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Abstract

We consider the non-relativistic quantum Boltzmann equation for fermions and bosons. Using the
nonlinear energy method and mild formulation, we justify the global well-posedness when the density
function is near the global Maxwellian and vacuum. This work is a generalization and adaptation of the
classical Boltzmann theory. Our main contribution is a detailed analysis of the nonlinear operator @) in
the quantum context. This is the first piece of a long-term project on the quantum kinetic equations.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Problem Setup

We consider the quantum Boltzmann equation in three dimensions with hard-sphere collisions:
WF +v- -V, F=QI|FF;F|, (1.1)

where the collision operator

Q[F, F; F): /RS /S2 w, [v—ul) [ (W )F') (14 0F(u))(1+ 0F(v)) (1.2)
w)F(v)(1+6F(u")) (1 + 9F(v’))}dwdu.

for q(w, v —ul) = |w- (v —u)| (w € S?). Here the unknown F(,z,v) is the density function (for quantum
particles), at time ¢ € R, at the position x € T* or R3, and having the velocity v € R3.

In the integral of (L2)), (u,v) denotes the pre-collision velocity, and (u’,v’) the post-collision velocity
with v/ = u+w(w-(v—u)), v = v—w(w-(v—u)). They satisfy the conservation of momentum u+v = u’+v’
and energy |u|® + [v]* = |[o/|* + |v/|>. 0 = £1 corresponds to the fermions (—) or bosons (+), respectively.
The equation is equipped with initial data

F(0,2,v) = Fy(x,v). (1.3)

The collision operator @ is essentially cubic, since the cancellation reveals that

QIF, F: F] /R/ o= u) [P E@) (14 6F () + 0F (v) (1.4)
— F(u)F(v)(1+ 0F(u )+9F(v'))}dwdu.

For fermions (§ = —1), we require that 0 < Iy < 1. For bosons (6 = 1), we require that Fy > 0.
In this paper, we intend to study the global well-posedness and decay of the solution F when it is close
to the global Maxwellian or the vacuum.

Remark 1.1. When 6 = 0, the cubic terms in Q vanish and the equation (LII) reduces to the classical
Boltzmann equation.

1.2 Background and Modelling

In this section, we briefly discuss various quantum kinetic equations. We refer to [61] [I1] for more detailed
discussion.

Quantum kinetic theory concerns the dynamics of a large number of quantum particles, including
fermions and bosons. The equation arising from first principles to describe NN identical interacting par-
ticles is the N-body Schrodinger equation. Under proper scaling and in suitable regime, asymptotically the
overall behavior of this particle system can be characterized by the quantum kinetic equations.
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Model 1: Low density scaling: time ~ ¢!, volume ~ ¢ =3 and N ~ 2.

e The particles are typically far apart and the difference between classical, Fermi, or Bose gas is irrelevant.
All three statistics should be described by the same equation.

e The interacting potential ¢(x) is short-ranged.
e The mean free path and mean free time is of O(e™1).

e In the classical regime, this model corresponds to dilute gas dynamics, which is described by the
classical Boltzmann equation.



e In the quantum regime, this model is described by the quantum Boltzmann equation

OF +v-V,F =QL[F,F), (1.5)
where
QLIF. F] = /R L Bre =0 [Pa)PW) = F) (o] dd (1.6)
Here the collision kernel
Bu(w.v— ) ~ g(w.Jo — ul) |3 (w(w- - w))[*+ > B =) (1.7)

for ¢(k) as the Fourier transform of ¢(x), and higher-order Born approximation B(Ln) (see [1I1).

e The quantum Boltzmann equation has the same structure as the classical Boltzmann equation, but
the collision kernel may be different.

Model 2: Weak coupling scaling: time ~ 7!, volume ~ ¢ 3 and N ~ ¢
e The gas is dense, but the coupling of neighboring particles is weak.
e There are two possible scaling for the potential ¢(z).
— Scaling £2 ¢(z).
— Scaling (e~ 2 ).

e For classical particles, the first scaling gives rise to the classical Landau equation and the second
scaling is equivalent to the low-density limit (which means that it will lead to the classical Boltzmann
equation).

e However, for quantum particles, both scalings are genuine weak coupling. This is described by the
quantum Boltzmann equation (or the so-called Uehling-Uhlenbeck equation [66])

WF+v-V,.F=Qw|F,F;F|, (1.8)
where
wlF, F; F] /R /S B (w,v — ) [F( NE@)(1+0F(u)) (1 + 0F (v)) (1.9)
F(o)(1+0F)) (14 6F (v ))}dwdu.
Here 6 = 1 corresponds to Bose-Einstein statistics (for bosons), # = —1 corresponds to Fermi-Dirac

statistics (for fermions), and § = 0 corresponds to Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics (for classical particles).
The collision kernel

R R 2
Bw (w,v —u) ~ |w- (v —u)| ‘¢(v’ —v) + 000 —u)| . (1.10)
Model 3: Mean field scaling: time ~ ¢!, volume ~ ¢ 73 and N ~ ¢73
e Particles are affected not only by its neighboring particles, but all the others.
e The potential ¢(x) can be short- or long-ranged. The scaling is e3¢(ex).

e In classical mechanics, this corresponds to the Vlasov equation, which is applicable to the long-ranged
potential.



e In quantum mechanics, this is described by the quantum Vlasov equation
OF +v- -V, F+ / / F(y,u)[Vao(y — ) - Vo F(z,v)]dudy = 0. (1.11)
R3 JR3

In this paper, we focus on the weak coupling model with hard-sphere potential ¢(x) = (), which yields
¢(k) = 1. Hence, the collision kernel reduces to g(w, |v — u|), which is exactly the same as the classical one.

Remark 1.2. Some comments regarding the models above:

1. We will discuss the more general models (e.g. inverse power laws) in the subsequent work. Note that a
direct computation reveals that for ¢(z) ~ |x|™? with p > 1, unlike the hard-sphere case, the quantum
collision kernel is not the same as the classical hard/soft potential one. Hence, some of the work in
the related literature using classical hard/soft potential may need reexamination.

2. The low density model with hard-sphere potential will roughly reduce to the classical Boltzmann equation
(if we ignore the higher-order Born approzimation terms), which is less appealing in the quantum
context. Note that for general potential ¢, the low density model is also of interest. There are much
less work in this direction.

3. For classical particles, the Boltzmann equation describes dilute gas and the Landau equation describes
dense gas. However, for quantum particles, both cases give rise to the quantum Boltzmann equations.
In other words, in the quantum regime, Boltzmann equation can be applied to more general scenarios.

4. Similar to the classical Landau equation, quantum Landau equation can be derived by taking grazing
colliston limit in quantum Boltzmann equation. The typical quantum Landau equation is

WF +v-VoF = Quan|F, F; F), (1.12)

where the collision operator

Qran|F, F; F] =V, /

g D(v—u) [F(u)(l + 0F (u)) V., F(v) (1.13)

—F)(1+ 9F(v))qu(u)} du,
for a semi-positive definite matrixz

D(v) = [v]+? (I - “| QT;) with —3 <~y < 1. (1.14)
v

1.3 Motivation and Previous Results

The study of the quantum Boltzmann equation dates back to Uehling-Uhlenbeck [66]. Since then, there are
many papers devoted to its theory and applications in physics, chemistry and engineering. Here, we briefly
summarize the relevant literature regarding its mathematical theory.

So far, the study mainly focuses on two types of problems: the derivation of quantum Boltzmann
equations and homogeneous equations.

The rigorous derivation of classical/quantum equation is an outstanding problem in kinetic theory (see
Vallani [67]). The formal derivation of quantum Boltzmann equation from N-body Schrodinger equation
can be found in Erdés-Salmhofer-Yau [22] and Spohn [6I]. In a series of papers [8, Ol [I0, 12], Benedetto-
Castella-Esposito-Pulvirenti partially derived the quantum Boltzmann equation both in the low-density limit
and weak-coupling limit. The brief surveys of their results can be found in [I1] and [59], and the references
there are also very informative. Some recent progress can be found in Colangeli-Pezzotti-Pulvirenti [17] and
Chen-Guo [16]. In summary, this problem is still largely open so far.



Just like in the classical Boltzmann theory, the homogeneous quantum equation
O F = Q[F, F; F), (1.15)

is a good starting point to develop the whole theory. There are quite a few results in this direction. We refer
to Lu [45], Lu-Wennberg [54] for fermions, and Lu [44] 46 [47], Lu-Zhang [55], Briant-Einav [I4] for bosouns.
Their results basically follow from the moment-entropy approach and are based on L' theory. The theory
has been developed to treat both the isotropic and anisotropic cases.

One of the most interesting facts about the quantum Boltzmann equation is for bosons. Physicists have
long predicted the existence of the so-called Bose-Einstein condensation and it was observed in 1995. Since
then, the mathematical justification of such phenomenon has attracted a lot of attention. Mathematically,
it means that for bosons, the solution to the quantum Boltzmann equation may have singularity (e.g. o-
function) at certain spatial point. The existence of equilibria with §-function has been justified by minimizing
the entropy functional by Escobedo-Mischler-Valle [23].

On one hand, it will be thrilling to justify the generation of such singular solutions when the temperature
is sufficiently low (physical requirement). Escobedo-Veldzquez [27] justifies that for some well-prepared initial
data (e.g. smooth, radial, and sufficiently localized), the solution will become unbounded (i.e. blow up)
within finite time. The work is done for the homogeneous equation with isotropic data. Such localization
restriction for the initial data has been removed in Cai-Lu [15]. We refer to Escobedo-Mischler-Veldzquez
[241[25], Escobedo-Veldzquez [26], Spohn [62], Lu [50, 51], Bandyopadhyay-Velazquez [7] for more information.

On the other hand, studying the general well-posedness and regularity becomes much harder. We have
to develop measure solutions for the Boltzmann equation. There are a lot of progress in this direction for the
homogeneous equation (see Lu [52, 53], Li-Lu [43]). In particular, the stability of Bose-Einstein distribution
has also been studied in the sense of measure.

There are also some results regarding the dynamics of the excited states and interactions with the
condensed states, see Arkeryd-Nouri [2] Bl 4] and Nguyen-Tran [58].

Compared with the homogeneous equation, there are much fewer results on the non-homogeneous equa-
tion, see Dolbeault [18], Zhang-Lu [68] 69], Lu [48] [49] and Arkeryd-Nouri [5]. In particular, all of the known
results so far regarding the Bose-Einstein condensation concerns the homogeneous equation. Also, we refer
to the nice introduction to the quantum Landau equation by Lemou [42]. The semi-classical limit from
quantum Boltzmann equation to quantum Landau equation can be found in He-Lu-Pulvirenti [39].

As far as we are aware of, so far there are very limited study on the non-homogeneous quantum Boltzmann
equation, and the Bose-Einstein condensation. In this paper, we plan to utilize the well-known nonlinear
energy method (see Guo [32] 3] 36] B4] 33 (35, [37], Strain-Guo [63] 64 [65], Kim-Guo-Hwang [41]) and mild
formulation (see Guo [30], Illner-Shinbrot [40], Duan-Yang-Zhu [21] and the references in [28]) to investigate
the global well-posedness of solutions near the Maxwellian and the vacuum.

When we are preparing this work, we are aware of the recent preprint by Bae-Jang-Yun [6] on the
relativistic quantum Boltzmann equation. They used the nonlinear energy method similar to ours. However,
there are some key differences:

e They only consider the system in the periodic setting near the Maxwellian. On the other hand, we
consider both the periodic and whole space settings near the Maxwellian and the whole space setting
near the vacuum. This provides a more comprehensive picture of the solutions in these classical
frameworks.

e More importantly, the nonlinear estimates are different. While in [6] they can bound the nonlinear
term in the relativistic case without using L* bounds in velocity, such an estimate is absent in the
non-relativistic scenario. Therefore, we must take velocity derivatives and use Sobolev embedding,
which introduces a lot of technical difficulties.

1.4 Main Results
1.4.1 Near the Maxwellian
For the case Q = T3, let the multi-indices v and 3 be
¥ =(71,72,73), B = (B1,B2,B3) (1.16)



Denote the differential operator by
ag — 9N PHI3HbLHt2Hks (1.17)

1 “T2 T3 V1 V2 TU3

If each component of € is not greater than 6, we denote by 6 < 6.
Let N > 8. Denote

lrwi=Y |osre] , (1.18)
[y[+]BI<N o
[P DI 0] . (1.19)
[y[+]BISN o
where || f|[;, :~ | fll5,1 is defined in Definition Denote also
ELF®] = Il +/0 ()17 ds, (1.20)
and
Efol = Il foll*. (1.21)

Theorem 1.3 (Periodic Case). Let Q = T3. Assume that the initial data Fo(z,v) = p(v)+Mz (v) fo(x,v) >
0 with p(v) and M(v) defined in B.8) and B9), and fo(x,v) satisfying
Mo

2
for some My > 0, as well as the conservation laws (B12) —BI4). Then there exists a unique global solution
F(t,z,v) = p(v) + M2 (0) f(t,z,v) > 0 to the quantum Boltzmann equation (LX) such that

E[f ()] < Mo (1.23)

Elfo] < (1.22)

for any t € [0,00). Also, the perturbation f(t,x,v) satisfies
LA < Ce™ i foll (1.24)
for some constant C, K > 0.
For the case Q = R3, let the multi-indices v and 3 be
7= (70,71,72,73);, B = (B1, B2, Bs). (1.25)
Denote the differential operator by
O = 0701 0720201 05202 (1.26)

If each component of 6 is not greater than @, we denote by 6 < 6.
Let N > 8. Denote

lren=> |opre|,, - (1.27)
[vI+IBISN o
i, = > o], - (1.28)
[v|+[BI<N o
Denote also
Ol = IO+ [ 17 s, (1.29)
and
Elfol = Il folll> (1.30)



Theorem 1.4 (Whole Space Case). Let Q = R3. Assume that the initial data Fo(z,v) = p(v)+Mz (v) fo(x,v) >
0 with p(v) and M(v) defined in B.8) and B), and fo(x,v) satisfying

—

0

Elfo] < (1.31)

NE

for some My > 0, as well as the conservation laws (B12) —BI4). Then there exists a unique global solution
F(t,z,v) = p(v) + M2 (0) f(t,z,v) > 0 to the quantum Boltzmann equation (LI) such that

ELf()] < Mo (1.32)
for any t € [0, 00).

Remark 1.5. In the whole space case, since the dissipation lacks the lowest-order term, we cannot easily
obtain decay estimates. This loss of lowest-order terms is purely due to the absence of the Poincaré-type
inequality. The optimal ti decay may be obtained under other norms based on a different framework (see
Glassey [28], Duan-Strain [20, [19]). However, it is beyond the scope of our paper.

Remark 1.6. For both Q = T3 and Q = R3, the global solution satisfies the following positivity bounds:
o for fermions 0 = —1, if 0 < Fy(z,v) <1, then 0 < F(t,z,v) < 1;
e for bosons 6 =1, if Fy(x,v) > 0, then F(t,z,v) > 0.

See Theorem[F I8 This is a byproduct of the standard iteration argument.

