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THE SHAKHOV MODEL NEAR A GLOBAL MAXWELLIAN

GI-CHAN BAE AND SEOK-BAE YUN

Abstract. Shakhov model is a relaxation approximation of the Boltzmann equation
proposed to overcome the deficiency of the original BGK model, namely, the incorrect
production of the Prandtl number. In this paper, we address the existence and the as-

ymptotic stability of the Shakhov model when the initial data is a small perturbation
of global equilibrium. We derive a dichotomy in the coercive estimate of the linearized
relaxation operator between zero and non-zero Prandtl number, and observe that the
linearized relaxation operator is more degenerate in the former case. To remove such de-
generacy and recover the full coercivity, we consider a micro-macro system that involves
an additional non-conservative quantity related to the heat flux.

1. Introduction

1.1. The Shakhov model. The fundamental model describing the dynamics of rarefied
gases at the mesoscopic level is the Boltzmann equation. But the complicated structure
and the high dimensionality have long hindered the practical application of the Boltzmann
equation. In this regard, the model equation introduced in [5, 47], has been popularly used
to study various flow problems in place of the Boltzmann equation. However, it was soon
revealed that this model, which goes by the BGK model, cannot achieve the correct Navier-
Stokes limit in that the Prandtl number computed in the hydrodynamic limit is incorrect.

There have been two major remedies to overcome this drawback. The first such effort
goes back to Holway [26], who extended the local Maxwellian into an ellipsoidal Gaussian
to obtain an additional degree of freedom in computing the transport coefficients. On the
other hand, Shakhov [40] suggested a way to get the correct Prandtl number by multiplying
the Maxwellian with an extra term that adjusts the heat flux while leaving the collision
invariant untouched. The price to pay for this adjustment is that the H-theorem holds only
when the flow remains close to the fluid regime. Even with such apparent defect of the
model, the Shakhov model has been widely used in various fields of rarefied gas dynamics,
since it reproduces satisfactory qualitative features of the Boltzmann dynamics in many
important flow problems [8,13,43,44,54,55]. Especially, due to the non-triviality of the heat
flux compared to that of the original BGK, it is reported that the Shakhov model works
better for non-isothermal flows [13, 54]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, however,
the existence of this important kinetic model has never been studied in the mathematical
literature, which is the main motivation of the current work.

More precisely, we consider in this paper the following initial value problem of the Shakhov
model:

∂tF + v · ∇xF =
1

τ
(SPr(F )− F ),

F (x, v, 0) = F0(x, v).
(1.1)

The unknown F : T3 × R
3 × R+ → R is called the velocity distribution function where

F (x, v, t) is the number density of molecules in the phase space on the phase point (x, v) at
1
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time t. We define the macroscopic density ρ, bulk velocity U , temperature T , stress tensor
Θ, and the heat flux q as follows:

ρ(x, t) =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)dv,

ρ(x, t)U(x, t) =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)vdv,

3ρ(x, t)T (x, t) =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)|v − U(x, t)|2dv,

ρΘij(x, t) =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)(vi − Ui(x, t))(vj − Uj(x, t))dv,

q(x, t) =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)(v − U(x, t))|v − U(x, t)|2dv.

(1.2)

The Shakhov operator is defined as

SPr(F )(x, v, t) = M(F )



1 +
1− Pr

5

q(x, t) · (v − U(x, t))

ρ(x, t)T (x, t)2

(

|v − U(x, t)|2
2T (x, t)

− 5

2

)



 ,(1.3)

where Pr is the Prandtl number, M(F ) is the standard local Maxwellian:

M(F )(x, v, t) =
ρ(x, t)

√

2πT (x, t)
3 exp

(

−|v − U(x, t)|2
2T (x, t)

)

.

Although the stress tensor Θ does not explicitly appears in the definition (1.3), except
through the relation:

3T =
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii,(1.4)

we listed it in (1.2) since it will be crucially used in the analysis later. The relaxation time
τ takes the following form [8, 32, 43, 48]:

1

τ
=

1

τ0
ρηTw,(1.5)

for some positive constant τ0 and η ≥ 0, w ∈ R.
The Shakhov operator satisfies the following identities by construction (See Appendix.):

∫

R3

SPr(F )(x, v, t)





1
v
|v|2



 dv =

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)





1
v
|v|2



 dv,

which implies the conservation laws of the total mass, momentum, and energy:

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F (x, v, t)dvdx = 0,

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F (x, v, t)vdvdx = 0,

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F (x, v, t)|v|2dvdx = 0.

(1.6)
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The H-theorem is proved only when the F is sufficiently close to the equilibrium in [40] (See
Appendix.):

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F lnFdvdx ≤ 0.(1.7)

We note that the Shakhov relaxation operator satisfies
∫

R3

(SPr(F )− F )(vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv = −Prqi(x, t).(1.8)

This additional cancellation property explains why the Shakhov model has a bigger de-
generacy in this case in the vanishing Prantl number regime (See Proposition 2.2).
Finally, we mention that the Shakhov model is a generalization of the BGK model in the
sense that it reduces to the original BGK model when Pr = 1.

1.2. Main results. In this paper, we consider the existence and asymptotic behavior of
(1.1) when the initial data is close enough to the normalized global Maxwellian:

m(v) =
1

√

(2π)3
e−

|v|2

2 .(1.9)

We define the perturbation f by F = m+
√
mf , and derive following equation for f from

(1.1):

∂tf + v · ∇xf =
1

τ0
LPrf + Γ(f),

f(x, v, 0) = f0(x, v).
(1.10)

Here, f0(x, v) = (F0(x, v) −m)/
√
m, LPr, and Γ(f) are the linear part and the non-linear

part of the linearized relaxation operator (See Section 2 for precise definitions).
We define the energy functional:

E(f)(t) = 1

2

∑

|α|+|β|≤N

‖∂α
β f(t)‖2L2

x,v
+

∑

|α|+|β|≤N

∫ t

0

‖∂α
β f(s)‖2L2

x,v
ds,(1.11)

where ‖ · ‖L2
x,v

is the standard L2 norm:

‖f‖2L2
x,v

=

∫

T3×R3

|f(x, v)|2dvdx,

and the multi-indices notation was employed for the differential operator:

∂α
β = ∂α0

t ∂α1
x1

∂α2
x2

∂α3
x3

∂β1
v1 ∂

β2
v2 ∂

β3
v3 ,

with α = (α0, α1, α2, α3), β = (β1, β2, β3).
We now state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let N ≥ 3, and fix Pr ≥ 0. Assume the initial data satisfies F0(x, v) =
m+

√
mf0(x, v) ≥ 0, and shares the same total mass, momentum and energy with the global

equilibrium m(v):

∫

T3×R3

F0(x, v)





1
v

|v|2



 dvdx =

∫

T3×R3

m(v)





1
v

|v|2



 dvdx.
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In the case of Pr = 0, we assume further that the total third moment of the initial data
vanishes:

∫

T3×R3

F0(x, v)v|v|2dvdx = 0.

Then, there exists M such that if E(f0) ≤ M , then there exists the unique global-in-time
classical solution f to (1.10) satisfying

(1) The distribution function F and the Shakhov operator are non-negative for t ≥ 0:

F (x, v, t) = m+
√
mf(x, v, t) ≥ 0, SPr(F )(x, v, t) ≥ 0,

and satisfies the conservation laws (2.22).
(2) The energy functional is uniformly bounded:

sup
t≥0

E(f)(t) ≤ CE(f0).

(3) The perturbation f decays exponentially fast:
∑

|α|+|β|≤N

‖∂α
β f(t)‖L2

x,v
≤ Ce−δt,

for some positive constant C > 0 and δ > 0.
(4) Let f and f̄ be solutions corresponding to initial data f0 and f̄0, respectively satis-

fying E(f0) ≤ M and E(f̄0) ≤ M . Then there exists positive constant C satisfying
the following L2 stability estimate:

‖f(t)− f̄(t)‖L2
x,v

≤ C‖f0 − f̄0‖L2
x,v

.

Remark 1.2. The study of the vanishing Prandtl number is not only mathematically inter-
esting but also physically relevant even since it can be an approximate model for fluids with
a very small Prandtl number. For example, in some thermoacoustic engines, a gas with a
low Prandtl number plays a critical role because of its high heat diffusivity. For example,
the authors in [3, 9] observed that some mixtures of light and heavy noble gases produce
low Prandtl numbers. Besides, zero-Prandtl-number limit is considered in [42] to study the
convection with extremely small Prandtl number such as the convection zone of the sun
(Pr ≈ 10−8).

Remark 1.3. In the case of Pr > 0, the instant energy functional without the production
term is sufficient to close the energy estimate as in [2]. But when Pr = 0, the production
term must be incorporated into the energy functional. (See details in Proposition 5.1 step
3.)

