arXiv:2206.02677v1 [math.AP] 6 Jun 2022

GRAD-CAFLISCH TYPE DECAY ESTIMATES OF PSEUDO-INVERSE OF
LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN OPERATOR AND APPLICATION TO
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove some Grad-Caflisch type decay estimates of the pseudo-
inverse of linearized Boltzmann collision operator, including both the hard potential (0 <
~v < 1) and part of soft (—% < 7 < 0) potential cutoff interaction kernels. The key idea is
that the weighted L*-norms of (£ — v)f are first dominated by the weighted L?-norms of
f, and then the L?-norms are bounded by the L*™-norms of £f via the hypocoercivity of
the weighted operator £. The proof of the weighted hypocoercivity employs the high-low
velocities estimates argument. Finally, these decay estimates are further applied to derive
some new point-wise estimates for the Hilbert expansion terms of the Boltzmann equation
in the compressible Euler scaling.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The Boltzmann collision operator. The well-known Boltzmann collision operator
B(F, F) is defined by

B(F,F) = //RS S2(F’F1’ — FF)b(w,v1 — v)dwdu; . (1.1)
X

Here w € S? is a unit vector, dw is the rotationally invariant surface ingetral on S?, while
F{, F', Fy and F are the number density F(-) evaluated at the velocities v}, v/, v; and v
respectively, i.e.

Fl=F@)), FF=F@®), Fi =F(v), F=F().
Here (v],v’) are the velocities after an elastic binary collision between two molecules with
velocities (v1,v) before the collision, or vice versa. Since both momentum and energy are

U1

FIGURE 1. Transformation of velocities.

conserved during the elastic collision, v} and v’ can be expressed in terms of v; and v as

v =v —[(v1 —v) ww, v =v+[(v; — ) ww, (1.2)
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where the unit vector w € S? is parallel to the deflections v} — v and v — v, and is therefore
perpendicular to the plane of reflection, see Figure 1. In the collision term B(F, F'), F{F' is
the gain term, while F} F' is called the loss term.

By Grad’s work [11], the collision kernel b(w,v; —v) has the factored form
b1 =) = BOor ol cosd = D g <, (1.3
| —

where (3(0) satisfies the symmetric assumption

B(0)sinf = B(5 —0)sin(§ —0), B(#)sinf = f(m — ) sin(r — 0), (1.4)
and the small deflection cutoff condition
[, 86)ds =1, 0< 56) < o] cost (15)
S2

for some constant Sy > 0. The cases —3 < v < 0 and 0 < v < 1 are respectively referred to
as the “soft” and “hard” potential cases. In particular, v = 0 is the Maxwell potential case,
and 7 = 1 is the hard sphere case, in which 5(8) = Sy|cos 0.

Let M(v) = M, 7)(v) denote the local Maxwellian corresponding to the fluid state (p,u,T)
given by

p v —uf?
D) = M) = s exp(— o) (1.6)

where p > 0 is the density, T > 0 is the temperature, and u € R? is the bulk velocity. For

the perturbation F' = 9 + v f around 91, we consider the linearized Boltzmann collision
operator L defined by

Lf=— M3 () [BEOR, VIRS) + B(VIRS, M)

(1.7)
=v(v)f(v) + K f(v),
where the collision frequency v(v) is defined by
v(v) = // M(v1)b(w, v1 — v)dwdwv; (L) / lv1 — o[ "M (v1)doy , (1.8)
R3xS2
and the operator K f(v) can be decomposed into two parts:
Kf(v) = Kif(v) = Kz2f(v). (1.9)
Here the loss term K f(v) is
Ky f(v) = M (0 // F(01) D5 (01)b(w, 01 — v)dwdor | (1.10)
R3 x S2
and the gain term Ko f(v
Ko f (v) =M (v // o)) + 03 (04) £ (05)] (w1 )bl o1 — )y
RSXSQ (1.11)

ot} () //R AWM )b(e, 01 — o).

where the last equality is derived from the symmetric assumption (1.4), see Section 2 of [I1]
for instance.
The null space Null(£) of the operator £ is spanned by the basis

wozi\/ﬁ ¢i=Ui_ui\/ﬁ(i:123) ¢4=L<|U_u|2—3>\/ﬁ.
N/ VT B V6p T

The basis is orthonormal in the Hilbert space L? := L?(R3). Let Null*(£) be the orthogonal
space of Null(£) in L?, namely,

Null(£) @ Null*+(£) = L2.
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We define the projection P : L? — Null(£) by
PI= {5 +up- 22+ (U -5 v, (1.12)
where

pf:/RBf\/ﬁdv, uf:%/ﬂgaf(v—u)\/ﬁdv, Gf:%/Rgf(]v—uP—?)T)\/fﬁdv.

It is a classical result that (for the proof, see Proposition 2.3 of [] for instance) {192 :

a=0,1,--- ,4} forms the the basis of all collision invariants, i.e.,
<B(F7F)7¢am_%> =0, a=0,1,---,4.
Here the bracket (-,-) represents the L2-inner product. Moreover, the Boltzmann H-theorem
states that B(F, F') = 0 is equivalent to F' = 9. It thereby infers that
Lf e Nullt(£)

for any f € L?. Furthermore, the restricted operator ﬁ‘NuHL( ) is a one-to-one map from
Nullt(£) onto Nullt (L), because K = £ — v is a Fredholm operator. Thus, one gives the

following definition.

Definition 1.1 (Pseudo-inverse operator of £). The inverse operator
(Llxunt ()~ Null+(£) — Null-(£)

1s called the pseudo-inverse operator of the linearized Boltzmann collision operator L, which
is briefly denoted by L£L7".

By [0] for instance, the linearized Boltzmann collision operator £ satisfies the well-known
hypocoercivity

(Lf, ) = M FlZe0 (1.13)

for some constant X = A(p,u,T’) > 0, where || - [ z2¢) = (fgs | - \21/(v)dfu)% is the norm of the
weighted L? space. Furthermore, by [13], the collision frequency v(v) defined in (1.8) subjects
to

Cilpu, T)(1 + o) < v(v) < Calp,u, T)(1 + o)) (1.14)
for some positive constants C;(p,u,T) > 0 (¢ = 1,2). For notational simplicity, (1.14) will be
briefly denoted by

v(v) ~pur (14 v])7. (1.15)
It is noted that the collision frequency v(v) is monotone in |v|. More specifically,
Zd > 0for 0 <y <1,and Z) <0for —3<v<0. (1.16)

The details can be referred to Section 3 of [11].

1.2. Motivations and decay results of pseudo-inverse operator. One of the goals of
this paper is to investigate the decay (with respect to v) estimates of the pseudo-inverse
operator £~!. This decay estimate has been widely applied to hydrodynamic limits of the
Boltzmann equations (for examples, [7, 9, 10]). Specifically, in any fluid limits of kinetic
equations, once the Hilbert expansion approach is employed, the solution will be formally
written as F, = > - k"F,, where the kinetic part of F, is solved from LF, = G,. Any
estimates of F}, must rely on the decay estimate of £71.

In Caflisch’s paper [3], Page 656, the following result for the decay of .Z~! for the hard
potential cases 0 < v < 1 was stated: !

“Grad has shown in [11] that £~ preserves decay in &, so that Uy ~ |¢Pexp{—|¢é—u|?/2T}.”

IThe symbol ¢ in [3] corresponds to the velocity v in current work. Moreover, the linearized operator % in
[3] equals to M2 L that we employed.
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Here the function Wy = .#~1g for some determined g given in Page 655 of [3]. In our notations,
the Caflisch’s assertion is equivalent to
[£709] S (L4 o) @)[[(L + o] 2] (1.17)

for g € Null*(£), provided that ||(1 + |v|)3fm_%gHLoo < oo. This result has been widely
employed in many literatures later. However, from our point of view, this estimate actually

was not implied by Grad’s work [11], as stated in [3]. Indeed, Grad [!1] only proved the
following weaker inequality than (1.17):
L7 S A+ )™+ o))" gl (Vo € R?) (1.18)

for any fixed integer m > 0, provided that [|(1 + |v])™g|/Le < c0. The key difference between
the estimates (1.17) and (1.18) is: the former is an exponential decay, while the latter is a
polynomial decay.

In order to illustrate this, we first display the correspondence of notations between Grad’s
work [11] and the current paper as follows:

Notations in Grad’s work [11] | L | f| K |&|g]| &2
Notations in current paper LIfl-K|v]|g]|?
As shown in (111) and (113), Page 50 of [11],
Lifj=vf - K[fl =&, |fl = $lg+ K[f]l < (gl + |K[]]), (1.19)

where v > 1y > 0 for hard potential is employed. The inequalities (70) in Page 41 and
(78)-(79) in Page 43 of [11] read

NIK[f]] < kNo[f], NS K] < kNSO () (1.20)

for any r > 0 and some constant k > 0, where the quantities Ny[f], Na[f] and N?ET) [f] are
defined in (75), Page 42 of [11], i.e.,

l ~
Milf) = max I, Nolf) = [ [ ae]" . NP = max 1Al 20
Following the arguments in Page 50-51 of [11], there holds

N [f] < o0 (1.22)

for hard potential case and any integer m > 0 provided that
& € Null* (L), / (@2/v)de < 0o, N{™P[g] < oo
Specifically, the hypocoercivity (1.13) and [(§*/v)d¢ < oo imply that
Ml < & [ vfrag < oc.

Then, the first inequality in (1.20) implies Ni[K[f]] < co. Together with (1.19), Ni[f] =
N?EO) [f] < oo under the condition N (0 )[ ] < co. Moreover, the last inequality of (1.20) means

Nélp)[ [f]] < oo. Consequently, (1.19) and N?E /2)[ | < oo imply N?El/z) [f] < oo. From
repeating the previous procedure m times, one directly derives (1.22), which means the decay
estimate (1.18).

The Grad’s inequality (1.18) illustrates the polynomial decay with any fixed order m > 0 of
the pseudo-inverse operator £~ for the hard potential cases 0 < ~ < 1. In this paper, we will
enhance the polynomial decay (1.18) to the exponential decay of the pseudo-inverse operator
L1 for the hard potential cases 0 < v < 1, and furthermore generalize the exponential decay
to part of soft potential cases —% < v < 0. More precisely, we will first prove the following
theorem.
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Theorem 1.1 (Exponential decay of £71). Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and —% < v < 1. Let the positive
number k., satisfy

B ifo<y <1,
k'y> 3—2 . 3
T’Y,Zf—§<’7<0.

Assume that
geNullt(£), (1+v))fm3ge L™,
Then the following statements hold:
(1) For the hard potential cases 0 <y <1,

£ g(0)] < CI(L+ o] M2 g M (), Vo € RP (1.23)
(2) For the part of soft potential cases —% <7y <0,
L7 g(v)] < CJI(1+ [v]) M2 g|| oo™ (v)ME (v), Vo € RY. (1.24)
Here the constant C = C(p,u,T) > 0.

Remark 1.1. Actually, the constant C = C(p,u,T) > 0 in Theorem 1.1 can be regarded as
a positive smooth function depending on the variables (p,u,T) € Ry x R3 x R.

Comparing to the hard potential case estimate (1.17) originally stated by Caflisch [3], our
estimate (1.23) is slightly different. More precisely, our estimate requires 0 < ¢ < 1, while
the estimate (1.17) basically corresponds to the case ¢ = 1. Furthermore, besides the hard
potential, our result also cover some soft potential cases, i.e. —% <7y <0.

There were some weighted L?-norms estimates for the pseudo-inverse operator £~ asso-
ciated with the global Maxwellian M (v) = 90 o (v) by the hypocoercivity of the operator
L. In [17], Ukai and Yang proved the boundedness of £~ from L?(v~'dv) N Null*(£) to
L?(vdv) N Nullt (L) for the hard potential cases 0 < < 1. This result has also been applied
in [14] for instance. In [7], Guo proved the hypocoercivity of the £ and its v-derivatives
in the mixed space HY ,(M~9vdvdz) (k > 0, 0 < ¢ < 1) for hard and soft potential cases

—3 < v < 1, which can imply the boundedness of £~! from H§7U(M_qy_1dvdx) ANullt(£) to
HE (M~ %vdvdz) N Nullt(£). In [5], Duan and Yu proved the similar decay estimate (1.23)

when the pseudo-inverse of linearized Landau collision operator acted on any polynomial U (v)
of v — u such that U(v)9 € Null*(L).

1.3. Applications to Hilbert expansions of Boltzmann equation with Euler scaling.
In this subsection, the exponential decay estimates in Theorem 1.1 will be used to control the
terms in the Hilbert expansions of the Boltzmann equation with compressible Euler scaling.
The scaled Boltzmann equation is

OF,+v-V,F,=1B(F,Fy,), (1.25)
where Fy(t, z,v) is the density of particles of velocity v € R3, at position z € R3, time t € R,

and k > 0 is the Knudsen number, which is assumed to be small. The solution Fj is sought
as the Hilbert expansion form

Fo=> K"F,, (1.26)
n=0
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where Fy, Fy,- -+ , Fy,- - are independent of k. As shown in [9, 12] for instance, the expanded
terms solve the equations
kL 0= B(Fy, Fy),
K: (O + v V) Fy = B(Fy, Fy) + B(Fy, Fy)
Kl r (Ot v Vo) B = B(Fy, Fy) + B(Fs, Fy) + B(Fy, Fy),
...... (1.27)

K'Y (04 v Va)Fy = B(Fo, Fug1) + B(Fuy1, Fo) + Y, B(Fi, F))

i+j=n+1
i,7>1

From the well-known H-theorem, the order of ™! in (1.27) implies that
Fo(t,z,v) = M(t, x,v) = M, (v),
where [p,u, T] depends on the variables (¢, x), which obeys the compressible Euler system
Op + divy(pu) =0,
O(pu) + divy(pu @ u) + V4 (pT) =0, (1.28)
H[p(BT + [u]®)] + divy [pu(3T + S|u?)] + div,(pTu) = 0.