1.4.2 Near the Vacuum
Given 8 > 0, define

S = {F € C'(Ry xR3 x R®) : |F(t,z,v)| < ce AU+ for some ¢ > O}, (1.33)
equipped with the norm
IE]] = sup (20 (2,2, 0)] ). (1.34)
Define also the solution set
Sk ={FeS:||F|l <R}. (1.35)

Theorem 1.7 (Whole Space Case). There ezists an Ry > 0 sufficiently small such that if || Fy|| < B2, then
the equation (1) has a unique mild solution F € Sg,.

Remark 1.8. In the near vacuum case, the global solution also satisfies the positivity bounds as in Remark
[I.6. Howewver, the proof is highly non-trivial. See Theorem [{.9 for bosons and Theorem[{.13 for fermions.

Remark 1.9. We will skip the periodic case near the vacuum due to the following:

o The framework developed here highly relies on the dispersion properties of the transport operator Oy +v -
V.. However, such dispersive decay in time is absent in the periodic case for mild solution (smoothness
may improve the decay). It is far beyond our methods discussed here.

o In the periodic case for the classical Boltzmann equation, as Mouhot [57] and Briant [13] proved, the
solution will instantaneously fill the vacuum and be above a Mazwellian. This indicates that the near
Mazwellian framework is more suitable for this case. We anticipate that the similar result will hold for
the quantum Boltzmann equation.

e The general theory for solutions merely satisfying |F(t,z,v)| < e~ BV’ s far from mature and there
are very limited results on the global well-posedness.

Remark 1.10. All of these results reveal that if the initial data is sufficiently close to the Mazwellian
or vacuum, then the solution will remain finite and not blow up. Hence, for bosons, the Bose-FEinstein
condensation will not occur. In other words, the occurrence of Bose-Einstein condensation requires more
delicate analysis. This is a sharp constrast with the result in Escobedo- Veldzquez [27].



1.4.3 Notations

Throughout this paper, C' > 0 denotes a constant that only depends on the domain 2, but does not depend
on the data. It is referred as universal and can change from one inequality to another. When we write C(z),
it means a certain positive constant depending on the quantity z. We write a < b to denote a < Cb for some
universal constant C' > 0; we will use 2 and ~ in a similar standard way.

1.5 Difficulties and Ideas

The framework of studying the non-quantum Boltzmann equation near the Maxwellian is classical (see
[28. 32, BIL35]). It is customary to linearize the solution F(, 2, v) around the global Maxwellian ji(v) = e~ *I°
as F = i+ iz f, where the perturbation f(t,z,v) satisfies

8tf+vvxf+L[f]:F[faf]a (136)

for the linearized Boltzmann operator L and quadratic operator I'.
For the quantum Boltzmann equation, the first difficulty is that the naive perturbation F' = u + ,u% f
around the quantum Maxwellian

1

i (1.37)

p(v)
with p > 1 will result in a linearized Boltzmann operator without coercivity, which is devastrating for the

energy method. To get around this, a crucial observation is that we need to redesign the perturbation as
F = j+ M: f with

ol
M) = p(1 +6p) = ﬁ. (1.38)
Then as Theorem B2l reveals, we have that L is a self-adjoint operator on L?(R?®) and
Rsf'L[f]deH(I_P)[f]”Lgv (1.39)
where P[f] is the orthogonal projection of f onto the five-dimensional null space of L, i.e.
Null space of L = {M%(a +b-v+cf):aceRbe Rg}. (1.40)

Then this recovers the basic energy structure as in the classical Boltzmann equation.

The most important distinction between the classical and quantum Boltzmann equation framework lies
in the nonlinear estimates. Compared with [32, Lemma 2.3] using only L? norms, Lemma depends
on sup, f. Thus in order to obtain L{° estimate of f in the Sobolev-space framework, we resort to the
high-regularity framework with derivatives in both space and velocity.

Intuitively, for the classical Boltzmann equation, the nonlinear operator I' only involves integral for dudv
of the form (we ignore the collision kernel

)
/ F(w)f(v) or / ) F@). (1.41)

These can be handled with the pre-post change-of-variable (u,v) + (v/,v"). However, for the quantum
Boltzmann equation, due to the cubic nonlinearity, we must estimate the mixed-type integral

[ sy or [fwsa)or [ ) or [ o) (1.42)

Then the pre-post change-of-variable cannot resolve the difficulty. This kind of integrals have long been
captured as an important ingredient to tackle long-range interactions and non-cutoff Boltzmann equations.
So far, there are mainly two approaches to deal with them:



e The proof of Alexandre-Desvillettes-Villani-Wennberg [Il Lemma 1] justifies that under proper sense,

(31_7;, and %—f}l have positive lower bounds. With this in hand, we may bound [ f(u)f(v") and [ f(v)f(u).
However, the difficulty lies in the remaining two integrals [ f(u)f(u') and [ f(v)f(v’). It has been
shown that ‘11—7:; and ‘é—i do not have positive lower bounds. In the literature, some authors claimed that
it is possible to use the well-known cancellation lemma (see Alexandre-Desvillettes-Villani-Wennberg
[1l Lemma 1]) to finish the job, but we cannot see the viability and it does not look hopeful. Actually,
cancellation lemma is used to bound [ f(u)(f(v) — f(v')) and [ f(v)(f(u) — f(u')), which can help

handle [ f(u)f(v') and [ f(v)f(u'), but not [ f(w)f(u') and [ f(v)f(v'), so the difficulty remains.

e In the analysis of non-cutoff Boltzmann equation, Gressman-Strain [29] introduces two Carleman-type
representations. Roughly speaking, [29, Proposition A.1] makes the change-of-variables v — v’ and
u — v’ with the help of ¢ integral, which is controllable (see [29] Section 3]). This results in the same
good bounds as the above Alexandre-Desvillettes-Villani-Wennberg argument. On the other hand,
[29, Proposition A.2] forcefully makes the change-of-variables v — v and v — u/ with the help of o
integral. However, as [29, Section 7] reveals, this representation will generate singularity ~ |[v — v’ |_1
which cannot fit into our needs. The similar result was also proved by Silvestre [60, Lemma A.1]. All
in all, we still cannot handle the remaining two integrals [ f(u)f(u’) and [ f(v)f(v').

Note that [6, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.7] introduced another method, i.e. rewriting o € S? integral with §
function due to the conservation of momentum and energy. While it works for the relativistic models there,
we may easily check that in the non-relativistic case, the resulting formula is equivalent to the Carleman-type
representation in [29] Proposition A.2]. Hence, it does not work as expected.

At the end of the day, we arrive at the conclusion that we have to resort to LJ° estimate of f, which
depends on high-regularity framework in the velocity variable and Sobolev embedding. This in turn creates
a lot of technical difficulties. For example, we need to estimate the velocity derivatives of L and I" operators.
Such estimates have been done for classical hard-sphere case in [32] Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2]. However, the
proof there highly depends on the explicit formula of L (see [28, Section 3.2, Section 3.3]), which we do not
have. Then we have to use the fact that u(v) ~ f(v) and M(v) ~ i(v) and the conservation laws to bound
the derivatives term by term. In particular, we need to find the partially explicit formula as in [28] Section
3.2, Section 3.3] to complete the estimates.

For the quantum Boltzmann equation near the vacuum, we utilize the robust framework introduced
in Illner-Shinbrot [40] (we refer to Glassey [28, Section 2| for clarity). While the global well-posedness is
not too difficult to adapt, the positivity proof needs more thinking. The proof for the classical Boltzmann
equation relies on a monotonicity argument to construct two approximate sequences from above and below.
In particular, it highly depends on the monotonicity of the gain term [ F(u')F(v’). While this still holds
for bosons with 6 = 1, such a naive adaptation does not work for fermions 6 = —1 since [ F(u')F(v")(1 +
OF (u) + 0F (U)) does not have the desired monotonicity. Our strategy is to redesign the artificial gain and
loss terms to enforce the monotonicity. In particular, we also need to redesign the approximate sequences
such that the convergence is preserved.

1.6 Organization of the Paper

Our paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we record some preliminary results on the quantum Boltz-
mann collision operator @, including the conservation laws, the entropy and H-Theorem, and the quantum
Maxwellian. In Section [3] we study the near Maxwellian case through the nonlinear energy method, which
comes with a careful derivation of the perturbation form, linear and nonlinear estimates, and the proof of
local and global well-posedness. In Section @ we study the near vacuum case via the mild formulation,
proving the global well-posedness and positivity of solutions.

2 Properties of the Collision Operator

In this section, we present some basic results regarding the collision operator (). They are mostly well-known
for the classical Boltzmann equation and we derive them in the quantum context. We mainly adapt from



Glassey [28].

2.1 Conservation Laws

Lemma 2.1. For all smooth functions F(v) and ¢(v), small at infinity,
QU F; Fl(v)¢(v) dv (2.1)
/ / / w, v — u| (u/)F(v')(l +0F (u)) (14 0F(v))
RrR3 JR3 Js2

— F(u)F(v)(1+0F(u)) (1 + 9F(1/))} $(v) dwdudv

/ / / w, [v —ul) F(u’)F(v/)(l +0F (u)) (14 0F(v))
R JR3 Js2

— F(u)F(v)(1+ 0F(u')) (1 + 9F(1/))} (u) dwdudv

/W /W /§2 Ch UI F(u)F')(1+0F(u))(1+60F(v))

— F(u)F(v)(1+6F(u))(1+ HF(’UI))} é(v") dwdudv

/W /W /82 w, |v— u| (u’)F(U’)(l + 0F (u)) (14 0F(v))
— F(u)F(v)(1+0F(u)) (1 + 9F(v'))} o(u') dwdudv.

Proof. The first equality is the definition of @. Then switching the status of v and v, we find that the
integral does not change, so the second equality naturally follows.

The third equality comes from the pre-post collision substitution (u,v) — (u/,v"). Based on [28, Lemma
1.4.1, Lemma 1.6.1], we may directly verify that w - (v — u) = —w - (v —u’), and the Jacobian J satisfies
|J] = 1. Also, under this substitution, we know (u’,v’) — (u,v). Hence, after renaming the variables, we
get the third equality. Similarly, switching the status of u and v, we get the fourth equality. O

Corollary 2.2. For all smooth functions F(v) and ¢(v), small at infinity,
Q[FF Fl(v)p(v) dv (2.2)

/]RS /R3 /S2 v—u| F)F(')(1+0F(u))(1+6F(v))
— Fu)F(v)(1+ 0F (/) (1 + 0F(v’))} {¢(v) + bu) — (') — (b(u’)} dwdudo.
Proof. Adding the four equalities in Lemma 1] this result naturally follows. O

Corollary 2.3. For any smooth function F(v), small at infinity,

QIF, FiFl(v)dv =0, [ QIF.F;F)(v)o,dv =0, / QIF.F:Fl(v) o2dv=0,  (23)
R3 R3 R3
fori=1,2,3.

Proof. Taking ¢(v) = 1,v;, [v]” in Corollary 2 which satisfy ¢(v)+ ¢(u) —p(v") — d(u') = 0, we immediately
obtain the results. O

Remark 2.4. The test function ¢(v) satisfying ¢(v) + ¢p(u) — ¢p(v') — ¢p(u') = 0 s called a collisional
invariant. Corollary [Z3 justifies that 1,v;, |v|* are collisional invariants.
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Theorem 2.5. If F(t,x,v) is a solution to the equation (1) which is suitable small at infinity, then we
have for any t > 0 and for Q = T or R3,

// F(t,x,v)dvdxz/ Fy(z,v)dvdz, (Conservation of Mass) (2.4)

Q Jr3 o Jr3

// F(t,x,v)vidvdxz/ Fy(z,v)v; dvde, (Conservation of Momentum) (2.5)
o Jrs QJr3

// F(t,x,v)|v|2dvdx=// Fy(z,v) |v|* dvdz.  (Conservation of Energy) (2.6)
o Jr3 o Jrs

Proof. We multiply 1, v;, |v|2 on both sides of the equation (1)), and then integrate the resulting equation
over (z,v) € Q x R3. Using Corollary B33 and integration by parts, we get

d J—
at / /QXRSF (t,2,0)¢(v) dvdz = 0

for ¢(v) = 1,v;, |v|2, which implies the desired result. O

Remark 2.6. The above is the basic conservation laws for the quantum Boltzmann equation.

2.2 Entropy and the H-Theorem

Theorem 2.7 (Entropy: H-Theorem). If F(t,z,v) > 0 is a solution to the equation (LII) which is suitable
small at infinity (for 6 = —1, we further require F(t,x,v) < 1 to ensure 1 + OF(t,x,v) > 0), then we have
for any t > 0 and for Q = T? or R3,

%/Q/RS [F(t,:z:,v) In (F(%vv)) —0(1+0F(t,z,v)) In (Wl(twv)) ]dvdx >0.  (27)

Proof. Denote

1 1
We may directly compute
as[F| F

> on both sides of the equation (II)) and integrating over (z,v) € Q x R3,

F
Hence, multiplying In (1 TOF

we obtain

d F
< Fldvde = Fln{——) dud 2.1
dt/Q/RSS[ Jdvdz /Q O n(1+9F> ver (2.10)
:_// {U.VIF—FQ[F,F;F]}ln( r )dvdx
Q Jrs 1+0F

F
_—/Q R3Q[F,F,F]ln(1+9F> dvdz.

11



F
Based on Corollary 2.2l with ¢ = In (1 n 9F>’ we have

Q[FF F]ln(l+€F> dv (2.11)

/ / / w, [v—ul) F(u/)F(v’)(l—I—GF(u)) (1+6F(v))
R JR3 Js2

F(u)F(v) (1 + 0F () (1 + 0F(v') ) deodudy
F(u/)F()(1+ 6F(u)) (1 + 0F (0))

— F(u)F(v)(1+0F(u))(1+ GF(U’))} In <
/RS /R /S w, [v —u)F()F')(1+0F(u)) (14 6F(v))(1— A)In(A) dwdudv,

F(u)F(v)(1+0F(u)) (14 0F(v'))

where A = . Since the function (1 — A)In(A) < 0 for any A > 0, we
F(u)F(0') (14 0F(u)) (1 + 6F(v)) (1 —A4)In(4) < y
thus have
/ Q[F, F; F]In ) qude <0 (2.12)
Q JRr3 Y 1+ 60F = .

Hence, we know

/ / F]dvdz > 0. (2.13)
Q JRr3

O

Remark 2.8. We usually call S[F] the entropy density.

2.3 Equilibrium: the Quantum Maxwellian
In this section, we study the equilibrium, which is independent of time and space.
Theorem 2.9 (Equilibrium). The equilibrium (a.k.a. global Mazwellian) of the equation (L)) is

1

o—(arbotel®) _ g’ (2.14)

p(v) =

for some a,c € R, b € R? with ¢ < 0. For bosons § = 1, we also require a < 0.

Proof. An equilibrium means that it is invariant when time evolves. Suppose that the solution F(t,z,v) to
the equation (L)) is an equilibrium, then we must have

/ / F]dvdx = 0, (2.15)
Q Jr3

which, from the proof of Theorem 27 yields

F
/Q [ QrFi ln<1+9F>dvdx:0. (2.16)

We use the notation from the proof of Theorem 27 In the last line of ([ZI1]), since the integrand is of one
sign, we must have A =1, i.e.