1.3. Novelties & difficulties. To close the energy estimate to extend the local solution
into the global one, it is important to identify the dissipative nature of the linear term
LPr. In this regard, we observe the following dichotomy in the degeneracy of the dissipative
estimate: When Pr > 0, we have

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
≤ −min{Pr, 1}‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
,(1.12)

where Pc is a projection operator on the linear space spanned by {√m, v
√
m, |v|2√m}. On

the other hand, the dissipation becomes more degenerate in the case Pr = 0:

〈L0f, f〉L2
x,v

= −‖(I − Pc − Pnc)f‖2L2
x,v

,(1.13)

where Pncf is a projection operator on the linear space spanned by non-conservative basis
{v|v|2√m}, so that Pc +Pnc constitutes a projection operator on a wider space spanned by
8 bases: {√m, v

√
m, |v|2√m, v|v|2√m}.
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This additional degeneracy in the vanishing Prandtl number regime is due to the following
cancellation property unobserved in the original BGK model or the Boltzmann equation:

∫

R3

(S0(F )− F )(vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv = 0,

which is obtained by putting Pr = 0 in (1.8). The larger kernel (1.13) indicates that
the degeneracy is stronger in the vanishing Prantl number regime since the dissipativity
of LPr stops operating on the null space. In the case Pr > 0, the full dissipativity of
LPr can be recovered by the standard argument [23, 25, 50]: the derivatives of the kernels
are estimated using the micro-macro equations that govern the evolution of the degenerate
part, and the lowest order estimates are derived by combining the derivative estimates and
the Poincaré inequality with the vanishing moments of the perturbation up to the second
order. On the other hand, when the Prandtl number vanishes, a novel difficulty unobserved
in the previous literature arises: The micro-macro system now involves a non-conservative
quantity, namely the heat flux part. This leads to a more complicated micro-macro system,
and more seriously, the lowest order estimate of these new terms can not be treated in a
similar manner as in the previous case, since the third-order moment of the perturbation
related to the heat flux does not vanish. To overcome this, we assume that the total third
moment of the initial data vanishes:

∫

T3×R3

F0(x, v)vi|v|2dvdx = 0.

and use the evolution law for the third moment:

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

fvi(|v|2 − 5)
√
mdvdx =

1

τ

(∫

T3

2UiρT −
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘijdx

)

,

to derive the following modified dissipation estimate:
∑

|α|≤N

〈LPr∂
αf, ∂αf〉L2

x,v
≤ −δ

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

+ CE2(t),

for some positive constant δ > 0, which enables one to construct the global-in-time classical
solution.

1.4. Brief history. We briefly overview mathematical results on various BGK models.
(1) Original BGK model: The first existence result goes back to [36] where Perthame es-
tablished the existence of global weak solutions of the BGK model. The uniqueness was
guaranteed in a more stringent weighted L∞ space in [37] (See [53] for Lp extension). The
strong convergence to the Maxwellian is obtained by Desvillettes in [17]. For the stationary
case, Ukai constructs the existence theorem with a large boundary data in a 1-dimensional
bounded interval. The global-in-time classical solution of the BGK model near equilibrium
can be found in [4,48]. For the particle system immersed in a fluid described by the coupled
equation of the Navier-Stokes equation and the BGK model, we refer to [14–16]. For the
convergence analysis of numerical schemes of the BGK model, see [27, 38].
(2) ES-BGK model: The revival of interest in this model was brought due to the proof of
the H-theorem provided in [1]. A systematic derivation of this model was suggested in [7].
The existence of a classical solution in the weighted L∞ space was obtained in [49]. In [50],
the asymptotic stability of global Maxwellians is considered. The entropy-entropy produc-
tion estimate is derived in [29, 51]. Convergence analysis of a fully discretized scheme for
ES-BGK model was made in [39]. For the mathematical results on the polyatomic version
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of the ES-BGK model, we refer to [33–35,52].
(3) Shakhov model: The mathematical research of the Shakhov model is in the initial state.
In [28], the author considered the existence of the stationary 1-dimensional steady state.
Latyshev and Yushkanov analytically solved a stationary boundary value problem of the
Shakhov type equation in [30]. For the numeric scheme of the Shakhov model, we refer
to [8, 32, 43, 44].

A brief review of the literature that compares the ES-BGK model and the Shakhov
model is in order. [21] illustrates some numerical examples which indicate that the ES-BGK
model works better than the Shakhov model for heat transfer problems. On the other
hand, it is reported in [13] that the Shakhov model produces more accurate results under
tough conditions such as the shock structure or some particular boundary conditions in the
transition regime [13]. Besides, the Shakhov model can capture the velocity slip and the
temperature jump near the wall more accurately, and shows good accuracy in predicting
the non-equilibrium flow in transition regime [54]. See [55] for an organized comparison
between these models.

The general mathematical and physical review of the Boltzmann and the BGK equation
can be found in [1, 6, 10–12,18–20,45, 46].

1.5. Notations: The following notations, conventions, and definitions will be fixed through-
out the paper.

• The constant C in an estimate denotes a generically defined constant.
• (x1, · · · , xn) is understood as an n-dimensional column vector.
• In is the n-tuple of 1: (1, · · · , 1) ∈ R

n.
• 0n stands for the n-dimension zero vector. For example (1, 03) = (1, 0, 0, 0).
• We use the standard L2

v and L2
x,v inner product on R

3
v and T

3
x × R

3
v, respectively.

〈f, g〉L2
v
=

∫

R3

f(v)g(v)dv, 〈f, g〉L2
x,v

=

∫

T3×R3

f(x, v)g(x, v)dvdx.

• We use the standard L2
v norm and L2

x,v norm on R
3
v and T

3
x × R

3
v, respectively.

‖f‖L2
v
=

(∫

R3

|f(v)|2dv
)

1
2

, ‖f‖L2
x,v

=

(

∫

T3×R3

|f(x, v)|2dvdx
)

1
2

.

• We use the multi-indices notations α = (α0, α1, α2, α3), β = (β1, β2, β3), and differ-
ential operator:

∂α
β = ∂α0

t ∂α1
x1

∂α2
x2

∂α3
x3

∂β1
v1 ∂

β2
v2 ∂

β3
v3 .

• Throughout this paper, we fix γ to denote pure temporal derivative:

γ = (γ0, 0, 0, 0),

so that

∂γf = ∂γ0

t f.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we linearize the Shakhov model near a
global Maxwellian. Section 3 is devoted to proving some estimates of the macroscopic fields
and the non-linear term to construct the local-in-time solution. In Section 4 and Section
5, we establish the coercivity estimate for Pr > 0 and Pr = 0, respectively. From the
coercivity estimate, we establish the existence of the global-in-time classical solution in the
last section.
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2. Linearization

2.1. Linearization of the Shakhov operator. In this section, we linearize the Shakhov
operator SPr(F ) near the global Maxwellian. We start with the definition of the Shakhov
projection operator.

Definition 2.1. We define the 8-dimensional macroscopic projection operator as follows:

PPrf = Pcf + (1− Pr)Pncf,

where Pc and Pnc are projections on the conservative space and non-conservative space
respectively:

Pcf =

(∫

R3

f
√
mdv

)√
m+

(∫

R3

fv
√
mdv

)

· v
√
m+

(

∫

R3

f
|v|2 − 3√

6

√
mdv

)

|v|2 − 3√
6

√
m,

Pncf =

(

∫

R3

f
v(|v|2 − 5)√

10

√
mdv

)

· v(|v|
2 − 5)√
10

√
m.

Definition 2.2. We define Gij and Hi (1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3) by

Gij =

{

1
2

(

ρΘii + ρU2
i − ρ

)

, if i = j,

ρΘij + ρUiUj, if i 6= j,
(2.1)

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, and

Hi =
1√
10

(

qi +
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij + ρUi|U |2 + ρUi(Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33)− 5ρUi

)

,(2.2)

for i = 1, · · · , 3, where Θ is the stress tensor defined in (1.2). Since G(or Θ) is symmetric
3× 3 matrix, we view it as a component of R6:

G = {G11, G22, G33, G12, G23, G31} ,(2.3)

for simplicity.

Proposition 2.1. Let F = m +
√
mf . Then the Shakhov operator is linearized into the

following form:

SPr(F ) = m+ PPrf
√
m+

∑

1≤i,j≤13

∫ 1

0

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

ij
(1− θ)dθ〈f, ei〉L2

v
〈f, ej〉L2

v
,

where

SPr(θ) =
ρθ√
2πTθ

3 exp

(

−|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

)



1 +
1− Pr

5

qθ · (v − Uθ)

ρθT 2
θ

(

|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

− 5

2

)



 ,

and the transitional macroscopic fields ρθ, Uθ, Θθ and qθ are given by

ρθ = θρ+ (1− θ), ρθUθ = θρU, Gθ = θG, Hθ = θH.(2.4)

The 13-basis {ei}1≤i≤13 denote

e1 =
√
m, ei+1 = vi

√
m, ei+4 =

v2i − 1

2

√
m,

e8 = v1v2
√
m, e9 = v2v3

√
m e10 = v1v3

√
m,



8 GI-CHAN BAE AND SEOK-BAE YUN

and

ei+10 =
vi|v|2

√
m− 5vi

√
m√

10
,

for i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. We apply Taylor’s theorem:

SPr(1) = SPr(0) + S ′
Pr(0) +

∫ 1

0

S ′′
Pr(θ)(1 − θ)dθ.(2.5)

We can easily see that

SPr(0) = m, and SPr(1) = SPr(F ).

• Computation of S ′
Pr(0): An explicit computation with a change of variable

(ρ, U,Θ, q) → (ρ, ρU,G,H),(2.6)

gives

S ′
Pr(0) =

(

d(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

dθ

)T (
∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

.

(2.7)

To proceed further, we need the following two auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 2.3. Let J denote the Jacobian matrix:

J ≡ ∂(ρ, ρU,G,H)

∂(ρ, U,Θ, q)
.