Moreover, for each n > 1, f,, := \I/J—”ﬁ can be decomposed as the fluid and kinetic parts:

In ::\1/:;%2 :,an‘F(I_IP)f

a2 (1.29)
={L2 4 up - 27+ (P =3I+ (T - P) o,
where the projection P is defined in (1.12), the kinetic part is solved by
i+j=n :
i,j>1

and the fluid variables (py, u,,6,) are solved by the linearized compressible Euler system
Otpn + divy(puy + ppu) =0,
V. (oT 0r+3T pn
,0<8t0n 1t Vol + 2(Opdiven + 3Tdiv,un) + 3u, - va) = GH(T —P)fn).
Here the nonlinear collision operator I'(f;, f;) denotes
L(fi, ;) = Az BUfV/M, fV/). (1.32)
The source terms Fii ((Z — P) f,) € R? and G5 ((Z — P) f,) € R are defined by

3
Furi (T =P)fn) = = 0, (T, (T = P)fn) (i =1,2,3),
7j=1

Gi (T = P)fu) = —dive (203 (B, (T = P)fu) +2Tu (o, (I = P)fs)) = 2u- FH (T = P)fu).
(1.33)
where o7 € R3*3 and # € R? are the Burnett functions belonging to Nullt(£) with entries

Aj = {(vi_ui)T(vj_ui) — Gt }\/ﬁ (1<i,j<3),

g = v (b ) vam (1 <i <3).

(1.34)
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Once f, is rewritten as the following abstract and intuitive form:
fn = Kinetic(n) + Fluid(n), (1.35)

where Kinetic(n) = (Z — P) f, and Fluid(n) = P f,, one can summarize the orders to solve
fn (n>1) as the following Figure 2.

Fluid(0)
Kinetic(1) ——  Fluid(1)

Kinetic(2) —_Fluid(2)

FIGURE 2. The orders of solving f, (n > 1): Fluid(0) is Fy/vIN = VN
determined by the solution (p,u,T') to the compressible Euler system (1.28).

In this paper, the following two hypotheses will be imposed while controlling the expanded
terms F,(t,z,v) (n > 1):

(H1) From Schochet’s work [16], one can assume (p,u,T") is a bounded smooth solution to
the compressible Euler system (1.28), and p, T have both positive lower and upper bounds.
Moreover, all derivatives of (p,u,T') are also bounded. Namely, for any large m > 0,

. . 1 1 &
1tnxfp >0, 1t171:fT >0,em =mr5 T oot T Z|: sup 10,2 (p,u, T)| < o0, (1.36)
0<|Blsm 7

where the derivative operator 85 . is defined by

B o8l

o
L2 91Po oL D2 92

for 8= (Bo, 51, B2, B3) € N* with |8] = Bo + b1 + B2 + f.

(H2) Based on (H1) and Theorem 1.2 below, the solution (py,un,0,) to the linearized
compressible Euler system (1.31) can also be assumed to be bounded and smooth, provided
that the source terms Fr ((Z—P) fn) and Gy ((Z—P) f,) are bounded and smooth. Furthermore,
all derivatives of (py,, un, 8, ) are also bounded. More precisely, for any m > 0 and n > 1,

hr = Z Sup|8tﬁx(pn,un,9n)| < 00. (1.37)
o<igiem T '

Remark that, for any m >0 and n > 1,
em < Cm+1, th < b:;z—i-l .

The goal of this subsection is to control the expanded terms F,, = f,v/9 for each n > 1.
For the hard potential cases 0 < « < 1, Caflisch stated the following inequality in Proposition
3.1, Page 656 of [3]:

Let (p,u,T) be a smooth solution of the compressible equations (1.28), and form the Mazwellian
Fy ="M as in (1.6). Then the terms Fy,--- , Fg of the Hilbert expansion® are smooth in (t,x)

2In [3], the expansion was truncated after the sixth term, due to showing the convergence of the expanded
series (1.26) by controlling the associated remainder system uniformly in xk > 0.
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and have decay given by

Fi(t,z,v) < c|v|>' M(t, z, v), (1.38)
where ¢ is a constant independent of v, x,t.
As we mentioned in the last subsection, in Grad [11] the inequality (1.18) was shown. Based

on it the following bound of F;, could be derived:
|F;(t, x,v)| < (14 \U\)_mi)ﬁ%(t,m,v) for any integer m > 0, (1.39)

which is weaker than (1.38).

We use Theorem 1.1 to prove some new estimates of the terms in the Hilbert expansion
(1.26). This is the second main result of this paper.

First, in the Hilbert expansion framework, the linearized operator £ depends on the param-
eters (t,r), and so L~ does. We will also derive the decay estimates of the (,z)-derivatives
of the pseudo-inverse operator £~1. Then the following decay theorem is first displayed.

Theorem 1.2 (Exponential decay of parameter derivatives of £71). For any fived integer
m > 1, let B = (Bo, B1,B2,83) € N* with || = m. Let (p,u,T) be a solution to (1.28)
satisfying hypothesis (H1). Under the same assumptions in Theorem 1.1, one further assumes
that

m
ke — & '
Wi 4a(9) =3 D A+ )02 (0)0) g 1 < o0 (1.40)
i=0 |g'|=i
for any fited 0 < ¢, < @m—1 < -+ < @2 < @1 < qo = q < 1, where q is given in Theorem 1.1.
Then there is a positive constant C = C(en,) > 0 such that

am

10, 1L g(t, 2, v)]| < CWIS ()0, (0)MF (t,2,0) Vt,z, v, (1.41)

0, gm
where e, is mentioned in (1.36), and ©(v) is defined by

0,(v) =1if0<y<1, and O4(v) =v *(v) if —3 <y<0. (1.42)

Remark that the definition of functional W ™7 ;. (g) can be extended to the case m = 0
as follows:

_a
Wir*(9) = [I(1 + o) % (v)gl| 1~ -
Then, based on Theorem 1.2, the following new estimates are proved.

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < q < 1 and integer m > 0 be arbitrary, and —% < v < 1. Let

(p,u, T) be a bounded and smooth solution of the compressible system (1.28), and form
the Mazwellian Fy = M. Assume that the hypotheses (H1)-(H2) hold. Then the terms
Fi(t,z,v), -, F,(t,x,v), -+ of the Hilbert expansion are bounded and smooth in (t,z), and
satisfy the decay
3 107 Falt,z,0)| < CME (t,2,0) Vo> 1,
|Bl=m
where the constant C' = C(em+n7b}n+n—17hgn+n—27 e ,f)ﬁ;rll,f)?n) > 0 is independent of the
variables t,z,v. Here epiyn and b (1 <i<mn) are defined in (1.36) and (1.37), respec-
tively.

We note that, in [7], based on the boundedness of £~ from HY (M=%~ dvdz) ANullt (L)

to H gv(M ~9ydvdz) N Nullt(£) and the Sobolev embedding theory, Guo proved the similar
bounds (1.43) of the expanded terms F), (¢, x,v) when proving the incompressible Navier-Stokes
limit of the Boltzmann equation.

(1.43)

)
m+n—i

Remark 1.2. It is seemly to be confused that the bounds of 35 _,, ](“?Ean(t,a:,v)\ depends

on the quantity by, = 3 o< 5<m SUPra |85m(pn,un,9n)| associated with the fluid variables
(P, Un, On) of Fr(t,z,v). However, (pp,un,0,) is solved by the linearized compressible Euler
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system (1.31) with the source terms Fi-((Z—P)fn) and Gy (Z —P) fn) given in (1.33). They
subject to the bounds (4.51)-(4.52) and (4.69) below, i.e.,

OpF i (T = PV )| + 00293 (T = P)f1)| < Clemsa) < o0
and
10, F- (T = P) fa)| +10,,G5 (T — P) fa)]
< C(em-l-n—i-l)c(hfn—i-n—l-l p’ I<p<n- 1) < o0 (\V/TL 2 2)

for any || = m > 0. By the existence theory of the system (1.31) (see [10, 12], for
instance), the all quantities b, (n > 1,m > 0) can be bounded by the quantity e, =
erﬁJrzoswgm’ supy |85m(p,u, T)| for sufficiently large integer m’ = m’(n,m) > 0,
which corresponds to the solution (p,u,T) of the compressible Euler system (1.28). Neverthe-
less, the well-posedness of the system (1.31) is not the goal of this paper. We thereby represent
the upper bounds of F,, depending on the quantities h,anrn_l, h%Hn_z, e ,f)m+1, by,

Remark 1.3. Let m = 0 in the bound (1.43). There holds
|y (t,x,v)] < C’i)ﬁl;_q(t,x,v) Vn >1 (1.44)

for0 < g <1 and —% < v < 1. For the hard potential cases 0 < v < 1, the bound (1.44)
is stronger than the bound (1.39), but weaker than the bound (1.38). However, the estimate
(1.38) is hard to be verified. The closest results to Caflisch’s inequality that we can achieve is
estimates of F(t,xz,v) with respect to the hard sphere case v = 1. More precisely, we compare
the bound of Fi(t,z,v), about which Caflisch claimed that

|Fy (t, z,0)| < cloPM(t, z,v). (1.45)

About our results, by the equality (4.47) and (4.48) below, the kinetic part of fi = F1 /v
can be expressed as

V—jTT - B(v), (1.46)
where sz?\(fu) = L1/ (v) and B(v) = L71B(v). Following the equation (23) in Section 3
of [1], Theorem 2.1 of [1] or Section 2.53.8 of [2], it can be shown that there exist two scalar
valued functions a,b : [0,00) — R such that

(IT—-P)fi =—Vau: (v) +

fgz?\(v) =a(|v])« (v) and @(v) = b(jv])%(v). (1.47)

Moreover, Proposition 6.5 of [0] shown that, for a hard sphere gas (y = 1), the functions a
and b satisfy the growth estimate

la([v])| + [b([v])] < C(1+|v]) Vv e R®. (1.48)
It thereby holds that
(Z =PV < Cle) (1 + ootz
Together with Pf1 = {pl +uy - T A 6—% ‘U u|2 }\/_ one has

[fi(t 2, 0)] < Cler, ) (L + [u]) 1003 (¢, 2, v),
which means that
|Fy(t,2,0)] < Clex, bo)(L+ [v])*M(t, z,v). (1.49)

However, this is also weaker than the Caflisch’s inequality (1.45) with respect to the case n = 1
and hard sphere case v = 1.



10 NING JIANG, YI-LONG LUO, AND SHAOJUN TANG

1.4. Sketch of proofs. The first part of this paper is to derive the decay estimates of f =
L~ 1g for f,g € Null*(£), that is, Theorem 1.1. Note that g = Lf =vf+ Kf =vf+ K f —
Ksf.

For preparation of the work, with general local Maxwellian 9t with fluid variable (p,u,T),
we initially calculate the integral kernel of the operators K; and Ks in Lemma 2.1, and
estimate their bounds in Lemma 2.2, which also shows that the integral kernels are both
in L' for —3 < 7 < 1. Based on these, the first step is to prove that M2 (v)| K, f(v)]
can be bounded the quantity [9M=2 f||;2 for 0 < g < 1 and —5 < g < 1, see Lemma 3.1.
Intuitively, since MM~ 2 (v )\Kf \< Jgs [Ki(v, 1) [ 2 (v )Dﬁ%(vl)\fm 2 (v1) f(v1)|dvy, the L2
integrability of k;(v,v;)9M ™% (v)9%2 (v;) uniformly in v is required. By the spirit of Lemma
2.2, the constraint —% < v <1 is necessary.

Weighted L*°-norms of K;f (i =1,2)

dominimated by Lemma 3.1

Weighted L2-norm of f: Hﬁﬁ_%fuiz

dominated by Lemma 3.4

Hypocoercivity of weighted £: (0,9~ ILf, f)

FIGURE 3. Outlines of proof of decay estimates for the pseudo-inverse L.

The second step is to derive the hypocoercivity of the weighted linearized Boltzmann op-
erator £. To be more precise, one should prove that the quantity Hm‘%f |32 can be bounded

by <®«,9ﬁ_%£f, M3 f) + ||f||L2(V , as in Lemma 3.4, where O, is given in (1.42). The key
ingredients of proof is to derive the low velocities estimates about (@,Yim_%K I=xf. m—3 f)in

Lemma 3.2 and the high velocities estimates on (@Vm_%KXf, m_%f> in Lemma 3.3. The
low velocities estimates obtain the upper bound || f H%Q ) . On the other hand, the high veloc-

ities estimates gain the upper bound l(r)Hﬁﬂ_%f” + HfHLQ(V for some factor I(r) — 0 as

r — 400, which is important to obtain the hypocoercivity of the weighted operator £. Here
r > 0 characterizes the magnitude of the velocity v. Remark that the quantity || f Hig(y) can be

bounded by (Lf, f) via the hypocoercivity (1.13) of L. Collecting the low and high velocities
estimates before reduces to the hypocoercivity of the weighted linearized Boltzmann operator
L. Consequently, the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be completed in Subsection 3.3. Moreover,
the key ingredients of the proof for decay estimates of £~! can be intuitively sketched as the
Figure 3 above.

When carrying out the high velocities estimates of K f, there are different ways to deal

with the integral factor I(V],{1) := fVLJ_VH |>‘</(||m exp( — %)d‘fl of KXf in (3.51) for

the hard potential cases 0 < <1 and the soft potential cases —3 < v < 0.
e Hard potential cases 0 < v < 1: We dominate I(V],(}) 7421717;‘ If0 <~ <1, the

ffﬂ is exactly what we required for sufficiently large r» > 0. If

small factor I(r) =
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¥ =1,by v(v) ~ 1+ o], [ f|2, can be bounded by [|f ][22, + 12 f 132,

Here the small factor I(r) = —_ is required. For details, see Case 1 of proof of Lemma

1+4+r
3.3.
e Soft potential cases —3 < v < 0: We first decompose I(V], () into two parts

N v
I(V,¢L) = {/ _|_/ }X( Vil2+IV] ¢4 | )eXp(— %)de_
[VII>7I¢L] [ViI>7I¢L]

1—
(VilP+IVI=¢L)) 2

II(VHCJ_) I2(V\7CJ_)
2 [ 2
for some 7 € (0,1). For the quantity I1(V,, (), we use the bound X(YIViP V] Clllv) <
(VA2 Vi =¢C )2
—L- to get the small factor [(r) = — as required (see Case 2(a) of proof of Lemma
3.3). For the quantity I5(V], (1), the inequality

XWIVIPHIVI—CL?) 21—

1 —= T—
(ViP+IVI=CP) 2 (to—ulP+o—ut Vi) "2

in Case 2(b) will be first employed. Then we apply the high-low velocities estimates
arguments for the quantity |[v —u|+|v —u+V]|. Asin Case 2(b-1) of proof of Lemma
3.3, the high velocities estimates gain the bound ﬁ [Ruses; 132 with the small factor
l(r) = ﬁ required. On the other hand, as in Case 2(b-2) of proof of Lemma 3.3, the

low velocities estimate gets a bound || fH%Z(V).

