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CONVERGENCE OF THE FOURIER-GALERKIN SPECTRAL

METHOD FOR THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION WITH

UNCERTAINTIES˚

LIU LIU:
AND KUNLUN QI ;

Abstract. It is well-known that the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method has been a popular approach
for the numerical approximation of the deterministic Boltzmann equation with spectral accuracy rig-
orously proved. In this paper, we will show that such a spectral convergence of the Fourier-Galerkin
spectral method also holds for the Boltzmann equation with uncertainties arising from both collision
kernel and initial condition. Our proof is based on newly-established spaces and norms that are care-
fully designed and take the velocity variable and random variables with their high regularities into
account altogether. For future studies, this theoretical result will provide a solid foundation for further
showing the convergence of the full-discretized system where both the velocity and random variables
are discretized simultaneously.

Keywords. Boltzmann equation with uncertainties; Uncertainty quantification; Fourier-Galerkin
spectral method; Well-posedness; Convergence and stability.
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1. Introduction

Background and goals Kinetic equations have been widely used in vast impor-
tant areas including rarefied gas, plasma physics, astrophysics and new realms such as
semiconductor device modeling [22], environmental, social and biological sciences [27].
They describe the non-equilibrium dynamics of a gas or system composed of a large
number of particles. The Boltzmann equation, as a typical example, is used to model
different phenomena ranging from rarefied gas flows found in hypersonic aerodynamics,
gases in vacuum technologies, or fluids inside microelectromechanical devices [3], to the
description of social and biological phenomena [27,36]. We refer to [7,34,41] for recent
monographs, collections and surveys.

Due to the significant role the Boltzmann equation plays in the multi-scale hier-
archy, in the last decades, the research on kinetic theory has attracted attention not
only from the theoretical perspective but also in the numerical field. Derived from
N -body Newton’s equations in a certain sense of limit [3], the Boltzmann equation
typically contains a highly-dimensional and nonlinear integral operator modeling inter-
actions between particles, which brings huge challenges in its numerical approximation.
Though the stochastic type method such as the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC)
method [1, 28] showed its benefits in efficiency and simplicity of implementation, the
deterministic type of methods have developed swiftly in recent decades thanks to the
improvement of the computing powers [8]. Particularly, to approximate the Boltz-
mann collision operator the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method provides us a suitable
framework [31, 35], which not only enjoys the spectral accuracy but also can be easily
adapted by some accelerated algorithms [2, 10, 25]. In addition to the success of the
Fourier-Galerkin spectral method in numerical simulation, the theoretical proof of its
spectral convergence is yet to be complete over a long period of time, unless some filters
are added to keep the positivity of solution [33]. Recently, motivated by the pioneering
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2 Boltzmann equation with uncertainties

work [9] of the stability analysis that relies on the ”spreading” property of the colli-
sion operator, the authors in [15] presented a new framework to show the stability and
convergence of the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method, based on a careful L2

v estimate
of the negative part of the solution to the deterministic homogeneous Boltzmann equa-
tion, which also enables us to show the convergence when applying the Fourier-Galerkin
spectral method to other variant types of the Boltzmann models.

On the other hand, studying the corresponding uncertainty quantification (UQ)
problems is important to assess, validate and improve the underlying models, which
is necessary to obtain more reliable predictions and risk assessment. In particular,
the collision kernel or scattering cross-section in the Boltzmann integral operator de-
scribes the transition rate during particle collisions. Calculating the collision kernel
from first principles is extremely complicated and almost impossible for complex par-
ticle systems, thus only heuristic approximations are available and it is inevitable that
the collision kernel contains uncertainties. Besides, inaccurate measurements of the
initial or boundary data, forcing and source terms may bring other sources of uncer-
tainties. Despite the numerous existing research on the Boltzmann and related equa-
tions, the study of kinetic models with random uncertainties has only started in recent
years [4, 11, 13, 16, 18, 37, 39, 42]. We refer to the recent collection [17], survey [30]
and some relevant works [21, 23, 24, 29, 38, 40]. In particular, we mention a relevant
work: in [19] and [5], the authors provided powerful theoretical tools based on hypoco-
ercivity to study and conduct the local sensitivity analysis for a class of multiscale,
non-homogeneous kinetic equations with random uncertainties and their numerical ap-
proximations by using the gPC-SG method in random variable discretization.

Given the motivations above, in this paper, our main purpose is to show that
stability and convergence of the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method still hold for the
Boltzmann equation with uncertainties that arise from both initial data and collision
kernel.

Challenges and main contributions In contrast with deterministic problems,
where the parameters in the collision operator and initial conditions are completely
certain, we have to deal with the impact of various sources of random inputs brought
into the system. In this paper, we concentrate on the discretization of the numerical
system within the deterministic variable domain, for which the Fourier-Galerkin spectral
approximation is specifically employed. Notably, our investigation involves a detailed
examination of the regularity of the numerical solution in the random space. This
analysis serves as a crucial theoretical foundation, facilitating the demonstration of
convergent results for the semi-discretized system in both velocity and random variables
in our follow-up work.

Hence, considering the challenges caused by the random variable, the usual function
space defined only in the velocity variable is far from sufficient. One essential ingredient
in our analysis is to develop a new type of Sobolev space that involves the random
variable and its higher-order derivatives, based on which the stability and convergence
of the solution are analyzed.

Structure of our paper The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section
2, we mainly introduce the Boltzmann equation with uncertainties and formulation of
the associated numerical system for velocity and random variables. As a preliminary
preparation, the newly-established spaces and norms that take into account the uncer-
tainties are presented in section 3, where desired assumptions on the collision kernel and
initial datum, in addition to estimation of the collision operator with uncertainties, will
be clarified. In section 4, by first studying the propagation of the numerical solution in



L. Liu and K. Qi 3

designated norms, we extend the local well-posedness of the numerical solution to any
arbitrarily selected time interval. The convergence of the Fourier-Galerkin system with
uncertainties is shown in section 5 and conclusions are finally drawn in section 6.

2. The Boltzmann equation and associated numerical system

2.1. The Boltzmann equation with uncertainties

We consider the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation with random inputs,

Btfpt,v,zq “Qpf,fqpt,v,zq, tą0, v PRd, z P Iz, (2.1)

where dě2. The initial datum is assumed

fp0,v,zq “ f0pv,zq, v PRd, dě2, z P Iz, (2.2)

where f “ fpt,v,zq is the probability density function at time t, with velocity v and an
n-dimensional random variable z P Iz following the distribution that is assumed known
and that characterizes the random inputs. Here Q is the collision operator describing
binary collisions among particles with a bilinear form given by

Qpg,fqpv,zq “
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

Bp|v´v˚|,cosθ,zqrgpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zq´gpv˚,zqfpv,zqsdσdv˚,

(2.3)
where σ is a vector varying over the unit sphere Sd´1, and v1, v1

˚ are defined as

v1 “ v`v˚

2
` |v´v˚|

2
σ, v1

˚ “ v`v˚

2
´ |v´v˚|

2
σ. (2.4)

In this work, we only consider uncertainties coming from

(i) the initial datum f0pv,zq;
(ii) the collision kernel B ě0, which owns the form:

Bp|v´v˚|,cosθ,zq “Φp|v´v˚|qbpcosθ,zq, cosθ“ σ ¨ pv´v˚q
|v´v˚| , (2.5)

where the kinetic part Φ is a non-negative function, the angular part b satisfies
the Grad’s cut-off assumption, that is, for all z P Iz,

ż

Sd´1

bpcosθ,zqdσă 8. (2.6)

One typical collision kernel that is widely used is the variable hard sphere (VHS)
model [11]:

Bp|v´v˚|,cosθ,zq “ bpzq|v´v˚|γ , 0ďγď1. (2.7)

We remark that the stochastic variable z is a collection of random vectors with
dimension dz following the distribution that is assumed known a priori. For simplicity,
we assume that all its components are mutually independent and already obtained
from some dimension reduction technique, e.g., the Karhunen-Loeve expansion [43].
Moreover, the random vectors are not necessarily the same in different sources, i.e., the
initial data and collision kernel, in our case.