Then we have
(1) T J is given by
















































1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
U1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
U2 ρI3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
U3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

(Θ11 + U2
1 − 1)/2 ρU1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

(Θ22 + U2
2 − 1)/2 0 ρU2 0 ρ

2I3 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Θ33 + U2

3 − 1)/2 0 0 ρU3 0 0 0 0 0 0
Θ12 + U1U2 ρU2 ρU1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Θ23 + U2U3 0 ρU3 ρU2 0 0 0 ρI3 0 0 0
Θ31 + U3U1 ρU3 0 ρU1 0 0 0 0 0 0

2ρU2√
10

0 2ρU3√
10

A B C 2ρU1√
10

2ρU3√
10

0 1√
10
I3

0 2ρU2√
10

2ρU1√
10

















































,

where

Ai =
1√
10





∑

1≤j≤3

2UjΘij + Ui|U |2 + Ui(Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33)− 5ρUi



 ,

Bij =
1√
10

(

2ρΘij + 2ρUiUj + (ρ(Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33) + ρ|U |2 − 5ρ)δij

)

,
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and

Cij =
1√
10

(

2ρUiδij + ρUj

)

,

for i, j = 1, 2, 3.
(2) The inverse of J reads




















































1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

−U1

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

−U2

ρ
1
ρI3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

−U3

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−Θ11+U2

1+1
ρ − 2U1

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−Θ22+U2

2+1
ρ 0 − 2U2

ρ 0 2
ρI3 0 0 0 0 0 0

−Θ33+U2
3+1

ρ 0 0 − 2U3

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0
−Θ12+U1U2

ρ −U2

ρ −U1

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−Θ23+U2U3

ρ 0 −U3

ρ −U2

ρ 0 0 0 1
ρI3 0 0 0

−Θ31+U3U1

ρ −U3

ρ 0 −U1

ρ 0 0 0 0 0 0

−2U2 0 −2U3

A′ B′ C′ −2U1 −2U3 0
√
10I3

0 −2U2 −2U1





















































,

where

A′
i = 2

∑

i6=j

(

UjΘij − U2
j Ui

)

−Ai

√
10 +

√
10

ρ

∑

1≤j≤3

(

UjBij + Cij(Θjj − U2
j − 1)

)

,

B′
ij =

1

5ρ

(

10ρUiUj + (|U |2 − 2U2
i )δij − 5Bij

√
10 + 10

√
10UjCij

)

,

and

C′
ij = −2

√
10

ρ
Cij ,

for i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. We omit it since it is straightforward and tedious. �

Lemma 2.4. We have

(1)
∂SPr(θ)

∂ρθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

= m, (2)
∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθi

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

= vim,

(3)
∂SPr(θ)

∂Θθii

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

=
|v|2 − 3

6
m, (4)

∂SPr(θ)

∂Θθij

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

= 0 (for i 6= j),

(5)
∂SPr(θ)

∂qθi

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

=





1− Pr

5
vi

(

|v|2
2

− 5

2

)



m,

for i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. All these identities follow from substituting

(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, Tθ, qθ)|θ=0 = (1, 03, 13, 03, 1, 03).
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into the following identities:

∂SPr(F )

∂ρ
=

1

ρ
M(F ).

∂SPr(F )

∂Ui
=

vi − Ui

T



1 +
1− Pr

5

q · (v − U)

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)



M(F )

−





1− Pr

5

qi
ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)

+
1− Pr

5

q · (v − U)

ρT 2

(

vi − Ui

T

)



M(F ),

∂SPr(F )

∂Θii
=

∂T

∂Θii

∂SPr(F )

∂T

=
1

3

(

− 3

2T
+

|v − U |2
2T 2

)



1 +
1− Pr

5

q · (v − U)

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)



M(F )

−





1− Pr

5

q · (v − U)

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T 2

− 5

3T

)



M(F ),

∂SPr(F )

∂Θij
= 0,

∂SPr(F )

∂qi
=





1− Pr

5

vi − Ui

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)



M(F ).

�

Now we turn back to (2.7), and evaluate each term in 2.7 at θ = 0. From the definition
of the transitional macroscopic fields (2.4), we compute

d(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

dθ
= (ρ− 1, ρU,G,H).(2.8)

We express each term as a moment of f . First, substituting F = m+
√
mf into (1.2)1 and

(1.2)2, we easily get

ρ− 1 =

∫

R3

√
mfdv, ρU =

∫

R3

√
mfvdv.(2.9)

For G and H , we rewrite (1.2)4 and (1.2)5 as
∫

R3

F (x, v, t)vivjdv = ρΘij + ρUiUj,

∫

R3

F (x, v, t)vi|v|2dv = qi +
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij + ρUi|U |2 + Uiρ
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii,
(2.10)

so that
∫

R3

√
mfvivjdv =

{

ρΘii + ρU2
i − 1, if i = j,

ρΘij + ρUiUj , if i 6= j,
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and
∫

R3

√
mfvi|v|2dv = qi +

∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij + ρUi|U |2 + Uiρ
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii.

Recalling the definition of G and H in (2.1) and (2.2), these identities yield

Gij =

{

1
2

∫

R3(v
2
i − 1)f

√
mdv, if i = j,

∫

R3 vivjf
√
mdv, if i 6= j,

(2.11)

and

Hi =

∫

R3

vi
|v|2 − 5√

10
f
√
mdv.(2.12)

Replacing entries in R.H.S of (2.8) with (2.9), (2.11), (2.12), we derive the follwing expres-
sion:

d(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

dθ
=
(

〈f, e1〉L2
v
, · · · , 〈f, e13〉L2

v

)

.(2.13)

The Jacobian term follows directly from Lemma 2.3 (2):
(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1 ∣
∣

∣

∣

θ=0

= diag
(

1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1,
√
10,

√
10,

√
10
)

.(2.14)

Finally, Lemma 2.4 gives

∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)
∣

∣

∣

θ=0
=

(

1, v,

( |v|2 − 3

6

)

I3, 0
3,
1− Pr

5
v

( |v|2
2

− 5

2

))

m,(2.15)

where I3 denotes (1, 1, 1).

Now, we substitute (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15) into (2.7) to derive the following expression
for S ′

Pr(0).

S ′
Pr(0) =

(∫

R3

f
√
mdv

)

m+

(∫

R3

fv
√
mdv

)

vm+
∑

1≤i≤3

(

∫

R3

f
v2i − 1

2

√
mdv

)

|v|2 − 3

3
m

+
∑

1≤i≤3

(

∫

R3

fvi
|v|2 − 5√

10

√
mdv

)

(1− Pr)vi
|v|2 − 5√

10
m

= Pcf
√
m+ (1− Pr)Pncf

√
m.

• Expression of the integral term: An explicit computation gives

S ′′
Pr(θ) =

d2SPr

dθ2
(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

= (ρ− 1, ρU,G,H)T
{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

(ρ− 1, ρU,G,H).

Then, (2.13) yields

S ′′
Pr(θ) =

∑

1≤i,j≤13

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

ij
〈f, ei〉L2

v
〈f, ej〉L2

v
.

This completes the proof. �
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In the following lemma, we rewrite the second-order term S ′′
Pr(θ) in a more tractable

manner.

Lemma 2.5. Each element of D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ) can be expressed in the following form:

{D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)}ij =
Pij(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ, (vi − Uθi), 1− Pr)

ρmθ T n
θ

M(θ),

where

• M(θ) is defined as

M(θ) =
ρθ√
2πTθ

3 exp

(

−|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

)

,

with

3Tθ =
∑

1≤i≤3

Θθii.

• P is a generically defined polynomial of the following form :

Pij(x1, · · · , xn) =
∑

k

akx
k1
1 · · ·xkn

n ,

for a multi-index k = (k1, · · · kn) where ki (i = 1, · · · , n) is non-negative integers.
• m and n are non-negative integers that are not simultaneously zero at the same

time.

Proof. Applying (2.6) twice,

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ) =

(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

×∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)

[

(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

∇(ρθ ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)

]

.

For simplicity, we only consider the (1, 1) and (1, 2) components of D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ).

Let us define the quantity in the second line as B:

B = ∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)

[

(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)

]

.

The (1, 1) component of D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ) is determined by inner product of first row

of J−1 and first column of B. As we can see in Lemma 2.3 (2), the components of the first
row of J−1 are all zeros except the first component. Thus we only need to compute the
(1, 1) component of B:

(B)11 =
∂

∂ρθ

[

(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)

]

1

=
∂

∂ρθ

(

∂SPr(θ)

∂ρθ

)

.

Applying the computation in Lemma 2.4 (1) gives

(B)11 =
∂

∂ρθ

(

1

ρθ
M(θ)

)

= 0.
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Thus we have
{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

11
= 0.

Similarly (1, 2) component of D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ) is determined by the inner product of

the first row of J−1 and second column of B. Since the components of first row of J−1 are
all zeros except the first component, we only need to compute (1, 2) component of B,

(B)12 =
∂

∂ρθ

[

(

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ, Gθ, Hθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ)

)−1

∇(ρθ ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ)

]

2

.

The second component in the square brackets is inner product of second row of J−1 and
∇(ρθ,Uθ,Θθ,qθ)SPr(θ). Thus we have

(B)12 =
∂

∂ρθ

[

−Uθ1

ρθ

∂SPr(θ)

∂ρθ
+

1

ρθ

∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθ1

]

.

Combining the above computations, we obtain

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

12
=

∂

∂ρθ

(

−Uθ1

ρθ

∂SPr(θ)

∂ρθ
+

1

ρθ

∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθ1

)

.

Applying Lemma 2.4, it is equal to

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

12
=

∂

∂ρθ

(

−Uθ1

ρ2θ
M(θ) +

1

ρθ

∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθ1

)

=

(

Uθ1

ρ3θ
M(θ)− 1

ρ2θ

∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθ1
+

1

ρθ

∂2SPr(θ)

∂ρθ∂Uθ1

)

,

where

∂SPr(θ)

∂Uθ1
=

vi − Uθi

Tθ



1 +
1− Pr

5

qθ · (v − Uθ)

ρθT 2
θ

(

|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

− 5

2

)



M(θ)

−





1− Pr

5

qθi
ρθT 2

θ

(

|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

− 5

2

)

+
1− Pr

5

qθ · (v − Uθ)

ρθT 2
θ

(

vi − Uθi

Tθ

)



M(θ),

and

∂2SPr(θ)

∂ρθ∂Uθ1
=

vi − Uθi

ρθTθ
M(θ).

This shows that (1, 2) component of D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ) follows the proposed form of

this Lemma. Other terms are similar. We omit it. �

It remains to linearize the collision frequency.