The second part of this paper is to apply the decay estimates of £~! to the Hilbert expansion
of the scaled Boltzmann equation. Because the fluid variables (p,u,T'), depending on (¢, z),
subject to the compressible Euler equations, the linearized operator £ thereby involves the
parameters t,z. Consequently, we first justify the decay of (t,x)-derivatives of L7 i.e.,
Theorem 1.2. The key of the proofs depends the decay estimates of the pseudo-inverse £~! in
Theorem 1.1. Then, by the induction arguments for the order of derivatives of (¢, z)-variables,
Theorem 1.2 can be concluded. Finally, in Theorem 1.3, we prove the decay bounds of the
Hilbert expansions Fy,(t,z,v) (n > 1) and their (¢, z)-derivatives. The ideas are the induction
arguments for n > 1 based on the decay estimated of the pseudo-inverse £~! and its high
order (t,x)-derivatives.

1.5. Organization of this paper. In the next section, the expressions of the integral kernels
of ky(v,v1) and ky(v,v1) are derived in Lemma 2.1, and their bounds are verified in Lemma
2.2. In Section 3, the pointwise decay estimates of £~ in Theorem 1.1 is proved. Section 4
is aim at justifying decay estimates of (¢, x)-derivatives of £~1 in Theorem 1.2, and deriving
the bounds of the expanded terms F,,(t,z,v) (n > 1) in Theorem 1.3.

2. ESTIMATES OF THE INTEGRAL KERNEL OF THE OPERATOR K

This section is aimed at estimating the integral kernel of the operator K. Recalling the
decomposition Kf = K1f — Kof in (1.9), one respectively rewrites the operators Kj f and
Kyf in (1.10) and (1.11) as

Kif(v) = /3]k1(%vl)f(vl)d1)1, Ko f(v) = /3]1{2(U7U1)f(vl)dvl' (2.1)
R R
Then the integral kernels ki (v,v1) and ke(v,v1) can be explicitly expressed as follows.

Lemma 2.1. Let —3 < v < 1, and the collision kernel b in (1.3) subject to the conditions
(1.4)-(1.5). Then the integral kernel ki(v,vy) is

Iy (v, v1) = ME (0)ME (v og — o7, (2.2)

and the integral kernel ko(v,v1) can be expressed as follows:
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(1) fv=1,

ka(o,01) = 0]y — of exp[ - 2l — WM L SRR )]s (23)
(2) if 3<y<1,

ko (v, v1) = (2;;)% oy — v|—2exp[_ o —of? _ ('é)%‘ii'_”l?z n '2%'5{_'2'; w- (v —v)

ly+Co—uf? 2 2% [v1—] ]
X exp(— v — |+ 2 B(arccos dy| ,
/yJ_(vl—v) p( 2T )(| 1 | |y| ) 5( /|v1—v|2+|y\2) Yy

v1—v)A(v1+V)A(v1 —v)
2[v1 —v[? ’

where (3 = (

Proof. The proof for the case [p,u,T] = [1,0,1] can be found in [11] and [13], and the argu-
ments of the general case [p,u,T] are similar to that therein. However, for convenience for

readers, one sketches the outline of proof for the general case [p,u,T] here, in which there is

v1|?—v]?

2T |v1 —v[? u-
The verification of kj(v,v1) is trivial. The goal is to focus on the integral kernel ko (v, v7).

Let

an additional quantity (v1 — v) in the expression of ka(v,vy).

v—v=E&+y,f=w- (v —V)]w,y=(v1 —v) = [w- (v —V)|Jw=wA (v1 —v) Aw,

where (v1,v,w) is given in Figure 1. From Section 2 of [11], one has

2
dwdvy = dwd (v —v) = @dédy. (2.5)
Moreover, the relations in Figure 1 show that
V=¢4v, vy =v+E+y. (2.6)

Then, from (1.11),

Ko f (v) = 4003 (0) /

R3

/Lf M2 (€ + 0)M(v + & + y) f(v+£)

x|€| 2B (arccos b )[¢ + | dyde,

(Til__vt)}‘w = % is used. Since v' = v + &, one has dv’ = d¢ for any

where the relation cosf =
fixed v. Then there holds

Ko f(v) = 4902 (0) /R ) / i )zm—%(v’)sm(v' +y) f@) — o] -
yl(v'—v ‘
T

X B(arccos o' — v+ y|[Tdyd’,

which means that

ko(v,0") = 42 (U)Dﬁ_%(v’)\vl — |72
(2.9)

X / M(v' + y)B(arccos |v‘,{;i|y| o' — v +y|dy.
yL(v'—v)

One first splits
=G4 G, G =), Gy

More specifically,
_ P o

¢ (v1 —v) A (v1 +v) A (v1 — )
LT — )2 ’

2|vy — v]?

(U/_U)a G2 =
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By the facts y - (v —v) =y - = (1 - (o =0, a direct calculation implies

lo—ul® | ['—ul?  [o'+y—uf?
R A M s &

R L e (2.10)
- 8T 2T ’

_ Wl (WPP)? P / ly+Co—ul?

== 5~ s oot (U - v) -

Thus,
M3 ()M~ 2 ()M +y)
W —v? (WP P—fof? / ly+Ga—ul?
(27:0 rexp| — g — STl —of T 2T —oP Y (v —v) — ]
It therefore infers that
4 _ /2 72 _1,]2)2 2 2
)=t =l R v
I | (2.11)
ylL(v/—v
If v =1, B(0) = Bo| cosB|. Then
|ly+Co—ul v’

/L(U i exp| — 2] B(arccos o U+y‘)]fu —v+y|['dy

Y (2.12)
= Bolv — ] exp[ — M]dy = 27T Bo|v" — v|.

yL(v'—v)

Namely, (2.3) holds.
If -3<~v<1,y L (v —wv) implies that [v/ —v +y| = y/[v — v|? + |y|?. Then (2.4) holds,
and the proof of Lemma 2.1 is completed. O

Next, the bounds of the integral kernels k; (v, v1) and ky(v,v1) will be derived as following
lemma.

Lemma 2.2, Let -3 <y < 1. Set by € [0,1 —7] if -1 <y <1, and by € (—y — 1,2) if
—3 <~y < —1. Then, for any fized € € (0,1),

2 2
ki(v,v1) 2(27:;)% v — v[Yexp( — W) <ki(v1 —v),
k <ar (147 M S T Y i R Wy
2(v,v1) 27TT) JezeT mexp[ ST 8TTo1—0[2 ] > Kaolv1r —v),
(2.13)
where c1 > 0 is a constant, and
2
ki(vy —v) = o T rlon —v]exp(— 12h)
lu|? o2
ko(v1 —v) =5 (1 + T)e2T me}(p[ - %] :

(27T)2
Moreover, ki (v) and ka(v) are both in L.
Proof. The first inequality on ki (v,v1) in (2.13) can be directly implied by the elementary
inequality |v — u|? + vy —u? > L|vy — 0%
Now we focus on the second inequality in (2.13). One first claims that if by < 2 and
0 < bO < 1- Y,

A= / ( )eXP(—%T_uz)ﬂm —o? + |y|2)%ﬁ(arccos S e’ )dy
yl(vi—v

Vivi—vP+yl? (2.14)

< 2meofo(T + 52455 )|or — ofF7.
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Indeed, by (1.5), one has

o

B(arccos %) < Bolvr —v|(|v1 —v]* + |y|*) 2. (2.15)
Then, by Lemma 2.3 below,
2
A <Bolor — ol exp(— L) (joy — o + y) 7 dy
yL(v1—v)

2
<coBolvr — v|b°+"’/ Iyl‘boexp(—i'“% ydy
yL(vi—v)

(2.16)
bty —b _ lyte—u? >
<eopolon — o7 [ iy [ exp(-2gay
lyl<1 lyl>1
<2meofo(T + 52455 )[or — o°F7,
provided that by < 2 and 0 < by < 1 —~. The claim (2.14) holds.
From (2.3)-(2.4) and (2.14), it is derived that
c1p 1
kQ(Uv Ul) < (27rT)% (1 + T) |vg —v]|2= P07 (2 17)
|2 2_1,]2)2 2 .
xexp[ _ |v18Tv| _ (‘g1||1)1‘—v1‘)|2) \2%\1)1 |1;||2u (Ul _ U)]

where ¢; = 875y max{1, CO G bo } > 0. For any € € (0, 1), straightforward calculations reduce

to 2 2)2 2 2
_ elmaPlo2? | Joi[P=lo]

ST T o—op " (01 =) (2.18)
[v1]>—]vl? - 1 _ lu[2 :
—g7( e + 2u |1ﬁ_3\) + ger(u- |E—Z|) < 3T -
It thereby infers that
ﬁ _ 2 1— 2_ 2)\2
la(v,v1) < =7 (1 + T)e2T mexp[ — b es)élﬁjlll—u\‘g‘ L] (2.19)

(2nT)2

for any fixed e € (0,1), hence the second inequality in (2.13) holds.
Finally, the L'-integrability of ki(v) and ka(v) on v € R? will be justified. One asserts
that, for any fixed a > 0,

the integral / |v|ke_“‘”‘2dv converges, if and only if £ > —3. (2.20)
R3

k —a\v\Qd _ / / k,—alv|?
v|¥e v = + v|"e dv. 2.21
/]R3’ | { lv|<1 lv|>1 }‘ | ( )

The last part is obviously convergent for any k& € R. The first part can be bounded by

e‘“/ |v|kdv§/ jo]Fel"F dy S/ lv|Fdv. (2.22)
v[<1 v[<1 lv[<1

It is easy to verify that f\v\ <, [v|*dv converges if and only if k& > —3. The assertion (2.20)

holds. Therefore, ki(v) and ky(v) are both in L', if and only if v > —3 and by + v — 2 > —3.
Together with the constraints by < 2 and 0 < by < 1 —1y, by exactly subjects to the conditions
given in Lemma 2.2. Then the proof is completed. O

Indeed, one has

Lemma 2.3. Let —3 <~y < 1. For any 0 < by <1—+ and a > 0, the function
f@) =ah(? +a?)T

is bounded on (0,400), and
0 < f(z) < coa™ 1,

where the constant cg > 0 is independent of a > 0.
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Proof. If v = 1, by = 0 and f(z) = 1. The conclusion holds. If —3 < ~ < 1, a direct
calculation shows

f(z) = Mﬂx) ,

z(z2+a?)
Note that f(z) > 0 for x > 0.

(1) If by + v —1 =0, then f'(x) > 0 for x > 0. Namely, f(z) is increasing on (0, +00). It
thereby infers that 0 = lim, o4 f(z) < f(z) < lim, o f(z) = 1 = a®™~1. The conclusion
holds.

(2) If by = 0, then f'(z) < 0 for x > 0. Hence f(z) is decreasing on z > 0. Then there holds
that 0 = lim,_, o0 f(2) < f(2) < limg o4 f(z) = @~ = a7~ The conclusion holds.

(3) If 0 < by < 1 —~, then f(z) is increasing on (0, l_b‘fya_zbo

( l_b‘fya_zbo,+oo). Observe that lim, oy f(z) = limy10 f(x) = 0 and f( l_b‘j/“_zbo) =

), and decreasing on

b

F o2t
, where ¢y = % > 0. Then 0 < f(z) < cpa® !, and the proof of
(I=y=bo)™ 2

Lemma 2.3 is finished. O

COCLbo-l-’Y—l

3. POINTWISE DECAY ESTIMATES OF £~ !: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, the pointwise decay estimates of the pseudo-inverse operator £~! for the case
—1 < 7 < 1 will be derived by three steps: (1) to bound |K f| by some weighted L? norms of f;
(2) to control the weighted L? norms of f by employing the hypocoercivity of some weighted-
L operators; (3) to finish the pointwise decay estimates of the pseudo-inverse operator £71.
Remark that the restriction v > —% will be required in the first steps. Throughout this
section, the notation A <, B will be employed to denote by the inequality A < C(«)B for

some constant C'(a)) > 0 depending on the parameter a.

3.1. Pointwise controls of |K f|. This subsection is aimed at dominating the quantities
|K1f| and |Kaf| by some proper weighted L? norms of f, where K1 f and K» f are respectively
defined in (1.10) and (1.11) before. More precisely, the following results about the hard
potential case and part of soft potential case will be given.

Lemma 3.1. For any fixed —% <v<1and0<q<1, there hold

M2 (0)| K1 f ()] Spr £z, Yo € R, (3.1)
and
M3 (0)| K2 f (0)] Spar |M3f |12, Vo € RE. (3.2)
Furthermore, by the decomposition K f = K1f — Ksf, there holds
M2 ()| K f(0)] Spar 192 f Iz + [ fllz2, Vo e R?, (3:3)

Remark 3.1. As indicated in the proof of Lemma 3.1 below, the condition —% <~v<1is
actually due to the requirement of the square integrability of the integral kernels ky(v,v1) and
ko(v,v1), or corresponding to the bounds ky(v1 — v) and ke(vy — v) given in Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Recalling the definition of Kj f in (1.10) and Lemma 2.2, one has

M3 K f| pur exp(22E) / o — ofTexp(— = HI=2 ) £y 40,

1
_ _ _ 3 3.4
Spur exp( U470 / o~ oPresp(- R a0, ) g, O

B
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where the last inequality is derived from the Holder inequality. Since |v — u|? + |v; — ul? >
$|v1 —v| and 0 < ¢ < 1, one derives from (2.20) that if 2y > —3,

B? S/S lvg — vlz'yexp[ — (1_q)(‘”_;§+‘”1_”‘2)]d01
R
- e[ Azl
< [ o —oTexp] | dvy (3.5)
R

1— 2
<[ poPrdv [ exp - OS]y =yt + (420)
lu]<1 R3

(NI

< 0.

