) dx

−
∫

R3

〈{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂t∂αb(t, x) dx

= − d

dt

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∇x · ∂αb(t, x) dx

−
∫

R3

〈{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂t∂αb(t, x) dx,

which, combined with Lemma 5.2(2) leads to

∫

R3

〈∂t{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2

p,I
· ∂αb(t, x) dx

≤ − d

dt

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∇x · ∂αb(t, x) dx + Cε‖{I − P}∇x∂
αf‖2L2

x,p,I

+ ε‖∇x∂
αa+∇x∂

αc‖2L2
x
+ ε

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

.

(5.9)

Go back to (5.8) with (5.9) to get

‖∇∂αb‖2L2
x
≤ − d

dt

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫb(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∇x · ∂αb(t, x) dx

+ C
(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ ‖{I − P}∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

)

+ ε1

(
‖∇x∂

αa‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x∂

αc‖2L2
x
+

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)
.

(5.10)

In a similar way, it follows from Lemma 5.1(4) and Lemma 5.2(1) that

‖∇x∂
αa‖2L2

x
≤ − d

dt

∫

R3

〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫa(p, I)〉L2
p,I

· ∇x∂
αa(t, x) dx

+ C
(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ ‖{I − P}∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

)

+ ε2

(
‖∇x∂

αb‖2L2
x
+

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)
.

(5.11)
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Also, we have from Lemma 5.1(3) that

‖∇∂αc̃‖2L2
x
≤ −

∫

R3

∂t∂
αb(t, x) · ∇x∂

αc̃(t, x) + 〈∂t{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2

p,I
∂αc̃(t, x) dx

+ C
(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ ‖{I − P}∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

)

+ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

.

(5.12)

Using integration by parts and Lemma 5.2(3), the first term on the r.h.s of (5.12) can be estimated as

−
∫

R3

∂t∂
αb(t, x) · ∇x∂

αc̃(t, x) + 〈∂t{I − P}∇x∂
αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2

p,I
∂αc̃(t, x) dx

= − d

dt

{∫

R3

∂αb(t, x) · ∇x∂
αc̃(t, x) − 〈{I − P}∇x∂

αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∂αc̃(t, x) dx

}

−
∫

R3

∇x · ∂αb(t, x)∂t∂
αc̃(t, x)− 〈{I − P}∇x∂

αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2
p,I

∂t∂
αc̃(t, x) dx

≤ − d

dt

{∫

R3

∂αb(t, x) · ∇x∂
αc̃(t, x) + 〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫc(p, I)〉L2

p,I
∇x∂

αc̃(t, x) dx

}

+ C′‖∇x∂
αb‖2L2

x
+ C

(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)
.

which, together with (5.12) gives

‖∇∂αc̃‖2L2
x

≤ − d

dt

{∫

R3

∂αb(t, x) · ∇x∂
αc̃(t, x) + 〈{I − P}∂αf, ǫn(p, I)〉L2

p,I
∇x∂

αc̃(t, x) dx

}
+C′‖∇x∂

αb‖2L2
x

+ C

(
‖{I − P}∇x∂

αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ ‖{I − P}∂αf‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)
.

(5.13)

For sufficiently small ε1 and ε2 satisfying C′ε1 ≪ 1, combining (5.10), (5.11) and (5.13) gives the
desired result for spatial derivative. We now employ the case of temporal derivative d/dt. Recall from
Lemma 5.2(1) that

∂t∂
αa(t, x) = −kBT0∇x · ∂αb(t, x) +

〈
−p̂ · ∇x {I − P} (∂αf) + ∂αh,

√
F 0
E

〉

L2
p,I

≤ −kBT0∇x · ∂αb(t, x) + C‖∇x {I − P} ∂αf‖L2
p,I

+ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
L2

x

.

Taking inner product with ∂t∂
αa(t, x), the above estimate leads to

‖∂t∂αa‖2L2
x
≤ Cε

(
‖∇x∂

αb‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x {I − P} ∂αf‖2L2

x,p,I
+ C

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)

+ ε‖∂t∂αa‖2L2
x
,

yielding
(5.14)

‖∂t∂αa‖2L2
x
≤ C

(
‖∇x∂

αb‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x {I − P} ∂αf‖2L2

x,p,I
+ C

∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

)
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for sufficiently ε. In the same manner, one can have from Lemma 5.2(2),(3) that

‖∂t∂αb‖2L2
x
≤ C

(
‖∇x∂

αa‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x∂

αc‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x {I − P} ∂αf‖2L2

x,p,I

)
,

+ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

(5.15)

and

‖∂t∂αc‖2L2
x
≤ C

(
‖∇x∂

αb‖2L2
x
+ ‖∇x {I − P} ∂αf‖2L2

x,p,I

)

+ C
∑

|α1|≤|α|

∥∥∥‖∂α1f‖L2
p,I

‖∂α−α1f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

.
(5.16)

Combining (5.14)–(5.16) and results for the spatial derivative completes the proof.
�

Now we are ready to prove the rest of Theorem 1.1. Since the argument is similar as in [27, Section
4], we only present a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1 (2)–(3) for brevity.
• Proof of Theorem 1.1 (2): Let 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N − 1. Applying ∇k to (3.18), taking the L2

x,p,I inner

product with ∇kf , and using Proposition 3.2, Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, we have

1

2

d

dt

∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

‖∇kf‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ C
∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

.