Lemma 2.6. The general collision frequency (1.5) is linearized as follows:

1

τ
=

1

τ0



1 +

∫ 1

0

A1(θ)dθ

(∫

R3

f
√
mdv

)

+

∫ 1

0

A2(θ)dθ

(

∫

R3

f
|v|2 − 3√

6

√
mdv

)



 ,
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where

A1(θ) =

(

1 +
|Uθ|2 − 3Tθ + 3

3ρθ

)

ηρη−1
θ Tw

θ , A2(θ) = wρηθT
w−1
θ .

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.1, we first define the transition of the macroscopic
fields:

ρθ = θρ+ (1− θ), ρθUθ = θρU, Kθ = θK,

where

Kθ =
3ρθTθ + ρθ|Uθ|2 − 3ρθ√

6
,

and the transitional collision frequency depending on (ρθ, Uθ, Tθ):

A(θ) =
1

τ0
ρηθT

w
θ .

We then expand A(θ) as

A(1) = A(0) +

∫ 1

0

A′(θ)dθ.

Then the chain rule gives

A′(θ) =
1

τ0

(

dρθ
dθ

,
dρθUθ

dθ
,
dKθ

dθ

)[

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ,Kθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ, Tθ)

]−1

∇(ρθ,Uθ,Tθ)ρ
η
θT

w
θ ,(2.16)

where each component of (2.16) can be computed by the following three equality:

(

dρθ
dθ

,
dρθUθ

dθ
,
dKθ

dθ

)

=

(

∫

R3

f
√
mdv,

∫

R3

fv
√
mdv,

∫

R3

f
|v|2 − 3√

6

√
mdv

)

,(2.17)

and

[

∂(ρθ, ρθUθ,Kθ)

∂(ρθ, Uθ, Tθ)

]−1

=









1 0 0

−Uθ

ρθ

1
ρθ
I3 0

|Uθ|2−3Tθ+3
3ρθ

− 2
3
Uθ

ρθ

√

2
3

1
ρθ









,(2.18)

and

∇(ρθ ,Uθ,Tθ)ρ
η
θT

w
θ =

(

ηρη−1
θ Tw

θ , 03, wρηθT
w−1
θ

)

.(2.19)

Substituting (2.17)-(2.19) into (2.16), we get the desired result. �

2.2. Linearized Shakhov model. We are ready to derive the linearized Shakhov model.
We insert F = m+

√
mf in (1.1) and apply Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.5, to get

∂tf + v · ∇xf =
1

τ0
LPrf + Γ(f),

f(x, v, 0) = f0(x, v),
(2.20)

where f0(x, v) = (F0(x, v)−m)/
√
m. The linear operator LPr is

LPrf = PPrf − f,
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where the projection operator PPr is defined in Definition 2.1, and the non-linear term is
decomposed as

Γ(f) =
3
∑

i=1

Γi(f),(2.21)

where

Γ1(f) =

(

1

τ
− 1

τ0

)

LPrf,

Γ2(f) =
1

τ0

1√
m

∑

1≤i,j≤13

∫ 1

0

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

ij
(1− θ)dθ〈f, ei〉L2

v
〈f, ej〉L2

v
,

Γ3(f) =

(

1

τ
− 1

τ0

)

1√
m

∑

1≤i,j≤13

∫ 1

0

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

ij
(1− θ)dθ〈f, ei〉L2

v
〈f, ej〉L2

v
.

The conservation laws (1.6) are rewritten as follows:
∫

T3×R3

f(x, v, t)
√
mdvdx =

∫

T3×R3

f0(x, v)
√
mdvdx,

∫

T3×R3

f(x, v, t)v
√
mdvdx =

∫

T3×R3

f0(x, v)v
√
mdvdx,

∫

T3×R3

f(x, v, t)|v|2
√
mdvdx =

∫

T3×R3

f0(x, v)|v|2
√
mdvdx.

(2.22)

2.3. Properties of the linear term. In this section, we establish the coercivity of LPr.
We observe the dichotomy in the dissipative nature of LPr between the case Pr > 0 and
Pr = 0. We first define the following basis:

ē1 =
√
m, ēi+1 = vi

√
m, ē5 =

|v|2 − 3√
6

√
m, ēi+5 =

vi|v|2 − 5vi√
10

√
m,(2.23)

for i = 1, 2, 3, and write PPrf (See Definition 2.1) as

PPrf = Pcf + (1− Pr)Pncf

=
∑

1≤i≤5

〈f, ēi〉L2
v
ēi + (1− Pr)

∑

6≤i≤8

〈f, ēi〉L2
v
ēi.

Lemma 2.7. The projection operator Pc and Pnc satisfy the following properties:

(1) Pc and Pnc are orthonormal projection.

P 2
c = Pc, P 2

nc = Pnc.

(2) Pc and Pnc are orthogonal.

Pc ⊥ Pnc.

Proof. The first statement follows from that each of the following:

{ē1, ē2, ē3, ē4, ē5},
and

{ē6, ē7, ē8},
forms an orthonormal basis, while the second statement is derived from

〈ēi, ēj〉L2
v
= 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ 5, 6 ≤ j ≤ 8),
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which can be checked through a direct computation. �

In the following proposition, we prove the main result of this section, namely the di-
chotomy between Pr > 0 and Pr = 0 in the dissipative property of the linearized Shakhov
operator. We note that the degeneracy of the estimate is stronger in the case of Pr = 0.

Proposition 2.2. (1) In the case Pr > 0, LPrf satisfies

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
≤ −min{Pr, 1}‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
.

(2) When Pr = 0, LPr satisfies

〈LPrf, f〉L2
x,v

= −‖(I − PPr)f‖2L2
x,v

= −‖(I − Pc − Pnc)f‖2L2
x,v

.

Proof. (1) By an explicit computation, we have

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
= 〈Pcf − f + (1− Pr)Pncf, f〉L2

v

= 〈Pcf − f, f〉L2
v
+ (1 − Pr)〈Pncf, f〉L2

v
.

Since ē1, · · · , ē5 constitute an orthonormal basis, we have

〈Pcf − f, f〉L2
v
= −〈(I − Pc)f, f〉L2

v

= −〈(I − Pc)f, (I − Pc)f〉L2
v
− 〈(I − Pc)f, Pcf〉L2

v

= −‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2
v
,

which implies

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
= −‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
+ (1− Pr)〈Pncf, f〉L2

v
.(2.24)

Applying the property Pnc ⊥ Pc in Lemma 2.7 (2), we have

〈Pncf, f〉L2
v
= 〈Pnc(Pcf + (I − Pc)f), Pcf + (I − Pc)f〉L2

v

= 〈Pnc(I − Pc)f, (I − Pc)f〉L2
v

= ‖Pnc(I − Pc)f‖2L2
v
,

which gives

0 ≤ 〈Pncf, f〉L2
v
≤ ‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
.(2.25)

When 0 < Pr ≤ 1, substituting (2.25) in (2.24) yields

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
≤ −Pr‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
.

In the case 1 < Pr, since 〈Pncf, f〉L2
v
is non-negative, we can ignore the second term in the

R.H.S of (2.24), to obtain

〈LPrf, f〉L2
v
≤ −‖(I − Pc)f‖2L2

v
.

We combine the above two inequalities to get the desired result.

(2) Since PPrf = Pcf + Pncf is a projection operator onto the space spanned by the 8-
dimensional orthonormal basis {ēi}1≤i≤8, we have

〈LPrf, f〉L2
x,v

= −〈(I − PPr)f, f〉L2
x,v

= −〈(I − PPr)f, (I − PPr)f〉L2
x,v

− 〈(I − PPr)f, PPrf〉L2
x,v

= −‖(I − PPr)f‖2L2
x,v

.

�
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Lemma 2.8. When Pr > 0, the kernel of the linear operator LPr is given by the following
5-dimensional space:

KerL = span{
√
m, v

√
m, |v|2

√
m},

while in the case of Pr = 0, LPr has a larger kernel spanned by the following 8 functions:

KerL = span{
√
m, v

√
m, |v|2

√
m, v|v|2

√
m}.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 2.2. �

3. Local solution

In this section, we construct the local-in-time classical solution. We first estimate macro-
scopic fields ρ, U , Θ and q.

3.1. Estimates for the macroscopic fields.

Lemma 3.1. Let N ≥ 3. For sufficiently small E(t), there exist positive constants C such
that

(1) |ρ(x, t)− 1| ≤ C
√

E(t),
(2) |U(x, t)| ≤ C

√

E(t),
(3) |Θij(x, t)− δij | ≤ C

√

E(t),
(4) |qi(x, t)| ≤ C

√

E(t),
for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3.

Proof. (1) Since

ρ =

∫

R3

m+
√
mfdv = 1 +

∫

R3

√
mfdv.(3.1)

The Hölder inequality and the Sobolev embedding H2 ⊂⊂ L∞ give

|ρ− 1| ≤ C sup
x∈T3

‖f‖L2
v
≤
∑

|α|≤2

‖∂αf‖L2
x,v

≤ C
√

E(t).

(2) We write the bulk velocity U as

ρU =

∫

R3

(m+
√
mf)vdv =

∫

R3

√
mfvdv.

Then, the Hölder inequality and the Sobolev embedding, together with the lower bound of
ρ in (1) yields

|U | ≤

(

∫

R3 |f |2dv
)

1
2
(

∫

R3 m|v|2dv
)

1
2

1− C
√

E(t)
≤ C

√

E(t)
1− C

√

E(t)
≤ C

√

E(t).

(3) For the estimate of Θ, we recall the computation in (2.10)1:

ρΘij =

∫

R3

F (vi − Ui)(vj − Uj)dv =

∫

R3

(m+
√
mf)vivjdv − ρUiUj.