It therefore implies the estimate (3.1), provided that 2y > —3 is further assumed.
Next, one tries to verify the bound (3.2). By Lemma 2.2 and the Holder inequality, there
hold

v—ul2
M3 Ko f| Spurr exp(L570)
v —v|? —e)(lvr 12—1v]2)2
/R e exp [ — g — | f (o) ldor (3.6)

Sput DI f| 2,

where € € (0,1) is arbitrary, by is assumed in Lemma 2.2, and D is expressed by

— 1 a(o—uP—lvi—ul?)  |Ju—v]®  (A=e)(jv1[*—[v[?)?
D= (/R3 [o1 —0|22—b0 =) exp| a7 - AT Jdvy

Note that

N=
—
w
~
~—

v —u? — vy —u? = —|v; —v]? —2(v; —v) - (v —u), (3.8)
and
o2 = o> = o1 —v]? + 20 - (v — ). (3.9)
Then there holds
allomuPju—uf?) v _ G-l
= - Corgol 3 {(a+1 - 0485 o — o]+ SR g (o) - v)}
— (1 L )l g (3.10)
B T [P
< (o5 — et +

for some small g9 > 0 to be determined. Then, for any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, one will find the
proper € € (0,1) and g9 > 0 such that

2
1— L 45> 0. (3.11)
Actually, by taking € = %(1 —¢?>)>0and gy = 8(1%‘1:2) > 0, one has
2 2
1— 15 —4eg = 5i7ksy > 0. (3.12)

Namely,

(o—ufP—jor—u?) _ Joi—v]® _ (A=e)(u1]>=[v[*)? (1=¢*)[vi—v]* | 2¢(14¢*)[u?
q(|v 2TU1 _ v14Tv _ UiT v S— 8?14_;}21)7“” + q(l_;]?)T ) (3‘13)
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Then, by (2.20), if —2(2 — by — ) > —3,

2 2(1+¢*)|ul? | (1—¢*)|vs —ol?
D* <exp| Sy }/Rg e P~ i ] du

2q(1+¢%)|u? 1 (1=¢*)[v|?
<exp [~ iyr ]{ /| < T dv + /R 3 exp|[ — S(HqQ)T]dU} (3.14)
T 8rT(1+ 2q(14¢2)|u)?
:[2(b0+i—2)+3 +( 1( P : )) }GXP[ q((1_;]2))¥| } <00

It therefore infers that the bound (3.2) holds, provided that —2(2 — by — v) > —3 is further
assumed.
Recall that the constraints of by in Lemma 2.2 is that

() :=A{bo|bp € [0,1 —~]if —1 <~y <1, andby e (—y—1,2)if —3<~y<—-1}. (3.15)

The restrictions given in (3.5) and (3.14) can be further characterized by a set

(I)g(’y) = {bo’ — 2(2 — by — ’y) > —3,2y > —3}. (3.16)
One only requires to accurately find the set
E={y[@1(v) N Pa(y) #0, -3 <y <1}, (3.17)

because the conclusions of Lemma 3.1 hold for all v € =Z. If —1 < v < 1, it is easy to know
that bp = 1 — v € ®1(y) N Pa(7), hence, (—1,1] C E. If -3 < v < —1, the set ®;(y) reads
—y —1 < by < 2. However, the set ®o(7) indicates that v > —% and by > —v + % As
shown in Figure 4, ®1(y) N ®2(7y) # 0 is equivalent to —y + % < 2 and —3 <y < —1, namely,

| B1(2) 1 D7)
—y -1 -y +1 2
FIGURE 4. The set ®1(y) N Po(7y) with —3 <y < —1.
—3 <4 < —1. It thereby means that (—3,—1] C Z and (—3,—3] C R — Z, the complement
Of = in R. Consequently, one concludes that 2= —%, 1], and the proof of Lemma 3.1 is
completed. O

3.2. Hypocoercivity of the weighted linearized Boltzmann operator £. In this sub-
section, the hypocoercivity of the weighted linearized Boltzmann operator will be derived,
which is the modified version of the hypocoercivity of the linearized operator £ in (1.13).
These results are applied to deal with the weighted L? norms of f.

First, for any fixed » > 0, the smooth monotone cutoff function x(s) € C*(0,+o0) is
introduced by

X(s)=0for0<s<r, x(s)=1fors>2r, 0<x(s)<1lforall s>0. (3.18)
Split the operator K f as follows:
Kf=KY"Xf4+ KXf, K Nf=KM — K3 ffor A=1— x and ¥, (3.19)
where
K1 f(v) = M2 (v) // Ao = o) ) f(o)b(w, v —v)dwder, (3.20)
" R3xS

Ké\f //R3><82 (Jor — o) ( N (v1) f(V)b(w, vy — v)dwdwy . (3.21)
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Lemma 3.2 (Low velocities estimates). Let 0 < g < 1, =3 < v < 1 and any fixred r > 0.
Then there holds

(O, 2 KX, 3 )| Spurr 1F 172, (3.22)
where ©., = ©,(v) is defined in (1.42) and is generalized to —3 < v < —3, i.e.,
0,(v)=1if0<~y<1, and O,(v)=v (v) if —3<v<0. (3.23)
Proof. Observe that K17Xf = Kll_xf — K21_Xf. It suffices to prove that
(@, KX M )| S 11720 (3.24)
fori=1,2.

Step 1. Control the quantity ‘(@Vim_%Kll_Xf, im_%fﬂ.

By the definition of x(s) in (3.18), one knows that 1 — x(|Jvy —v|) = 0 if |v; — v| > 2r.
Recalling the expression of K 11 “Xfin (3.20), one has

-3 l-x -3 _ _ i : —q

ety mip< Il o e, emb@mt e
X | f(v1) f(v)|b(w,v1 — v)dwdvrdo .

Note that, for |v; — v| < 2r,

v —ul?> =|v; —v]? —2(vy —v) - (v; —u) + |vp —uf?
<(1+e1)|vy — u!2 +(1 +€1_1)\vl — fu]2
<14 ep)|vg —uf> +4(1 + 61_1)7’2,

where the small constant €1 > 0 is to be determined. Then, for the undetermined 0 < ¢’ < g,

—q' v—ul?
M (v) =[] (L)

[V

:[_(2 g)é]q’elexp[ (1+€1 ) ]m q(l—i—al)( 1)
T 2

It therefore infers that, if v — v| < 2r,
q'e1 2(1"‘51 )r (q—4q") L ¢ (1+e1)
1" exp] ]93(2 ) (v)Mm= (v1)  (3.26)

for some constants €1 > 0 and 0 < ¢’ < g to be determined. For any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, one
should find a pair of (£1,¢’) such that

$—(a—¢)>0, 3—d(1+e1)>0,0<q¢ <q,e1>0, (3.27)
which is equivalent to 0 < g1 < 2%, — 1 and max{0,q — %} < ¢’ < min{gq, %} Then, for any
fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ exists, and &1 can be taken as 1 = %(2%, — 1) > 0. Namely, the required

pair of (e1,¢’) exists for 0 < ¢ < 1. Remark that if ¢ = 1, the needed pair of (¢1,¢’) does not
exist.



DECAY ESTIMATES OF PSEUDO-INVERSE £~! 19

From (1.5), (3.25), (3.26), (3.27) and the Holder inequality, it is deduced that
[(©, a2 17X 2 )|

Sou Ty // O, (V)| f (v) f (v1) |92 =€) ()92~ 12 (1)) [0y — vV dudo

1 (3.28)
SpuTor / 1O+ (v | E)ﬁ? (a=d) / m§—q "(1te) (v1)]v1 —U|’del]dv)

1

/ |f(v1)[? Mz (+e1) (g / Mz (19 |vl—v|7dv]dv1>

Observe that |®«,(v)|29ﬁ§_(q_q )(v) is uniformly bounded in v € R3. Moreover, together with
(1.15), Lemma 2.3 of [13] implies that

f)ﬁ%_q/(l—i_al)(vl)’vl _ U‘Pydvl ~pu,T V(’U),
. (3.29)

3 Em%‘(q‘q')(v)lm —v|Vdv ~p 1 v(v1).
R

Then there holds
[(©,m S KX fom i )|

Spa T / |f(0)]Pw( d’U % / |f (1) [Pr Ul)d’l)l)% =1 £1I720) - 0
Namely, The case i = 1 in (3.24) holds.
Step 2. Control the quantity ‘(@Vim_%Kzl_Xf, im_%fﬂ.
By (3.21) and the fact zm%( )Emé(vl) = m%(v’)zm% (v}), one has
@t i =2 Il (e = les 00 ) .

x9N 2 (vl)imé ()M 4(v)b(w, vy — v)dwdvidv.

Since [v] — v| < vy — v| < 2r (see Figure 1), there holds that [v] —v| > [v —u| — |[v] —v| >
|v —u| — 2r, ie., |[v—u| < |v] —u|+ 2r. Then, for some small undetermined €9 > 0,

o —u® < (jvf —u| +2r)? < (1 +e)v) —u? +4(1+ &5 ")r?,
Namely,

v —ul? > 1+1€ v —uf* — %72. (3.32)

It immediately infers that

1 r2 v—u2
M2 (v)) < [@T;)ﬂ exp(Z7)exp| — gy ] Sor exp(Lr )M (v). (3.33)
Similarly in (3.32), there holds
v —ul> < (1 +8)|or —uf* +4(1 + 5 1)r? (3.34)

for some small 6 > 0 to be determined. Let o € (0,1) be an any fixed small parameter. Then,
by (3.34),
glv —u* =(1 — 0)glv — uf* + oglv — uf?
<(1—o)qlv —uf* + (1 + 8)qlvy — uf* +4oq(1 + 6~ 1)r?
which immediately implies that

M (v) Spr exp[w];m (1=2)a ()= o (1+0)a (3, ). (3.35)
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Then, (3.33) and (3.35) reduce to

9)’[ (Ul)gﬁg (Ul)gﬁ fI( ) SpuTor m2(1+52) —(1- U)Q(U)m%—o(l-i-é)q(vl). (3.36)
For any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1, one then wants to find some small parameters €9, o, § > 0 such that
31::M—(1—0)q>0,32::%—0(1+5)q>0. (3.37)

which is equivalent to
1 1 1
O<er<guoy 1 a-3<00<g7p-

If £ < ¢ < 1, one first takes 0 € (0 ,22(;:2)) such that ¢ — 1 <

ﬁ' then takes o €
(%, m) such that ¢ — 2 < aq < 2(1+5) which implies 5 ﬁ 1> 0; and ﬁnally takes
g9 € (0, m —1). If 0 < ¢ < &, one can first choose any § > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 2q(1+5

that ¢ — % <0<og< 2(114_5) and 2(1io)q — 1 > 0; then choose ey € (0,@ —1). In

3 such

summary, there is at least one group of (e2,0,6) such that (3.37) holds.
Let s = min{sy, s2} > 0. Based on (3.37), one derives from plugging (3.36) into (3.31) that

(O, 2Ky X, M2 )] Spurr ///R N e (Rl CH O OO

D2 (0} )2 (01)IM 4 (v)b(w, v1 — v)dwdvdv
Soure I @U@ 00) 539
Sputr( ///R . |®«,(v)f(v)|2du(w,v1,v)>é
([ ePan)

where the nonnegative measure du(w,v1,v) = I (v)M*(v1)b(w, v1 — v)dwdvidv. Notice that
dp(w,v1,v) = du(w, v],v") under the change of variables (v,v1) — (v',v]), see Subsection 2.5
of [13] for instance. Then

I werasem = [l ir@rane
= [ 1P //R T, — oddurldy

- / )P (v)] / M (0n)]or — o] 'dwr]dv
R3 R3
Sput /R F@)Pre)d = (113,

where the fact [p3 9 (v1)|vr —v|7dvy ~p 1 v(v) has been used, which is derived from (1.15)
and Lemma 2.3 of [13]. Moreover, together with the fact sup,cps |0, (v)*MM(v) < oo, a
similar argument yields that

%3 R3xS2 |@’y(v)f(’l})|2d'u,(w7'[)1,v) SP,U,T ||f||%2(l/) . (340)
X X
Consequently, (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40) imply that

(O E KX F, M £)] o (1 3200)
Namely, the inequality (3.24) holds for ¢ = 2. Therefore the proof of Lemma 3.2 is finished. O

(3.39)

Lemma 3.3 (High velocities estimates). Let 0 < ¢ <1, =3 <~ <1 and any fixred r > 0.
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(1) There holds

(@, KX )| Spuir exp — S5l £ (3.41)

where ©,, = 0, (v) is given in (1.42).
(2) If y =1, then

‘(m__KXf Em_if}‘ ~puT 7 Hm__fHLZ(V + exp(4r )HfHL2 (3.42)
If 0 <y <1, then
_q _g 1 _g
(U 2KY M2 )] Spur = |2 FZ (3.43)

If =3 <~ <0, then

’<V_19ﬁ Kxfm 2f>‘NpuT

\\m_5f|!L2+(1+7‘) Texp (I ey (344)

Proof. (1) One first focuses on the quantity ‘(@Vﬁﬁ_%K{C 7 M3 f>| By the definitions of
x(s) in (3.18) and K{f in (3.20),

(0,2 K} f, Mm% )]
<L @ M (e = 0D, )70 )b 11 = )ddunde

1— 1+
< 3] ()T (00)]0, ()T (@) (o) o — o[ dendo
|v1— v|>r (345)
1
Spa //| IR @ )l — o dundy)
v1—v|>r
1
Il irte)m e )m's )l - dedv) g
|vr—v|>r
where the cutoff condition (1.5) and the uniform bound sup,cgrs ©- (v ) = (v) < Clp,u,T) <
oo have also been utilized. Since [v; —u? + |[v — u[? > |o; — v[> > 172, one has
1-q 1-q — ) (lv—ul2+|vy —ul?
[m(v)m(vl)} 1 :[(2 f;)%] P exp[— (1-q)( gITH 1y )]
7Tp = (1—gq)r (3.46)
é[(%T)%] ? exp| — S -
It thereby infers that
_q 3(1—q) 14+
//Ivl—v|>r|f(v)fm 2()PMTE ()M (vy)]or — v dvydo
1+3q
Spurexp| — L] / £ (v) v)Pon s )[/ M3 (v1)|or —v|7ds]do
R3 (3.47)
Sowresp[ = ST [ 170 0)P0F o)) do

1 _a
gp,u,TeXp[ ( 16[17“ ]Hm f”L27

where the last second inequality is implied by the fact [p; moi (v1)jvr = v[7dy ~pu7 v(V)

derived from Lemma 2.3 of [13] and (1.15), and the last inequality is resulted from the uniform
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bound sup,cps m's (v)v(v) < C(p,u,T) < co. Moreover, there similarly hold

1+q

'l 3(1-q)
// 1> |f (01)M2 (01) PN 5 (0)M 2 (v1)|v1 — o] dordo
v1—v|>r
< [ 1rm b Fen] [ o5 @l - o di]do, (3.48)

Sowr [ 1) 0PI (o)) Spr [0 1B
Therefore, the inequality (3.41) is concluded by plugging (3.47) and (3.48) into (3.45).
(2) Recalling the definition of K f in (3.21), one has

KXf(o)] <2 // (o1 — o) ()% ()Mo |f () bl o1 — v)dwdor . (3.49)
Let

v —v
V=v—-uv, ‘/IIZ(V'W)W7VJ_:V_VHW:H7
whose intuitively geometric relations are illustrated in Figure 1 before. As shown in Section
2 of [11], one has

2dV, dV,
Then, (3.49) and (3.50) reduce to
X 1 _1 dv, dV,
Ky f(v)] <4 XV (o)™ 2 (v + Vi)M(v + V) [ (v + V) [b(w, V) =5~
R3 JV, 1V, Vil

Denote by
n=v+V, (= (U+77)

which leads to { —v = %VH andv+V =n+V,. Itiseasy tosee that V|, -( =V, -vo =V -n.
Then, direct calculations imply
2 2
Sl o vy - = SR gy () — VP
2
=—&§L—M§L—2m;@—u%4mﬁ,

and
n—ul* =2¢ —v —ul* = [2(¢ —u) — (v —w)|?