FwF@)  __ Fu)FE) 217
(1+0F(u)(1+6F(v)) (1+60FW))(1+0F@)) '

12



Hence, for ¢ =In ( >, we must have

F
1+0F
¢(v) + p(u) = ¢(v') + p(u'). (2.18)

Then based on [28, Lemma 1.7.2], for continuous ¢, we must have
p(v) =a+b-v+clu?, (2.19)

for some a,c € R, b € R? with ¢ < 0 (to guarantee integrability). For bosons 6 = 1, we also require a < 0 to
avoid singularity of the denominator. Therefore, we know that if F'is an equilibrium, then it must have the
form

1
e—(a+b»v+c|v|2) _ 9

Fv) = (2.20)

On the other hand, it is easy to verify that such F' indeed satisfies the equation (L.TJ).
O

Remark 2.10. Actually, there exist solutions to the equation (1)) in the form of (Z20) where a,b, ¢ depend
on time and space. We call such a solution the local Mazwellian.

Remark 2.11. Based on Escobedo-Mischler-Valle [23] on miminization of the entropy functional, for bosons
we actually allow the presence of §-function. For any given mass, momentum and energy, there exists an
equilibrium in the sense of distribution of the form

1

e—(a+b»v+c|v|2) —1 +di_

(2.21)

b
% )

where a,c,d € R and b € R®. The presence of 6-function at finite time indicates the Bose-Einstein conden-
sation.

For now on, we will consider the simplest equilibrium with b = 0 and ¢ = —1, which is
1
w(v) = 0. (2.22)
elvl*=a _ ¢

When 6 = 0 and a = 0 for the classical particles, this reduces to the standard Maxwellian p(v) = e,
Actually, we allow any a € R. However, for Fermion gas (§ = —1) or Boson gas (0 = 1), this Maxwellian is
highly non-trivial.

For fermions, the Maxwellian is well-defined for any a € R. However, for bosons, we must require a < 0
to guarantee the positivity of F. If a = 0, the Maxwellian might contain a singularity at v = 0.

To handle all cases in a uniform fashion, we require a < 0 and denote

1
pv) = —m—r (2.23)
oelvl” — 6

with p =e7% > 1.

Remark 2.12. Although it is easy to justify that for o > 1,

1
———dv < o0, 2.24
2
R3 Qe|v\ —0

it is almost impossible to evaluate this integral explicitly. This has serious consequences. For the classical
Boltzmann equation with hard-sphere collision, the analysis heavily depends on the explicit computation of
such type of integrals (see the beautiful arguments in [28, Section 3.2] for Gaussian functions). However,
now we have to find other approaches to get around this difficulty.
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3 Global Stability of the Maxwellian

3.1 Perturbation Formulation
3.1.1 The Quantum Boltzmann Operator

Recall the quantum Boltzmann collision operator

Q[F,F; F): /RS/SZ w, v —ul)| F(u )(1+0F(w) (1 +0F(v)) (3.1)
JE@)(1+0F () (14 6F(1) | dwdu
/ / w, v —ul) {F )(1+ 6F (u) + 6F (v))
R3 JS2

— F(u)F(v)(1+ 0F(u') + eF(v’))}dwdu.
We may further decompose
Q|F, F; F] = Q:1[F, F] + 0Q[F, F; F], (3.2)
where
[F,F) = / / w, v — u| (u’)F(v/) - F(u)F(v)} dwdu, (3.3)
R3
oV F; F) = / / w, v — u| (u’)F(v/) (F(u) + F(v)) — F(u)F(v)(F(u) + F(v’))}dwdu. (3.4)
R3
Here Q1 is identical to the classical Boltzmann collision operator, and (s is a trilinear form which contains
the quantum effects. Note that @2 is not necessarily smaller than Q; (we should simply regard it as a

correction), so the quantum effects will play a significant role.
Denote the symmetrized operators

/R 3 /S (o~ u) [F@)GW) + G)FW) ~ Fu)G() ~ G F()|dedu, —— (35)
and
9[F,G: H] /R 3 / v = ul) [F)GW) (H () + H) + G\ FW) (H(w) + HE)  (36)
G(o) (H(w) + H(v')) = G(u)F(v) (H(w') + H(v))) | dwdu.
Obviously, we know
Q|F,Fl=Q:[F,F]|, 2|F,F;F]=Q:|F, F;F]|. (3.7)

Recall that the quantum Maxwellian is

1
N(U) = 2 (38)
oelvl” — 0
with ¢ > 1. Define also
) oelv!l
M) :=p(l+0p) =p+0p* = —————. (3.9)
(oel’l” — )2
We define the perturbation f(t,z,v) via

F(t,z,0) = p(v) + M (0) f(t,2,0), (3.10)
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with

Fol,v) = p(v) + M3 () fo(w, ), (3.11)
satisfying the conservation laws

/ f(t, 2, v)M? (v) dvdz = / fo(z,v) M= (v)dvdz =0, (Mass) (3.12)

Q JR3 Q JRr3
/ ft, x, v)./\/l% (v)v; dvdx = / fo(z, v)./\/l% (v)v; dvdx =0, (Momentum) (3.13)

Q JR3 Q JR3
/ f(t,x,v)./\/l%(v) lv]* dvdz = / / fo(z, v)./\/l%(v) lv|* dvdz = 0. (Energy) (3.14)

Q JR3 Q JR3

Then we may write the equation (1)) as

MEQf+ M* (0 Vof) = Q [t MEF it MEF| 402 [t MEf i M3 it MEF]L (3.15)

Note that
Qlp, p] + 02[p, 5 ] = Q[p, 5 ] = 0. (3.16)
Hence, we have
Q [t M3 £+ MEF| 402 [t M3 f o+ M i+ ME ] (3.17)

=20 [u, ME f| + @ [ME f, ME ]
+9(2°@ [u,/\/l%f;u} +2 [u,u;M%fD +9<£ [M%f,/\/l%f;u} +22 [M,M%f;M%fD
+02 [M%f,/\/l%f;/\/l%f} ,
Hence, we may rewrite the equation (313 as

hf+v-Vaof + LIf] =TS, f3 f], (3.18)

where
Lif] = —2M3Q [u, M%f] M 32 [M,M%f; u] _IM 32 [u,u; M%f] , (3.19)
and
Tlf. fif] = M2 Q [M%f,M%f] LOM 2 [M%f,M%f;u] ) [M,M%f;/\/l%f] (3.20)
+om b o [mipmipimiy].
Here L[f] is a linear operator on f and T[f, f; f] is a nonlinear operator on f.

Remark 3.1. M(v) is chosen in such a way that after “linearization” it is convenient to express the null
space of the linear operator L in terms of M(v) (see Lemmal32 and its proof). Note that unlike the standard
perturbation formulation for the classical Boltzmann and Landau equations (see Glassey [28, Section 3]), here
M does not necessarily coincide with .

3.1.2 Linear Estimates
Recall that
LIf) = —2M 4 Q i MAf| = 20M 32 [, M fip] = 0M 32 [ P ] (3.21)

We use (-,-) to denote the standard L? inner product on R? for a pair of functions f(v) and g(v):

(f.g) = / F@)gw)do.
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Lemma 3.2 (Properties of L). (1) Non-negativity: For any f(v) small at infinity, we have (L[f], f) > 0,
and the equality holds if and only if f(v) = Mz (a +b-v+ec |v|2> with a,c € R and b € R3.

(2) Self-adjointness: L is a self-adjoint (symmetric) operator, i.e. for any f(v),g(v) small at infinity,
we have (L[f], g) = (f, Llg))-

(3) Null space: L[f] = 0 if and only if f(v) = M2 (a +b-v+ C|v|2) with a,c € R and b € R3.

Proof. (1) We may write each term explicitly:

_aMEQ [u le] (3.22)
== M2 [ [ a0 =) ) MA@ + MR ) = ) ME @) (0) = M 0a0) (1) s
— WMt 2 [u le'u] (3.23)
== o7 0) [ [ aten o=l [uw)ME Q) (0(0)+ ) + M W(0) £ ) + o)
— () M () £(0) () + pa(0)) = ME () () £ () (') + (")) | s
and
M2 [u u-le} (3.24)

1 1

== 50MEE) [t = ul) [ o) (M ) F(0) + M 017 (0) + () (ME () ) + ME @) (0)
— () (M ) F() + M) F(0)) = ) (M () () + M3 () £(0') |

——omi) [ / e o= ) [ Yo (ME (@) () + M 0)0)
— (o) (M () f () + ME (@) f ()] deod,

Hence, summarizing all above, we have

- /R /S w, |v—ul) { v) + Op(v)p(u >+9u(v>u(v’>—9u(u’>u(v’))/\4%(u)f(u) (3.25)
+( (u) + Op(w)p(u’) + Opu(w)p(v') — O Yu(v') ) M (0) f (0)

1

= (1) + 00 ) + Op( )(v) — Opu(u)pu(v) ) M () £ (u)

1

= () + B yu(u) + Ol )pa(w) = () u(w) ) M (v’)f(v’)] dwdu.

Direct computation reveals that

(v) + Op() (') + Op () (') = O Yu(o') = (o) (o Yoo (el” —0), (3.26)
() + Op(w)p(u) + Op(u)p(v’) — Op(u) p(v') = p(w)p(u’ (v’ oo (96‘”'2 - 9), (3.27)
() + 00 () + By )pa(v) — Bpu(w)p(v) = (@ Yu(w)p(w)oel” (ol 1" —6),  (3.28)
) + B u(w) + O )(v) = Bp(w)a(v) = (' Yu(w)p(w)oel T (oel1" ~ ). (3.29)
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Hence, we have
£l = M5 ) [ [ oo = utono)utu gt (3.30)
[mu)ge“' (eel"" —0) M3 (w)f(u) + 7 (oo (oel* — 0) M (0) ()
— Yoo el (ge|U’|2 — ) M3 (W) f() p (@)oo'l (Qe|”/|2 o) m? (v')f(v’)]dwdu
=M [ o = (ot (o) el

1

[M %( ) f(u) + M™ ( )f(v)—Mfé(u/)f(u/)—Mfi(v’)f(v’)}dwdu,

due to [ul* + |v]* = [o/)* + |v'|* and p~1(v)ge~ ¥l (Qe|” - 9) M~L(v).
Hence, using the similar techniques as in the proof of Theorem 2.7 (by symmetry of the “kernel” and
change of variables), we have that

/W /W /S2 o = ul) () p(o)p( ) p(o") gel (3.31)

1 1

2
[M 2 () f(u) + M2 (0)f(0) = M2 () f(0) = M2 (o)) f ()| dwdudo,
Since the integrand is always nonnegative, we know

(L[f], f) = 0. (3.32)

In particular, if the equality holds, then we have

NG

MTE(u) f(u) + MTE () f(v) — MTE (W) f(u') — MTE (') (') = 0, (3.33)

which implies that
f(v):M%(a+b-v+c|v|2), (3.34)

for a,c € R and b € R3.
(2) Based on B30) and B31)) in the proof of (1), it is clear that L is self-adjoint.

(3) If f(v) = Mz (a +b-v+ c|v|2>, inserting it into [B30), we know L[f] = 0. On the other hand,
if L[f] = 0, then using B31]) (being zero and noting the non-negativity of the integrand), we have f(v) =
M%(a+b-v+c|v|2)forsomea,cERandb€R3. O

Now we know that the linear operator L given by [BZI]) is a self-adjoint non-negative operator on
L2(R3). Tts null space (kernel) is a five-dimensional subspace of L2(R3) spanned by {M%, oMz, |v|2./\/l%} .
We introduce the following notations:

Definition 3.3 (Projection P onto the null space of L). Let N(L):= {g € L2(R3) Llgl =0} denote the
null space of the linear operator L with a set of basis e := M2 | e; == v;M2 (i =1,2,3), eq := |[v]2M2,
and write

N(L) := span {M% L uME (i=1,2,3), [uPM? } . (3.35)

For the function f(t,x,v) with fived (t,x), we define the projection of f in L2(R3) onto N(L) as

[t zv) = =: {af(t,:c)—i—v-bf(t,x)+|v|2cf(t,:v)}/\/l%,

4
z:O
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where
ots) = {105 e0) = [ g
by (t, ) == (f(t.z, ), ei) = R3f(t7x7')UiM%d’U,
cr(t.o) = (f(toden) = [t Pt do.

From (330), we may rewrite

Lifl =vf - KIf],

where

0= [ [ alelo = u(i)n(u () T M ) dud
RS Js?
and K = Ky — K for

Ka[f] = M //S w, [v = ul)p(u)p(o)p(u ) )e?e ™ T MTE () f (u) dwdu,

1

Ks|f] /]R3 /S2 w, v — u|)p(u )‘u(v)lu(u/)lu(v/)Q2e|u\2+|v\2 (Mfﬁ(u/)f(u/) + Mié(v/)f(v/)

Lemma 3.4 (v Estimate). v(v) satisfies that
V1(1 + |U|) <v(v) < V2(1 + |U|)7
for some vy, v5 > 0.

Proof. We have the naive bounds for pu and M:
e <) e e < M) S el

Hence, considering [u|> + |v]* = |[«/|* + |[v/|?, we may bound

/ / v—u|e‘“|dwdu<u / / v—u|e‘“|dwdu
R3 J§2 RrR3 Js2

v — ul eI dwdu Sv(v) < / [v — ul eI dwdu.
R3

which implies

R3
Then following the same proof as [28, Section 3.3.1], we obtain the desired result.

Lemma 3.5. We have |0gv| S 1 for |8 > 1.

Proof. We first rearrange v as

/]R3 /g .o = ua(w) H{ )M @) P | dwdu
= /11&3 o A(u,v,w)B(v)C(u,v,w) dwdu.

18

(3.36)

(3.37)

(3.38)

(3.39)

)dwdu.

(3.40)

(3.41)

(3.42)

(3.43)

(3.44)



We directly take v derivatives in v, so it might hit one of A, B, C. Then we have

v—u

VoA ~ V(v —ulp(u) = mu(u), (3.45)

V.,B=V, (1 — g@e_lvlz) = 2vg€e_‘”|2, (3.46)
1

V’UC = vv 3 3 2 2 3.47

(Q2 — Qe(e_wl‘ + eIVl ) + @2~ lul*—|v| ) ( )

' e —[ 1Y Z 9pg2etult-lul®
200 u’" - Vyu'e + v - Vyt'e 2v0°e

3

2
(gz — of(e— 1w e 1v?) 4 92e—\u|2—|v|2)

where V,u' = w ®w and V,v' = I —w ® w. Then we have

Vo A(u, v,w)| S plu), (3.48)
IVuB(v)| S e 1, (3.49)
Vo C(u,v,w)| < e~ 30 e 3l'[* o blul®= 410, (3.50)

Then using the substitution v — u — w (the integral is transformed to be with respect to dw), we know

A(w,v,w) = %u(v —w). (3.51)

Obviously, we know |0gp(v — w)| < e~ 2lv=vI* " B(v) does not change and any v derivative will be controlled
by e~1*I*. The structure of C(w,v,w) will be preserved. In particular,

v=v-—wtww w), vV=v-—ww- w). (3.52)

2 ‘ Py
3

’ 712
Hence, any v derivative will be controlled by e 1w, =1l and e—lul®~Iv , and thus our result follows. O

Definition 3.6 (v Norms). We define

1= (o) If(v)lzdv)é ~1f1s (353)

and

s, = ([ [ @5 doa) ~ 7l . (3.54)

Lemma 3.7 (Compactness of K). K is a compact operator on LY (R?) and on L?(R?).