When i = j, we apply the Hölder inequality and the estimates in (1) and (2) to get

|ρΘii − 1| ≤
(∫

R3

|f |2dv
)

1
2
(∫

R3

mv4i dv

)
1
2

+ C(1 + C
√

E(t))E(t) ≤ C
√

E(t),
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which gives

|Θii − 1| ≤ C
√

E(t).

When i 6= j, since
∫

R3 mvivjdv = 0, we get

|Θij | ≤

(

∫

R3 |f |2dv
)

1
2
(

∫

R3 mv2i v
2
jdv
)

1
2

+ C(1 + C
√

E(t))E(t)
1− C

√

E(t)
≤ C

√

E(t).

(4) Recall the computation in (2.10)2 that

qi =

∫

R3

Fvi|v|2dv −
∑

1≤j≤3

2UjρΘij − ρUi|U |2 − Uiρ
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii.

Combining this with the above estimates (1)-(3), we have

|qi| ≤ C‖f‖L2
v
+ C

√

E(t) ≤ C
√

E(t).

�

Lemma 3.2. Let N = |α| ≥ 1. For sufficiently small E(t), there exist positive constants C
and Cα such that

(1) |∂αρ(x, t)| ≤ C‖∂αf‖L2
v
,

(2) |∂αU(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

(3) |∂αΘij(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

(4) |∂αqi(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3.

Proof. (1) Taking ∂α on (3.1) and applying the Hölder inequality give

|∂αρ| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

√
m∂αfdv

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖∂αf‖L2
v
.

(2) Similarly, we have

|∂αU | =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α

∫

R3

√
mfvdv

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cα

∑

α1+α2=α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

√
m∂α1fvdv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α2
1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cα

∑

α1+α2=α

‖∂α1f‖L2
v

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α2
1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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We then use the boundedness of ρ and ∂αρ in Lemma 3.1, and the estimate (1) of this
lemma, and apply the Sobolev embedding H2 ⊂⊂ L∞ to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α2
1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤





∏

∑ |α2i|≤|α2|
|∂α2iρ|









∑

0≤n≤|α|

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

n+1




≤



C
√

E(t)
∑

|α2|−1≤|α2i|≤|α2|
‖∂α2if‖L2

v









∑

0≤n≤|α|

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

1− C
√

E(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

n+1




≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

which gives the desired result.
(3) Taking ∂α on Θij gives

|∂αΘij | ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α

∫

R3(m+
√
mf)vivjdv

ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ ∂α(UiUj).

Then by the Sobolev embedding H2 ⊂⊂ L∞,

|∂α(UiUj)| ≤
∑

|α1|+|α2|=|α|
|∂α1Ui||∂α1Uj | ≤ Cα

√

E(t)‖∂αf‖L2
v
.

For sufficiently small E(t), the Hölder inequality gives

|∂αΘij | ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

(4) Similarly, taking ∂α on q gives

∂αqi =

∫

R3

∂αFvi|v|2dv − 2
∑

1≤j≤3

∂α(ρUjΘij)− ∂α(ρUi|U |2)− ∂α



Uiρ
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii



 .

The previous results and the Hölder inequality yields

|∂αqi| ≤
∫

R3

vi|v|2
√
m∂αfdv + CαE(t)

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

�

We also estimate the macroscopic fields depending on θ.

Lemma 3.3. For sufficiently small E(t), there exist positive constants C such that

(1) |ρθ(x, t) − 1| ≤ C
√

E(t),
(2) |Uθ(x, t)| ≤ C

√

E(t),
(3) |Θθij(x, t) − δij | ≤ C

√

E(t),
(4) |q

θi(x, t)| ≤ C
√

E(t),

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3.
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Proof. (1) Since 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, we have from Lemma 3.1 that

|ρθ − 1| = θ|ρ− 1| ≤ C
√

E(t).
(2) Applying the estimate (1) above and Lemma 3.1 gives

|Uθ| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

θρU

ρθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
√

E(t).

(3) From the definition of G in (2.1), we see that
(

ρθΘθii + ρθU
2
θi − ρθ

)

= θ
(

ρΘii + ρU2
i − ρ

)

,

for i = j case. Applying Lemma 3.1 and estimates of (1) and (2) of this lemma, we have

|Θθii − 1| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

θ
ρΘii + ρU2

i − ρ

ρθ
− U2

θi

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
√

E(t).(3.2)

When i 6= j, the definition Gθ = θG implies

ρθΘθij + ρθUθiUθj = θ(ρΘij + ρUiUj).

Therefore,

|Θθij| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

θ
ρΘij + ρUiUj

ρθ
− UθiUθj

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
√

E(t).(3.3)

(4) The definition of Hθ in (2.4) with the definition of H in (2.2) implies

(3.4)

qθi +
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρθUθjΘθij + ρθUθi|Uθ|2 + ρθUθi(Θθ11 + Θθ22 +Θθ33)− 5ρθUθi

= θ



qi +
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij + ρUi|U |2 + ρUi(Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33)− 5ρUi



 .

We then apply (1)-(3) of this lemma and Lemma 3.1 to obtain the desired result. �

Lemma 3.4. Let |α| ≥ 1. For a sufficiently small E(t), there exist positive constants C and
Cα such that

(1) |∂αρθ(x, t)| ≤ C‖∂αf‖L2
v
,

(2) |∂αUθ(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

(3) |∂αΘθij(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

(4) |∂αqθi(x, t)| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
,

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3.

Proof. (1) The definition of ρθ and Lemma 3.2 yield

|∂αρθ| = θ|∂αρ| ≤ C‖∂αf‖L2
v
.

(2) Using the definition of Uθ, we can write

|∂αUθ| = θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂α ρU

ρθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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Since ρU ≤ C
√

E(t), by exactly the same argument in Lemma 3.2 (2), we obtain

|∂αUθ| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

(3) For a convenience of notation Θθ, we combine the previous computation (3.2) and (3.3)
as follows:

Θθij = θ
ρΘij + ρUiUj − ρδij

ρθ
− UθiUθj + δij .

Note that the numerator part can be estimated by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 as

|∂α
(

ρΘij + ρUiUj − ρδij
)

| ≤ CαE(t)
∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

Then from the same way as in Lemma 3.2 (2), we have

|∂αΘθij| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

(4) Recall that the form of qθ in (3.4). We already obtained the estimates for all other terms
ρ, U , Θ. Therefore taking ∂α on (3.4) gives

|∂αqθi| ≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
.

�

3.2. Estimate for the nonlinear term. We now estimate the nonlinear perturbations.

Proposition 3.1. Let E(t) be sufficiently small. Then we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

∂α
βΓ(f)gdv

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
√

E(t)
∑

|α1|+|α2|+|α3|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
‖∂α2f‖L2

v
‖∂α3f‖L2

v
‖g‖L2

v
.

Proof. Since the other terms are similar, we only consider Γ2. We apply ∂α
β to the non-linear

term Γ2 in (2.21):

∂α
βΓ2(f) =

∑

1≤i,j≤13
α1+α2+α3=α

1

τ0

∫ 1

0

∂α1

β

(

1√
m

{

D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)
}

ij

)

(1− θ)dθ

× 〈∂α2f, ei〉L2
v
〈∂α3f, ej〉L2

v
.

Since we have from Lemma 2.5 that

{D2
(ρθ,ρθUθ,Gθ,Hθ)

SPr(θ)}ij =
Pij(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ, (vi − Uθi), 1− Pr)

ρmθ T n
θ

M(θ).

We consider

∂α
β

(

Pij(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ, (vi − Uθi), 1− Pr)

ρmθ T n
θ

M(θ)/
√
m

)

.

Using the estimates of macroscopic fields in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, we have

∂α
β

(

Pij(ρθ, Uθ,Θθ, qθ, (vi − Uθi), 1 − Pr)

ρmθ T n
θ

)

≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
P(vi),
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for some generically defined polynomial P . The remaining exponential part can be estimated
similarly:

∂α
β

(

M(θ)/
√
m
)

≤ Cα

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
P(vi) exp

(

−|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

+
|v|2
4

)

.

Combining these computations with the Hölder inequality yields
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

∂α
βΓ2(f)gdv

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∑

|α1|+|α2|+|α3|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

v
‖∂α2f‖L2

v
‖∂α3f‖L2

v
‖g‖L2

v

×





∫

R3

P(vi) exp

(

−|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

+
|v|2
2

)

dv





1
2

.

Then, since Uθ < 1 and Tθ ≤ 3/2 for sufficiently small E(t), we have

exp

(

−|v − Uθ|2
2Tθ

+
|v|2
2

)

≤ exp

(

−|v − 4Uθ|2
6

+ 2|Uθ|2
)

≤ C exp

(

−|v|2
6

)

.

This completes the proof. �

3.3. Local solution. We are now ready to construct the local smooth solution.

Theorem 3.5. Let N ≥ 3 and F0(x, v) ≥ 0. Then there exists M0 and T∗ ≥ 0 such that
if E(f0) ≤ M0/2, then (2.20) has the unique local-in-time classical solution that exists for
0 ≤ t < T∗ satisfying

(1) The energy of perturbation is continuous and satisfies

sup
0≤t≤T∗

E(f)(t) ≤ M0.

(2) The distribution function is non-negative:

F (x, v, t) = m+
√
mf(x, v, t) ≥ 0.

(3) The Shakhov operator is non-negative:

SPr(F ) ≥ 0.

(4) The perturbation f satisfies the conservation laws (2.22) for 0 ≤ t ≤ T∗.

Proof. We define Fn+1 iteratively by the following scheme:

∂tF
n+1 + v · ∇xF

n+1 =
1

τ(Fn)
(SPr(F

n)− Fn+1),

Fn+1(x, v, 0) = F0(x, v),

(3.5)

with F 0(x, v, t) = F0(x, v). We use induction argument. We assume the statement (1) - (4)
for n-th step. We first observe that

SPr(F
n) =

ρn√
2πTn

3



1 +
1− Pr

5

qn · v
ρnT 2

n

(

|v|2
2Tn

− 5

2

)

exp

(

− |v|2
2Tn

)





≥ M(Fn)

(

1− C
1− Pr

5

|qn|
ρnT

3/2
n

)

,
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where we used
∣

∣

∣

∣

xm exp

(

− x2

2T

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CTm/2.