=4[ —u? —4(C—u) - (v—u) +|v—uf*.
It thereby infers that
v— 2
g gl VP = o VL P
== 3Vil? =167 = Ve + ¢,

where (, = [({ —u)-wlwand ; = (¢ —u)— ¢, As a result,

K3 fv)] < / / XD £ (0 + Vi lblw, V)exp[ - lgb — 4F — MtaBlavyav;.
27TT R3 JV, 1V,

By (1.5), one has

blw, V) < Bol cosB||V[" = Bo %l v = JoiL.
It thereby implies that

KYf(v)] < oo, / Vi1 f (o + Vi)lexp [ — L4 — 18]

(27T)2
§ . (3.51)
X [/ |)X</(\‘1 |1exp( Vitcil” L;_:,gﬂ )dVJ_]d‘/”.
Vi1V
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Case 1. 0 <~ <1 for the hard potential.

Since 1 — > 0, the definition of x(s) in (3.18) implies

v V¢ |? 1 Vit 2T
/ f‘(}"lgexp( el lzTQ' )av, < — / exp( — | Lﬂgﬁ )av, = poyp—
Vi1V, r Vi1V, r

Therefore, one has

2
K] < s [ W+ Vlexol - B~ S av,

which reduces to
(2K, m 3 )|

2 2
Sowris [ gl V@ wpesp ] - B~ v

(3.52)
Spurzrs [ I VS V) ) 0)
R3xR3
X exp II\U4—TU|2 - II\U'F‘EIL—HF - ‘gﬁ‘f |Cu| )dVdU
By(=v+ %VM and V) - (( —u) =V, -, a simple calculation implies
glo—ul®> _ glotVi—ul?  [Vi2 [Gl?
aT aT 3T 2T
2
=~ (- a) (5 +50) + [ 157 v <<—u— 5V — M55 —16P] -
=—(1-q(gF +'<”‘ )+ k(= Vi — B — 16 ?) '
- _ (1 )(‘VH + |Cn‘2) QKH';%VH| S _(1_3,)1‘1‘4‘ .

Then, one has

(M EKYf, M2 f)| Spurors // |71.J|9ﬁ_%(v+ Vi) f (v + V) |92 (v) f(v)]

R3 xR3
X exp[ - 7(1_g¥w"2]d‘/],dv

_4q 1—¢)|Vi 2
Sourzis AL | exel - Sl av

_q
f,p,u,Trl%va 2f||i2 )

where the convergence [ps ﬁexp[ - %]d% < C(T) < oo has been utilized.
If 0 < v < 1, the inequality (3.43) holds. If v = 1, it infers from v(v) ~, 7 1+ |v| in (1.15)
that

43 Sy [ |90 o

- {/v<r+/v>r }|9ﬁ_%(v) (v )|21V'f(‘1\2\dv

2 g
Sout exp(GE)IFII720) + 12 FI17 2,
which concludes the inequality (3.42).

Case 2. —3 <~y <0 for the soft potential.

By changing variables V| — V| =V| — (|, one has

VD) o (— Wty qy _/ X/ VPV =i P) Ry
P L= —exp . (354
/‘;lJ_V| ‘V‘ ( 2T ) VJ/_J_VH (|V‘|2+|VL_CL|2)IT’Y ( 2T ) 1 ( )
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Then the bound (3.51) of K3 f(v) can be split into two parts:
[K3 f(v)] < Wi(v) + Wa(v), (3.55)

where

Wi(o) = ey / ViU (0 + Viexp [ — B — 921

, , (3.56)
o [/ IVFEVIECP) oo IVE qyra,
V! >l ] IVlP+HIVE=Cul?) 2
and
2
Wa(e) = 2 [ Vg0 Vil - B - 4]
(3.57)

XG/IVIP+HVI =L ?) IL\
X —-exp dv, |dV.
[/IV’|<TICL (|VH‘2+|VL_CL‘2)1_21 ( ) L]

Here 7 € (0,1) is an any fixed constant.
Case 2(a). Estimates of (v 0N~ 2 Wy, I3 f).
Notice that, by (3.18),
XWIIPHVI=Cu?) 1

I—y —= pI—v -
(Val2+vi—¢copy =z = 7

Moreover, under |V|| > 7|( ;| and for any fixed 0 < ¢’ <1,
x( |V|\|2+‘VJ/__CJ1_|2) exp( ‘V’ ‘2) <%exp( B ‘VJ’_|2) < 11 ( _ q/‘VJI_F _ (1_‘1,)7—2‘CL|2)
(Vil2HV] ¢ )77 - 2T T 2T T

=1 120 _ dIVIIP (=g (¢ PHG [
—rl,vexp[( q) il o _ q)T(éTM II)]‘

Furthermore, ¢ | + (¢, = |1 + G2 = |¢ —u/? = [v —u+ JV,|%. It thereby infers that

2 _(1_ /7_2 ”2
Wio) Spr s [ V171700 + Vfenp - I — Ligler

/|V/|2 (1—q’)72|v—u+lV|2 (358)
(L g et
VII>7ICL]
One expands
o —ut VPP = —uf + Vi + (0 —w) -V
=3 —uPf+o—ut VP +Liwv—u) -V
v —ul”+ 4] "+ 5(v—u) (3.50)

>3 — uf + Lo —u+ V[2 = Lo —uf2 = 1|V ?
=3lv —u + Flo —ut+ V[P — §Vi[*.

Denote by 7, := (1 — ¢/)72 € (0,1). The arbitrariness of ¢/, 7 € (0,1) guarantees that 7, can
. . . IV & 27TT
be arbitrary in (0,1). Observing that flVﬂ>T\CL\ exp( — T5—)dV] <

Wi(v) Spryrtexp| — =Ll / VI f (v + V)
(3.60)

(1 T*)lvmz (1 7'*)‘<u| 7'*|v—u+V”\2
X exp| — Segp- — gt - sr——dVi.
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Then, by (1.15) and sup,cgs (1 + |v]) Vexp( — 7*‘2711') < C(u,T) < oo, one has
(vt 2 W, M2 )|
Spurzrs [ (0 ) Texp(— ZERL) T o+ Vs o+ V)
R3xR3
< 9 (0) £ (v)excp [ — Uil — Lol ot 2wVl 1qydo - (3.61)

Spurms // VI3 () )M S o+ V) £ (0 + V)|
R3xR3

glv—ul® _ gv—utVi]2 (A-m)Vil2 Q-G
aT aT 8T 2T ]dV},dv.

X exp|

By the same arguments in (3.53), it is implied that

qv—ul® _ gu—ut V2 A=m V2 A=7)[G)?
aT aT 8T 2T

G L T < L (3.62)
~(-n a5+ 50

By taking a 7, such that 0 < 7. <1 —g¢q, i.e., 1 — 7. — ¢ > 0, one has

glv—ul? _ quo—utVi?  A-rm)Vil? _ A=mI)lG? ~ _ (A-me—q)|Vi[
4T 4T 8T 2T — 8T

Then, by the inequality fngxR3 lg(w)g(v+V)w(V,)|dV,dv < fR3 lg(v)[2dv - fR3 |w(V,)|dV, and
3

the convergence [ps |V;|texp[ — M]d% <A4rm+ (1_8;?_(1)2 < 00, one easily obtains

(vt i Wy, 3 )|
St // 1903 (0) f (0 (0 + V) F 0+ V)|
R3xR3
><|VH|‘1exp[ U=r VP gy dy (3.63)
f,p,u,Tﬁ/Rs 192 (v) f (v)|dv - / V.|~ 1exp[ L‘”'"']dm
5p,uvTﬁHm—%fH%z :

Case 2(b). Estimates of (v 00" 2 Wy, M3 f).

Without loss of generality, we assume r > 1 in (3.18), because our later arguments will
require the positive constant r large enough. Then

V"I 2+ V! — 2 _
WEHVE—e D) o 20 (3.64)
(ViP+HIVI=CP) 2 (A+HVIPHIVI—CL?) 2
As a result, there holds
VIVEAIVI=C P
/ xG/IViPP+IV] C{W) exp( IV K )dVL
V<] IVAP+HIVE=Cul®) 72
V/|2 (3.65)

1—y exr)( )dv’
<2 =
VII<TICL] (1+|Vn\2+|Vj_—Cﬂ2)
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Under the restriction [V{ | < 7[(1 ], [V] =Ci| > \CJ_\ [Vi| > (1-7)|¢1] (0 <7 < 1). Moreover,
P+ G2 = ¢+ G = ¢ —u[? = [v —u+ §V[*. Thus, for any fixed 0 < ¢” < 1,

/ I e ) exp( |V‘ )dVJ_
|V

i | (ViE+VL —¢1?) .
3.66
I ‘2 ‘CHI 12 N‘C\I‘z
Spu / exp (— sl oT )djﬁ <puT exp(Lo-) —
T iigreL) QMGG T T @R g Vi) T
where the bound f\v’ <rlCL| exp( ‘ 1 )dV’ < 27T < oo has been used. Together with the
J_ —
definition of Wa(v) in (3.57) and the 1nequahty (3.59), one has
_Wi2 - a=gia P
W2(U) Spu / \f(v'i‘Vu)|eXP[ 8 2T 171 dV,
T RS VI (o o—ut Vi 2V 2) T
Vil2 _ (=g")[G[? 3.67)
\f(U‘I'Vn)\OXP[—W—T] (3.
,Sp,u,T /3 Vi (A4 Jv—u]+o—u+V )1 =7 dvi
= W5 () + Wy ~(v)
for any fixed 0 < ¢” < 1, where
Vil? — (A=d")I¢il?
6, v [ @V (wtVi)lexp |~ g — =52
W2 )= /[RS |Vu\(l+|v—u\+|v—83+V|w\)1’”2T dvi, (3.68)
and
Vil2 ~ (A=a")cl?
1=6,\ _ [ D=9@ VIS (v+Vi)lexp [ —gpm— 5ot
W) = /]RB \VT.|(1—1—\v—u|-|-\v—u5—;|—\/h\)17'Y ? dvi.. (3.69)

Here the smooth cutoff function is defined by
¢(v, Vi) = x(Jo —u[ + o —u+ V),
where  is introduced in (3.18).
Case 2(b-1). Estimates of (V_lim_%Wf,im_%f>.

By (1.15) and (1 + |v|)™7" < (1 + |u]) 7" (1 4 |[v —u])™7 for =3 < v <0,

V_lm_%(v)exp[ _ I‘gwl2 (- q )\Cn\ ] Spur (1+|v—u|)~ “/exp(‘””T“‘z _ w _ (1—g )\Cu\z)
(3.70)
Recalling the relations V- (;, = 0and ( —u=¢(,+(, =v—u+ %V,’,, a direct calculation
implies that

v —ul2 4 v —u+V, - )2

=lv—u + o —ut+ VP + P - 20w —u+ V)

=lo—u + o —ut+ VP + [P -2 -u)- ¢

=lv—u—C P+ v—ut V[

=[¢ —u—CL = Vil + o —u+ V7

=[G — %V\\‘z + v —u+ WP
which means that

o —u? <o —u+ VP46 — Vi (3.71)

Moreover, |(, — %VH|2 < 2/¢|? + %|V,,|2, namely,

6P > 3¢ — $VilP = 3% (3.72)
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Then, it is deduced from (3.70), (3.71) and (3.72) that
V_lm_%(v)exp[— “g—‘jf (=¢ )\CH\Q}

2T
_ Q‘U—H+V|‘2+Q|Cn_lwl|2 "V, 2 (1_[1/’)‘(“_1\/""2
Sp,u,T (1 + |U - U|) PyeXp( AT 2 —1 E‘;T‘ - AT . ) (373)
_ Vu 2 1—q—q" C”—lVH 2
Spur (L fo — ) 71900 (0 4 Vy)exp( — LI — L2000Vl

We then take 0 < ¢ < 1 — ¢ < 1 for any fixed ¢ € (0,1), ie., 1 —q— ¢’ > 0. From the

.. P . V) (1 fo—u) =7 .
definition of W' (v) in (3.68), the bounds (3.73) and (14?\(3_u|)4(r\:_|2+1§‘/‘).|)m < 145, it thereby
infers that, for any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1,

(vt e )

§p7u7T //RS \\4,|(?S:)\X')LE|14:F\LU uliw,\ T— ‘Em_i( )f(v) 'm_%(’” + Vi) f(w+ V)l

« exp(_ q//8|‘T/H|2 (1—q—¢ )‘CH 2‘/” )d‘/”d'U

1 2
Soat T //R o VTR S (@) () - M (w4 V) (04 e ( — 75 dVide
X

g 2
gp’u’Tﬁ/‘s Dﬁ_E( ’ dv - / ’V’ 1exp( \VH )d‘/:,
R

_ 9
Spu T | 2f|!2Lz7

(3.74)

where the inequalities [ps [V~ texp(— |V”| )dV;, < 4w+ (SWT)z < oo and [[ps, s [9(v)g(v+
Viw(V)|dV,dv < [es lg(v)|2dv - [s Jw( H)|dV have also been employed. This completes the
estimate for the quantity <1/_12171_%W2(;5 M3 f).