Proof. We may denote

K;[f] = / ki(u,v) f(u)du (3.55)
R3

for some kernel functions k;, i = 1, 2.

We first consider K;. Obviously,
ki (u,v) = g%l MTE () MTE (0)p(u)pa(v) / q(w, Jv — ul)p(u ) p(v') dw. (3.56)

§2
Based on a (341]), we know
w2 e _1 _1 Clul? w2

e T T SMTE(MTE()p(u)p(v) SeTTETE, (3.57)



and
1S el ) S 1. (3.58)

Thus, though we cannot derive an explicit formula for ki, we know it can be well-controlled by the corre-
sponding k; for the classical Boltzmann equation, where

|u

2 2
k1 (u,v) = 7 |v — ul exp <_T| - %) . (3.59)

For K5, ks is not easy to obtain. We first split

1

/R/ w, [v = ) p(w)u()p(u )@ ) M @M (W) f() dodu (3.60)
# [t lo = unuodta P A 0 010

Following the argument as in [28] (3.34),(3.51)], we obtain that

Half :~/]R { /Rz ﬁ [M(n + VL))o + Vi) u(n)e2el VP M () pm (77)} dVL}f(n) dn

(3.61)
where
V=u—-v, V=V -ww V. =V-(V-ww n=v+V, (3.62)
or equivalently
u=n+V,, u=v4+V, J=n (3.63)
Therefore, we know
ka(v,17) = / 2 ﬁ[um V() + Viu(m)e?e™ VPP Mt b ave. (3.64)

Unfortunately, due to the complexity of 4 and M in the quantum Boltzmann equation, we can hardly further
simplify ks as in [28] (3.45),(3.52)] to get an explicit formula. Hence, we turn to direct bounds.
Note that in the original variables

‘ 2 1 1

MM () g e d bl (3.65)

;12
ST S pn) ) (gl
Thus in the new variables, we know

(3.66)
e 2TV < V(oo + V) ()@l ™V MR () M7 E () S ezl Vs,

~

Compared with [28, (3.35)], we know the upper bound and lower bound can be computed explicitly. In
other words, though we cannot obtain explicitly formula of ko, we know that it can be well-controlled by the
corresponding ko for the classical Boltzmann equation, where based on [28, (3.52)]

. 27 1 o 1(luf® = ?)?
2 S . —u—of - L ) 3.67
2(0) = 2 exp< T (3.67)
Then similarly to the argument in [28] Section 3.5], we know K is compact. O
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Corollary 3.8. We have

sup / k1 (u,v)du < oo, sup / k1 (u,v)fdu < o0, (3.68)
veER3 JR3 veER3 JR3
sup / ka(u,v)du < co,  sup ‘kg(u,v)‘zdu < 0. (3.69)
veER3 JR3 veER3 JR3

Proof. See [28] Section 3.3.2]. O

Corollary 3.9. K is bounded on L?(R3) and on LY (R3).
Proof. See [28] Section 3.5]. O
Corollary 3.10. Let o > 0 and k = ko — k1. Then we have

/ o, v)] (1+ [uf*) "3 du S (1 + Juf?) =5 (3.70)
R3

Proof. See [28, Lemma 3.3.1]. O
Lemma 3.11. Let || = k. Then we have

2 2 2
105K gllz2 < llgllze + > 1agllzs - (3.71)
la|=k

Also, for any small n > 0, there exists Ci, > 0 such that for any g(v) € HF(R?) and 5’ < B3, we have

195 KlgllZs < o gl +11 3 10uglZ (3.72)
|| =k

Proof. Due to the standard interpolation estimate

1Vigll 2 S lgllzz [IV5gll o (3.73)

for 0 < j <k, it suffices to justify the L? boundedness of 3K . Furthermore, it suffices to show that 9z K is

compact.
We introduce substitution w = v — u. Then we regroup K; to obtain

1

Kig] = M™% (v) /R3 /&2 |w - w| p(v — w)u(v),u(u’),u(v’)QQe‘”’UJ'zH”‘zM’?(u)g(u) dwdw (3.74)
= [ [ {1 wluto = wmt 3o = o {m bt e gt o
= /}R3 /g? A(w,v,w)B(v)C(w,v,w)g(v — w) dwdw.

Then similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 after taking v derivatives, we know

195, A| S eIl (3.75)
105, B| < e 31T, (3.76)
|0p, C| Se_%|“/|2_%|v/|2, (3.77)

Hence, following the proof of Lemma B.7 we know 0gK is compact.
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Similarly, for K5, using the substitution w = v — u and regrouping, we obtain

(3.78)
Kalg) = M) [ [ ol ulo =)o)t o) (M () + M )g0)) o
_1 1 a2l
/R L wlib o - b {m e @ {utuee Ty
e —w)u%(v)(/\/l’%( Ng() + M E(W)g(r))) } dwduw
:/}R3 /S2 A(w,v,w)B()C(w,v,w)D(w,v,w) dwdw.
Here, A, B,C can be handled as in K; case, so we focus on D. In particular,
Vo (1} (0 = w)d ()M A W)) (3.79)
= (1w = wp M W)) (VoM @) (1o = w)(v) + Vo (v = w)a()) M (W)
Then direct computation reveals that
Vo (M7 @)] S [u'f T, (3.80)
|V (v — )‘ S (ol + v — w| )e*|”|2*|”*w‘2. (3.81)
Hence, we know
V0 (1} (0 = wpd @M EE))| S (0] + Jol + o = w] Je 1P (3.82)
< (4 [o] + Jo = w] Je 21T
S (1 o] + o —w] )e 7l
Similar technique justifies that
]vv (1t v — w)d ()M~ F () ] <+ o]+ o —w|)e T, (3.83)
The similar structure will be preserved when taking higher-order v derivatives. Therefore, we know
196,01 5 (14 [0 4 o = w0 (74T et T) (195,90 + 105,90 ). (3:39)

Here, (1 + |v|‘64‘ + v — w|"84|) can be handled by A and B. Summarizing all above, we know that v

derivatives of K5 will not change its fundamental structure, so we may follow the proof of Lemma [B.7 to
show that dz K5 is compact. O

Theorem 3.12 (Semi-Positivity of L). There exists a § > 0 such that

(Llgl9) = 8 [T = P)[g]ll7, (3.85)

for a general function g(v).
Proof. We prove by contradiction. Assume that there exists a sequence of functions {g,}5°; satisfying

P[g"] = 07 ”g"HLZ =1 and

(Llgnl, gn) < (3.86)

S =
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Since L2 is a Hilbert space, based on the Eberlain-Shmulyan theorem, we have the weakly convergent
sequence (up to extracting a subsequence with an abuse of notation) g, — g in L2. Therefore, by the weak
semi-continuity, we have

lgll, <1. (3.87)
Notice that
<L[gn]7gn> = HgnHig - <K[gn]7gn> =1- <K[gn]7gn> . (388)

Since K is a compact operator on LY, we know it maps weakly convergent sequence into strongly convergent
sequence, i.e.

i [[Kga] — K[g]l, = 0. (3.80)
Hence, we naturally have
lim ((Kga].ga) — (K[gl.g)) = 0. (3.90)

Therefore, using (380, we may direct take limit n — oo in (B8] to get

(Llgl,9) =1 - (Klgl, 9) = 0. (3.91)
On the other hand, the above equality may be written as
(Llgl.g) = (1= llgl7, ) + (llgl7, = (Klgl.9)) = 0. (3.92)

Based on the weak semi-continuity, we just proved that the first term is non-negative. Also, the second term
is actually (L[g], g) which is also non-negative due to Lemma[32] (1). Hence, both of them must be zero, i.e.

L[g] = 0 and ||g||iu = 1. Then based on Lemma B2] (3), we know
g:M%(a+b-v+c|v|2). (3.93)

Then our assumption P[g,] = 0 implies that the limit P[g] = 0, which means a = ¢ = 0 and b = 0. Therefore,
we must have g = 0, which contradicts with ||g[|,., = 1. O

3.1.3 Nonlinear Estimates
Recall that
Dlfi. foi fo] = MTEQ[ME i, MEfo] +0MT32 | M fi, M fin] +0MT32 [ME i ME £ (3.04)
+OME2 [, M L ME o] + oM 32 [ ME i ME o ME ).
Lemma 3.13. For any f(v), we have
P[T[f, f; f]] = 0. (3.95)
Proof. Since
Q |1+ MEfop+ M3 fip+ MEF| = Qlp i) + MEL[f) + METIS, f: ] (3.96)
= MEL[f]+ MET(f, £ 11,
and by direct computation in the same spirit as the proof of Corollary 23]

PMEQu+ M3 f o+ M i+ MEF)| = PLLI] =0, (3.97)

we must have
P[I‘[f,f;f]] =0. (3.98)
O
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Lemma 3.14. For fized w and v, the Jacobian of the transformation u — u’ satisfies

du’ 1

—>= 3.99

du |~ 8’ ( )
and for fized w and u, the Jacobian of the transformation v — v’ satisfies

dv’ 1

— | >=. 3.100

dv| ™~ 8 ( )
Proof. This is based on the proof of Alexandre-Desvillettes-Villani-Wennberg [I, Lemma 1]. O
Lemma 3.15. Let f; fori=1,2,3, and g be smooth functions. Then we have

[ Tl g o (3.101)
R3

Sllallza 1£uls 1Fls 1Fslzs + gl £l e 1ol

g min { (WAl el + 10 el ) sup £l sup sl 1l |
v v v

] ) Ul }

V%fz‘ [l f3ll L2 }

. 1
+lgll, mm{(nfln% 1Falla + Wlsa 152l ) suplsl, (sup [ 1 fall 2 + Il sup
v v v

1 .
v | 1l } + gl mm{ Il sup|fal , sup
v v

gl min {111 sup Ll sup
v v

Also, we have

’/ L[f1, f2; f3]lgdv
R3

< Slip }y?’g} ||fa||Lg ||fb||Lg + (HQHLZ +Slip|yg|> ||f1||Lg ||f2||Lg ||f3||Lg ) (3.102)
and

IPLf2, 23 flglly S suplvgl (||f1||L3 1Fll a1 Fsll .z + 1 £all 2 1L foll 2 (3.103)
+min{sgp|f3| ||f1||L3 ||f2||L% ,sgp|f1|s1;p|f2| ||f3||L% }
+min { sup |l 12l 1 fll gz sup ol 15z ol 5 }
+min{slip|f3| ||f1||Lg ||f2||L5 ,Slip|f1| ||f2||L5 ||f3||Lg })

Here (a,b) runs all combinations of {1,2,3}.

Proof. We look at formula ([3.94) for the I" operator and estimate term by term.
Step 1. Estimate of quadratic terms. For M™2Q [M% fi, M%f2:| and M~z 2 {M%fh M fy; ,u} , based
on [32] Lemma 2.3], we have

MTEQ M fu MEfo] gdv| S 1 Aillg 1 fell gl (3.104)

R

[ MTEQUME £ ME £ gdo| S sup ] il 1 fel (3.105)
(Mt [MEf MEfg|| | S suplvgl fillg I fls (3.106)
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and

[ OMTE2 | MEfu ME fos ] g o) S il 2l gl (3.107)
OME2 [ M3 1, M o) g o] S sup 1] 1l s I el (3.108)
R3 v
oM 22 [(MEf M3 o] g S sup gl 1l 1l s - (3.109)

Step 2-1.  Estimate of cubic terms for BI0I). We then focus on OM~22 {M%fh/\/l%fz;./\/l%fg}.
Recalling (3:41]), we have

omE 2 M, M oy M | (3.110)
St [t to = a2 AT (@) 220+ 1000 ) (80 )]+ ¢4 0] )
et [ o= e 83 (@ )]+ A0 ) ) (8T sl + e3P 1)) doda
< [ [ ot = e (12 + 10 AO]) (8 ]+ 8 | (0)])dud

/]RS /S? v —ul)e” blul® (|f1(u)f2(v)| + [ f1(v) f2(u)| ) (ef%|“,|2 | f3(u))] _|_e*%|v’|2 | f3(v)] )dwdu
= J1+ Jo.

For both parts, we have the naive bound

q(w, v — u|)e_%|“‘2 < v(v). (3.111)
Also, noticing that g(w, |[v —ul) = |w(w - (v — u))| = |u — /|, we have
qlw, |v —ul)e~ 21" < u). (3.112)
For J;, we split
J1( )g(v) dv (3.113)

/R3 / /S o, o= ul)e” 2 (1) f20) | + 1) fo ()] ) (€727 ()] ) lg(0)] deodudy

[ [t = e (1R + )R] (e 0] lo(0)] dodudo
= I11 + I13.

We may directly use Cauchy’s inequality to bound I,
ms ([ (#3004 200200 ) ) (3114)
RrR3 JR3 Js2

(/R3/R/S v)e U £2(u)g ()dwdudv)é

S ||9||Lg ||f1||Lg ||f2||Lg ||f3||Lg :

N|=
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The estimate of I15 is a bit complicated due to g(v)f3(v) term. We may bound it in two different ways

o (/R /R /S‘“ Wi )+f12(vl)f22(u')>deudU)é (3.115)
</RB /RS /Sz o~ ule” T e ()5 (v) dwdud”>%

< ||9||L5 (||f1||L5 ||f2||Lg + ||f1||Lg ||f2||L5 ) sup | fs| .
v

and

1
2
flzssup|f1|sup|f2|( / / / |v—u|92<v>e%'“e%'“dwdudv) (3.116)
v v R3 JR3 JS§2

1
3
x </ / |U_U|f32(11)€_§“Ize_élvﬁdwdudv)
R3 JR3 Js2

< llgllz sup |1l sup fal 1 sl .z
v v

Hence, we know
Lz 5 gl min{(nﬁnLZ 1foll s + 12l s 1ol ) sup sl sup Ll sup | fol sl s } (3.117)
In total, we have

[, 5 @) 0] S oz 1115z 12l 150 (3.118)

+ gl min{(nfln% Wfollga + 1 F3llga 12l ) sup sl sup |l sup | ol 1 ol }
v v v

For J5, we may use two different ways to bound it:

<sup|f3 (/ /R/ v — u| g2(v)e~ =l dwdudv) (3.119)
« ( /R 3 /R 3 /S )0 w) dwdudv)2

S ||9||L5 (||f1||L; ||f2||L3 + ||f1||Lg ||f2||L5>SUP|f3|a
v

Jz( )g(v) dv

and using the fact that |¢(w, |[v — u|)| = |[v — V'],

/RS Ja(v)g < </RS /RS /Sz )dwdudv)é (3.120)
(/R3/R/S o)e 1 2w )dwdudvf
(/R/R/S )dwdudv>2
([ L= 1ot e T g duduao)

= Iz1 + I2o.