Applying Lemma 3.1 and the induction hypothesis yields

SPr(F
n) ≥ M(Fn)

(

1− C
√

E(fn)
)

≥ M(Fn) (1− CM0) .

Therefore for sufficiently small M0, we have SPr(F
n) ≥ 0. Then the non-negativity of Fn

follows directly from the mild formulation of (3.5):

Fn+1(x, v, t) = e−
∫

t

0
1

τ(Fn)
dtF0(x− vt, v)

+
1

τ(Fn)
e−

∫
t

s
1

τ(Fn)
dt
∫ T∗

0

SPr(F
n)(x+ v(s− t), v, s)ds.

Now we prove the uniform boundedness of the energy norm. For this, we substitute Fn+1 =
m+

√
mfn+1 into (3.5) to get

∂tf
n+1 + v · ∇xf

n+1 +
1

τ0
fn+1 =

1

τ0
PPr(f

n) + Γ(fn),

fn+1(x, v, 0) = f0(x, v),

where fn
0 (x, v) = (F0(x, v)−m)/

√
m. Taking ∂α

β on both sides:

∂t∂
α
β f

n+1 + v · ∇x∂
α
β f

n+1 +
1

τ0
∂α
β f

n+1 +

3
∑

i=1

∂α+k̄i

β−ki
∂α
β f

n+1 =
1

τ0
∂βPPr(∂

αfn) + ∂α
βΓ(f

n),

and taking product with ∂α
β f

n+1 yields

1

2

d

dt
‖∂α

β f
n+1‖2L2

x,v
+

1

τ0
‖∂α

β f
n+1‖2L2

x,v
≤

3
∑

i=1

∫

R3×T3

∂α
β f

n+1∂α+k̄i

β−ki
∂α
β f

n+1dvdx

+
1

τ0

∫

R3×T3

(∂α
β f

n+1∂βPPr(∂
αfn) + ∂α

β f
n+1∂α

βΓ(f
n))dvdx,

where ki (i = 1, 2, 3) are coordinate unit vectors and k̄1 = (0, 1, 0, 0), k̄2 = (0, 0, 1, 0),
k̄3 = (0, 0, 0, 1). We then integrate for time and recall Proposition 3.1 to derive

(1 − CT∗)E(fn+1)(t) ≤
(

1

2
+ CT∗ + CT∗M

2
0

)

M0.

For sufficiently small M0 and T∗, we conclude that

E(fn+1)(t) ≤ M0.

The remaining part can be obtained from the standard argument [23–25]. We omit it. �

4. Coercivity estimate for Pr > 0

In this section, we fill up the degeneracy of the linearized Shakov operator LPr and
recover the full coercivity. As is observed in Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.8, the degeneracy
of the linear operator LPr is strictly larger when Pr = 0 than Pr > 0. The case of Pr > 0
can be treated by a rather standard argument, which is briefly presented in this section.
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Recall the macroscopic projection operator Pc from Definition 2.1:

Pcf = a0(x, t)
√
m+

∑

1≤i≤3

b0i(x, t)vi
√
m+ c0(x, t)|v|2

√
m,

where

a0(x, t) =

∫

R3

f
√
mdv − 1

2

∫

R3

f(|v|2 − 3)
√
mdv,

b0i(x, t) =

∫

R3

fvi
√
mdv,

c0(x, t) =
1

6

∫

R3

f(|v|2 − 3)
√
mdv,

for i = 1, 2, 3. Substituting f = Pcf + (I − Pc)f into (2.20) gives

{∂t + v · ∇x}{Pcf} = l0(f) + h0(f),(4.1)

where

l0(f) = −{∂t + v · ∇x}{(I − Pc)f}+
1

τ0
LPr{(I − Pc)f}, h0(f) = Γ(f).

By an explicit computation, the left-hand side of (4.1) is expressed as a linear combination
of the following 13-basis {√m, vi

√
m, vivj

√
m, vi|v|2

√
m} (1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3):

{

∂ta0 +
∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
a0 + ∂tb0i)vi +

∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
b0i + ∂tc0)v

2
i

+
∑

i<j

(∂xi
b0j + ∂xj

b0i)vivj +
∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
c0)vi|v|2

}√
m.

Let (l0c, l0i, l0ij , l0is, l0ijs), and (h0c, h0i, h0ij , h0is, h0ijs) be the coefficient corresponding to
the linear expansion w.r.t the above basis when l0 and h0 are expanded to the above 13 basis,
respectively. Then comparing the coefficients of both sides yields the following system:

∂ta = l0c + h0c,

∂xi
a+ ∂tbi = l0i + h0i,

∂xi
bi + ∂tc = l0ii + h0ii,

∂xi
bj + ∂xj

bi = l0ij + h0ij (i 6= j),

∂xi
c = l0is + h0is.

(4.2)

for i, j = 1, 2, 3. For the notational simplicity we define

l̃0 = l0c +
∑

1≤i≤3

(l0i + l0is) +
∑

1≤i,j≤3

(

l0ij + l0ijs
)

,

h̃0 = hc +
∑

1≤i≤3

(h0i+ h0is) +
∑

1≤i,j≤3

(

h0ij + h0ijs

)

.
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The analysis for this system is now standard, which can be found, for example, in [23–25,48]
to yield

∑

|α|≤N

‖PPr∂
αf‖L2

x,v
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N

(

‖∂αa‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αb‖L2

x
+ ‖∂αc‖L2

x

)

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N−1

(

‖∂αl̃0‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃0‖L2

x

)

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N

‖(I − PPr)∂
αf‖L2

x,v
+ CM0

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖L2
x,v

,

for sufficiently small E(t). This, combined with the degenerate coercive estimate in Propo-
sition 2.2 (1), leads to the following full coercivity estimate for sufficiently small E(t):

∑

|α|≤N

〈LPr∂
αf, ∂αf〉L2

x,v
≤ −δ

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

.(4.3)

5. Coercivity estiamte for Pr = 0

Due to the bigger degeneracy of LPr in the case of Pr = 0, a new idea is to need to recover
the full coercivity. More precisely, the presence of an additional 3-dimensional null space
leads to a bigger differential system than (4.2) that involves non-conservative quantities,
which cannot be merged into the coercivity estimate using the previous arguments.

First, we write PPrf in Definition 2.1 as

PPrf = a(x, t)
√
m+

∑

1≤i≤3

bi(x, t)vi
√
m+ c(x, t)|v|2

√
m+

∑

1≤i≤3

di(x, t)vi|v|2
√
m,

where

a(x, t) =

∫

R3

f
√
mdv − 1

2

∫

R3

f(|v|2 − 3)
√
mdv,

bi(x, t) =

∫

R3

fvi
√
mdv − 1

2

∫

R3

fvi(|v|2 − 5)
√
mdv,

c(x, t) =
1

6

∫

R3

f(|v|2 − 3)
√
mdv,

di(x, t) =
1

10

∫

R3

fvi(|v|2 − 5)
√
mdv,

for i = 1, 2, 3. Substituting f = PPrf + (I − PPr)f into (2.20), we get the similar equation
as in (4.1):

{∂t + v · ∇x}{PPrf} = l(f) + h(f),(5.1)

where

l(f) = −{∂t + v · ∇x}{(I − PPr)f}+
1

τ0
LPr{(I − PPr)f}, h(f) = Γ(f).

This time, we expand the L.H.S. of (5.1) using the following 19-basis (1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3):

{
√
m, vi

√
m, vivj

√
m, vi|v|2

√
m, vivj |v|2

√
m},(5.2)
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to get
{

∂ta+
∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
a+ ∂tbi)vi +

∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
bi + ∂tc)v

2
i +

∑

i<j

(∂xi
bj + ∂xj

bi)vivj

+
∑

1≤i≤3

(∂xi
c+ ∂tdi)vi|v|2 +

∑

1≤i≤3

∂xi
div

2
i |v|2 +

∑

i<j

(∂xi
dj + ∂xj

di)vivj |v|2
}√

m.

Let (lc, li, lij , lis, lijs), and (hc, hi, hij , his, hijs) be the coefficient for the linear expansion of
l and h w.r.t (5.2) respectively. Then we can derive the following system:

∂ta = lc + hc,

∂xi
a+ ∂tbi = li + hi,

∂xi
bi + ∂tc = lii + hii,

∂xi
bj + ∂xj

bi = lij + hij (i 6= j),

∂xi
c+ ∂tdi = lis + his,

∂xi
di = liis + hiis,

∂xi
dj + ∂xj

di = lijs + hijs (i 6= j),

(5.3)

for i, j = 1, 2, 3. For a notational simplicity we define

l̃ = lc +
∑

1≤i≤3

(li + lis) +
∑

1≤i,j≤3

(

lij + lijs
)

,

h̃ = hc +
∑

1≤i≤3

(hi + his) +
∑

1≤i,j≤3

(

hij + hijs

)

.

The desired full coercivity estimate is stated in the following theorem. Note that we need
an additional moment condition on the initial data.

Theorem 5.1. Let Pr = 0 and |α| ≤ N . Let f be the local smooth solution obtained in
Theorem 3.5. Suppose further that the third moment of the initial data is zero:

∫

T3×R3

F0(x, v)vi|v|2dvdx = 0,(5.4)

for i = 1, 2, 3. Then we have
∑

|α|≤N

〈LPr∂
αf, ∂αf〉L2

x,v
≤ −δ

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

+ CE2(t).