4 Boltzmann equation with uncertainties

2.2. Formulation of the numerical system

This paper primarily focuses on investigating the impact of random inputs on the
deterministic approximation of the Boltzmann equation. However, this section not only
delves into a comprehensive review of the deterministic numerical system for the spa-
tially homogeneous Boltzmann equation, employing a Fourier-Galerkin spectral method
in the velocity variable v, but also revisits the formulation of the numerical system in the
stochastic variable. The latter involves a gPC-based stochastic Galerkin method in the
random variable z. Additionally, we present a detailed exposition of a semi-discretized
system that seamlessly involves both deterministic and stochastic approximations si-
multaneously, which is elucidated here to pave the way for our forthcoming work.

2.2.1. A Fourier-Galerkin spectral method for velocity variable

We provide a concise overview of the application of the Fourier-Galerkin spectral
method to the deterministic Boltzmann equation, drawing primarily from [14, 32]. For
additional insights into the associated fast algorithms, one may refer to [10, 12, 25].

Consider an approximation of (2.1) on a periodic domain of velocity DL “ r´L,Lsd,
#Btfpt,v,zq “QRpf,fqpt,v,zq, tą0, v PDL,

fp0,v,zq “ f0pv,zq,
(2.8)

where the initial condition f0 is a non-negative periodic function, QR is the truncated
collision operator of (2.3) defined by

QRpg,fqpv,zq “
ż

BR

ż

Sd´1

Φp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂, zq
“

gpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zq´gpv´q,zqfpv,zq

‰

dσdq

“
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

1|q|ďRΦp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂, zq
“

gpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zq´gpv´q,zqfpv,zq

‰

dσdq,

(2.9)

where, after the change of variable v˚ ÞÑ q“ v´v˚, the relative velocity q is truncated to
a ball BR with radius R centered at the origin. Denoting q“ |q|q̂ with |q| the magnitude
and q̂ the directional unit vector and using (2.4), we then re-write the post-collisional
velocities v1, v1

˚ accordingly,

v1 “ v´ q´|q|σ
2

, v1
˚ “ v´ q`|q|σ

2
. (2.10)

The values of L and R are positive satisfying LěRą0, where, in practice, to avoid
aliasing errors, one usually takes

R“2S, Lě 3`
?
2

2
S, (2.11)

where the support set of f0pv,zq in v is within BS for all z P Iz. We refer to [32] for
more details justifying this choice of R and L for anti-aliasing purposes.

We now seek a truncated Fourier series expansion of f given as

fpt,v,zq « fNpt,v,zq “
N
ÿ

|n|“0

fnpt,zqΦnpvq PPN with Φnpvq :“ ei
π
L
n¨v, (2.12)
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where N is a non-negative integer, n“ pn1, . . . ,ndq is a multi-index with |n| “n1`¨¨¨`
nd, and the space

PN “ span
!

Φnpvq “ ei
π
L
n¨v

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
0ď |n| ďN

)

is equipped with the inner product in the velocity space:

xfpt, ¨,zq,gpt, ¨,zqyDL
“ 1

p2Lqd
ż

DL

fpt,v,zq ḡpt,v,zqdv.

Substituting fN into (2.8) and conducting the Galerkin projection onto PN , one gets
#BtfN pt,v,zq “PNQRpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq, tą0, v PDL,

fN pt“0,v,zq “ f0

Npv,zq.
(2.13)

Here PN is the projection operator defined by:

PNgpt,v,zq “
N
ÿ

|n|“0

gnpt,zqΦnpvq, gnpt,zq “ xgpt, ¨,zq,Φnp¨qyDL
, (2.14)

for any suitable function g. As a reasonable approximation of f0, f0
N PPN is set to be

the initial data to the numerical system. More discussion on the initial condition will
be given in subsection 3.2.

We write out the equation satisfied by each Fourier mode of (2.13),
#Btfnpt,zq “QR

n pfN ,fNqpt,zq, 0ď |n| ďN,

fnpt“0,zq “ f0

npzq,
(2.15)

with

QR
n :“ xQRpfN ,fN qpt, ¨,zq,Φnp¨qyDL

, f0

npzq :“ xf0

Np¨,zq,Φnp¨qyDL
.

By the definition (2.9) and orthogonality of the Fourier basis, one derives that

QR
n “

N
ÿ

|l|,|m|“0

l`m“n

Gpl,mqflfm, (2.16)

where the weight G is given by

Gpl,mq “
ż

BR

ż

Sd´1

Φp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂q
”

e´ i
π
2L

pl`mq¨q`i
π
2L

|q|pl´mq¨σ ´e´ i
π
L
m¨q

ı

dσdq

“
ż

BR

e´ i
π
L
m¨q

„
ż

Sd´1

Φp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂qpei π
2L

pl`mq¨pq´|q|σq ´1qdσ


dq.

(2.17)

The second equality presented above is derived by switching two variables σØ q̂ in the
gain part of Gpl,mq. It is noteworthy that, within the framework of the direct Fourier
spectral method, the computation of Gpl,mq may only involve certain slow algorithms as
well as require huge storage OpN2dq to save. However, it is crucial to emphasize that this
computation is a precomputed process, undertaken only once for a given collision kernel.
Additionally, for a specific category of collision kernels, such as the VHS model [10], the
weighted function Gpl,mq can be simplified to a more concise form, facilitating easier
evaluation.
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2.2.2. A gPC based stochastic Galerkin method for random variable

We give a brief introduction to the implementation of the gPC based stochastic
Galerkin method for the Boltzmann equation with uncertainties, mainly following [11,
19]. In the generalized polynomial chaos approach in the stochastic Galerkin (referred
by gPC-SG) framework [43, 44], one seeks the solution by the K-th order expansion as
follows

fpt,v,zq «
K
ÿ

|k|“0

fkpt,vqΨkpzq :“ fKpt,v,zq PPK, (2.18)

where k“ pk1, ...,kdz
q is a multi-index with |k| “k1 ` ...`kdz

and Ψkpzq are the orthog-
onal gPC basis functions satisfying

ż

Iz

ΨipzqΨjpzqπpzqdz“ δij, 0ď |i|, |j| ďK.

with πpzq being the the probability distribution function of z.

Here the space PK :“Span
!

Ψkpzq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
0ď |k| ďK

)

is equipped with the inner product in

the random space

xfpt,v, ¨q, ḡpt,v, ¨qyIz “
ż

Iz

fpt,v,zqgpt,v,zqπpzqdz.

Define PK as the projection operator in the random space:

P
Kgpt,v,zq “

K
ÿ

|k|“0

gkpt,vqΨkpzq, gkpt,vq “
ż

Iz

gpt,v,zqΨkpzqπpzqdz,

for any suitable function g. By inserting (2.18) into (2.1) and performing the standard
projection, one obtains the gPC-SG system

#Btfkpt,vq “QkpfK ,fKqpt,vq, 0ď |k| ďK,

fkpt“0,vq “ f0,kpvq,
(2.19)

with

QkpfK ,fKq :“ xQpfK,fKqpt,v, ¨q,Ψkp¨qyIz , f0,kpvq :“ xfKp0,v, ¨q,Ψkp¨qyIz .

For a certain class of collision kernel owning the form (2.5), Qk can be represented
as

Qkpt,vq “
K
ÿ

|i|,|j|“0

Skij

ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

Φp|v´v˚|q
“

f ipv1qf jpv1
˚q´f ipvqf jpv˚q

‰

dσdv˚ (2.20)

with

Skij :“
ż

Iz

bpzqΨkpzqΨipzqΨjpzqπpzqdz, (2.21)

where VHS collision kernel is taken as an example [11], i.e., bpcosθ,zq “ bpzq. Similar
to the weight function Gpl,mq as in (2.17), Skij can be pre-computed and restored in
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advance as well, nevertheless, the evaluation of Qkpt,vq is by no means easy. In fact,
if one takes a direct method without any fast algorithm, for each t and k, it would
lead to the huge computational cost in OpN2

KNd´1
σ N2d

v q with the binomial coefficient
NK “

`

K`n
K

˘

, the number of discretized points in each angular directNσ, and the number
of points in each velocity dimension Nv.