Nl=

Using Lemma [3.14] with substitution v — u’, we may obtain

Ior S gl 16ill i 1l N7l (3.121)
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Using Lemma [3.14] with substitution v — v’, we may obtain

VA 13| Nl 15ills Wl e (3.122)

122 S sup
v

In total, we know

VA o] Yol

/}R3 Ja(v)g(v) dv

1
< oy (1Aillga 120z +sup [ | 1fall o + 1l sup
v v

Hence, we know

/R Be)g(v) dv

Sl min{ (1l Wllg + 1611z 12 ) sup Ll (3.123)
A ) al

1
(1fllzz U2l s +sup w2 £ 1l g + L f1ll g sup
v v
Summarizing all above, we know

(3.124)

M 32 | MEfi MEfo; ME | g v
R3
S ||9||Lg ||f1||Lg ||f2||Lg ||f3||L3

gl min { (13 1felz + 1305 1ol ) sup fal sup Al sup ol Il |
v v v

v a]) Il

Step 2-2. Estimate of cubic terms for (BI102). On the other hand, similar to the estimates in Step 2-1,
if we take supremum over v on g, we have

. 1
+ gl .. mm{(”fl”L; 1f2llp2 + 1f2ll gz 1f2ll e ) sup | f], (SUP V2f1‘ If2ll 2 + [1f1ll 2 sup
v v v

A

/R ) dv| S (lgllyg +sup vl ) 1Aillzs 1 Fellzs 1 Falls (3.125)

and

/R Da@)g@)do] < (lglloy +suplval ) Allug 17215 1follss
Hence, we have
[ om b2 (Mt po Mgl av s (lalsg +suwloal) Uil 1ol 15l (3.126)
Step 2-3. Estimate of cubic terms for ([3103). Also, in a similar fashion, for any h € L2, we have

(3.127)

/ 11 (0)g()h(v) dv
RS

< suplvg| 1All» (nflnL% 1fall e 15l s + min {sup £s] 1l 1 foll 2 sup Falsup |l 155l 1 }>,
v v v v
and

(3.128)

/ J2(v)g(v)h(v) dv
RS

< sup vl 1 (min {sup ol 12l Ll sup Al 13 1l
v v v

+miH{SUP|f1| ||f2||Lg ||f3||Lg ,sup | f3] ||f1||Lg ||f2||Lg })
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Therefore, due to duality of L2, we have

HGM’%Q[M%fl,M%fz;M%gH (3.129)

L3
< sup vg| <||f1||L3 1follga 1 fsll g+ min{ sup |fsl 11l s 172l 2 sup | falsup fo] sl s }
v v v v

x,v

+amin { sup | 151l 12l sup 2l 1Al sl
v v

+min { sup || /1l 12l sup Lol L f2ll s sl }>.
v v

Step 8. More estimate of quadratic terms. By a similar argument, we can handle OM =22 | M= f1, u; M2 f3
and OM 22 [M,M%fz;/\/l%fg] For ([B.I0T]), we obtain

5 M %2 [M%fl,u;/w%fg] gdv (3.130)
< Ny 1520 e Wl + gl min {12l sup Fal sup v 2] sl -
and
5 M™% 2 [N,M%fa;M%fg} gdv (3.131)
< lgllay a1 sl + gy min { 1 fell g sup 1ol sup |v fof 175l }-
In addition, for ([B102),
[ oM 2 | MEf s ME S| g o) £ (Nl +suplvgl ) 1l sl (3.182)
and
[ OMTE2 [ M3 s MEfo g v) £ (Nl +suplvgl ) 17202z 1slss (3.133)
Also, for (B103),
He/w%g [M%fl,u;M%fg} g‘ p (3.134)
< sup gl /a1 sl g +sup gl min { 1£1]1 3 sup ol sup |l 1751 }-
and
HoM*%Q [ M3 fo3 M2 15 g’ , (3.135)
< sup v 1 foll gz sl + sup lvgmin { 172] 3 sup | fs| sup | Fol 1S5l }- (3.136)
O

Remark 3.16. The nonlinear estimate for the quantum case is much more complicated than the classical
Boltzmann version. In particular, unlike the classical Boltzmann equation, here we need sup, estimate via
Sobolev embedding, which implies that we have to consider velocity derivatives.
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Lemma 3.17. Let f; fori=1,2,3, and g be smooth functions. Then we have

/'%mﬁJaﬁww
]R3
S llgllpe Mfillpe 150 pe 1fsl e + Mgl e N fallce (1f5]l L.

+lgl, min{(llf{IILg 12l + 162052 17205 ) sup 151 sup L sup L1 1530 }
v v v

(3.137)

Vi f] Vi f

+ gl min{(llf{IIL; 1l + 105 130y ) sup 131, (sup
v v

)15y |

1£30l.z }-

||f2/||L3 + ||f{||Lg sup
v

. 1 . 1
gl min {1700 sup 1751 sup |2 £ 16302+ gl gy min {1720, sup 73] sup [w £
v v v v

Thus, we have

’ / OTLfr, fo; flg dv
R3

< sup |29 12l 10202 + (gl +suplogl ) 120 ca 1550 s 1 Fizs
v v v
and

HagF[fl, f2i fs]g‘

., S sl (nf{nLg TA P AR A A (3.138)
+min {sup | £ 1112 17312 - sup |l sup 731153 5 }
min {sup 3111113 1303 502 51 150 15
+ min { sup 1 1113 131z sup L7115 130 })-

Here (a,b) runs all combinations of {1,2,3}. For s =1,2,3, f = 9} fs where |B1| + [B2| + |Bs| = [B| and
il =+ Pel + [vsl = [l

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma B.15] and Lemma Note that the spatial and velocity
derivatives will be distributed among the three arguments in I', but it will not change the fundamental
structure here. O

3.2 Local Solutions

Theorem 3.18 (Local Well-posedness). There exists M > 0 and T (M) > 0 such that if

Elfo] < % (3.139)
then there exists a unique solution f(t,z,v) to the quantum Boltzmann equation [BIS) such that
E[f(D] < M, (3.140)
for any t € [0,T]. Moreover, the energy E[f(t)] is continuous over t € [0,T]. Furthermore,
o for fermions 0 = —1, if 0 < Fy(z,v) <1, then 0 < F(t,z,v) < 1;
e for bosons 0 =1, if Fy(x,v) > 0, then F(t,z,v) > 0.
Proof. In the following, we mainly study Q[F, F'; F], so we rearrange the terms as
QIF, F; F] = Qp[F, F; F|] — Qq[F, F; F, (3.141)
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where

JIF.G:H] /R /S w, [ — ) F(u) (') (1 + OH (u))dwdu, (3.142)
JE.GiH] - / / w0 — ) [~ 0P ()G H () + F(u) H () (14 0G(u) + 0G(") |deodu. (3.143)
R'g S2

Qq[F, F; F| contains all terms that depends on F(v), and Q,[F, F; F] contains all the other terms. (Here
the F, G, H is the not the same as (31])). We may further rewrite

Qq|F,G; H| = HQ,[F, G, (3.144)
with

WIF,G) = /R3 / w, v — u| —0F (u)G(") + F(u)(1 + 6G(u) + 9G(Uf))} dwdu. (3.145)

Similar to the decomposition in ([BI41]), we may also decompose I" as

Llf,9:h] =Tplf, 95 0] = Tylf, 95 h], (3.146)

where I',, comes from the linearization of @), and I'; from Q.

Step 1. Boundedness. Define the iteration sequence via
O F™ 1 v VL, F" L 4 Q [F™, F™; F™" P = Q,[F™, F™; F™, (3.147)
with
F"H0,2,v) = Fo(x,v). (3.148)
This is equivalent to the perturbation form
Oef™ 1 v Vo f" T b v = K[+ Tp[f", 7 f7] = Tolf™, £ 7, (3.149)
with
0, 2,0) = fo(z,v). (3.150)
The iteration starts with f(t,z,v) = fo(x,v). Taking 9} on both sides of (ZI4J), we obtain
On(015741) 40 Vo (04 ) + 03 (v ) = GIKLS] + OFTH L™ 7 £7) = O LS, £75 ). (3.151)

Multiplying 93 f"*! on both sides of ([ZI5I) and integrating over © x R?, we obtain

3 17 //M@ (@3) -3 (wr) (3.152)

S e Ly st s[5y s

Let n > 0 be sufficiently small and C,, > 0. For the second term on the LHS of (3152), using Lemma [34]
and Lemma 3.5 we have

//ms (agfnﬂ) 05 (anﬂ) (3.153)

> (agfnﬂ) , (Vagf”“ Z a'an+1 L9, ( fn+1)
QxRS Q><R3

fn—i—l

B'<p
2 2
2ol -, - e X o,
x,v x,v ﬁ/<5
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For the first term on the RHS of (8152]), using Lemma BT we have
2
// (agfnJrl) 6EK[fn] 5 n“agfn+1‘L2 +C77 Z Havlfn
QxR3 x,v B/Sﬁ

For the second term on the RHS of (BI52), using the first inequality in Lemma BI7 with sup, falling on
the term with the lowest v derivative, combining with Sobolev embedding theorem H?2 — LS°, we obtain

o forey o mslor, Sporl, g

2
o (3.154)

(3.155)

2

)
Lz,
and

//Qst (agf"H) SOgTlf" S ] (3.156)

2
L2

z,

Y rn+1 Y orn+1 Y rn
sloas=,, {3 Jopr],, - 3 Jlss
B'<B BB

x,v

Y orn+1 . Y rn . Y fn
D LTt PRED O) LT BRI LY
B'<B vpI<B vpI<B

Ly
Summarizing all above and running over |y| + |3] < N, we have

%HIJ“"“}H2 I S+ 0 e i (3.157)

+ I+ I I 0 0 W L+ -

Then integrating over [0, ¢] and using the definition of £, with the help of Cauchy’s inequality, we have

EFTTHM] < Elfol +t sup E[f*TH(s)] +t sup E[f"(s)] + sup E[f"(s)] sup E[f"TH(s)].  (3.158)
s€0,t] s€[0,t] s€[0,t] s€[0,t]
M .
Assume that sup E[f"(s)] < M and &[fo] < - Then taking supremum over s € [0, 7], we have
s€1[0,T)
n+1 M n+1 n+1
sup E[f"T(s)] S =+ T sup E[f"T(s)|+TM+ M sup E[f"(s)]. (3.159)
5€[0,7) 2 s€[0,T) s€[0,7]

Hence, for M sufficiently small and T'(M) sufficiently small, we know

sup E[f"T(s)] < M. (3.160)
s€[0,T]

Therefore, we know this iteration is uniformly bounded.
Step 2. Contraction. On the other hand, taking the difference of the equations for f"*' and f", we

obtain
O = f") + o Vo (f = ) + (P = 1) (3.161)
:K[fn _ fn—l] +Pp[fn _ fn_l,fn;fn] +1—‘p[fn_1,fn _ fn—l;fn—l] +Fp[fn_1,fn_1;fn _ fn—l]
D[ = L T S T = S = T T =

with
(/" = f")(0,2,0) = 0. (3.162)

Similarly to the above argument, we first take 93, multiply Jj (f™ — f™) on both sides of ([BIGI), and
integrate over {2 x R3. Using similar techniques as in proving boundedness, we obtain

sup E[(f" = f")](s) S sup [(f™ = " H](s), (3.163)

s€[0,7) s€(0,
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where we use the nonlinear estimates

J[ ot =y ol — ety (3.164)
(s E[(f" = 1))

s€[0,T]

1

(s elr) " (s elris)’

s€[0,T s€[0,T]

N[
N

< sw e[ - 1))

s€1[0,T

sat( s €[ - ) (s £[7 - )

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

J[ o=y agny e g (3.165)

< (s £l = m)@) (s £l = 0)e) " (s el 1) (s elrmie)’
sur( s £[( = )]0) (s €[ - 1 ]9)

s€[0,T] s€[0,7

/ /Q I O R T e (3.166)

< sw e[ = 1))

s€[0,7)

=
=

(s [(fm = 1))

s€[0,T]

(sup el )

s€[0,T]

N

su( s e[ - @) (s £l - )

s€[0,T] s€[0,7

and

J[ sy gl - g e (3.167)

(s elr) " (s el s)’

s€[0,T7] s€[0,T]

=

< (s e[ - @) (s [ - )] o)

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

Nl

su( sw [ =) ( sup E[( = ]6)
s€[0,T7] s€[0,T7]
//Q . 8g(fn+1 _ fn) .agl—wq[fn—l,fn _ fn—l;fn-i-l] (3168)

< (s el = 0)00)" (s el = r)) " (s £1m000) (s el 0)

M ( sup E[(f = N]6) (s S - ]9)

Nl

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
//Q y 8;’ (fn+1 _ fn) . 8grq[fn71,fn71; fn+1 _ fn] (3169)
S sup E[(f" = fM)](s) - sup E[FT(s)
s€[0,7] s€[0,T]
SM sup E[(f" = *71)](s)-

s€[0,T]

Hence, we know the iteration is a contraction, and thus defines a (uniform) Cauchy sequence. Therefore, we
know that there exists a classical solution f. The uniqueness follows naturally from the contraction proof
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and the Gronwall’s inequality. The inequality (BI57) also justifies the continuity of £[f(¢)] with respect to
t.
The positivity of F' follows from a standard induction. Our iteration is actually

OF"™ 4 vV F 4 Q [F™, FM|F™H = Q [F™, F™; F™). (3.170)
We may verify that for 6 = +1, F™ satisfies the positivity estimate
Q4F", F", F"] > 0. (3.171)

In addition, for 8 = —1, F™ satisfies the positivity estimate

(3.172)
P F" F") = / / w, v —ul)| = OF" (W) F" (") (14 0F" (u)) + F™(u)(1+ 0F™(u")) (1+9F"(v/))}dwdu > 0.
R3
Hence, by solving the ODE for F"*! we may derive the positivity naturally. O

3.3 Global Solutions for Q = T3

In this section, we will justify the global well-posedness and decay for Q = T? case.