The following estimate of macroscopic variables is the key estimate for the proof of
Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 5.1. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 5.1, we have

‖∂αa‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αb‖L2

x
+ ‖∂αc‖L2

x
+ ‖∂αd‖L2

x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N−1

(

‖∂αl̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x

)

+ CE(t).

Proof. Note that the new variable d is coupled only with c. Therefore, the estimates for a
and b are the same as the previous Pr > 0 case, which is

‖∂αa‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αb‖L2

x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N−1

(

‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x

)

.(5.5)
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We divide the estimate of c and d into the following four steps:

(Step 1) ‖∂α∂tc‖L2
x
,

(Step 2) ‖∇x∂
αdi‖L2

x
, (|α| ≤ N − 1)

(Step 3) ‖∂γdi‖L2
x
,

(Step 4) ‖c‖L2
x
+ ‖∇x∂

αc‖L2
x
,

where ∂γ is pure time derivatives for |γ| ≤ N , that is, ∂γ = ∂
|γ|
t .

• Step 1. The estimate of ‖∂α∂tc‖L2
x
: Taking ∂α on (5.3)3 gives

∂α∂tc = ∂αlii + ∂αhii − ∂α∂xi
bi.

Multiplying both sides by ∂α∂tc and applying the Hölder inequality yields

‖∂α∂tc‖L2
x
≤ ‖∂αlii‖L2

x
+ ‖∂αhii‖L2

x
+ ‖∂α∂xi

bi‖L2
x
.

We then combine this with the estimate of b in (5.5) to get

‖∂α∂tc‖L2
x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N−1

(

‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x

)

.

• Step 2. The estimate of ‖∇x∂
αdi‖L2

x
: Using (5.3)6 and (5.3)7, we compute

△di =
∑

1≤j≤3

∂jjdi

=
∑

j 6=i

∂jjdi + ∂iidi

=
∑

j 6=i

(

∂j lijs + ∂jhijs − ∂jidj
)

+ ∂iliis + ∂ihiis.

We then use (5.3)6 to get

△di =
∑

j 6=i

(

∂j lijs + ∂jhijs − ∂iljjs − ∂ihjjs

)

+ ∂iliis + ∂ihiis,

which implies

‖∇xd‖L2
x
≤ C

∑

1≤i,j≤3

(‖lijs‖L2
x
+ ‖hijs‖L2

x
+ ‖liis‖L2

x
+ ‖hiis‖L2

x
).

The same argument holds when di is replaced by ∂αdi. This completes the proof of Step 2.

• Step 3. The estimate of ‖∂γdi‖L2
x
: We divide the proof into the following 3 cases: |γ| = 0

|γ| = 1 and 2 ≤ |γ| ≤ N . We start with |γ| = 1.

(1) The case of |γ| = 1: We employ the Poincaré inequality to derive

‖∂tdi‖L2
x
≤ ‖∇x∂tdi‖L2

x
+ C

∥

∥

∥

∫

T3

∂tdidx
∥

∥

∥

L2
x

.(5.6)

Note that, in the case of a, b, c, the last term on the R.H.S. vanishes due to the conservation
laws, which is not the case for non-conservative quantity d. To control

∫

∂γdidx, we multiply
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vi|v|2 and integrate with respect to dvdx on the equation (1.1).

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

Fvi|v|2dvdx =
1

τ

∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F )vi|v|2 dvdx.(5.7)

We recall from (2.10)2 that the energy flux can be expressed as follows:
∫

R3

F (x, v, t)vi|v|2dv = qi +
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij + ρUi|U |2 + Uiρ
∑

1≤i≤3

Θii.(5.8)

On the other hand, an explicit computation using the following decomposition of vi|v|2

vi|v|2 = (vi − Ui)|v − U |2 + 2(vi − Ui)(v − U) · U + (vi − Ui)|U |2

+ Ui|v − U |2 + 2Ui(v − U) · U + Ui|U |2,
gives

∫

R3

SPr(F )(x, v, t)vi|v|2dv = (1− Pr)qi + 2UiρT + ρUi|U |2 + Ui3ρT.(5.9)

Inserting (5.8) and (5.9) into (5.7), we get the following evolution law for the energy flux
for Pr = 0:

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F (x, v, t)vi|v|2dvdx =
1

τ

∫

T3

(

2UiρT −
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘij

)

dx,(5.10)

which, combined with the momentum conservation law:

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F (x, v, t)v dvdx = 0,

and
∫

R3

vi|v|2mdv = 0,

gives the evolution law for di:

d

dt

∫

T3

di(x, t)dx =
1

10τ

(∫

T3

2UiρT −
∑

1≤j≤3

2ρUjΘijdx

)

.(5.11)

Then, from Lemma 3.1,

U, ρT, ρΘ ≤ ‖f‖L2
v
,

we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

T3

∂tdi(x, t)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt

∫

T3

di(x, t)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

T3

‖f‖2L2
v
dx ≤ CE(t).(5.12)

Inserting this, into the Poincaré inequality (5.6), we get the desired estimate for |γ| = 1:

‖∂tdi‖L2
x
≤ ‖∇x∂tdi‖L2

x
+ CE(t).

(2) The case of |γ| = 0: We note from (5.4) that
∫

T3

di(x, 0)dx =

∫

T3×R3

vi(|v|2 − 5)

10
F (x, v, 0) dvdx = 0.
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Therefore, integration (5.11) with respect to dt gives

∫

T3

di(x, t)dx =
1

10τ

∫ t

0

∫

T3

2

3
Uiρ(Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33 − 3Θii)−

∑

j 6=i

2ρUjΘijdxdt,(5.13)

where we used 3T = Θ11 +Θ22 +Θ33. To estimate the first term of the R.H.S., we observe

ρ(Θjj −Θii) =

∫

R3

F
(

v2j − v2i

)

dv + ρU2
j − ρU2

i .

Therefore, substituting F = m+
√
mf and applying the Hölder inequality, we get

∣

∣ρ(Θjj −Θii)
∣

∣ ≤
∫

R3

(m+
√
mf)

(

v2j − v2i

)

dv +
(ρUj)

2 + (ρUi)
2

ρ

≤ C‖f‖L2
v
+ C‖f‖2L2

v
,

(5.14)

where we used the lower bound of ρ in Lemma 3.1 (1) and
∫

R3

m
(

v2j − v2i

)

dv = 0.

We insert (5.14) into (5.13), and apply ρU/ρ ≤ C‖f‖L2
v
and ρΘ ≤ C‖f‖L2

v
to obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

T3

di(x, t)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

T3

‖f‖2L2
v
+ ‖f‖3L2

v
dxdt.

We then apply the Sobolev embedding H2 ⊂⊂ L∞ to bound
∫

T3

‖f‖3L2
v
dx ≤ sup

x∈T3

‖f‖L2
v
‖f‖2L2

x,v
≤
∑

|α|≤2

‖∂αf‖L2
x,v

‖f‖2L2
x,v

≤
√

E(t)‖f‖2L2
x,v

.

Therefore,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

T3

di(x, t)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (1 +
√

M0)

∫ t

0

‖f‖2L2
x,v

dt ≤ (1 +
√

M0)E(t),(5.15)

where M0 is from Theorem 3.5 (1). We note that this is why we use the energy functional
with the time integration of the production term. Combining (5.15) with (5.12) gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

T3

∂γdi(x, t)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(1 +
√

M0)E(t),

for |γ| = 0, 1. Substituting it into (5.6) yields

‖∂γdi‖L2
x
≤ ‖∇x∂

γdi‖L2
x
+ C(1 +

√

M0)E(t)

≤ C
(

‖∂γ l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂γh̃‖L2

x

)

+ C(1 +
√

M0)E(t),

where we used the result of (Step 2).

(3) The case of 2 ≤ |γ| ≤ N : We have from (5.3)5

∂
|γ|
t di = ∂

|γ|−1
t lis + ∂

|γ|−1
t his − ∂

|γ|−1
t ∂xi

c.
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Since the last term ∂
|γ|−1
t ∂xi

c has at least one time derivative, we can apply the estimate of
∂tc in (Step 1):

‖∂|γ|
t di‖L2

x
≤ C

(

‖∂|γ|−1
t lis‖L2

x
+ ‖∂|γ|−1

t his‖L2
x
+ ‖∂|γ|−1

t ∂xi
c‖L2

x

)

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N−1

(‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x
).

Finally, we combine (1)-(3) to get the desired result:

‖∂γdi‖L2
x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N−1

(‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x
) + CE(t).

• Step 4: We first consider the estimate of c which has at least one spatial derivative. We
take ∂α on (5.3)5 to get

∂α∂xi
c = ∂αlis + ∂αhis − ∂α∂tdi.

Using (Step 3), we have

‖∂α∂xi
c‖L2

x
≤ ‖∂αlis‖L2

x
+ ‖∂αhis‖L2

x
+ ‖∂α∂tdi‖L2

x

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N−1

(‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x
) + CE(t).

Finally, we use the Poincaré inequality to get the estimate of c without derivative:

‖c‖L2
x
≤ ‖∇xc‖L2

x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N−1

(‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x
) + CE(t).

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

Finally, we need to estimate the R.H.S. of (5.1).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that E(t) is sufficiently small. Then we have

(1)
∑

|α|≤N−1

‖∂αl̃‖L2
x
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N

‖(I − PPr)∂
αf‖L2

x,v
,

(2)
∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αh̃‖L2
x
≤ CM0

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖L2
x,v

.