For more details and related fast algorithm about applying the gPC based stochastic
Galerkin method for the Boltzmann equation with uncertainties, we refer the readers
to [11, 19] and the references therein.

2.2.3. A discretized system in both velocity and random variables

Now we are prepared to employ the Fourier-spectral expansion in the velocity vari-
able and the gPC-based stochastic-Galerkin method [43,44] in the random space simul-
taneously, i.e., we seek an approximated solution in the following form:

fpt,v,zq «
K
ÿ

|k|“0

N
ÿ

|n|“0

fk
n ptqΦnpvqΨkpzq :“ fK

N pt,v,zq. (2.22)

Inserting into (2.1) and conducting projections onto the space PN and PK successively
yields

#BtfK
N pt,v,zq “P

K
NQRpfK

N ,fK
N qpt,v,zq, tą0, v PDL, z P Iz,

fK
N pt“0,v,zq “ fK

N p0,v,zq,
(2.23)

where PK
N is the projection operator defined for any function g:

P
K
N gpt,v,zq “

K
ÿ

|k|“0

N
ÿ

|n|“0

gknptqΦnpvqΨkpzq, gknptq “
A

xgpt, ¨, ¨q,Φnp¨qyDL
,Ψkp¨q

E

Iz
.

(2.24)
Furthermore, we present this complete discretized (except for the discretization in

the temporal space) system in its weak mode:

#Btfk
n ptq “QR,k

n pfK
N ,fK

N qptq, 0ď |n| ďN, 0ď |k| ďK,

fk
n pt“0,v,zq “ f0,k

n ,
(2.25)

with

QR,k
n pfK

N ,fK
N q :“

A

xQRpfK
N ,fK

N qpt, ¨, ¨q,Φnp¨qyDL
,Ψkp¨q

E

Iz
,

f0,k
n :“

A

xfK
N p0, ¨, ¨q,Φnp¨qyDL

,Ψkp¨q
E

Iz
.

In particular, we can further deduce the term Qk
n as follows

QR,k
n ptq “

K
ÿ

|i|,|j|“0

Skij

N
ÿ

|l|,|m|“0

l`m“n

Gpl,mqf i
l f

j
m (2.26)

with Skij and Gpl,mq given in (2.21) and (2.17) respectively.

3. Preliminary
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3.1. Norms and Notations

We first introduce some norms and notations that will be used throughout the
paper.

For a function fpt,v,zq that is periodic in velocity space DL, we define its Lebesgue
norm and Sobolev norm with respect to the velocity variable:

}fpt, ¨,zq}p
L

p
vpDLq

:“
ż

DL

|fpt,v,zq|pdv, }fpt, ¨,zq}2Hk
v pDLq :“

ÿ

|ν|ďk

}Bν
vfpt, ¨,zq}2L2

vpDLq.

For all z P Iz, we define the Lebesgue and Sobolev norm for the z-derivatives of f up to
order |l| ď r:

|fpt, ¨,zq|Lp
v,r :“

ÿ

|l|ďr

}Bl
zfpt, ¨,zq}Lp

vpDLq |fpt, ¨,zq|Hk
v ,r

:“
ÿ

|l|ďr

}Bl
zfpt, ¨,zq}Hk

v pDLq.

(3.1)

In addition, one can take supzPIz above and define the following norms:

}fpt, ¨, ¨q}Lp
v,r

:“
ÿ

|l|ďr

}Bl
zfpt, ¨, ¨q}Lp,8

v,z
}fpt, ¨, ¨q}Hk

v ,r
:“

ÿ

|l|ďr

}Bl
zfpt, ¨, ¨q}

H
k,8
v,z

. (3.2)

Similar to the deterministic case, for a function fpv,zq and each z P Iz , the positive
and negative parts are defined by

f`pv,zq “ max
vPDL

tfpv,zq,0u, f´pv,zq “ max
vPDL

t´fpv,zq,0u, (3.3)

so that f “ f` ´f´ and |f | “ f` `f´.

3.2. Assumptions and known results

In this subsection, we introduce some basic assumptions that will be used in the
following proof, especially pertaining to the collision kernel and initial conditions. Ad-
ditionally, we elucidate known results, such as the mass conservation inherent in the
Fourier-Galerkin spectral method.
Basic assumptions on the collision kernel:

(i) Consider the collision kernel in the form (2.5), with the kinetic part Φ satisfying
›

›1|q|ďRΦp|q|q
›

›

L8pDLq
ă 8. (3.4)

Notice that the power law hard potentials Φp|q|q “ |q|γ (0ďγď1) and the ”mod-
ified” soft potentials Φp|q|q “ p1`|q|qγ (´dăγă0) all satisfy this condition.

(ii) For all z P Iz, we assume a uniform bound for all the z-derivatives of b:

bpσ ¨ q̂, zq ą0, |Bk
z bpσ ¨ q̂, zq| ďCb for 0ď |k| ď r. (3.5)

Remark 3.1. We mainly focus on the collision kernel with uncertainties in the an-
gular kernel bpcosθ,zq in the work. In addition to the VHS model in (2.7), one can
approximate the collision kernel b by the Karhunen-Loeve expansion [20], given as

bpcosθ,zq « b0pcosθq`
dz
ÿ

i“1

bipcosθqzi, (3.6)

with z1, ¨¨¨ ,zdz
independent random variables that follow the probability density function

πpzq. Here we assume that all bi, i“1, ¨¨¨ ,dz, are bounded to satisfy (3.5).
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While beyond the scope of this paper, it is noteworthy that our analysis can be sim-
ilarly extended to the case where the kinetic part Φ in the collision kernel is assumed
uncertain, i.e., Bp|q|, σ ¨ q̂, zq “Φp|q|, zqbpσ ¨ q̂q, if more stringent conditions can be care-
fully imposed on Φp|q|, zq to ensure compatibility with (4.4).

Basic assumptions on the initial condition:

In order to prove the well-posedness and stability of the numerical solution to (2.13),
we need to restrict to a certain class of initial data. For the initial condition f0pv,zq
to the original problem (2.8), we assume it to be non-negative, periodic in the velocity
space, and belongs to L1

v XH1
v pDLq for all z P Iz. For the approximated initial condition

f0
N pv,zq “PNf0pv,zq to the numerical system (2.13), we can show that for all z P Iz it
satisfies the following properties [15]:

(i) Mass conservation of the approximation: for all z P Iz,
ż

DL

f0

N pv,zqdv“
ż

DL

f0pv,zqdv. (3.7)

(ii) Control of L2 and H1 norms: for all z P Iz and any integer N ě0,

}f0

Np¨,zq}L2
vpDLq ď }f0p¨,zq}L2

vpDLq, }f0

Np¨,zq}H1
vpDLq ď }f0p¨,zq}H1

vpDLq. (3.8)

(iii) Control of L1 norm: for all z P Iz, there exists an integer N0 such that for all
N ąN0,

}f0

Np¨,zq}L1
vpDLq ďC}f0p¨,zq}L1

vpDLq. (3.9)

where we take C “2 in the proof below.
(iv) L2 norm of f0,´

N can be made arbitrarily small: for all z P Iz and any εą0, there
exists an integer N0 such that for all N ąN0,

}f0,´
N p¨,zq}L2

vpDLq ă ε. (3.10)

Remark 3.2. Note that f0
N “PNf0 is not the only possible initial condition for the

numerical solution, any reasonable numerical approximation satisfying the above as-
sumption (i)–(iv) would work indeed.