3.3.1 Positivity Estimate for L
Lemma 3.19. Assume f(t,z,v) satisfies BIH) fort € [0,T) withT > 1. Also, f(t,x,v) satisfies sup E[f(t)] <

t€[0,T]
M. Then for 0 < s <t <T, we have
t
S (1ol + [ 1070l ar) < S 10l (3.173)
lvISN s lyI<N
and
S (o Iy, dr= (1-eC0) 3 107 f )3, - (3.174)
ly|<N 7 # lv|<N

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem BI8] applying ¥ on both sides of the equation [I5), multiplying
97 f, and integrating over 2 x R3, we have

th Ha”fllmu // of- (v f) = //QR Of-K[0f] //QR T i fl. (3.175)

Then using Lemma B4 Lemma B and Lemma 315 and summing over |y| < N, we have

d
SO )+ (S w0, ) < (X o, ) vu( X s, ) e

[vI<N [v|<N [v|<N [v|<N

When M is small, we may absorb the last term into the LHS to obtain

d
G S )+ (X s, ) s (X 1o ). (3177)

lvI<N [vI<N [vI<N
Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
S0 FWIE . <€ S o i(s)]2, (3.178)
[vISN [vI<N
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Then we integrate over 7 € [s, t] to obtain
S [N, dr < o9t S oI, (3.179)
<N 7? <N

This justifies the first inequality in the lemma.
On the other hand, we may rearrange the terms in (B.I75)

L. //Q 0T o)+ //mRSa”f-K[a”fh //waa”fﬁ”ﬂf,f;f]- (3.180)

Similar to the above argument, we have
d
(s Yz-( e, ) - (X o, ) -a( X e, ). easy
[v|<N Iv[<N lv[<N [vI<N
which yields
d 2 2
(S )z-( X e, ) (3.152)
V<N lv[<N
Integrating over 7 € [s, t], we have
2 2
YOI, 2 > 107G, — D o s 7z, dr. (3.183)
<N <N ly|<N 78

Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

S (o I, dr= (1-eC0) S 107f )3, - (3.184)
ly|<N 78 IvI<N
This justifies the second inequality in the lemma. O

Lemma 3.20. Assume f(t,z,v) satisfies BIH) for t € [0,T] with T > 1. Assume the initial data fo
satisfies the conservation laws. Also, f(t,z,v) satisfies supepo 7 E[f ()] < M. Then there exists a constant
dn € (0,1) such that

//TS/]R3 [0V F()] - 07 f(t) dvdadt > 6y Z / 197 f(¢ HLV . (3.185)

[vI<N lv|I<N

Proof. We prove by contradiction. If the result is not true, then there exists a sequence of solutions

{fn(t,x,v)}f;l to (BI3) such that

sup H(?'an ’
€04y 4 81<N

<M, (3.186)

and
0< (an S fa(t) < — |07 fr(t || .o (3.187)
YN P 3 [ o,

We normalize
fu(t,z,v)

Zn(t, z,v)
\/E|7\<Nf0 107 fu(t HLV

(3.188)
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Then noticing that L = vI — K, we know

o<1_z//w/w [07 70 87Zn()§% (3.189)

[vI<N

On the other hand, by Lemma 319 we know

YN0 fa®Ilz: S D 10707 (3.190)

[v[<N [vI<N

and

> / 107 fu DT, 2 D 107 fa (072 - (3.191)

[vISN [vI<N

Then based on the definition of Z,,, we know that

sup > |07 Z,(t HLz <1 (3.192)
te[0,1] Iy <N

Based on the equation (BI5), we know Z,, satisfies
O0Zy +v-NVyZy+ LZ,| =T fn, fn; Zn). (3.193)
After applying 97 on both sides, we obtain
(07 Zn) + v -V (0" Zn) + L]0 Zn| = O [, fn; Zn). (3.194)

Also, we have the conservation laws

/ / Zn(t, x,0)M? (v)dvdz =0, (Mass) (3.195)
o Jrs
// Zp(t, 2, 0) M= (v)v; dvdz = 0, (Momentum) (3.196)
R3
// Zp(t, x,0) M2 (v) |v]* dvdz = 0. (Energy) (3.197)
o Jrs

Due to the boundedness, we can extract weakly convergent subsequence in L2([0,1] x T? x R?) to get
Ly =2, Oy — Y, (3.198)

where Z and f are the limit functions, respectively.

Step 1. K[07Z,] — K[0"Z] in L*([0,1] x T3 x R?) for |y| < N.
Based on Lemma 3.7 we know K is a bounded operator in L?(T? x R?). Then for any £ > 0, we have

£ 1
[ k@ z: + [ 1K@ 2, S (3.199)
0 ’ 1-¢ ’
Hence, there is no time concentration in a neighborhood of ¢t = 0 or ¢ = 1. Then it suffices to consider
K[07Z,] = K[07Z] in L*([e,1 — ] x T3 x R3).
Notice that
K[0"Z,) = / k(u, )07 Z,, (u)du. (3.200)
R3

Due to the proof of Lemma B.7, we know that though we cannot write k(u,v) explicitly, it actually can
be pointwise bounded by the corresponding operator k(u,v) for the classical Boltzmann equation as in [28]
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Section 3.2&3.3]. Hence, [28, Lemma 3.5.1] justifies that for any ¢ > 0, there exists m > 0 such that we may
split

k(u,v) = ko (u,v) + (k(u,v) = kp (u, v)), (3.201)
where
km(“’?U) = k(“" v)l{(u,v):\u—ﬂZ% and |v|<m}> (3202)
satisfying
1 1
/ / (k= k)0 Zo(D)dul| < g/ 10 Za®),e S e (3.203)
0 Il/R3 L2, 0 v

Then naturally k,, € L?(R® x R3). Based on the density lemma, we may find a smooth function s (u,v) =
k1(u)ka(v) with compact support satisfying

[k — kellpz | Se (3.204)

Hence, we know

1
<lhn—rclly, [ 10200, S (3:209)
u,v 0 x,v

/

Then it suffices to justify

/ (b — 100" Z (£)clu
RS

2
Lz,v

/ k1 (w)0Y Zp (t)du — k1 (w)07 Z(t)du (3.206)
Rg Rg

in L2([e,1 — €] x T?) since we can later multiply so(v) and integrating over v € R3 to complete the proof.
Let x(t,z) be a smooth cutoff function in (0,1) x R3 such that y = 1 in [g,1 — g] x T3. Multiplying
k1(v)x(¢t, ) on both sides of (BI94) to obtain

(3.207)
Oy (fﬁlxﬁ'yZn) +v-V, (fﬁlxﬁ'yZn) = —r1xL [8"Zn] + k1XO [y fr; Zn) + OV Z,, (8,5 +v- Vm) (K1X)-

Due to compact support in (¢,z,v) variables of k1x, we know
1 ) 1 )
[ ezl < [ 1oz, st (3.208)
0 v 0 x,v
and
1 ) 1 )
0 v 0 x,v

Then we are left with the nonlinear term. Based on the third inequality in Lemma [B.17 and our assumption
of the lemma, we always put L%ﬁz on the term with highest-order derivative and use Sobolev embedding to
handle the supremum in (z,v), to obtain

1 1
R AP =S A (LA LA P Y (3.210)
0 ! 0 ! !

In total, we know that

Oy (k1x0" Zy) +v - Vo (k1x07 Z,) € LP([0,1] x R® x R?). (3.211)
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Then from the averaging lemma, we obtain

/ K1 X0 Zn (t, 2, u)du € H3([0,1] x R?).
]RS

(3.212)

Then by the compact embedding, we may extract a weakly convergent subsequence in H 1 , which is a strongly

convergent subsequence in L? such that

/ k1xO" Zp(t, x,u)du — k1xVZ(t, z, u)du.
R3 R3

Hence, our result naturally follows.

Step 2. Z(t,z,v) = a(t,x) M=z + b(t,z) - v Mz + c(t,z) |v|> M2,
From Step 1, we know that

/Ol/w/wl([avzn].avznﬁ/ol/jrs/RgK[awZ],mZ'

Hence, taking limit n — oo in (BI89), we obtain

1
0<1- Y /0 /TS/RBK[WZ]'WZSO'

[vIEN

Z /Ol/Ta/RgK[mZ].mZ:L

[vI<N

Hence, we must have

On the other hand, the lower semi-continuity of v-norm implies

1
> [iezon, <.

[vI<N

Therefore, we know

0< > /Ol/Tg/RsL[&VZ]-aVZ

[v|<N
1 1
=Y / ||8VZ(t)||i;’v— > / /3 /SK[mz} oA
lyl<n 70 lyj<n 70 TR
<1-1=0.

Therefore, we have

1
> [iezon, -1

[v[<N

Z /ol/Tg/RgL[mZ]'mZZO.

[v|I<N

and

(3.213)

(3.214)

(3.215)

(3.216)

(3.217)

(3.218)

(3.219)

(3.220)

In particular, the weak convergence and norm convergence imply strong convergence, i.e. 977, — 977 in

L2([0,1] x R3 x R3).
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Hence, we know Z belongs to the null space of L, i.e.
Z(t,z,v) = a(t,x)./\/l% +b(t, ) CuM? c(t, x) |v|2./\/l%,

where a, b, ¢ are given by Z. In particular, the boundedness of Z implies

sup (07a(t)|3: + 110701132 + 107e(I}s ) S 1.
te[0,1]

Then taking limit n — oo in ([B194]), we know that in the sense of distribution
0(072) +v -V, (07Z) = O'T[f, f; Z].
Also, we have the conservation laws
/ / Z(t,x,v)M? (v)dvdz = 0, (Mass)
Q JR?
/Q /RS Z(t,x,v)./\/l%(v)vi dvdx =0, (Momentum)

// Z(t,x,v)./\/l%(v) lv|* dvdz = 0. (Energy)
Q Jrs

1
Step 8. Ypyen Jo 17 Z(O)lzy , S M-

(3.221)

(3.222)

(3.223)

(3.224)
(3.225)

(3.226)

If this is justified, then it contradicts (B22I9) and we conclude our proof. Plugging B:221)) into (3:223)),

we obtain that

=

(Vo07¢) v |v]? M3+ (0:07c > +v- V(v a"))M
+(0:070 + V,07a) - M3 + (8,07 a) M
Since

2, 1 1 1 1
v v M=z, vy Mz, oy Mz, M3

P = OT[f, f: Z).

(3.227)

(3.228)

are linearly independent, in the sense of distribution, their coefficients on both sides of the equation should

be equal, i.e. the so-called macroscopic equations

0p, 07 =1,
8t(?”c + 81187171 = h;y,

0., 07 + 0,07 = I}, for i # j,
0:07b; + 0,,07a = h,
807 = hY,

where h);, ki, hj;, by, and hj are linear combinations of

/ DTS, £ Zlus [of> ME, / DT i ZlvwyME, [ T f ZluME, [ 0Tl g ZiME,
R3 R3 R3 R3

In particular, based on the second inequality of Lemma B.17 we know

sup (1021152 + 17z + 03]
te[0,1] “ ’ e

From ([3.229), we know

Va0l < I e S M.
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(3.235)
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For b, we directly compute from 3.230) and (B231)

D07 = 0y, b + D0, O
_ ;: (= uir, b, + 00,07 + (= e+ 0,7
_ ;: (007 — 0,,07) + (00, 13) + (- 07 + 0,17
_ ;T;Mavc A a:]]) + 0, 1]
- (- awiav:i 0uih]) + 3 (0a, 1y = 00, ) + 00, ]
= O b+ (02,h] fé; BY) +20,.0].

Tjtlig Zi'Yy i
1#]

Then multiplying 07b; in the above equation and integrating by parts, we obtain

IV2dbill 2 < ([P3] . + 10712 < M.

I,

(3.237)

(3.238)

1
We assume t > — and focus on [0,¢] (otherwise, we can focus on [t,1]). We integrate [B:232)) over [0,¢] to

obtain that for 0 < |y| < N —1

t t
97b;(t) — 97b;(0) —|—/ 0,07a(s)ds :/ h}.(s)ds.
0 0
Then since 0;0,,07a = 0y, h), we have

0z,07a(s) = 0,,0"a(t) —|—/ O, hg (T)dr.
t

Then plug this into the above equation, we have

1 1 t s 1 t
0.,07a(t) = —— (6'Ybi(t) - 6’Ybi(0)> - —/ / Oz, h) (T)drds + —/ h.(s)ds.
t tJo Ju tJo

Then taking xz; derivative, we obtain

t s t
Ouie (1) = —1 (00,070i(8) ~ D, 75,(0)) — 7 /O [ oraitiridras + 1 /O Oy, b3 ()ds.
t

Then multiplying 07a in the above equation and integrating by parts, we obtain

~ ~

IV207all 2 S sup [bll,s + 1Vahd e + B30, < M.
te[0,1] *
In total, we have proved

1
2 2 2
S [ (horli + leels + 107l ) <
0<|a|<N 70

Let |y] = 0 in (3229)-B3233), we know

1
| (1ol + 100l + forely, ) < o
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(3.240)

(3.241)

(3.242)

(3.243)

(3.244)

(3.245)



Therefore, applying Poincaré’s inequality in [0,¢] x T3, we have
! 2 2 2
| (el + 101 + el ) (3.246)

)

1
S [ (I9isalf, + ||vmb|\p " Hvtzcnm +(

c)
The conservation law for Z implies

t t t
/ / a=0, / / b=0, / / c=0. (3.247)
0 JR3 0 JR3 0 JR3

R3 R3 ‘ R3

ST

]R3 R3 ‘ R3

Hence, we have

1
2 2 2
| (el + 101, + ey ) < o (3.218)

This concludes our proof. O

Remark 3.21. This proof highly relies on Poincaré’s inequality, so it cannot be naturally extended to ) = R3
case.

Lemma 3.22. Assume f(t,z,v) satisfies BIH) for t € [0,T] with T > 1. Assume the initial data fo
satisfies the conservation laws. Also, f(t,z,v) satisfies supyepo ) E[f(t)] < C M. Then there exists a constant
dm € (0,1) such that for any t' > 0 and a positive integer n wzth t'+n €[0,T],

t'4+n t'+n
/ / / [07f(1)] - 7 f(t)dvdadt > 6ar D 107 f(t HLV : (3.249)
<N 7t T3 JR3 <N 7t
Proof. We apply Lemma [B.20] to each of the intervals [t/,¢' + 1], [t +1,¢'+2], -+, [t + (n — 1),¢' + n] and
then sum them up. O

Remark 3.23. [t is not very easy to further extend the result to intervals with arbitrary length. In particular,
if we take fo satisfying (I — P)[fo] = 0, then for a short period of time, we know the results in Lemma [Z20
cannot be true. Hence, the lower bound of interval length is very important.

3.3.2 Global Well-Posedness and Time Decay
Theorem 3.24. There exists My > 0 such that if

My
lfol < 22, (3250)
then there exists a unique solution f(t,x,v) to the quantum Boltzmann equation [BID) such that
E[f(t)] < Mo, (3.251)
for any t € [0,00).
Proof. We first choose the initial data E[fy] < ER Denote
T = sup {t >0: sup E[f(s)] < M}. (3.252)
s€[0,t]
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Based on Theorem [B.18] for the local well-posedness, we know T' > 0. For any t € [0, T, applying 97 on both
sides of the equation (m, multiplying 07 f, and integrating over T? x R3, we have

salodl v [ osnon)= [ ool (3.253)

We further integrate over time to obtain

t t
2 _ 2 . .
s, + [ [ s =ionli + [ [ ool (3.254)

For each t, we split t = t' + n, where t' € [0,1) and n is a positive integer. Then using Lemma [312 Lemma
322 and Lemma BI7] and summing over |y| < N, we have

(X 1orsels, )+ / (X 10718, ) < Curelhil + Cur sup L7
V<N ’ <N s€[0.]

for some constant Cj; > 1 depending on M. However, the second term in LHS still lacks the information
on [0,t']. We fill this gap by adding the missing piece (the integral over [0,¢']) on both sides

(3.255)

(S wosi., )+ [ (S 10k, ) < cuelnl+cu s elrts) / (X 1oty ).