Case 2(b-2). Estimates of (v~ 19~ 3W, ?, 9M~3 f).

Observing that

W(0, V) = LoVl 3 (0)r” 3 (VM)

2
(T lo—u[Ho—ur V)7 put (L+7) Texp(20)

one therefore derives from the definition of WQ_ (v) in (3.69) that
[ty 0 ;R )|

< [, B W @) i+ Vs + Vlexp(-)avidy
R3 xR3

()20 (v)do - / / Vi exp(~ 2,
Spur (L4 7)" Vexp(QqT—f>||f||L2(y>

This finishes the estimate for the quantity (v~ 192 Wl ¢ )/ 3
Consequently, collecting the estimates (3.67), (3.74) and (3.75

[ W, M )] Spr T ISR + (L ) Tep (D f Ry (3T6)

for any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1 and r > 1. Furthermore, the bounds (3.55), (3.63) and (3.76) imply
that, if =3 < v <0,

(M KX, M2 )] Spur i 1002 F]20 + (L4 1) exp(Z)IIf 22,
holds for any fixed 0 < ¢ < 1 and r > 1. The proof of Lemma 3.3 is completed. O

(3.75)
Np,u T (

reduces to

f)-
)

Based on Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, the following hypocoercivity of the weighted linearized
Boltzmann collision operator can be derived.
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Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and —3 < v < 1. Then there is a constant C = C(p,u,T) > 0
such that

(1) if0<~y <1,

(U2LF,MEf) > LM 2 f)7a,) — CllFl T2 5 (3.77)
(2) if -3<vy<0,

(WTITELL R f) 2 GO E 7 — Cllf |2, - (3.78)

Proof. (1) The hard potential cases for 0 < < 1.
Since Lf = vf+ K" Xf+ K{f— Ky f by (1.7) and (3.19), one derives from Lemma 3.2-3.3
and v(v) > vy > 0 for 0 <+ <1 that

(2LL, M2 f) 2|02 f |1, — |22 )|
— [(EKY 3 )| - (2N MR )|
>{1 = O, 7) [exp(=U50=) + p, ()] 192 £,
—Clo,w, T,0)[ fl720)

-, ifo<y <1,
p«,(?") = 1 f -1
10 Iy=1,
satisfying p,(r) — 0 as r — +o00. Then, one can take a sufficiently large r = r(p,u,T) > 0
such that

(3.79)

where

—g)r?
1= Clpw T) [exp(—S545) + (1) > 5.
It thereby concludes the inequality (3.77) in Lemma 3.4 from (3.79).

(2) The soft potential cases for —3 < v < 0.
Note that v=1Lf = f + v ! K¥Xf + v LK{f — v~ K f. Then the inequalities (3.22) in
Lemma 3.2, (3.41) and (3.44) in Lemma 3.3 tell us that

WTIMTELE M) M2, — (TR KT M E )|
— | M E KX, MTE )| [Tt KN R )|
—q)r2 _q
>{1 - Clp,u,T)[exp(~U5=) + k] Hlom 2 )2
- C(p,u, T,T)HfH%Z(V) .
(1—g)r?

Because exp(—-—g57—) + ﬁ — 0 as r — 400, there is a large enough r = r(p,u,T") > 0 such
that

(3.80)

1— 2
L= Clo,u, T exp(—U58) + 715] > 5
Consequently, the inequality (3.78) holds, and the proof of Lemma 3.4 is finished. O
3.3. Decay of the pseudo-inverse £~!': Proof of Theorem 1.1. In this subsection, one

aims at justifying the decay estimates of the pseudo-inverse operator £~ by using the results
obtained in the previous subsection, i.e., proving Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will separately proof the results in Theorem 1.1 for the hard po-
tential cases 0 <~ < 1 and the part of soft potential cases —% <7y <0.

(1) The hard potential cases 0 <~y < 1.

Let f = £7'g € Null*(£), i.e., £Lf = g. Recalling the definition of £ in (1.7), namely,
Lf=vf+ Kf, one has
f=vlg—v'Kf.
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Because v~ < 1/0_1 for 0 <~ < 1, there hold
M2 (0)|f (v)] < v )M 2 (v)[g(0)] + v ()M 2 (0)| K f(v)]
Spar M2 (0)|g(v)] + M2 (0)| K f(v)]
Sy I HW)lg(w)] + 2 + 1 )
Spur ME(W)|g(0)] + M5 £I[32,,

where the last second inequality is derived from Lemma 3.1, and the last one is implied by
the facts v(v) > 19 > 0 for 0 <y < 1 and M 2(v) > C(p,T) > 0 for 0 < ¢ < 1. Moreover,
Lemma 3.4 and the hypocoercivity of £ in (1.13) yield that for 0 <y <1 and 0 < ¢ < 1,

HE):R_EJPHL2 Spar (MELFMES) + Hf”%%,)
S (MELEMEf) + (L], f)
NpuT/ M2 (v)|g(v)] - M2 (v) f (v)|dv (3.82)

1
_4a k _a 1 2
S 190 a1+ o) gl ([ crmbemrae)

for any fixed k > 352, where v(v) ~put (14 |v|)7 in (1.15) has been used. Noticing that the
integral ng de converges under k > 32 there holds
1975 Fll 2 Spar L+ o) M 2g]| e (3.83)

Consequently, the inequalities (3.81) and (3.82) conclude the results in Part (1) of Theorem
1.1.

(2) The part of soft potential cases —% < <0.

Noticing that vf = Lf — Kf = g— K f, where f = £L~'g € Null*(£), one derives from the
similar arguments in (3.81) that

v(©)I2 ()] (0)] Spur M2 (0)]g(0)] + D2 f 2 - (3.84)

Moreover, the inequality (3.78) in Lemma 3.4 and the hypocoercivity of £ in (1.13) imply
that
TYRTELE ML) + || £1172

Np,uT 2£f79~n 2f> <£f7f>
Spur / v ()3 (1) [g(0)]| [0 % (0) £ (0)] o
R3

Hm_5f||L2 ~ P, T<
(v™

1
Eon— 4 _a 3
Spur L+ P Sl ([ | el

which means that

1
_a _g 3
190 Fllze Spar 1+ ol Fglme ([ ) (3.85)
R3
Since the integral fR3 (H‘U“i% converges provided that k > % As a consequence, the
bounds (3.84) and (3.85) imply the results in Part (2) of Theorem 1.1. O

4. APPLICATIONS TO HILBERT EXPANSION: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2-1.3

In this section, one mainly aims at proving Theorem 1.2-1.3, namely, justifying the decay
estimates of (¢, z)-derivatives of £~! in Theorem 1.2, and deriving the bounds of the expanded
terms £}, in Theorem 1.3.
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4.1. Decay estimates for 83 L71: Proof of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, one devotes
to prove the bounds (1.41) by employing the induction arguments for the integer m > 1. For
notational simplicity, we still denote by 9t (v) = M(¢t, z,v).

Step 1. m = 1.

For |B| =1, afx(ﬁf) = 851,9. Then one has

L{UT — PO [} = LL0), f} = 0709 — 1004, LIf = g1,

where [A, B] represents the commutator operator via meaning AB — BA. By Theorem 1.1,
there holds

(T =PI, f (. 0)] < CII(L+ [e) N7 g1 |1 O (0) M (v) (41)
for any 0 < ¢1 < qo = ¢ < 1, provided that ||(1 + |v|)k79ﬁ_q71gl\|Loo < 0o. Noticing that

1+ [ 02 gy e < 1+ o) M 207 gl + |1+ o)M= [0, £)f]| L .
(4.2)
it suffices to show |[(1 + |v|) 7Em__[ bar L1 ||Lee < 0o. By definition of £ in (1.7)-(1.11) and
the expressions of K f, Kof in (2.1), one has

[afx, ]f = f—l-/ 8 ]kl [ ’Ul Ul d?)l / 8 ]1{2 [ ’Ul f(vl)dvl (43)

for |3] = 1, where the integral kernels ko(v,v1) and ky(v,v1) are given in Lemma 2.1.
A straightforward calculation implies

o aﬁ _
o o = { %2l pf vy el (lul®3)19n (4.4)
for |3] = 1. Then, by (1.8),
36*3 T oy —ul?
aﬁxu—/ {2t g oy BT 0wl gy pom(u)dey . (45)

: Bab B wi—u 300, oy ! i '
Since |{ 5= Opu - At g (P — 3)}M=(v1) < C(er) < oo uniformly in ¢, z,v,

where the constant C (el) > 0 depends on the quantity e; > 0 defined in (1.36), one has

0 <C [ o= P ot on)der < Clealw
R3
where the last inequality is derived from Lemma 2.3 of [13] and (1.15). Furthermore, Theorem
1.1 shows us that
£ (2, 0)] < Cleo) | (14 [o]) 7 % g1 O ()M (1) (4.6)
for —3 <~ <1 and any fixed 0 < gy < 1. Here ©,(v) is given in (1.42). Then, one sees
(L [ 9% (9, 0) f e
<Cle)l| 1+ o) IS )| 0 11+ ol 9% gl (4.7)
<Cen) (1 + o) 0 F gl| e < 00

forany 0 < ¢1 < qo < 1.
q
Then we estimate the quantity ||(1 + |v])s 92 Jgs 0£xﬂ{1(v,v1)f(v1)dleLoo. Recalling
the expression of ki (v,v1) in (2.2) of Lemma 2.1, it infers from a direct calculation that, for

|B| =1,
a7 - - d _ _
O s (v, v1) = {2 1 of - () OT ool gy ) (48)
Then, by introducing a polynomial
pa(s)=1+c¢+---+¢", ceR (4.9)
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for any fixed integer n > 0, there holds
1071 (v, 01)] < Cler)[pafvr — u]) + pa(jo — )]k (v, 01)
1+3qq 1—qg
<Cle)M 7 (v)M 7 (v)ky(v,v1),
where the last inequality is derived from the bounds

143q 1—
[pa(jvr = ul) + pa(jo — w])JM T ()M 1 (v) < Clep) < 00
uniformly in ¢,x,v. The bounds (4.6) and (4.10) thereby imply that

(1—|—|’U ’Wm ‘/ 8 ]kl U ’U1 (vl)dvl‘

(4.10)

QO ‘Z1

<C(en) Wy (9) (L + [u]) > 0, (v)Mm T (v)doy

40,91

/ o1 — o[ (0 )M

1+g99—2qq
4

(v) < Clen)WyT, (9)

40,91

<C(en)Wyei (9) (1 + [0)* O (v)v (v)m

40,91
where the last second inequality is derived from Lemma 2.3 of [13] and (1.15). This infers
that

10+ o) P % /R 02 K1 (v, 01) f (01)dwy [ o < Clen) WL (g) (4.11)

Then, one focuses on the quantity ||(1+ \U\)kﬂm_% Jxs Gfx]kg (v,v1) f(v1)dvy | L. Recalling
the expression of ko(v,v1) in (2.3) and (2.4), it infers from a direct calculation that

0, k2 (v,01) = 0], Jka (v, v1)ka(v, 1) + ka(v,01)0) K (v, v1) (4.12)
where ko (v, v1) = ko (v, vl)ﬁg(v v1),
T -2 1o (oiP=u)? | |n[?—|vf?
k(v v1) = (2 ; gl =l eXp{ UISTU - gi}”\m—vv\z ™ 21,;‘1)1_1;‘214- (v =), (4.13)

y —
5 lv1—v|

k v,v1) = ex B i i v — >+ arccos —————)dy, 4.14
2(v0) = [ (G oy —of? g Blanceos iy, ()

and

8lv1—v|

~ 3 v1—vl2 o1 12— |0[2)2
07 Fa(w,vn) =[TE0, () — o, (1) (15l 4 Ll

5 o Pefo ]~ (4.15)
+ 00, () - (v = v) Bl Ko (o, 01)
~ s
ot = [ (o v Dol oy sl
yL(v1—v) (4.16)
— )2 28 B |
x (Jvg —v|® + |y|?) 2 B(arccos |v1—v|2+|y\2)dy'
Observe that
‘@éxu, y+§j’g U tz; |y+C2 ul? ‘e p |y+C2 ul? ) < C(el)
uniformly in y, ¢, 2. Then the same arguments in (2.14) 1mply that
|k (v, v1)| + 18} ka (v, v1)| < Cleo)|or — v]*F7 (4.17)
where by is given in Lemma 2.2. By the relation (2.18), one has
. — —v|2 1— 2_[y]2)2
(v, 1) < Cfeo)or — o] exp| — g — Ul plE | (4.18)

for any fixed € € (0,1). Moreover, there hold
3 o2 o1 2 [0]2)2 o1 12— o2
T2 5B (%)_agx(%)(‘lgl +(\1| H)) aﬁ (%) (Ul_v)\ll H‘

p Ttal,3 8lv1 —v|? 2|v1—v[?

< Ce)(1+ v — ’U|2)(1 + w)

[v1 —v]?
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and

2_1y]2)2 ot —ol2 2_1y|2)2
(1 + |U1 _ U|2)(1 + M)exp[— € \véTv\ _ E(g%‘\vl_hjp) ] < C(eo) < 00

[v1—v[?

for any fixed € € (0, ) and ¢ € (0,1). Consequently, together with (4.18),

~ g —€)|vr—v|? —2¢€)(Jv1|2—|v|?)?
[l (v, 01)] + 107 Ko (v, v1)] < C(er)]or — v] 2exp(— T=hp=l — U220l - (4.19)

From the relations (4.12), (4.17) and (4.19), it infers that, for any fixed € € (0,1) and € €
(0,1),

—e")|vg—wl|? —26) (v 12— 10]2)2
07,k (v, 01)] < Cer)]or — ]P0 1 2exp(— U=pr=rl — UZoul ) (4.20)

Together with (4.6) and (4.20), one sees that, for any fixed € € (0, 3), ¢ € (0,1) and 0 < ¢1 <
/
Q< qo <1,

(1+ [)Fom—= / 22 (v, v1) f (v1)dvy |
<Cen)ll(1+ |U|)W Fglli= (1 + o)y ()
< [ o em m)\m—vrboﬂ—%xp(—“—6’23‘;;1—”‘2—<1—2;>T<|'§;'f;£”‘2>2>dv1
<Clo Wy @0+ )P IE0) [0 ()ms oy —oftor-2 (421)
« exp(ll —u\sz A _ Qelel?_ 02g(ult )y gy,
<ClenWis o) [ o =072
x exp(llemi i) (o (o2l o)y g,

’ —q
where the last inequality is derived from the uniform bounds (1 + |v])* mor

and (97(1)1)9)1(10;10 (v1) < Cl(eg).
Noticing that |v1|> — |v]? = |v; — v|? 4+ 2v - (v1 — v), one has

(v) < C(eo)

lv—uf? — vy —u?> == (v; — ) - (v + v — 2u)
= — vy —v]?=2(v—u)-(v; —v)
=~ (Jo]” = [o]*) + 2u - (v1 —v).