It is known that one of the drawbacks of the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method is
that some significant physical properties cannot be automatically preserved such as the
positivity of numerical solution. However, one of the key properties – the mass of the
numerical solution fN – is conserved for any time, which will provide useful control of
fN . To illustrate this, we recall the following preliminary Lemma,
Lemma 3.1. The numerical system (2.13) preserves mass, i.e.,

ż

DL

fN pt,v,zqdv“
ż

DL

f0

N pv,zqdv, @z P Iz. (3.11)

Remark 3.3. In the numerical system (2.13), it is crucial to observe that only the veloc-
ity variable v is discretized by the Fourier spectral method; consequently, for fixed z P Iz,
the proof is almost the same as the deterministic case in [15, Lemma 2.1]. However, if
both velocity v and random variable z are discriteized simultaneously, the mass conser-
vation is expected to be much more complicated, which will be thoroughly investigated in
our forthcoming work dealing with the numerical system (2.23).
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3.3. Estimates for the z-derivatives of QR

The estimates of the collision operator QR with uncertainty will play a key role in
the proof for our main results, the gain term and loss term with the kernel satisfying
(2.5) possess different structures and are defined as follows: for all z P Iz,

QR,`pg,fqpv,zq :“
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

1|q|ďRΦp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂,zqgpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zqdσdq,

QR,´pg,fqpv,zq :“
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

1|q|ďRΦp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂,zqgpv´q,zqfpv,zqdσdq

“ fpv,zqLRrgspv,zq,

(3.12)

where

LRrgspv,zq :“
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

1|q|ďRΦp|q|qbpσ ¨ q̂,zqgpv´q,zqdσdq.

As a counterpart to the deterministic setting that merely depends on the velocity
variable, one gets the estimates for the truncated collision operators QR,`pg,fqp¨,zq,
QR,´pg,fqp¨,zq and QRpg,fqp¨,zq for all z P Iz. We remark that with the assumption
on the collision kernel (2.5), the proof holds almost the same, except for the coeffi-
cient constants in the estimate bounds. For the reader’s convenience, we put it in the
Appendix.

In the next step, we derive estimates for higher-order z-derivatives of the truncated
collision operators QR,`, QR,´ and QR.
Proposition 3.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and assume the
collision kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). For all z P Iz and for any integer
|l| ď r, the l-th order z-derivative of the collision operators has the following bounds:

}Bl
zQ

R,´pg,fqp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq ďC´

R,L,d,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1
v,r

|fp¨,zq|Lp
v,r, (3.13)

}Bl
zQ

R,`pg,fqp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq ďC`

R,L,d,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1
v,r

|fp¨,zq|Lp
v,r

, (3.14)

}Bl
zQ

Rpg,fqp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq ďCR,L,d,p,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1

v ,r
|fp¨,zq|Lp

v,r
. (3.15)

Furthermore,

}Bl
zQ

Rpg,fqp¨,zq}Hk
v pDLq ďCR,L,d,k,rpBq|gp¨,zq|Hk

v ,r
|fp¨,zq|Hk

v ,r
. (3.16)

Proof. Noticing the definition of QR,´pg,fqpv,zq in (3.12), taking Bl
z on both sides,

and using the Leibniz rule, we have

Bl
zQ

R,´pg,fqpv,zq “
ÿ

|n|ď|l|

ˆ

l

n

˙

Bl´n
z fpv,zqBn

zL
Rrgspv,zq.

In particular, we first look at the term

Bn
zL

Rrgspv,zq “
ÿ

|m|ď|n|

ˆ

n

m

˙

}Bm
z bp¨,zq}L1pSd´1q

“`

1|q|ďRΦ
˘

˚Bn´m
z g

‰

pv,zq.
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Based on the assumption (3.5), we know that }Bm
z bp¨,zq}L1pSd´1q is bounded, thus

}Bn
zL

Rrgsp¨,zq}L8
v pDLq ď crpBq

ÿ

|m|ď|n|

}
“`

1|q|ďRΦ
˘

˚Bn´m
z g

‰

p¨,zq}L8
v pDLq

ď crpBq}1|q|ďRΦp¨q}L8
v pDLq

ÿ

|m|ď|n|

}Bn´m
z gp¨,zq}L1

vpB?
2L`R

q

ď cR,L,d,rpBq
ÿ

|m|ď|n|

}Bn´m
z gp¨,zq}L1

vpDLq

ď cR,L,d,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1
v,r

,

(3.17)

where crpBq, cR,L,d,rpBq are constants with subscripts indicating their parameters de-
pendence.
Therefore,

}Bl
zQ

R,´pg,fqp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq “

›

›

›

›

›

›

ÿ

|n|ď|l|

ˆ

l

n

˙

Bn
zL

Rrgsp¨,zqBl´n
z fp¨,zq

›

›

›

›

›

›

L
p
vpDLq

ďCr

ÿ

|n|ď|l|

}Bn
zL

Rrgsp¨,zq}L8
v pDLq |fp¨,zq|Lp

v,r

ďC´
R,L,d,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1

v ,r
|fp¨,zq|Lp

v,r .

(3.18)

The proof for the estimates for Bl
zQ

R,` and (3.15)–(3.16) can be done in a similar
fashion, thanks to our assumption (3.5) for the collision kernel and the analysis in the
deterministic setting ( [15, Appendix] and [26, Theorem 2.1]), where the derivation
follows similarly in our case due to the boundedness of all orders of z-derivative of the
collision kernel and the Leibniz rule. We thereby omit details.

As an extension, one can add up each order of z-derivative for the collision operator
and obtain the following estimates in the norms that will be used in Section 4. We
summarize it in the Corollary below.
Corollary 3.1. Under the same assumptions in Proposition 3.1, we have the following
estimates:

|QRpg,fqp¨,zq|Lp
v,r ďC

1

R,L,d,p,rpBq|gp¨,zq|L1
v ,r

|fp¨,zq|Lp
v,r . (3.19)

Furthermore,

}QRpg,fqp¨, ¨q}Lp
v,r ďC

2

R,L,d,p,rpBq}gp¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

}fp¨, ¨q}Lp
v,r . (3.20)

Proof. The proof is by adding up all z-derivatives of the collision operators for
|l| ď r, and we omit it here.

4. Well-posedness of the numerical solution fN with uncertainties

In this section, we establish the well-posedness of the numerical solution fN , de-
pending on the random variable z, in the Fourier-Galerkin spectral system (2.13) on
any arbitrarily given time interval r0,T s. Note that, similar to the deterministic case
in [15], the main challenge in the proof lies in the fact that the numerical solution fN to
the system (2.13) is not necessarily non-negative because of the spectral projection in
the velocity space, even though its analytic counterpart f to the original problem (2.8)
is always non-negative.
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Our strategy is to extend the local well-posedness result to the whole time interval
r0,T s, by applying the energy-type method. In Section 4.1, we obtain the propagation
of L2

v and Hk
v norm of the solution fN with uncertainties, where the key is a ”good”

control of the negative part of fN , besides using the mass conservation and a priori L1

bound. In Section 4.2, first the local existence and uniqueness over a sufficiently small
time interval r0,τ s will be shown via a fixed point theorem, where the negative part of
the numerical solution fN is controlled over the same period of time with large enough
N , which further implies that the initial L1

v bound of fN can be preserved at time τ .
Therefore, the same procedure can be repeated iteratively to extend the solution up to
the prescribed final time T , where the values of designated parameters N and τ are
shown to be the same in each iteration as the beginning ones.

4.1. Propagation of Hk
v estimates with uncertainties

In this subsection, we first recall the Hk
v estimates of fN studied in [15] with a priori

L1 bound of fN , where no uncertainty is involved. Note that for each z P Iz, under our
assumptions on the collision kernel, the estimates for fN hold similarly. We thereby put
it in the Appendix.