0,t
ly[<N <N s€[0,7] lv[<N

Then based on Lemma B19) we know for ¢ € [0,1)

/ ( > o fIIz, >§ > 10 follze - (3.256)

[vI<N [vIEN
Hence, in total, we obtain
S sl + [ (01, ) < outlnl+ou s e G25)
<N ’ V<N s€[0.]

Next, we consider the mixed derivative case. For any t € [0,7T], applying 8['37 on both sides of the equation
(B.I5), multiplying 9} f, and integrating over T® x R?, we have

(3.258)

d
@ /w 0f - L[93f] =~ /M 011 - (9sLle7 ]~ L[0}f]) + /TR O3S - O3TLS. £ f)-

1
2d

Note that the each term in 9L [0 f] — L[9} f] has 0}, f with 0 < [8’| < |B|. Hence, we may use a simple
induction over |3| =0,1,2,--- , N to obtain

ELf(H)] < Cuélfol + Cum sp Elf(s). (3.259)

Note that we cannot directly absorb the last term into the LHS since we are not clear whether Cjy M < 1.
We further choose M, such that

1
Cyu My < 3 (3.260)
Also, we choose the initial data
My My M
£ < — < = 3.261
ol Sewr= 25 < 52 <5 (3.261)



Denote

Ty = sup {t >0: sup E[f(s)] < MO}. (3.262)
s€0,t]

For 0 <t < Tp < T, the bound ([B:259) still holds. Hence, we have

M, 1
ELFB)] < CurElfol + Car sup E[f(s)]° < =7 + 5 sup E[f(s)). (3.263)
s€[0,t] s€[0,t]
Taking supremum over ¢ € [0, Tp], we have

M,
sup E[f(s)] < =2 < M. (3.264)

t€[0,To] 2
Then by standard continuity argument, we know Ty = oo. O

Theorem 3.25. Under the same assumption as in Theorem [3.24), the global solution f(t,x,v) satisfies
7@ < Ce |l foll, (3.265)
for some constant C; K > 0.

Proof. We mainly use an argument similar to Hadzié-Guo [38] and Maslova [56]. Based on the proof of
Theorem [3:24] we know for any s < t with |t — s| > 1,

t
(Ol +/ IL£()IE dr < Coll £(s)]1%. (3.266)
Since || £ < If @I, we know
£ +/ £ (r)lI7dr < Coll £(s)II>- (3.267)
Denote
V)= [l (3.268)
Then naturally
V(s) < Coll£(s)II%, (3.269)
and thus
V/(s) = ~IF6)IP < V(). (3270)
0
Therefore, we know
V(s) < V(0)e %" (3.271)

Then we integrate over s € [t,2t] for ¢t > 1 in (B267), we have

2t [e'e)
tmes/|mems/|mem:V@ (3.272)
t t
Hence, we have
IF@)* < V(0)e o, (3.273)
Since V(0) < My, our result naturally follows. O

42



3.4 Global Solutions for ) = R3

In this section, we will prove the global well-posedness when = R3.
Denote a special dissipation rate

1Al = 1A=P)fl, + > |33 (3:274)
0<|v|<N
Note that this does not include ||Pf]|;, , which has not time or spatial derivatives.
3.4.1 Positivity Estimate for L
Similar to Q = T3 case, we denote
f(tv €, ’U) - P[f](tv &€, ’U) + (I - P)[f](ta x, 1)) (3275)
= a(t, )M +b(t,x) -0 M? +e(t,2) o M* + (1= P)[f)(t,2,),
where a, b, ¢ are given by f.
Plugging (B270)) into (BIH) and compare the two sides with the basis
vi [P M2, M3, uME M3 (3.276)

we obtain the so-called macroscopic equations

0y, 00c =070 + 1), (3.277)
0+ 8,,07b; = 0] + h7, (3.278)
02,07b; + 0y, 07b; = £, + 7, for i # j, (3.279)
010b; + 03,07 a = €, + h};, (3.280)
9,07 = 1) + h], (3.281)

where (7;, 07, (7., £}, and ] are the coefficients corresponding to the above basis for the linear term —(8; +

cir Yir Vigo
v-V,+ )I=P)[0f], and h);, h, h);, hj; and h] are corresponding to O'T[f, f; f].

ci? YK

Lemma 3.26. We have

S (0l + 160 + 1l + 18l + 120 ) S 30 MA-P) e (3.282)

[v|<N-1 V<N

Proof. Assume the basis in ([B276) is {e,(v)}. Then the coefficients £7;, £, £];, £]; and £ are just linear
combinations of

/ (O +v-Vo+ L)I-P)[07f] € (3.283)
]RS

Note that with Lemma 3.7 and Lemma [3.12]

2
‘/ (O +v-Vo+L)I-P)[Of] ¢ (3.284)
R3 Lg
< nl - o (1@ =P)[8 7 f]° + o’ |(1 - P)[V.O" f]]? - P)[L[f]I]
Sl [ e (IT= PRI AP + 10 1= PIV.07 AP + - PYL AP
ST = PYAD ]2, + (L= VL0 f2: + (T — P07 f]]1% -
Hence, our result is obvious. O

Remark 3.27. This lemma indicates that we must include 0y in the definition of 7.
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Lemma 3.28.

2
S (182l + 170 s + 13 g + ATl + 15202 ) S WA NS o - (3.285)
[vI<N

Proof. Similar to the above lemma, it suffices to bound

This is a bit delicate since || ], , does not include the lowest order terms.
For || > 0, the derivative is distributed among the three arguments in I'. Based on the second inequality
in Lemma B.I5] we may assign L2 to the term with highest-order derivative to bound it by || f[[, . Then

(3.286)

O, f3 ] en
]RS

L2

we assign LS° for the other two terms, and the Sobolev embedding helps bound them by || £]>.
The more delicate case is |y| = 0. We split f = P[f] + (I — P)[f] and get

DU 7 £ =07 @ P)[fl] + T [7. - P PLA) + T B PL P (3257
+F[P[f],P[f];P[f]]

Since ||| ||, , includes [|(I —P)[f]|| .2, so the first three terms are good to go. We just need the estimates as
in |y| > 0 case. The difficult part is the last term

\ [ r[pinpuipm) | (3.288)
R3 L2
Since P[f] = a(t,z)M? + b(t, ) - vM?2 + ¢(t, ) |v]> M=, we have

D[P PULPU) || S [l + 01+ 1e| | S llalidy + 1613, + el (3.289)

s ) ’ n L ~ L2 ~ LS LS LS - .
Due to Sobolev inequality in R?, we have
laliSs + 1Bl + i3 S I1Vaalils + 1Vab2s + I¥aclZs S AP 10 (3.290)

Hence, our result naturally follows. O

Remark 3.29. The Sobolev inequality in R? plays a key role in the proof of this lemma. It does not hold in
Q=T3 case.

Lemma 3.30. Assume f(t,z,v) satisfies BID) fort € [0,T] with T > 1. Assume the initial data fy satisfies
the conservation laws. Also, f(t,z,v) satisfies sup ||f(¢)|| < M. Then there exists a constant dpr € (0,1)
t€[0,7]

)

such that
(3.291)
d
L{07f(t)] - 07 f(t)dvdx > § 17 f7, == | a(Ve b)=IIFINFIE,-
0<WZ|<N /W /R3 | | . 0<’YZ<N oo di /Ra v

Proof. Due to Lemma B.12, we know
> [ [ tese)-osond=s 3 e a- o, (3.292)
o0<fy|<n /TR 0<ly|<N ’

Hence, it suffices to bound [|0"P[f](t),. .Similar the bound of Z in the proof of Lemma B20, and using
the proof of Lemma 326 and Lemma 328, we know

V207l 2 S N5l pe + il e S > MaA=P) o Al + AN Al » (3.293)
0<|y|<N
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and

190781 %1 + 10053 + 1A + 1702 (3200
2
S > M@=P) fllga + WA
0<|y|<N
Also, from ([B.230)), we have
2
10:07ell 2 S 105,07 bill 2 + 171z + W02 S D NE=PYO" gz + WA WA o (3:295)

0<|v[<N

The remaining term is for temporal derivative of b, which will be discussed later.

For a, (3233) implies

10:07all s SNl e + 102N S D IA=P)O Mgz + WA AN, - (3.296)
0<|v[<N

The remaining term is for purely spatial derivative of a. Let v = [0,71,72,73]. For |y| > 0, taking 9,, in

(B232) yields
Oy, = — 0,00, 07b; + D, (£, + 1), (3.207)

Multiplying 07a on both sides, integrating over R?, and integrating by parts, we have

IV207all s S 10:07bill Lo + 1l L2 + Mgl e S > M@=P) e + WAl (3.298)
0<|v|<N

For | V| - O7 the same prOCedure 1mphes
x R3 x x

In particular, we know

d d
/ a(Vz~8tb):—/ a(Vy - b) — 8ta(Vz~b)§—/ a(Vy -b) + [|0call22 + | Vabl32 . (3.300)
R3 dt R3 R3 dt R3 x x
In summary, we have
d
IIVmalligSE/Rsa(Vm-bH S I@=e)@ sl + I (3.301)
0<|v|<N

Finally, we come to the purely temporal derivative of b. For v = [, 0,0,0] with |y| > 0 in (3280), we have
10:07bill L2 < 102,07 all L2 + [oill L2 + 1wl 2z - (3.302)
The RHS has been estimated as above. In particular, for |y| = 0, we need to introduce % Jas a(Ve-b). O

3.4.2 Global Well-Posedness

Denote

E[f@)] = |||f(1ﬁ)|||2+/O 1)l o ds, (3.303)
and

Efo) = [l foll*. (3.304)
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Theorem 3.31. There exists My > 0 such that if

My
Elfo] < DR (3.305)
then there exists a unique solution f(t,x,v) to the quantum Boltzmann equation [BID) such that
E[f(1)] < Mo, (3.306)

for any t € [0,00).

Proof. Applying 97 with |y| > 0 to BIH), multiplying 87 f on both sides and integrating over R? x R?, we
get

3 2 s+ Y

0<|y|<N 0<|v[<N

Llofl-of= Y / . OTf, f1 f]- OV f. (3.307)

3 3
xR 0<|y|<N

Using Lemma [3.30 and similar techniques as in the proof of Lemma B.28, we have

d
a( > Wi, - [ alv. b)) X 1R, S IR, (3.308)
0<|v|<N 0<|y|<N
For |y| = 0, we have
1
W+ [ wns= [t (3.300)
R3xR3 R3 xR3
Note that
[rinsfir= [ rinssa-p (3.310)
R3 xR3
Using similar techniques as in the proof of Lemma [3.28] we have
1122 +IE=P)AIR, . SHARNAIR,. (3:311)
In total, we have
d
G(Cl + X s, - [ aw.n) (3312)
0<lyl<N R
H( X 10, 1A= ) SR,
0<|y|<N

In particular, we may choose C' sufficiently large to kill fR3 a(Vy - b). Hence, we have

d
E(nfn%ﬁ ) ||37f||2Lgm>+< S ||8”f||2L;m+||(I—P)[f]||2Lgm>SIIIfIIIQIIIfIIIio- (3.313)

0<|y|<N 0<|y|<N

This is for |8] = 0 case. When |3| > 0, we use similar induction as in the proof of Theorem B.24] to obtain

d
&Illflll2 1o S WA AU, - (3.314)

Here note the key fact that

/ L] g= / L[~ P)[f]] - (- P)[g]. (3.315)
R3 R3
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and

[ st g = [ Tl st @ Pl (3.316)
R3 R3

This helps handle the case when the velocity derivative hits v, K or I'. Since I — P part is included in the
dissipation, we are good to go. Then by a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem B.24] we obtain the
global well-posedness. O

Remark 3.32. This provide a different framework to justify global well-posedness. It also works for € =
T3 case. However, note that Theorem s slightly better since there we do not need to take temporal
derwatives.

4 Global Stability of the Vacuum

In this section, we focus on the global well-posedness and positivity of the mild solution near the vacuum.

4.1 Mild Formulation

As in the classical Boltzmann equation, we decompose the collision term

QIF, F; F| =Qgain|F, F; F] — Qloss|F, F; F, (4.1)
where
Qeain[F, F; F] : /R3 /S w, v —u|)F(u)F') (14 0F(u) 4+ 0F (v))dwdu, (4.2)
QuslF, F: F] / /S w, v — ul) F()F(v)(1 + 6F (') + §F (v')) duwdlu. (4.3)
In particular, we might write
Qioss [F, F'5 Fl(v) = F(v) - R[F, F(v), (4.4)
where
R[F, F): /R3 /S2 lv —ul)F(u)(1+ 0F(u') + 0F (v"))dwdu. (4.5)
Given 8 > 0, define
S = {F € CO(Ry x R® x R3) : there exists ¢ > 0 such that |F(¢,z,v)| < ce_ﬂ(‘wlzﬂv‘z)}, (4.6)
equipped with norm
IF]] = sup (20 (2,2, 0)] ). (47)
We name the weight function
w(z,v) = Bl o), (4.8)

We introduce the transported solution

F#(t,z,v) = F(t,z + tv,v). (4.9)
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Then the quantum Boltzmann equation can be rewritten as
OF* = Q¥[F. Fi F| = Q,,[F, F; F) — QL [F, F; F), (4.10)
where
dim[F F; F|(t,z,v) = dim[F F; F|(t,z +tv,v) (4.11)
/R3 /S2 v —u)F(t, @+ to,u)F(t,z + to,v') (1 4+ 0F (t,z + tv,u) + 0F(t,  + tv,v))dwdu,
/ / v —u)F* (t,z +t(v — o), W) F#(t, 2 + t(v —v'),0) (1 + OF% (t,z +t(v — u), u) +9F#(t,x,v))dwdu,
QF [P, F; F)(t,,v) = Qf_[F, F; F)(t,x + tv,v) (4.12)

/ / v —u)F(t,z + tv,u)F(t,x + tv,v) (1 + 0F(t,x + tv,u’) + OF (¢, + tv,v"))dwdu,
R3 JS2

/ / s v —ul) F#(t x4+ tlv —u), u)F#(t,x,v) (I—I—HF#(t,x—l—t(v—u/),u/) —I—HF#(t,x—l—t(v—v'),v'))dwdu.
R3 JS2

4.2 Global Well-Posedness
The equation (LI0) can be written in the mild formulation

F#(t,z,v) = Fo(x,v) + /Ot Q7[F, F; F)(r,z,v)dr. (4.13)

We call the function F' € S satisfying the above a mild solution to ([@I0). Hence, the key is to bound
£

/ anm [F, F; Fl(7,x,v)dT and/ QﬁSS[F,F;F](T,I,U)dT.
0

Lemma 4.1. We have
/ e Blrtro—w)? qr < \/E 1 _ (4.14)
0 v — u

Proof. This is |28, Lemma 2.1.1]. O

Lemma 4.2. We have

2

|z 4+ 7(u — v’)|2 + ‘a: +7(v— v’)2’ = |3:|2 +lz+7v—u)|. (4.15)

Proof. Thisis |28, (2.19)]. Note that the conservation laws of the classical and quantum Boltzmann equations
are the same, i.e. u+v =+ and |u)® + |v|* = [u/|* + [v']*. O