Then, for any € € (0, %), € €(0,1) and 0 < ¢1 < gy < qo < 1, a direct calculation implies

g(v—uP—loi—u?)  (A=)vi—v]®  (1=2¢)(lva]*=|v]*)?
8T

8T |v1 —v[?
12 [olmP—[v? 2 Sl o P=fel?]  (A=)u—v? | gpu(vi—v)
- 8T [( [v1—v] ) 2 [v1—v] 8T * 2r

2 2 2 !
1-2¢ (|va>~]v|? awlvi—=v[\° 1 ai y|ui—y qyu-(v1—v)
~ ’T ( =0l T T 1-2¢ (1—€—-125) =57+ =7

2 /2 2
_ 1=2¢ ((JuP=]vf? wlvi—vI\* 1 _ s 45 \|vi—v]
8T ( o=l T 1—2¢ s(1—€ = 25) =57

q/2

-1 5 / r_ 4 1 ag \—1|u?
— e v — v —4gh(1 — € — {15) 7 | +ap(1— € = 25) T
g2
By taking e = & qo €(0,1) and ¢ = 2(11+‘Z°,2) € (0, 1) such that

0

/2 /2

o 49 1-g5

=€ =% = 307qmy > 0
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it infers that

G(v—uP—lvi—u?)  (A-)vi—v]* (1=2¢)(Jor [°—|o[*)"
aT 8T 8T]o1—0]
< loag v 208 (4ag) ul? (422)
= 4(l+¢f) 8T 1—qf T -
Collecting the estimates (4.21) and (4.22), one has
(14 D% )] [ 0w o) f(en)an]

1 bo+v—2 -2 v U‘Q
=W lo )/]R3 [or = o7 Fexp| - 4(1+;’2) | dvi

90,91 (1+qf) 8 90,91

—C(e1) W (9) / for [P0 H7Zexp | — Pt 1l duy < Cle) WL (9),
]R3

/2 /2 2
where the fact exp[%{ﬁo) %] < C(ep) has been used in the first inequality, and the last
0

inequality is followed from the same arguments of proving ky(v) € L! in Lemma 2.2. Namely,
for any fixed 0 < ¢1 < qp < 1,

11+ Jo])rom=% / 08 Ko (v, 01) f(11)dv [ = < Cler) WS (g). (4.23)
Then, (4.3), (4.7), (4.11) and (4.23) conclude that
I(1+ [o)) e 9= 2 [0, £]F e < Cler) Wi, (9) - (4.24)

Consequently, the relations (4.1), (4.2) and (4.24) imply that, for |5| =1 and any 0 < ¢; <
qo < 1,

(T~ PO, f(t,z,0)| < Cler)WES (9)0, ()M T (v). (4.25)

90,91
Next we control 7385 L f(t,x,v). Recalling the definition of P in (1.12), we have

| 2

POJ = {2 +uy - 23 R 1 (4.26)

where
pp = (Or F V), ug = O] £, 52VN) , 05 = L0, f, (lo—u]> =3T)VOR) . (4.27)

It suffices to control the fluid variables (pg, ug, 03). For convenience of notations, we denote
by

$(v) = VI, L2V, L(|v — uf? — 3T) VR, (4.28)
Then the quantity <8t5 o[y @) can be transformed to

since f € Nullt(£) and ¢ € Null(£). Tt is easy to see that
1
07201 < Clen)pa(fv — w2 (v),
where the polynomial py is given in (4.9). Together with (4.6), there holds
(O 1.0 =500, < [ 1F(t.2,0)]100,00) o

Cler) [ 10+ 1o F gl= 0, )3 () pallo = uh (w)ae
<CleWE (9).

where [os @,Y(v)fm%O (v) - pa(Jv — u|)9ﬁ%(v)dv < C(ep) has been used. As a result,
|(ps,us, 05)| < Cler) Wyt (9)
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It thereby infers that
v— 2
POLfI =[{% +us - 7 + g7 (g — 3)} [V
1 q
<C(eo)|(pg: up, 08)[pa(Jv — u))IM2 (v) < Cler) Wy, (9)O4 ()M = (v)

40,91

(4.30)

for any 0 < ¢1 < 1, where pa(|v — u|)®;1(v)§m% (v) < Cf(eg) is utilized. Therefore, the
bounds (4.25) and (4.30) conclude the results in Theorem 1.2 with m = 1.

Step 2. Induction assumptions for m <j with any fixed j > 1.

Assume that the results in Theorem 1.2 hold for all m = 1,---,j. That is, for any |5 =
me{l,--,jtand 0 < ¢ < Gm-1 < <q1 < qo <1,

am

10, £ (t,2,0)] < Clem)WIm . (9)Oy (0)ME (v). (4.31)

405
Step 3. m=j+ 1.
For |B| =j+ 1, one has

LT~ P)O,f} = LA, f} = 09 — (000 £1f = g

where

0 £1f = 0l + [ 100, (o, f(on)des = [ (00, Ka(w o)l (wn)dor . (432
Theorem 1.1 tells us that
(Z — P)OL, f(t,,0)] < C|l(1 + |o]) oM~

g g (4.33)

2 git1llLe©5 ()72 (v)
for any 0 < gj41 < ¢ <--- < q1 < qo < 1, where ©,(v) is given in (1.42). Observe that

10+ )P0 5 g e < WIS, () + 14 o) S0 5[0, L1l . (4.34)

q0," 7QJ+1
We first consider the quantity ||(1 + |v|)* 9% "ﬂ[&?m, V| f||Lee for || =j+ 1. Notice that
Oulf = Y CLoLva" f,
0#£8'<pB
where C’g/ is the constant depending only on 8 and 3’. Observe that, by (4.4) and (4.5),

‘83;,V’ §C(e‘ﬁ/|) /1;3 p2|5/‘(‘?]1 — u])]ful — ’U’ﬁ@ﬁ(?}l)d?}l
<C(ej+1) /3 o1 — "M% (v1)dwy < Cejsr)v
R

where pjgr((Jv1 — u])i)ﬁ%(vl) < C(ep) is utilized in the last second inequality. For B =j+1
and ' # 0, one has 0 < |8 — /| <j. Together with (4.6) and (4.31), we have
_g —B/|.00 9185’
1077 F1 < Clejs_pr )W lg = (9)O5 ()M 2 (v).
Due to g1 < ¢ < qg—g| for 0 < |8 — B[ <j, there holds
q3_g8"
(14 o) 95 () ()0, ()M (v) < C(eo)
uniformly in ¢, z,v. Consequently,

_Ll _
1L+ o))" [0, V] = < Clesn) 3. Clegg)Wiila® , (9)
0#£5'<pB

91 9p—p’ 4.
10+ )P @6, @ e

< Clep)WiS. . (9).



DECAY ESTIMATES OF PSEUDO-INVERSE £~! 35

We then consider the quantity ||(1 + \v\)kﬂm_ﬁ fR3 s K1 (v,01)] f (v1)dvr || L for |B] =
j+4 1. Observe that

07, (v, 00)]f (1) = D CF Ok (v,00); " f(wr).
0#£8'<B
Repeating the arguments of (4.8), one easily knows that

107k (v,01)] < C(ejr) 2y ([o = ul) + payar (lor — u)ker (v, 1) ,

where py|g| is given in (4.9). Dueto 0 < [f—f'| <j,1 < |A'] <j+1and 0 < g11 < ¢ < qi—p/|,
98—8'| i
one has M~ 2 (v1) < ms (v1) and

paypr([v —ul) + pyz(Jvr — u|) <pgjra(lv —ul) + pojra(jvr —uf)

3q;

1—q;
<C(e)M T ()M 1 (v).
Then, combining with (4.6) and (4.31),

/3 0/, X1 (v, 01)] £ (1) ]y

< 3 Cloypn) [ oo =) + g (o = wlis (000
0£B'<p
N85’

XC(e\ﬁ—m)Wc‘;f,_B,q‘{ZoB‘(9)(%(@1)93? 2 (v1)doy

<C(e) WS, () 5" (v) / O, (v1)lor — oI5 (v1)doy

q0;"" »4qj+1

1+q
<Clep )WV (g / o1 — oI (o) doy

q0, " ,4qj+1

1+g;
<C(e )W (9v()Ma (v),

which implies that

I+l o= [ 107, o)l

1o 1+a)—2454q 4.36
<CloWS (@I + [o) ) m (0)1 (4.36)
<Clepe) Wi o1 (9)

for all 0 < gj41 < ¢ < 1.

One now focuses on the quantity |[(1 + |v|)k~/£m_gjg_l ng[afm Ko (v, v1)]f (v1)dvy || for
|B] =j + 1. Observe that

07, o (v, 00)] f(01) = Cﬁ a0, 0007 f (1) (4.37)
0#AB'<p

Recall that ko(v,v1) = ke(v,v1)ka(v,v1), where ky(v,v1) and ka(v,v;) are given in (4.13)
and (4.14), respectively. Then
8 ]1{2 [ ’Ul Z C ,”86”]1{2 ’U vl)(‘)f;_ﬁllﬁg(v,vl) .
B//<Bl
Repeating the processes of taking derivatives as in (4.15) and (4.16) it infers that

|v|1 )

| ]kQ(’U U1)| < C e‘ﬁ// {p2‘ﬁ” |’U1 —U|) +p2‘ﬁ”‘(
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and

11~

r__ 12
10, ko (v,01)] < Cleygr_pn)) /l( )png_ﬁu|(’y + (o — uf)exp(— L)
yl(vi—v

[v1—vl

TETEe

x(Jor = v]” + [y]*)? B(arccos
Following the similar derivations of (4.19), there holds

1"~ _ 1—¢ _ 2 1—2 2_ 2)\2
077 Ko, 01)] < Clegn)lun — o] 2exp(— C=p=rE — O=20(u Po))

for any 8" < ', e € (0, %) and € € (0,1). By the similar arguments of (4.17), it is implied
that
1077 o (v, 01)] < Clegg)or — o]0+

for all B” < ', where by is given in Lemma 2.2. Therefore,

! bo+v— 1—€)|v1—v|? 1-2 2_|v[2)2
0 Ka (v, v1)] < Clejan)lon — vt 2exp(— A==l — U202,

for any 0 #£ 8’ < B, € € (0, %) and € € (0,1). Moreover, from (4.6) and (4.31), it is derived
that

& B—p' j,00 98-8
0re " f(01)] < Ce))Wire. 4 (9)O5(01) I 2 (v1)

for all 0 # 8’ < 8. Together with (4.37), it follows that

1107, ka (v, v1)] f (v1)] < Cle1) Wi g (9)|v1 — o020, (v1)MF (v1)

A= —v]?  (1=2¢)(va[*~[v[*)?
Xexp(_ 8T o 8T v1—v[? )

for any e € (0,3) and € € (0,1).
Following the same arguments from (4.20) to (4.23), it is derived that

g .
I+ e [ (of, el o)l fen)du = < ClapWiss o (0)- (439)
R
Collecting the relations (4.32), (4.35), (4.36) and (4.38), one has
H .
1(+ o)) S om= 2" [0, £1f (vr)dval| e < Clepe)WEES,  (9). (4.39)

Therefore, the relations (4.33), (4.34) and (4.39) imply that, for || =j+ 1 and 0 < gj11 <
G < <q<q <1,

941

(Z —P)Oy, f(t,2,0)| < Clea)WiEho  (9)0, ()M 2 (v). (4.40)

90, qi4+1
At the end, P@Exf(t,x,v) should be estimated. The expression of P@fxf(t,a;,fu) is given
in (4.26)-(4.27) for |8] = j + 1. The main goal is to control the quantity (8596]", ¢), where
¢ = @(t,x,v) is given in (4.28). Splitting 8 = ¢ —i:B with \B[ = j and |3] = 1, one has
85 . = 85 m@f .- Moreover, the equality (4.29) reads <8f Loy =—(f, 85 .®), which implies that
OOt 0) = —0,,(1.0.,9)
Then, by 8 = 3 + f3, one has
0#45'<B B'<pB
Noticing that 0 # 3’ < B8, 8” < f3, |3] = j and |3| = 1, one knows that
L<|B+B-F1<5,0<1B=B"<i,1<|B<j, 1<+ B <j+1.
As a result, the bounds (4.6) and (4.31) reduce to
07577 £t w,0)| + |00, F(t,2,0)| < CeWE., (9)0,(v)M

ol

(v). (4.42)
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By the expressions of ¢ in (4.28), it is easy to know that
2l QN2 1
0720t 2, 0)| + |07, ot 2,0)] < Cle)pareallv — w2 (v), (4.43)

where the polynomial poji4(jv — u|) is given in (4.9). Collecting the relations (4.41), (4.42)
and (4.43), there holds

1+g;
(0.6 Ol Wiee o) [ pasealo =), (o) F ()
Sc(ej+1)wtjlocjo~,qi (g) )
which means that

|(p67u6795)| < O(e)-l-l)w 070 ,q,(g)
Then, as similar as in (4.30), one has

%41
PO, f(t2,0)] < Cler)Wiihs, (90, (0)M 2 (v) (4.44)
for any 0 < gj41 < --- < ¢qo < 1 and |B| =)+ 1. The bounds (4.40) and (4.44) thereby imply
the bound (1.41) in Theorem 1.2 for the case m = j + 1. Therefore, the Induction Principle
finally concludes the results in Theorem 1.2. Then the proof of Theorem 1.2 is finished. [

4.2. Bounds for F,(t,z,v): Proof of Theorem 1.3. For any 0 < ¢ < 1 and any fixed
integer m > 0, we first define a set So;,(g, 1) as

Soom(Qa 1) {(QZ])O i>1 ‘q <gij < 1 yGij < GG 5— 1(vz >1,0<5 < m) qi+1,0 < QZm(VZ > 1)}

] m
(4.45)
It is easy to see that Soon (g, 1) # 0 for any 0 < ¢ < 1 and integer m > 0.
Before estimating the bounds of F},, one first derive the following assertion on the functions
fo = Fu/VIR (n > 1):
For anym >0, n>1, (¢;;) i>1 € Seom(q,1), and any B € N* with |8] =m
0<j<m

107, falt, 2,0)| < Clemsn)C (b 1<i<n)O,w)M™" (t,2,v), (4.46)

m4n—is
where eyiy and b, . are given in (1.36) and (1.37), respectively.