4.1.1. Hk
v estimate of fN with z-derivatives

We now consider z-derivatives of fN . The strategy in obtaining local well-posedness
results for each order z-derivative of fN is reminiscent of [6].
Proposition 4.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and the collision
kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). For the numerical system (2.13), assume
that the initial condition Bl

zf
0
N pv,zq PHk

v pDLq for some integers kě0 and |l| ď r, that is,

}Bl
zf

0p¨,zq}Hk
v pDLq ďD

f0

k,l, @z P Iz . (4.1)

If each z-derivative of the solution fN pt,v,zq is assumed to have a L1
v bound up to some

time t0, i.e.,

@tP r0,t0s,
›

›Bl
zfNpt, ¨,zq

›

›

L1
vpDLq

ďEl, @z P Iz, (4.2)

then there exists a constant Kk,l depending on t0, El, D
f0

k,l and CR,L,d,2pBq such that,
for |l| ď r,

@tP r0,t0s,
›

›Bl
zfN pt, ¨,zq

›

›

Hk
v pDLq

ďKk,lpt0q, @z P Iz . (4.3)

Proof. Recall the truncated collision operator QR in (2.9) with the uncertain colli-
sion kernel,

QRph,fqpv,zq “
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

BT pσ ¨ q̂, |q|, zq
“

hpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zq´hpv˚,zqfpv,zq

‰

dσdv˚ ,

where BT pσ ¨ q̂, |q|,zq is denoted as the truncated collision kernel BT “1|q|ďRΦp|q|qbpσ ¨
q̂,zq. With (3.5), we assume that for |l| ď r, all l-th order z-derivative of BT is uniformly
bounded, i.e.,

|Bl
zBT | ďC, @z P Iz. (4.4)

For the convenience of notation, let us define

QR
Bkph,fqpv,zq “

ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

Bk
zBT pσ ¨ q̂, |q|,zq

“

hpv1
˚,zqfpv1,zq´hpv˚,zqfpv,zq

‰

dσdv˚

:“
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

Bk
zBT

“

h1
˚f

1 ´hf
‰

dσdv˚ .

(4.5)
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Note that the only difference between QR
Bk and QR is that BT is substituted by Bl

zBT .
Under the assumption (4.4), it is obvious that the estimates for QR in the deterministic
problem [15] follow similarly for QR

Bk here, in particular,

}QR
Bkph,fqp¨,zq}Lp

vpDLq ďCR,L,d,ppBq}hp¨,zq}L1
vpDLq }fp¨,zq}Lp

vpDLq . (4.6)

By using the Leibniz rule, one can calculate that

Bl
zQ

Rph,fq “
|l|
ÿ

|n|“0

ˆ

l

n

˙
ż

Rd

ż

Sd´1

Bl´n
z BT

|l|
ÿ

|m|“0

ˆ

n

m

˙

“

Bm
z h1

˚ Bn´m
z f 1 ´Bm

z h˚ Bn´m
z f

‰

dσdv˚

“
|m|
ÿ

|n|“0

ˆ

n

l

˙ |l|
ÿ

|m|“0

ˆ

n

m

˙

QR
Bn´lpBm

z h,Bn´m
z fq

“
|l|´1
ÿ

|n|“0

|n|
ÿ

|m|“0

ˆ

l

n

˙ˆ

n

m

˙

QR
Bl´lpBm

z h,Bn´m
z fq`

|l|´1
ÿ

|m|“1

ˆ

l

m

˙

QRpBm
z h,Bl´m

z fq

`QRph,Bl
zfq`QRpBl

zh,fq.
(4.7)

Let h and f both equal to fN , we prepare for the bound that will be used later:

}Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fNqp¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ďCR,L,d,2pBq
|l|´1
ÿ

|n|“0

|n|
ÿ

|m|“0

ˆ

l

n

˙ˆ

n

m

˙

}Bm
z fN p¨,zq}L1

vpDLq }Bn´m
z fN p¨,zq}L2

vpDLq

`CR,L,d,2pBq
|l|´1
ÿ

|m|“1

ˆ

l

m

˙

}Bm
z fNp¨,zq}L1

vpDLq }Bl´m
z fNp¨,zq}L2

vpDLq

`CR,L,d,2pBq}fN p¨,zq}L1
vpDLq }Bl

zfNp¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

`CR,L,d,2pBq}Bl
zfN p¨,zq}L1

vpDLq }fNp¨,zq}L2
vpDLq ,

(4.8)

where (4.6) is used for each term on the right-hand-side with p“2.

We now prove the Proposition by induction. When |l| “0, for all z P Iz the
proof is exactly the same as the deterministic case, thus for tP r0,t0s and for all
z P Iz, }fNpt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq ďK0,0. Assume that }Bm
z fN pt, ¨,zq}L2

v
ďK0,m for all integers

|m| ď |l|´1 and z P Iz. Take Bl
z on both sides of Eq. (2.23), then

BtBl
zfNpt,v,zq “PNBl

zQpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq. (4.9)



14 Boltzmann equation with uncertainties

Multiplying both sides by Bl
zfN and integrating over DL gives

1

2

d

dt
}Bl

zf
N pt,¨,zq}2L2

vpDLq “

ż

DL

PNBl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zqBl
zfN pt,v,zqdv

ď }PNBl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq }Bl

zfN pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ď }Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq }Bl

zfN pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ďCR,L,d,2pBq
´

E0 }Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq `El}fN pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq `CE,K,l´1

¯

}Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq

ďCR,L,d,2pBqE0}Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq}2L2

vpDLq `CR,L,d,2pBqpElK0,0 `CE,K,l´1q}Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq ,

(4.10)

where a priori L1

v bound of Bl
zfN , given in Eq. (4.2), and the induction assumption is used in

the third inequality. Here CE,K,l´1 represents the constant depending on l´1, maximum of Em

and K0,m for |m| ď |l|´1. For notation simplicity, we will shorten the subscript of constants.
Use the Grönwall’s inequality, for all z P Iz, then

}Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq ď e2CR,L,d,2,E0
pBqt

´

}Bl
zf

0

N pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq `CR,L,d,2,E,K,l´1pBq

¯

ď e2CR,L,d,2,E0
pBqt

´

D
f0

0,l `CR,L,d,2,E,K,l´1pBq
¯

:“K0,lptq.

(4.11)

By mathematical induction, we can prove that for all |l| ď r and z P Iz,

@tP r0,t0s,
›

›

›
Bl
zfN pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
vpDLq

ďK0,lpt0q.

To extend the estimate to Hk
v pDLq norm of Bl

zfN , we can obtain the counterpart of (4.10),
i.e., for all z P Iz and @tP r0,t0s,

1

2

d

dt

›

›

›
Bl
zfN pt,¨,¨q

›

›

›

2

H
k`1
v pDLq

ď
›

›

›
Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,¨,¨q
›

›

›

H
k`1
v pDLq

›

›

›
Bl
zfN pt,¨,¨q

›

›

›

H
k`1
v pDLq

,

where |l| ď r. By combining the the estimate (3.16) in Proposition 3.1, Eq. (4.7) and induction,

the rest of the proof follows naturally, thus we omit it here. After studying each order
of z-derivatives for the numerical solution fN , we extend the regularity result to our
newly-established norm wherein all the z-derivatives of fN are added up.
Corollary 4.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and the collision
kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). For the numerical system (2.13), if the
initial datum is assumed to be

|f0p¨,zq|Hk
v ,r

ďD
f0

k,r, @z P Iz (4.12)

which is equivalent to }f0p¨, ¨q}Hk
v ,r

ďD
f0

k,r. If we further assume

@tP r0,t0s, |fN pt, ¨,zq|L1
v,r

ďEr, @z P Iz (4.13)

which also implies }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ďEr. Then, for any tP r0,t0s, we have,

|fNpt, ¨,zq|Hk
v ,r

ďKk,rpt0q, or equivalently }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}Hk
v ,r

ďKk,rpt0q, @z P Iz
(4.14)

where Kk,r is a constant depending on t0, Er, D
f0

k,r and CR,L,d,2,rpBq.
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4.1.2. L2
v estimate of the negative part f´

N with z-derivatives

We now proceed to estimate the negative part of z-derivatives of fN , i.e., Bl
zf

´
N ,

which relies on a careful estimate of both the gain and loss terms of the collision operator.
This estimate will play a key role in the main Theorem 4.1 for the well-posedness of fN .
Proposition 4.2. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11), and assume
the collision kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). For the negative part of the
numerical solution f´

N to the system (2.13), one has

@tP r0,t0s,
›

›f´
N pt, ¨,zq

›

›

L2
v,r

ď eCK0,r
t

ˆ

}f0,´
N p¨,zq}L2

v,r
` CK1,r

N

˙

, (4.15)

where f
0,´
N stands for the initial datum of f´

N , the constant CK0,r
depends on

R,L,d,B,Er,K0,r, while the constant CK1,r
depends on R,L,d,r,B and K1,r.