(5.17)

Using the Sobolev type inequalities and Minkowski’s inequality, the right-hand side of (5.17) can be
bounded from above as

∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

≤ Cδ2
(
‖∇k+1f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I

)
(5.18)

for k = 0, · · · , N − 1, and

∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

≤ Cδ2‖∇Nf‖2L2
x,p,I(5.19)

for k = N respectively. Combining (5.17)–(5.19), one can see that

d

dt

∑

ℓ≤k≤N

‖∇kf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ C
∑

ℓ≤k≤N

‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ Cδ2

(
∑

ℓ+1≤k≤N

‖∇kf‖2L2
x,p,I

+
∑

ℓ≤k≤N

‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

)
.

(5.20)

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 5.3, Sobolev interpolation and Minkowski’s inequality that

d

dt
η

∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

Gk + η
∑

ℓ+1≤k≤N

‖∇kPf‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ Cη
∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

∥∥∇k{I − P}f
∥∥2
L2

x,p,I

+ Cη
∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

≤ Cη
∑

ℓ≤k≤N

∥∥∇k{I − P}f
∥∥2
L2

x,p,I

.
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This, together with (5.20) yields that for sufficiently small η and δ,

d

dt
Eℓ(t) + ‖∇ℓ{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
+

∑

ℓ+1≤k≤N

‖∇kf‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ 0,(5.21)

where Eℓ(t) denotes
Eℓ(t) =

∑

ℓ≤k≤N

‖∇kf‖2L2
x,p,I

+ η
∑

ℓ≤k≤N−1

Gk.

Using the following Sobolev interpolation (for details, please see [27, Lemma A.4]):

‖∇ℓf‖L2 ≤ C‖∇ℓ+1f‖θL2‖Λ−sf‖θL2, where θ =
1

ℓ+ 1 + s
, s, ℓ ≥ 0,

we have from (5.21) and Theorem 1.1 (1) that

d

dt
Eℓ(t) + C0

( ∑

ℓ+1≤k≤N

‖∇k−1f‖2L2
x,p,I

)1+ 1
ℓ+s

≤ 0.

Since Eℓ(t) is equivalent to
∑

ℓ≤k≤N ‖∇kf‖2
L2

x,p,I
for sufficiently small η, this gives the desired result.

• Proof of Theorem 1.1 (3): Applying {I −P} to (3.18), and using Proposition (3.2) and Lemma 4.6,
one finds

∂t{I − P}f + p̂ · ∇x{I − P}f + L{I − P}f = Γ(f)− p̂ · ∇xPf + P (p̂ · ∇xf).

Applying ∇k (k = 0, · · · , N − 2) and taking the L2
x,p,I inner product with ∇k{I − P}f , this leads to

1

2

d

dt
‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I

≤
〈
∇kΓ(f),∇k{I − P}f

〉
L2

x,p,I

−
〈
p̂ · ∇xP∇kf − P (p̂ · ∇x∇kf),∇k{I − P}f

〉
L2

x,p,I

,

which, combined with Lemma 4.4 gives that for small ε,

1

2

d

dt
‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I

≤ Cε

(
∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

+ ‖∇k+1f‖2L2
x,p,I

)
+ε‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
.

(5.22)

On the other hand, note from [27, Lemma 4.4] that using the Sobolev type inequalities and Minkowski’s
inequality, one can have

∑

|α1|≤k

∥∥∥‖∇|α1|f‖L2
p,I

‖∇k−|α1|f‖L2
p,I

∥∥∥
2

L2
x

≤ Cδ2
(
‖∇k+1f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I

)
.

This, together with (5.22) gives that for sufficiently small ε and δ,

d

dt
‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
+ ‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2

x,p,I
≤ C‖∇k+1f‖2L2

x,p,I
.(5.23)

For k = 1, · · · , N − 2, applying the Gronwall inequality to (5.23) and using Theorem 1.1 (2) with
ℓ = k + 1, one finds

‖∇k{I − P}f‖2L2
x,p,I

≤ e−t‖∇k{I − P}f0‖2L2
x,p,I

+ C

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)‖∇k+1f(s)‖2L2
x,p,I

ds

≤ C0(1 + t)−(k+1+s)

which, together with the interpolation gives the desired result for −s < k ≤ N − 2.
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