Proof. This estimates are standard (See for example [23,24,48]). The only difference is that,
as we can see in (5.2), the number of basis changes from 13 to 19, so we omit it. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 5.1.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 5.1. From Proposition 5.1, we have Lemma 5.2,
∑

|α|≤N

‖PPr∂
αf‖2L2

x,v
≤ C

∑

|α|≤N

(

‖∂αa‖2L2
x
+ ‖∂αb‖2L2

x
+ ‖∂αc‖2L2

x
+ ‖∂αd‖2L2

x

)

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N−1

(

‖∂α l̃‖L2
x
+ ‖∂αh̃‖L2

x
+ CE(t)

)2

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N

‖(I − PPr)∂
αf‖2L2

x,v
+ CM0

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

+ CE2(t).
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Adding
∑ ‖(I − PPr)∂

αf‖2L2
x,v

on both side, we get

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

≤ C
∑

|α|≤N

‖(I − PPr)∂
αf‖2L2

x,v
+ CE2(t),

for the sufficiently small M0. This, combined with the degenerate coercivity estimate in
Proposition 2.2 (2), lead to the following modified coercivity estimate for sufficiently small
E(t):

∑

|α|≤N

〈LPr∂
αf, ∂αf〉L2

x,v
≤ −δ

∑

|α|≤N

‖∂αf‖2L2
x,v

+ CE2(t),

for some positive constant δ > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

6. Global existence

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. We will only prove

∑

|α|+|β|≤N
|β|≤m







Cm1

d

dt
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

+ δm
∑

|α|≤N

‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,v







≤ Cm2E2(t),(6.1)

for some positive constants Cm1 , Cm2 , and δm for 0 ≤ m ≤ N , since the standard argument
in [23, 24, 48] leads to the desired result.
Proof of (6.1): Let f be a local-in-time solution constructed in Theorem 3.5. We apply
the induction argument for the momentum derivative |β| = m. For m = 0, taking ∂α on
(2.20) and applying inner product with ∂αf give

1

2

d

dt
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
=

1

τ0
〈∂αf, LPr∂

αf〉L2
x,v

+ 〈∂αf, ∂αΓ(f)〉L2
x,v

.

We then apply the coercivity estimate (4.3) in the case Pr > 0, and apply Theorem 5.1 in
the degenerate case Pr = 0, to obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
+ δ‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
≤ 〈∂αf, ∂αΓ(f)〉L2

x,v
.

For the nonlinear term, we apply Proposition 3.1 to have

〈∂αf, ∂αΓ(f)〉L2
x,v

≤ C
√

E(t)
∑

|α1|+|α2|≤|α|

∫

T3

‖∂α1f‖L2
v
‖∂α2f‖L2

v
‖∂αf‖L2

v
dx.

Without loss of generality, we assume that |α1| ≤ |α2|, and employ the Sobolev embedding
H2 ⊂⊂ L∞ to get

〈∂αf, ∂αΓ(f)〉L2
x,v

≤ C
√

E(t)
(

∑

|α1|≤|α|
‖∂α1f‖L2

x,v
‖
)2

‖∂αf‖L2
x,v

≤ E2(t).

Thus we obtain the following estimate of |β| = 0:

Eα
0 :

1

2

d

dt
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
+ δ‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
≤ CE2(t).
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Now we consider the case |β| = m > 0. We take ∂α
β on (2.20) and apply inner product with

∂α
β f .

Eα
β :

1

2

d

dt
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

+
1

τ0
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

≤
3
∑

i=1

〈∂α
β f, ∂

α+k̄i

β−ki
∂α
β f〉L2

x,v
+

1

τ0
〈∂α

β f, ∂βPPr(∂
αf)〉L2

x,v
+ 〈∂α

β f, ∂
α
βΓ(f)〉L2

x,v
.

(6.2)

The first two terms on the second line can be estimated by Young’s inequality:

〈∂α
β f, ∂

α+k̄i

β−ki
∂α
β f〉L2

x,v
≤ ǫ

2
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

+
1

2ǫ
‖∂α+k̄i

β−ki
f‖2L2

x,v
,

and

〈∂α
β f, ∂βPPr(∂

αf)〉L2
x,v

≤ ǫ

2
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

+
1

2ǫ
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
,

where we used

‖∂βPPr(∂
αf)‖2L2

x,v
≤ ‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
.

To estimate the last term of (6.2), we apply Proposition 3.1.

Eα
β :

1

2

d

dt
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

+
1

τ0
‖∂α

β f‖2L2
x,v

≤ Cǫ‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,v
+

1

2ǫ

3
∑

i=1

‖∂α+k̄i

β−ki
f‖2L2

x,v
+

1

2ǫ
‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v
+ CE2(t).

For sufficiently small ǫ, the right-hand side of ‖∂α
β f‖2L2

x,v
can be absorbed in the left-hand

side of that. Once we take
∑

|α|+|β|≤N

and
∑

|β|=m+1

on each side, then the 2-nd and the 3-rd

terms of the second line is bounded by the induction hypothesis:

∑

|α|+|β|≤N
|β|=m+1





3
∑

i=1

‖∂α+k̄i

β−ki
f‖2L2

x,v
+ ‖∂αf‖2L2

x,v



 ≤ Cm

∑

|α|+|β|≤N
|β|≤m

Eα
β + C0

∑

|α|≤N

Eα ≤ CE2(t).

Thus we have the desired result. This completes the proof.
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7. Appendix

In this part, we prove the conservation laws (1.6), the H-theorem (1.7), and the cancel-
lation property (1.8) of the Shakhov model. We present the proof in detail for the reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 7.1. The Shakhov model satisfies the conservation laws (1.6) and the additional
cancellation property (1.8).
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Proof. It is enough to show that

(1)

∫

R3

SPr(F )(x, v, t)dv = ρ,

(2)

∫

R3

(v − U)SPr(F )(x, v, t)dv = 0,

(3)

∫

R3

|v − U |2SPr(F )(x, v, t)dv = 3ρT,

(4)

∫

R3

(SPr(F )− F )(vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv = −Prqi.

(1) We integrate the Shakhov operator (1.3) with respect to dv and take the change of
variable (v − U) → v to get

∫

R3

SPr(F )dv = ρ+

∫

R3

ρ
√
2πT

3 exp

(

−|v|2
2T

)

1− Pr

5

q · v
ρT 2

(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)

dv = ρ.

(2) Multiplying SPr(F ) by (vi −Ui) and applying the change of variable (v − U) → v yield

∫

R3

(vi − Ui)SPr(F )dv =

∫

R3

vi
ρ

√
2πT

3 exp

(

−|v|2
2T

)

1− Pr

5

q · v
ρT 2

(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)

dv

=
1− Pr

5

ρ
√
2πT

3

1

ρT 2

∫

R3

qiv
2
i

(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)

exp

(

−|v|2
2T

)

dv

=
1− Pr

5

ρ
√
2πT

3

1

ρT 2

1

3

∫

R3

qi|v|2
(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)

exp

(

−|v|2
2T

)

dv.

We then take another change of variable v/
√
2T → v to obtain

∫

R3

(vi − Ui)SPr(F )dv =
1− Pr

15

qi
4π3/2T 4

(∫

R3

|v|4e−|v|2dv − 5

2

∫

R3

|v|2e−|v|2dv

)

= 0,

where we used

∫

R3

|v|4e−|v|2dv =
15π

3
2

4
,

∫

R3

|v|2e−|v|2dv =
3π

3
2

2
.

(3) We integrate SPr(F ) with respect to |v−U |2dv and the change of variable (v−U) → v:

∫

R3

|v − U |2SPr(F )dv = 3ρT +

∫

R3

|v|2 ρ
√
2πT

3 exp

(

−|v|2
2T

)

1− Pr

5

q · v
ρT 2

(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)

dv

= 3ρT.
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(4) Integrating the Shakhov operator SPr(F ) with respect to (vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv gives

∫

R3

SPr(F )(vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv =

∫

R3

vi|v|2


1 +
1− Pr

5

q · v
ρT 2

(

|v|2
2T

− 5

2

)





ρ
√
2πT

3 e
− |v|2

2T dv

=
1− Pr

5

qi
ρT 2

ρ
√
2πT

3

∫

R3





(

v2i |v|4
2T

− 5

2
v2i |v|2

)



 e−
|v|2

2T dv

=
1− Pr

15

qi
ρT 2

ρ
√
2πT

3

∫

R3





(

|v|6
2T

− 5

2
|v|4
)



 e−
|v|2

2T dv

= (1 − Pr)qi.

Then by the definition of the heat flux qi, we have

∫

R3

(SPr(F )− F )(vi − Ui)|v − U |2dv = −Prqi.

�

Lemma 7.2. [40] The Shakhov model satisfies the H-theorem (1.7) when the distribution
function F (x, v, t) is sufficiently close to the global Maxwellian in the sense that

|ρ− 1|+ |U |+ |T − 1|+ |q| ≪ 1.

Remark 7.3. We remark that the above smallness condition is satisfied by the solution
derived in Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We take (1 + lnF )dvdx on both sides of (1.1):

d

dt

∫

T3×R3

F lnFdvdx =

∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F ) lnFdvdx

=

∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F ) ln
F

SPr(F )
dvdx

+

∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F ) lnSPr(F )dvdx.

Since the first term is non-positive, we only consider the second term. We expand lnSPr(F )
with respect to q as

lnSPr(F ) = lnM +
1− Pr

5

(v − U)

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)

· q +O(q2),
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so that
∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F ) lnSPr(F )dvdx

=

∫

T3×R3

(SPr(F )− F )×



lnM+
1− Pr

5

q · (v − U)

ρT 2

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)

+O(q2)



 dvdx

=

∫

T3

1− Pr

5ρT 2

∫

R3

(SPr(F )− F )×



q · (v − U)

(

|v − U |2
2T

− 5

2

)



 dvdx +O(q2)

=

∫

T3

−Pr(1− Pr)|q|2
10ρT 3

dx+O(q2).

In the last line, we used
∫

R3

(SPr(F )− F )(v − U)|v − U |2dv = −Prq(x, t).

Since ρ and T have lower bounds by the assumption, for sufficiently small q, we have the
desired result. �
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