Proof.
Denote glN pt,v,zq “ Bl

zfN pt,v,zq for |l| ď r. Take l-th order z-derivative on both sides
of the equation

BtfN pt,v,zq “PNQRpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq, (4.16)

then glN satisfies the numerical system

BtglNpt,v,zq “PNBl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq. (4.17)

Note that glN pt,v,zq “ g
l,`
N pt,v,zq´g

l,´
N pt,v,zq. We first rewrite the above equation

as

BtglN pt,v,zq “ Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq`El
N pt,v,zq, (4.18)

where

El
N pt,v,zq :“PNBl

zQ
RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq´Bl

zQ
RpfN ,fNqpt,v,zq. (4.19)

Define the indicator function 1tgl
N

ď0u as follows:

1tgl
N

ď0upvq :“
#

1, for v s.t. glN p¨,v, ¨q ď0,

0, for v s.t. glN p¨,v, ¨q ą0.
(4.20)

Multiply both sides of (4.18) by glN1tgl
N

ď0u and integrate on DL, the left-hand-side

becomes

glN1tgl
N

ď0upt,v,zqBtglN pt,v,zq “´g
l,´
N pt,v,zqBt

”

g
l,`
N pt,v,zq´g

l,´
N pt,v,zq

ı

“ g
l,´
N pt,v,zqBtgl,´N pt,v,zq,

(4.21)

whereas, for the right-hand-side, we first estimate the remainder El
N ,

}El
N pt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq “
›

›PNBl
zQ

RpfN ,fNqpt, ¨,zq´Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt, ¨,zq
›

›

L2
vpDLq

ď CP

N

›

›Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt, ¨,zq
›

›

H1
v pDLq

ď CPCR,L,d,1,rpBq
N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
fN pt, ¨,zq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

H1
v ,r

,

(4.22)
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where we used the property of the projection operator PN and the estimate (3.16) in
the last inequality.

By considering (4.14), since }Bl
zfN pt, ¨,zq}H1

vpDLq is bounded, so we have

ˇ

ˇfN pt, ¨,zq
ˇ

ˇ

H1
v ,r

“
ÿ

|l|ďr

}Bl
zfNpt, ¨,zq}H1

vpDLq ďK1,rptq,

Therefore,

ż

DL

El
N pt,v,zqglN1tgl

N
ď0upt,v,zqdv“ ´

ż

DL

El
N pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

ď }El
Npt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq }gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ď CPCR,L,d,1,rpBq
N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
fNpt, ¨,zq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

H1
v ,r

}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ď
CPCR,L,d,1,rpBqK2

1,rptq
N

}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq .

(4.23)

We now estimate the other term on the right-hand side,

ż

DL

Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zqglN1tgl
N

ď0upt,v,zqdv

“´
ż

DL

Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

ď}Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fNqpt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq.

(4.24)

By the calculation in (4.7), note that

Bl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq “ L.O.T `QRpglN ,fNqpt,v,zq`QRpfN ,glN qpt,v,zq, (4.25)

where “L.O.T” stands for lower order terms that involve lower order of z-derivatives
less than l. Based on (4.7)–(4.8) and Proposition 4.1 telling us all orders of Bl

zfN
is bounded, shown by inequality (4.3), it is obvious to see that } L.O.T }L2pDLq ď
CR,L,d,2pBqCE,K,l´1, with CE,K,l´1 the same as in (4.10).

Let us now look at the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (4.25), namely

QRpglN ,fN q “QR,`pglN ,fN q´QR,´pglN ,fNq.
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For the gain term, multiplying glN1tgl
N

ď0u and integrating on DL gives us:

ż

DL

QR,`pglN ,fN qpt,v,zqglN1tgl
N

ď0upt,v,zqdv

“
ż

DL

QR,`pgl,`N ´g
l,´
N ,f`

N ´f´
N qpt,v,zqgN1tgNď0upt,v,zqdv

“
ż

DL

”

QR,`pgl,`N ,f`
N ´f´

N q´QR,`pgl,´N ,f`
N ´f´

N q
ı

pt,v,zqglN1tgl
N

ď0upt,v,zqdv

“
ż

DL

”

QR,`pgl,`N ,f`
N q´QR,`pgl,`N ,f´

N q´QR,`pgl,´N ,f`
N q

`QR,`pgl,´N ,f´
N q

ı

pt,v,zqp´g
l,´
N qpt,v,zqdv

“
ż

DL

”

´QR,`pgl,`N ,f`
N q`QR,`pgl,`N ,f´

N q`QR,`pgl,´N ,f`
N q

´QR,`pgl,´N ,f´
N q

ı

pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv
(4.26)

so the gain part can be further estimated as follows:

ż

DL

QR,`pglN ,fN qpt,v,zqglN1tgl
N

ď0upt,v,zqdv

ď
ż

DL

”

QR,`pgl,`N ,f´
N q`QR,`pgl,´N ,f`

N q
ı

pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

ď }QR,`pgl,`N ,f´
N qpt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

`}QR,`pgl,´N ,f`
N qpt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ď C`
R,L,d,2pBq}gl,`N pt, ¨,zq}L1

vpDLq}f´
N pt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

`C`
R,L,d,2pBq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L1

vpDLq}f`
N pt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ď C`
R,L,d,2pBq}glN pt, ¨,zq}L1

vpDLq

ˇ

ˇf´
N pt, ¨,zq

ˇ

ˇ

2

L2
v,r

` C̃`
R,L,d,2pBq}fN pt, ¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt, ¨,zq}2L2
vpDLq,

(4.27)

where (A.1) for the gain operator is used in the second before last inequality. For the
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loss term, we have the decomposition

´
ż

DL

QR,´pglN ,fNqpt,v,zqglN1tgN ď0upt,v,zqdv

“´
ż

DL

LRrglN spt,v,zqfNpt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

“´
ż

DL

´

LRrgl,`N spt,v,zqfNpt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zq´LRrgl,´N spt,v,zqfNpt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zq
¯

dv

“´
ż

DL

´

LRrgl,`N spt,v,zqf`
N pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zq´LRrgl,`N spt,v,zqf´

N pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zq
¯

dv

`
ż

DL

LRrgl,´N spt,v,zqfNpt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

(4.28)

then, it can be further estimated

´

ż

DL

Q
R,´pglN ,fN qpt,v,zqglN1tgN ď0upt,v,zqdv

ď

ż

DL

L
Rrgl,`N spt,v,zqf´

N pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv`

ż

DL

L
Rrgl,´N spt,v,zqfN pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

ďC
´
R,L,dpBq}glN pt,¨,zq}L1

vpDLq}f´
N pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

`C
´
R,L,dpBq}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}L1

vpDLq}fN pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq

ďC
´
R,L,dpBq}glN pt,¨,zq}L1

vpDLq

ˇ

ˇf
´
N pt,¨,zq

ˇ

ˇ

2

L2
v ,r

` C̃
´
R,L,dpBq}fN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq

ˇ

ˇf
´
N pt,¨,zq

ˇ

ˇ

2

L2
v ,r

,

(4.29)

where the estimate for the loss term (A.2) is used.