Lemma 4.3. For F#* € S and any t > 0, we have

’/ Qloss [F, F; F|(r,x,v)dr

< 872 @ o) ([ E#]17 + [I17#)]1°)- (4.16)
Proof. We may further decompose

QF W [F Fi F(t,x,0) = QF  ([FF)(t,2,0) + 0Q, ,[F. F; FI(t, z,v) + 0QF 5 [F, Fy Fl(t,z,v),  (4.17)

where
Qlossl[F F(t, z,v) / / q(w, [v —u)F# (t,z + t(v — w), u) F7 (¢, z,v)dwdu,
R3 Jg2
QlossZ[F F; F|(t,z,v) / / q(w, [v —u)F#(t, 2 + t(v — ), u) F# (t,2,0) F# (t,z + t(v — '), ') dwdu,
R3 Jg2

Qlosﬁ[FF F|(t,x,v) / / q(w, v — u)F# (t,z + t(v — u), )F#(t,:zr,v)F#(t,x—l—t(v—v/),v’)dwdu.
R3 J§2
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We first consider Qiss 1- Direct computation reveals

¢ t
’/ Qiss s Bl odr| = / F#(r,z, U)dT/ v —u| F#(r,2 + 7(v — u),u)du (4.18)
0 ’ g .
s (r.2 +7(v — u), u)dudr
t
S w‘l(@v)mF#}”z / [v — ul o—Blul® g=Bla+7(w=v)1* 35,47
0 Jr3

t
w ) |PHI| [ o - ule o du e erePar,
3 0

Based on Lemma [.]], we know

t 00
/ e—\m+7—(v—u)|2d7_ < / e—|1+T(U—u)|2d7— < E 1 . (419)
0 o Vrlv—u

t
} [ @t PP opar

Hence, we have

$o el @o)||F4 [ et an g s | FAI. @0)
R‘

Next, we turn to Qﬁss 5. We have

‘/t Qff oo ol F, 5 F)(7, 2, 0)dr (4.21)
/ F#(r,z ’U)dT/ lw- (v—w)| F#(r,2 + 7(v — u),u) F# (1,2 + 7(v — '), ') dwdu
(@, 0| 7| / - (v — w)| e Plul =Bl [ g=Blatr(w—wl? = lotro—u) g, qudr] .
Since e #I*'I" < 1 and e*ﬁ|m+f<“*“’>| < 1, it reduces to Qf,, | case. Hence, we have
/Ot QF . olF s Fl(r,2,0)dr| S 872w (z,0)|| F#||”. (4.22)
Similarly, we know
/0 Qo [F, F Fl(r 2, v)de]| < 8720 o) || P (4.23)
=
Lemma 4.4. For F# € S and any t > 0, we have
}/ Q. ialFFi Pl )dr| S 6720 @) (1P + |7#)): (4.24)

Proof. We may further decompose
Qfain[F,F;F](t,x,v) anm E F(t, x,v) + HanmQ[F F;F|(t,z,v) —|—9anmg[F,F;F](t,aj,v), (4.25)

where

anml[F Fl(t,z,v) / / w, [v—ul)F#(t,z +t(v—u'), W) F#(t, 2 + t(v — v'),v")dwdy,
RS Js2

IX
3 Js2

anmQ[F’F;F] t,.I,’U - (
/ q(w, v —u)F#(t,z +t(v —u'),u)F#(t,z + t(v — '), ") F* (¢, z,v)dwdu.
3 Js2

(t,2,0)
anm J[F, F F(t oz, v) =

w, v — u|)F#(t,:1: +t(v— u/),u/)F# (t,a: +t(v— v’),v/)F#(t,x +t(v— u),u)dwdu,

T~
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We first consider Q Direct computation reveals

gain,1*

‘/ QL [F.F)(r 2, 0)dr (4.26)
lv — u| F# (rya+7(v—u'), u')F# (r,2 4 7(v —0"),v")dwdudr
R3 /52
2 712 712 "2 N2
S o —u|e B[P emBl [ e Platr(v=uF =8l (= quududr .
Using Lemma 2] and the conservation laws for (u,v) and (u/,v"), we have
t
‘/ anm F, Fl(r,z,v)dr| S H’F#H‘ / v — u|efmulzefﬁ‘”‘ze*mml%*ﬁlm”(”*“)‘QdudT (4.27)
o Jrs
t
<w (z, U)|HF#|H2 / v — u|e Pl e Blrtr(v=—wl® qudr|
o Jre
Then it reduces to the Qﬁss)l case in Lemma 43| so we know
‘/ QF s [F F)(r 07| S -2 (o) || F#| (4.28)
Next, we turn to anm 5. We have
‘/ anmg [F, F; F](r, ,v)dr (4.29)

< lFH)I° w) e P o B 8 o Bledr (o) g Bletr (v o= 8ledr = qududr |

. . . #
Using the same technique as in Qg,;, | case, we have

‘/ QF o[ P i F(r, 2, v)dr| < Tikzxalli Ot /R3 v — u| e~ 21l =Bl o= Blel o =2Blatr(0—w)® 4| (4.30)
< 872w ()| ¥
For Qg ain 30 We directly get
'/ anms [F, F; F)(r,z,v)dr| S w™ " (z,v) ‘HF#‘H ‘/ anml[F,F](T,$,U)dT (4.31)
< 872w (o) |

|

Define the operator
FIF#|(z,v) = Fy(z,v) + /0 t Q*[F, F; F|(r, z,v)dr. (4.32)

Define the solution set
Sr={F € S:||F|| < R}. (4.33)

R
Theorem 4.5. There exists a constant Ry such that if ||Fol| < —, then the equation @IO) has a unique
mald solution F' € Sg,.
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R
Proof. Using Lemma 4] and Lemma B3, we know for || Fo|| < 70, we have

t
|.7:[F#]| < |Fp| + ‘/ dim [F, F; F|(r,x,v)dr| + ‘/ QiSS[F,F;F](T,JJ,’U)dT (4.34)
0
<w @ o)lIBoll + 520 o) (|7 + | 7#]]°).
Therefore, we know
IFE# S Wl -+ 572 (IE#° + 1E#17) (4.35)

R
< 5 AR+ RY) < Ro.

Hence, F is a mapping from Sg, to Sg,. A similar argument justifies that this is a contraction. Hence, the
solution exists uniquely. O

Remark 4.6. This theorem justifies that for both fermions and bosons, in the space S, the solution remains
small and smooth. Hence, if the initial data is in S and is sufficiently small, there is no possibility of
Bose-FEinstein condensation. This is significantly different from the result of homogeneous equation.

In the homogeneous equation, the lack of transport operator means that we lose the dispersion and cannot
handle the time integral. This is exactly the key in non-homogeneous case.

4.3 Positivity of I’ for Bosons 0 =1

Recall
Qgain[F, G; H) /RS /SQ w, [v —ul)F(u)G') (14 0H (u) + 0H (v))dwdu, (4.36)
and
Quoss[F, G; H](v) = F(v) - R[G, H](v), (4.37)
where
R[G, H] = /R /S w, v —u)G(u) (1 + 0H (u') + 0H (v")) dwdu. (4.38)

Suppose S is the restriction of element F' € S to [0,7] x R® x R3. Assume (o(t, z,v) < ug(t, z,v) with
Lo, ug € S. Define a sequence

9 €k+1 + £k+1 # g, ur) = Q o0k s Ck], (4.39)
Qf.

Opufl ) + uffy R¥ [0, 0] = QF e, wis ugl, (4.40)

with initial data ¢+ = Fy and ug41 = Fp.
We would like to select some special starting point (£, up) and study the convergence property of

(e uf).

Lemma 4.7. If ||Fyl| and B72(Ro + R3) are sufficiently small, then there exists {o,ug € St such that the
Beginning Condition (BC)

0 S 60 S él S U7 S Uug (441)

holds for t € [0,T].
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Proof. We take £y = 0, which implies R*[(y, o] = 0 and Q# [¢0, £o; o] = 0. Hence, we have

gain

atﬂ?& + E#R# [U’Ou uO] = 07 (442)
O} = Qf iuluo, uo; uo). (4.43)

Due to the positivity of R#[ug, uo] and Q* [to, wo; uo], this naturally implies

gain
0< ¥ <R <uf. (4.44)

Hence, it remains to show u?& < u# . This does not hold for arbitrary wg, so we need a delicate construction.

Let

Y(v) = sup e | Fy(z,v)] . (4.45)
Then we know
P(v) < e Pl (4.46)
We know
¢
u(t,z,0) = Fy —I—/ Qiin[uo,uo;uo](ﬂx,v)dr, (4.47)
0
or equivalently
t
ui(t, z +tv,v) =Fo+/ / lw - (v —u)|uo(T, z + Tv,u )up (T, x + TV,0") (4.48)
o Jrs Js?

X (14 Ouo(7, z + 7v,u) + Quo(7, © + Tv,v)) dwdudr.

We will look for ug = v(x — tv, v), Therefore, u; < ug if and only if
¢
/ / lw- (v —u)|0(z+7(v—u),u)o(x +7(v—"20"),0") (4.49)
0 Jrs Js?
X (14 600(z + 7(v — u),u) + 09(z,v))dwdudr < o(z,v) — Fy(z,v).
Then we further require 9(z,v) = e~#1**w(v). Then we know

(u/)w(v/)e—,@|m+r(v—u')|Qe—6|w+'r(v—v/)|2 (4_50)

(W )w(v')e Plel* e=Bletr(v—uwl*

O(r+7(v—u),u)o(x +7(v—120"),0")

|
g £

Hence, u; < g if and only if
(4.51)

t
/ / |w . (U _ “)| w(u/)w(v/)e—6|w+r(v—u)\2 % (1 4 ge—3|w+f(v—u)|2w(u) + Gw(v))dwdudT < w(v) _ w(v)
o Jrs Js2

Using Lemma [£.1] we know

\/g (1+ 6w (v)) /R 3 /S (Yo )dwdu + 9\/% /R 3 /S (@ w(u)ded < w(v) - ). (452)

To prove the existence of solution w(v) > 0, we introduce the space

W = {w € C(R®) : there exists ¢ > 0 such that |w(v)| < ce_ﬂv2}, (4.53)
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equipped with norm
v 2
il = sup e jw(v)| . (4.54)

Define operator

Tw] = (v) + \/g(l + Ow(v)) /R3 /82 w(u)w(v")dwdu + 9\/%/]RS /s2 w(u ) w ) w(u)dwdu.  (4.55)

If w > 0, then naturally T[w] > 0. Then similar to the proof of Lemma [£4] and Lemma [£3] we have

TGl < W0+ 572 (el + el (456)

Hence, when || Fpl| and S72(Ro + R32) are sufficiently small, we can easily justify that 7 maps a small ball
under W norm into the same ball and it is a contraction. Therefore, such w must exist. O

Lemma 4.8. If ly,up € St such that the Beginning Condition (BC)

0<lo<b <up<wug (4.57)
for t € [0,T], then the iterative sequence ({y,ux) are always well-defined for t € [0,T] and satisfies

Uy <1 < uptr < ug. (4.58)

Proof. The sequence is naturally well-defined due to basic ODE theory. We will focus on the inequality.
Rewrite the iteration into mild formulation

o, (8) = Foe Jo B luwsud /O It B L QF 10, 0 G)dr, (4.59)
and
0 (t) = Fye™ Jo BFluk—unal 4 /Ot e~ S B lwv ] Q#1000 y; G )dT, (4.60)
Also, we assume
lp—1 < U < up < up—1. (4.61)
Then
() = () = Py W enit) o Sy ] (162)

t
—i—/ (e_ J7 R ] _ o= JY R#[ukl’uk1]>Q§:in[€k7€k§£k]dT
0

t
+/ e~ Jr BY [ux—1,ura] <Q§;in[£ka£k§ék] - Qiinwkhékﬁfkl])df
0

Due to the monotonicity of R and Qgain, we know all the three terms on the RHS are nonnegative. Hence,
we know Kk#H > Kk#. Similarly, we have uk#+1 < uk# By induction, we know the desired inequality holds. [

Theorem 4.9. There exists a constant Ry such that if ||Fol| and B72(Ro + R3) are sufficiently small with
Fy > 0, then the equation [@IQ) for bosons has a unique mild solution F' € Sgr, with F > 0.
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Proof. Let k — oo in the iteration, since we know ¢ and uj are pointwise monotone with proper upper and
lower bounds, dominated convergence theorem implies ¢/, — ¢ and u; — u satisfying

* — Fo+ / 0% R* [u, u] / QL ult, t: 0], (4.63)
0

u? — F —|—/ u? R¥[0, (] :/ Q?ain[u,u;u]. (4.64)
0 0
Taking the difference, we have

#—E#z(/otf#R#[u,u]—/o #R#M> (/ QP in [, usu] — /dimffﬂ) (4.65)

Hence, we have

Il = e# ) < 57> (28 + B3 ) ]|

(4.66)

which implies u# = ¢#. They both converge to the solution F' to the equation (EI0). Based on our
construction, we know F' is nonnegative. O

4.4 Positivity of F' for Fermions 6 = —1

Recall

Qgain|F, G; H] /R /S w, [v—u|)F(u)G') (14 0H (u) + 0H (v))dwdu, (4.67)
and

Quoss|F, G; H(v) = F(v) - R|G, H|(v), (4.68)

where
RIG, H] = /R /S w, v —u))G(u)(1+ 0H (') + 0H(v')) dwdu. (4.69)

Since # = —1, we have to define the iterative sequence in a different fashion

Oty + O B [k, 4] = anm[gk, Ors ug], (4.70)
(9tuk#+1 + “k#+1R#[€kvuk] = Q?ain (ks ks L] (4.71)

with initial data €1 = Fy and ug41 = Fp.
We would likee to select some special starting point (€g,up) and study the convergence property of
(07 ul)-
Lemma 4.10. If || Fo|| and B~2(Ro + R2) are sufficiently small, then there exists Ly, ug € St such that the
Beginning Condition (BC)
0 S 60 S él S U7 S ug (472)
holds for t € [0,T].

Proof. We take £y = 0, which implies R#[(o, o] = 0 and Q Lo, Lo; Lo] = 0. Hence, we have

gdm[

D% + 1% R#[ug,0] = 0, (4.73)
O} = Qf iuluo, uo; 0]. (4.74)
Due to the positivity of R#[ug,0] and anm [ug, uo; 0], this naturally implies
0< ¥ <Fy<u?. (4.75)
The rest of the proof follows from that of Lemma [£7 O
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Lemma 4.11. If ¢y, up € St such that the Beginning Condition (BC)
0< by <t <up < (4.76)

fort € [0,T], then the iterative sequence (Ux,ur) are always well-defined for t € [0,T] and satisfies

O < lp1 < uptr < ug. (4.77)
Proof. This follows naturally from that of Lemma [L.8 based on the monotonicity of R and Qgain. O

Theorem 4.12. There exists a constant Ry such that if ||Fo|| and B~2(Ro + R3) are sufficiently small with
Fy > 0, then the equation (EIQ) for fermions has a unique mild solution F' € Sg, with F' > 0.

Proof. This follows from that of Theorem O

Remark 4.13. Since we consider the near vacuum case, F' < 1 is naturally true when R is small.
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