Once the assertion (4.46) holds, one can conclude the results in Theorem 1.3. Indeed,

107, Fn| =107, (FuVI)| < 37 CF 107, £u00, 7 V|

B'<B
<C(eman)C (Bl y i1 < i < 0)O, ()M S (tz,0) Y (07,7 VN
B'<B
<C(emin)C(Ohin 31 <0 < n)(1+ [0 NN TE (1,2, 0)

where one has utilized the bounds ©.,(v) < C(1 + [v])1! and

D 1007V < 37 Clejpmp) (14 o) P70 < Olem) (14 o)
B'<p B'<p
From the definition of Soo;(g,1) in (4.45), one knows that 0 < ¢ < gpm < 1. Then, by the
bound (1 + |v])2™ MM ™ 5~ (v) < C(ep), there holds
g

10,3 Fu| < Ceman)C(Dyn_isl <0 <n)ME (t,2,0).

Namely, the bound (1.43) in Theorem 1.3 holds.

It remains to prove the assertion (4.46). As in (1.29), the functions f,, = F,/v9 (n > 1)
are all split into kinetic part (Z — P)f, and fluid part Pf,. Based on Figure 2 associated
with the orders to solve f,, the assertion (4.46) can be justified by the induction arguments
for n > 1.

Step 1. n=1.
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We first estimate the kinetic part (Z —P)f; in (1.30), and then control the fluid part P f;
associated with the fluid variables (p1,u1,67) in (1.31).
Observe that, from (1.30),

T-P)h=L""g, o= —T—P)[M 20 +v-V,)M]. (4.47)
By (4.4), one has

= {2 4 ou- w4 BT (uE gy1om
for 0 = 0y, V. Then, together with the deﬁn1t10n P in (1.12), g1 can be simplified as
g1 =—-Vu: )+ V—jg - B(v), (4.48)
where the Burnett functions <7 (v) and #(v) are given in (1.34).
We first claim that

Wt aim (91) Z ST+ ) ()0 g1l < Clemsr) (4.49)

=0 |p'|=i

for any m > 0 and 0 < gy, < -+ < q10 < 1. Indeed, for 3’ € N* with |8’| = 1,
! 1

‘35:(;91’ < Cleir1)p2ivs(|v —u))M2(v),,
where py;13 is given in (4.9). Then, one has
11+ o)) 5 9m= % ()07 01 1 <C(eis) (1 + o)™ paigs(v — w9 (0)0, || 1o
<C(e41) < 00,

which means that
m
W[ZLO?O »d1m gl Z Z e1+1 < C em‘l'l) < 00.
i=0 |B!|=i

Namely, the claim (4.49) holds. Based on the claim (4.49), Theorem 1.1-1.2 imply that, for
Bl=m>0and 0 < qipm <--- <qio <1,
Am dim
02T = P)AI| < Clem)Wiii™. 4., (91)04 (1) (0) < Clem+1)05 ()M F (). (450)
We now estimate the fluid part P f;, which, by (1.29), can be expressed by
v—ul2
Ph= {5 i+ (s = 9V

Here (p1,u1,61) are solved by (1.31) with source terms F;-((Z — P)f1) and G5 ((Z — P)f1)
defined in (1.33). For any 3 € N* with |8| =m >0,

0P (T = PU)| =00, { — diva(Ta, (T = P) 1)}
m+1
<Cems1) D Y (privallv —u)),107,(Z — P) f1])
i=0 |@'|=i (4.51)

m—+1 )
<Clems1) O Cleit)(paiva(jv — uf), 04 ()M (v)
=0
SC(2m+2) < 00.

Similarly, for any 8 € N* with \B[ =m >0,
‘ (T - 'P)fl)‘ < Clemg2) < 00. (4.52)

The bounds (4.51) and (4.52) yield that the source terms F.0 ((Z — P) f1) and G5-((Z — P) f1)
are both smooth and bounded provided that (p,u,T’) is sufficiently smooth and bounded.
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Then, by the hypothesis (H2), we can assume h! < oo for sufficiently large m > 0, where bl
is defined in (1.37). Consequently,
a

07, P fi| < Cl03,)Cem)pama(lo — w2 (v) < C(b},)C(60)O, ()M E (v)  (4.53)

1-q1m

for any |5| = m > 0, where the uniform bound pa,1o(jv — u|)OS (V)M 2" (v) < C(eo) has

5
been used. Then the bounds (4.50) and (4.53) reduce to
0721 S 100,(Z = P)Al 4+ 1075 P il < Clemsn)C )0, ()M 5"
for any |B|=m >0and 0 < g1 < -+- < q10 < 1.
Step 2. Induction hypotheses for 1 <t <n —1.

Assume that the assertion (4.46) holds for all ¢ = 1,--- ,n—1. Namely, for any |3| =m > 0,
te {17 7n_1} (qu) i>1 € Soom(q71)7

<j<m

(v) (4.54)

dem

107, fe(t, 2,0)| < Clemae)C (bl el <0 < 0O, (0)M 2 (t,2,0). (4.55)
Step 3. General n > 2.
From (1.30), one has

(I_ P)fn = £_1gna gn = _(I_ P) [m_%(at +v- vm)(fn—l\/ﬁ)] + Z F(fiyfj) .

i+j=n
Gn ij>1

(4.56)

It is thereby derived from Theorem 1.1-1.2 that, for any |8 = m > 0 and 0 < ¢ < go <
© < G20 < qim;

dnm

107, (Z = P) ful < Clem)W22. 4o (90) O ()M 2" (v) (4.57)

an0,-

It remains to show that WS~ .. (9:) = Y0 ozw o L+ )29 (0)0f gl oo < o
A straightforward calculation implies that

G = (O + v Vo) fuor — [PH2V 4 (3, v V- vt 4 Qo¥ell (loul_gy)p

(4.58)
Note that
00 (T = P)G| <107, Gl + 00, PG| (4.59)
By (4.58), it is easy to know that
07,Gal <@+ 1)) S 107 faal + Clemen)ps(ol) Y 107 furl
‘Blllzm_;’_l ﬁHSﬁ/
<Clempn)ps(vl) Y 107, furil
‘ﬂ”|§m+l (460)
m+1
p dn—1x
<Cemin)C(Bh, 1y i1 <P <m—Dps(v]) > O,(w)M 2 (v)
=0

In—1,m+1

SC’(em+n)C(hfnﬁn p7 1 < p < n— 1)6 ( )m 2 (U) )

where ¢n—1.m+1 € (¢no, ¢n—1,m), the last second inequality is derived from (4.55), and the last
one is implied by the relation 0 < ¢ < q1m+1 < @im < -+ < qi0 < 1.
By the definition of Pf in (1.12), one has

PGy = {25 +ug - 7% + 2 (L — 3)1 v,

where pg = (G, VON), ug = (Gy, %(v —u)VIM) and Og = (G, %(!fu —u|? — 37)v/M). Then
there holds

107 PGl < Cleyg)paps2(v) > 100, (pa,uc: )| M2 (v)
B//SB/
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Consider the quantities 85 ;(Gn, ¢), where ¢ is given in (4.28). To be precise, one has
0y (Grd) = Y C5(07,Gn 0, ).
6*<6”
Noting that |%] < |8”] < |#] < m and |8" — 6*| < |"] < m, one has

1"_ g% 1 1
107, 0| < Cleyan—pe) )21 - 13 ([V) M2 (V) < C(em)p2ma(v]) 2 (v).
Together with (4.60), we have
107, (G 8)] <C(emin)C(Oh, 4 il <p<n—1)
X (0, (V)M (0), pamera (03 (1)
Sc(em+n)0(hfn+n ps I1<p<n—1).

This means that

Z | vaqueG)‘ < C(em—l-n)c(b];n—‘rn pI I<p<n-— 1)
ﬁ//<ﬁ/

Consequently, it infers that

075 PGl <C (e3P +2([0))C (emin)C (], 4 pi 1 < p < 1 — 1)IN2(v)

In—1,m+1 (461)
<C(em+n)C (O pl<p<n—1)0,()M 2 (v).
Therefore, the bounds (4.59), (4.60) and (4.61) imply that, for any 0 < i < m,
/ In—1,m+1
Z \3550(1 —P)Gnl < Clemyn)C (O i1 <p<n—10, ()M 2 (v). (4.62)

|8’ |=¢

Next, we will control the quantities 8£;F(fi, fj) for || =twithO<tv<mandi+j=n
with 4,7 > 1. Recalling the definition of I'(f;, f;) as in (1.32), one has

L (fis f5) =902 (0)B(fi/0L, f;v/0)
o) [ e e senmEeh) - s
R3 xS2
X b(w,v; — v)dwdvy
//}1@3 . V) f; v1)9ﬁ2(v1)b(w,v1 — v)dwdwvy (4.63)
Lgain(fi,f5)
// (v) f; vl)i)ﬁ?(vl)b(w,vl — v)dwdoy .
R3xS2

Tioss (fz 7fj)

SIS
SIS

(U)fj(vl)m (m)]

where the equality m%(v’)zm% (v)) = M2 (v)im%(vl) has been used. Then, for any |8'| =t
with 0 <t <m , and any i + j = n with 4,57 > 1,

Fanlfid) = Yo Y g [ o a00a T sehol )
B1<p Br<p” RS2
xb(w, v — v)dwduvy .

Observe that

10777 93 (11)] < Cem)paysr—por ([01)INZ (01) < Clem)p2m (|oa]) M (v1)
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where poy,, is given in (4.9). Together with (4.54) and (4.55), it follows that

dim

1072 i ()] < Clemai)C (6, 4531 < p < )0, ()M 4" (V)

11 __ Q% qJ_m
10757 150D < Clema)C (0,31 < b < Oy (t])M2 (o)
for any i +j = n with 7,5 > 1. Noticing that ¢;m > gn—1,m > ¢ > 0 and g¢jm > gn—1,m > q¢ > 0,

one therefore obtains that, for any fixed @ € (0, Ir=tm—n-lmil)

107 Tgain (fi £7)] SC(emin-1)C (05, 1 il <p<n—1) //RS . 0, (v, (v})
X

In—1,m
X M@ )MW)] ™ 2 pag (Jor )N (01)b(w, v1 — v)dwdo,
<C(2m+n 1 (hfn-i—n 1— p7 1< p <n-— 1)

tn—l.m (4.64)
// M) 2 " “b(w,v1 — v)dwd
R3><S2
Sc(em+n—l)c(hf71+n 1—p’ I<p<n- 1) ( )m ”*21"” _w(v)

dn—1,m-1

§0(9m+n—1)0(hfn+n 1—p> I<p<n-— 1)9~n 2 (U) )

where the last second inequality is derived from the relations (v/)M(v]) = M(v)M(vy),
Lemma 2.3 of [13] and (1.15), the last inequality is implied by the bound

dn—1,m ~9n—1,m+1

v)M—— =z “(v) <C(eg) < 0.
Moreover, by similar arguments of (4.64),
| I‘loss flaf])| <C(em+n 1)C(hfn+n 1— p7 1 < p = <n-— 1 ﬂ U)@’Y(Ul)
R3 xS?

< [@)M(o1)] 2 pam (o )IE (01)b(w, 01 — )dwdey O

dn—1,m-1

Sc(em—l—n—l)c(hfn-;-n 1— p7 1< ps sn-— 1)9~n 2 (U) :

Consequently, it follow from (4.64) and (4.65) that, for any ¢p—1m+1 € (¢no, Gn—1,m), any
B € N* with 0 < |8'| =t <m and any i + j = n with 4,7 > 1,

dn—1,m-+1

07,0 (fi £3)] < Cleman-1)CWh, 4y i1 <p<n—1)M 35 (v). (4.66)

It is thereby derived from (4.56), (4.62) and (4.66) that, for any 0 < ¢ < gpm < -+ < gno <
An—1,m+1 < qn—1,m,

Qnt /
Wi, qum (9n) ZZHHIUI Yy M5 (0)8) g || o

= Olﬁ’ |=t
<Z > {10+ o) o ()07, (Z = P) Gl
=0 |g/|=c
+ 20 I+ o) @)D £l } (4.67)
i+j=n

1,7>1
Sc(em-i-n)c(hfn-i-n plsp<n-— 1)

dn—1,m+1—"9n0

X [[(1+ o)) 0, (v)am™ > ()l Le~
SC(€m+n) (hm+n pv 1< p <n-— 1) < 0.
Therefore, (4.57) and (4.67) show us that, for any |3| =m >0,
072(Z = P)fal < Clemsn)C(Binpil S p <n— 1O, ()M (0).  (468)
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We now estimate the fluid part P f,, which, by the expression of Pf in (1.12), satisfies
2
Phn= {5 +un - 7+ G (70) VL,

Here (pn,tn,0y,) is determined by the linearized compressible Euler system with the source
terms Fi-((Z — P) fn) and Gy ((Z — P) f») defined in (1.33). Following the same arguments in
(4.51) and (4.52), one has

10, F- (T = P) fa)l + 10,65 (T — P) fa)]
< C(em-i-n-i-l)c(hiz-i-n—i—l—p; I1<p<n-1)<oo

for any 8 € N* with || = m > 0. The bound (4.69) yields that the source terms F;-((Z—P) f,)
and G;-((Z—P) f») are both smooth and bounded provided that (p,u, T') is sufficiently smooth
and bounded. Then, by the hypothesis (H2), one can assume §, < oo for large m > 0, where
h2, is given in (1.37). Then, it follows from the same arguments in (4.53) that

dnm

02 P fal < Clem)C (07;,)04 (1) M5 (v) (4.70)
for any 8 € N* with |3| = m > 0. Collecting the bounds (4.68) and (4.70), one has
1073 ful < Cemn)C (B8 sn_pi 1 < p < 0)O,(0)M 2 (v) (4.71)

for any B € N with |[8] =m >0 and 0 < ¢ < gnm < *** < @no < Gn—1m-
By the Induction Principle, (4.71) concludes the assertion (4.46). Then the proof of Theo-
rem 1.3 is completed. 0

(4.69)
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