To estimate the third term in Eq. (4.25), QRpfN ,glN q “QR,`pfN ,glN q´QR,´pfN ,glN q, the
calculation is almost the same as above and we omit the details here. One gets

ż

DL

Q
R,`pfN ,g

l
N qpt,v,zqglN1tglN ď0upt,v,zqdv

ď

ż

DL

”

Q
R,`pf`

N ,g
l,´
N q`Q

R,`pf´
N ,g

l,`
N q

ı

pt,v,zqgl,´N pt,v,zqdv

ď C
`
R,L,d,2pBq}fN pt,¨,zq}L1

v
}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}2L2pDLq

`C
`
R,L,d,2pBq}f´

N pt,¨,zq}L1
vpDLq}glNpt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}L2
vpDLq

ďC
`
R,L,d,2pBq}fN pt,¨,zq}L1

v
|f´

N pt,¨,zq|2L2
v ,r ` C̃

`
R,L,d,2pBq}glN pt,¨,zq}L2

vpDLq|f´
N pt,¨,zq|2L2

v ,r .

(4.30)

Moreover,

´

ż

DL

Q
R,´pfN ,g

l
N qpt,v,zqglN1tglN ď0upt,v,zqdv

ďC
´
R,L,dpBq}fN pt,¨,zq}L1

vpDLq}gl,´N pt,¨,zq}2L2
vpDLq . (4.31)
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Combining (4.21), (4.23), (4.26)–(4.31), taking supzPIz
and adding up all |l| ď r, for any

tP r0,t0s, one has

d

dt

›

›f
´
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

L2
v,r

ďC
`,´
R,L,d,2pBq

´

}fN pt,¨,¨q}L1
v ,r `}fNpt,¨,¨q}L2

v ,r

¯

›

›f
´
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

L2
v ,r

`
CPCR,L,d,1,rpBqK2

1,rpt0q

N

ďC
`,´
R,L,d,2pBqpEr `K0,rpt0qq

›

›f
´
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

L2
v ,r

`
CPCR,L,d,1,rpBqK2

1,rpt0q

N

“:CK0,r

›

›f
´
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

L2
v,r

`
CK1,r

N
,

(4.32)

where C
`,´
R,L,d,2pBq represents the constant depending on both C`

R,L,d,2pBq and C´
R,L,dpBq.

4.2. Proof of the well-posedness of fN with uncertainties

4.2.1. Local well-posedness of fN with uncertainties on a small time in-

terval rt0,t0 `τ s
In this subsection, we will show the local well-posedness of the numerical solution

fN by constructing a space χ where all the z-derivatives are included.
Proposition 4.3. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and the collision
kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). If we further assume that the initial con-
dition f0pv,zq to the original problem (2.8) belongs to L1

v,rXL2
v,r with the following

quantities

Ef0

r “ }f0p¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

, D
f0

0,r “
›

›f0p¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

, (4.33)

and that the numerical system (2.13) is evolved from a certain time t0 with

}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď2Ef0

r , }fN pt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,r, (4.34)

then there exists a local time τ such that (2.13) admits a unique solution fN “ fNpt,v,zq P
L1
v,rXL2

v,r on rt0,t0 `τ s. In particular, one can choose

τ “ 1

2pC̄1D̄` C̄2Ēq , with Ē “4Ef0

r , D̄“2K0,r, (4.35)

such that

@tP rt0,t0 `τ s, }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď Ē, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď D̄, (4.36)

where T is the final prescribed time and the constants C̄1, C̄2 only depend on the trun-
cation parameters R, L, dimension d, and the collision kernel B.

Proof. The main strategy is to use the Banach fixed point theorem to prove that
the numerical system (2.13) admits a solution fN in our designated space χ defined
based on our newly-established norm } ¨}L1

v,r
and } ¨}L2

v,r
: with undermined constants

Ē,D̄ą0 and small enough time τ ą0 that will be specified later,

χ“
!

f PL8prt0,t0 `τ s;L1

v,rXL2

v,rq : sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

}fpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď Ē,

sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

}fpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď D̄
)

,
(4.37)
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which is a complete metric space with respect to the induced distance:

dpf,f̃q :“
›

›

›
f ´ f̃

›

›

›

χ
“ sup

tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›

›
fpt, ¨, ¨q´ f̃pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

. (4.38)

For any fN Pχ, we can define the operator ΦrfN s for any tP rt0,t0 `τ s,

ΦrfN spt,v,zq “ fNpt0,v,zq`
ż t

t0

PNQRpfN ,fNqps,v,zqds. (4.39)

We proceed to show that there exists a unique fixed point in χ for the mapping Φ.

Step (I): We first show that Φ maps χ into itself: ΦrfN s Pχ, i.e., for any fN Pχ and
tP rt0,t0 `τ s,

}ΦrfN spt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

`
ż t

t0

›

›PNQRpfN ,fN qps, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L1
v,r

ds

ď}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

`τp2Lqd{2 sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›PNQRpfN ,fN qpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

ď}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

`τC2
R,L,d,2,rpBqp2Lqd{2 sup

tPrt0,t0`τ s

´

}fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

}fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

¯

ď}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

`τC2
R,L,d,2,rpBqp2Lqd{2ĒD̄,

where the estimate (3.20) is used in third inequality above. Similarly,

}ΦrfN spt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď}fN pt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`
ż t

t0

›

›PNQRpfN ,fN qps, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

ds

ď}fN pt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`τ sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›PNQRpfN ,fNqpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

ď}fN pt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`τC2
R,L,d,2,rpBq sup

tPrt0,t0`τ s

´

}fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

}fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

¯

ď}fN pt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`τC2
R,L,d,2,rpBqĒD̄,

Step (II): We next show that Φ is a contraction mapping on χ. For any fN , f̃N Pχ
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with the same initial datum fNpt0,v,zq, we have

›

›

›
ΦrfN s´Φrf̃N s

›

›

›

χ
“ sup

tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›

›
ΦrfN spt, ¨, ¨q´Φrf̃N spt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

ď sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

ż t

t0

›

›

›
PNQRpfN ,fNqps, ¨, ¨q´PNQRpf̃N , f̃Nqps, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

ds

ďτ sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›

›
QRpfN ,fNqpt, ¨, ¨q´QRpf̃N , f̃N qpt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

ďτ sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

ˆ

›

›

›
QRpfN ´ f̃N ,fN qpt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v ,r

`
›

›

›
QRpf̃N ,fN ´ f̃N qpt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

˙

ďτC2
R,L,d,2,rpBq sup

tPrt0,t0`τ s

´
›

›

›
fN pt, ¨, ¨q´ f̃N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L1
v,r

}fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`
›

›

›
fN pt, ¨, ¨q´ f̃N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

}f̃Npt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

¯

ďτC2
R,L,d,2,rpBqpp2Lqd{2D̄` Ēq

˜

sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

›

›

›
fNpt, ¨, ¨q´ f̃N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

›

L2
v,r

¸

“τ
´

C2
R,L,d,2,rpBqp2Lqd{2D̄`C2

R,L,d,2,rpBqĒ
¯›

›

›
fN ´ f̃N

›

›

›

χ
.

Therefore, in order to apply the Banach fixed point theorem, we have to prove
that the operator Φ :χÑχ is a contraction mapping, in the sense that, if we set
C̄1 “C2

R,L,d,2,rpBqp2Lqd{2, C̄2 “C2
R,L,d,2,rpBq,

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

`τC̄1ĒD̄ď Ē,

}fNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`τC̄2ĒD̄ď D̄,

τpC̄1D̄` C̄2Ēq ă1,

(4.40)

which can actually be verified if we choose D̄, Ē and τ as given in (4.35). Thus, there
exists a unique solution on rt0,t0 `τ s to the numerical system (2.13).
Remark 4.1. In addition to proving the local-wellposedness in a certain space where
all the z-derivatives are considered, we can also provide a new iteration scheme to show
the local well-posedness of each glN pt,v,zq “ Bl

zfN pt,v,zq by taking l-th order z-derivative
on both sides of BtfN “PNQRpfN ,fN q, i.e., glN “ Bl

zfN satisfies the numerical system:

BtBl
zfN pt,v,zq “PNBl

zQ
RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq. (4.41)

for fixed z P Iz.
4.2.2. Well-posedness of fN with uncertainties on an arbitrary bounded

time interval r0,T s
In this subsection, we are now ready to present our main result about the well-

posedness of the numerical solution fN with uncertainties within any arbitrarily pre-
scribed time interval.
Theorem 4.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and the collision
kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). If the initial condition f0pv,zq in (2.8)
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and the initial approximation f0
Npv,zq in (2.13) satisfy the assumptions specified in

Section 3.2.
Then there exists an integer N0 depending on the prescribed final time T and initial

condition f0, such that for all N ąN0, the numerical system (2.13) admits a unique
solution fN “ fNpt, ¨, ¨q PL1

v,rXH1
v ,r on the time interval r0,T s with the following esti-

mates:

@tP r0,T s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď2Ef0

r , }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,rpT q, (4.42)

where Ef0

r “ }f0p¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

and K0,rpT q is the constant depending on prescribed time T ,
the truncation parameters R,L, dimension d, the collision kernel B and initial quantity

D
f0

0,r “ }f0p¨, ¨q}L2
v ,r

.
Proof. The key part of the proof is to extend the local well-posedness result in

Proposition 4.3 to any arbitrarily prescribed time interval r0,T s by time iteration.
Step (I): We start with the initial time t“0, by using condition (3.9), we are able

to choose N1 such that for any N ěN1,

}f0

Np¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď2Ef0

r . (4.43)

Moreover, we have }f0
Np¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
ďD

f0

0,r ďK0,rpT q due to the condition (3.8) and K0,rpT q
can be explicitly given by prescribed time T , the truncation parameters R,L, collision

kernel B and initial quantity D
f0

0,r by noticing Corollary 4.1.

Then, by applying Proposition 4.3, there exists a unique solution fN pt, ¨, ¨q PL1
v,rX

L2
v,r over the local time interval r0,τ s with the following estimate,

@tP r0,τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

ď4Ef0

r . (4.44)

Furthermore, by taking advantage of the boundedness in L1
v,r and that f0

N p¨, ¨q PH1
v ,r

from (3.8), we can invoke Corollary 4.1 to find the L2
v,r- and H1

v ,r- estimates of the
numerical solution fN in the local time interval

@tP r0,τ s, }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,rpτq, }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}H1
v ,r

ďK1,rpτq, (4.45)

as well as the estimate of the negative part fN in L2
v,r,

@tP r0,τ s,
›

›f´
N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

L2
v,r

ď eCK0,r
τ

ˆ

}f0,´
N p¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
` CK1,r

N

˙

. (4.46)

On the other hand, noticing that |Bl
zfN pt,v,zq| “2Bl

zf
´
N pt,v,zq`Bl

zfN pt,v,zq, we
have

}fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

“
ÿ

|l|ďr

sup
zPIz

ż

DL

|Bl
zfN pt,v,zq|dv

“2
ÿ

|l|ďr

ˆ

sup
zPIz

ż

DL

Bl
zf

´
N pt,v,zqdv` sup

zPIz

ż

DL

Bl
zfN pt,v,zqdv

˙

“2
ÿ

|l|ďr

sup
zPIz

}Bl
zf

´
N pt, ¨,zq}L1

v
`

ÿ

|l|ďr

sup
zPIz

ż

DL

Bl
zf

0pv,zqdv

ď2p2Lqd{2}f´
N pt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
`Ef0

r ,

(4.47)
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where we used the important mass conservation property in Lemma 3.1 and the as-
sumption (3.7).

Therefore, observing the estimate (4.47), it implies that }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

will be under

control, if we have a ”good” estimate for the negative part }f´
N pt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
. Then, thanks

to the estimate (4.46), we can simply choose N2 large enough such that for all N ěN2

we can define the quantity K̄ to satisfy

K̄ :“ eCK0,r
T

ˆ

}f0,´
N p¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
` CK1,r

N

˙

ď Ef0

r

2p2Lqd{2
, (4.48)

where the inequality above is possible to achieve thanks to the condition (3.10) and
always holds for any t0 ďT , as the quantity K̄ is an increasing function with respect to
time.

Hence, by combining (4.46)-(4.47), we find that

@tP r0,τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

ď2Ef0

r . (4.49)

By choosing N0 as the maximum of among the N1 determined to satisfy (4.43) and
N2 to satisfy (4.48), we have found such an integer N0, depending only on the prescribed
final time T and initial condition f0, that for all N ąN0, the numerical system (2.13)
admits a unique solution fNpt, ¨, ¨q PL2

v,rXH1
v ,r in the time interval r0,τ s, which satisfies

(4.49).
Step (II): By letting t“ τ as a new initial time, we need to check if the local well-

posedness can be extended in the equally-long time interval rτ,2τ s. Recalling Step (I),
we have already proved that

@tP r0,τ s, fN pt, ¨, ¨q PL1

v,rXH1

v ,r and }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď2Ef0

r . (4.50)

Then by taking k“0 in the Proposition 4.1, we have the following estimate for the
propagation of }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v ,r
,

@tP r0,τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v ,r

ďK0,rpτq ďK0,rpT q (4.51)

From the estimate (4.50) - (4.51), we find that }fNpτ, ¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

and }fNpτ, ¨, ¨q}L2
v ,r

satisfy
the condition of the local well-posedness Proposition 4.3, which allows us to apply
Proposition 4.3 starting from t“ τ and further obtain that there exists a unique solution
fN pt, ¨, ¨q PL1

v,rXL2
v,r on rτ,2τ s with

@tP rτ,2τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď4Ef0

r . (4.52)

Meanwhile, noticing the bounded property in L1
v,r above and the fact that f0

N p¨, ¨q P
H1

v ,r, we can invoke the Corollary 4.1 over the interval r0,2τ s to derive that

@tP r0,2τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,rp2τq, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}H1
v ,r

ďK1,rp2τq, (4.53)

and for any tP r0,2τ s,
›

›f´
N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

L2
v,r

ď eCK0,r
p2τq

ˆ

}f0,´
N p¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
` CK1,r

N

˙

ď K̄ (4.54)

i.e., the same choice of N chosen above would still make

@tP r0,2τ s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

ď2Ef0

r . (4.55)
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That is, at time point t“2τ , we are back to the situation (4.50) at t“ τ . In fact, we
can generalize the same strategy to longer time interval r0,nτ s with the same choice
N ěN0 and K̄, in the sense that, for all tP r0,nτ s,

}fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,rpnτq, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}H1
v ,r

ďK1,rpnτq,
›

›f´
N pt, ¨, ¨q

›

›

L2
v,r

ďK̄, }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v,r

ď2Ef0

r .
(4.56)

Step (III): Repeating Step (II) for n times until the time interval r0,nτ s covers the
prescribed interval r0,T s, we can show that there exists a unique solution fN pt, ¨, ¨q P
L1
v,rXH1

v ,r on r0,T s with

@tP r0,T s, }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L1
v ,r

ď2Ef0

r , }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďK0,rpT q, (4.57)

where the estimate of }fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

can be verified by taking k“0 in Proposition 4.1
once again.

5. Convergence of the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method for Boltzmann

equation with uncertainties

In this section, we will prove the convergence of the proposed spectral method
by taking advantage of the well-posedness and stability of the numerical solution fN
established in the previous section.

For the continuous system (2.8) with a periodic, non-negative (in v) initial condition
f0pv,zq in L1

v,rXHk
v ,r for some integer kě1, there exists a unique global non-negative

solution fpt,v,zq PHk
v ,r with the estimate that }fpt, ¨, ¨q}Hk

v ,r
ďCk,r for all tě0 with

Ck,r a constant depending on initial datum f0, which can be shown by following the
similar argument to handle the deterministic model as in [9, Proposition 5.1] coupled
with our estimate of the collision operator including uncertainties in Corollary 3.1.

For the numerical system (2.13), we consider the initial condition fNp0,v,zq “
PNf0pv,zq, which satisfies the four conditions (3.7)–(3.10)(e.g., f0pv,zq is a Hölder
continuous in v). Then, by Theorem 4.1, there exists a unique solution fN pt, ¨, ¨q P
L1
v,rXHk

v ,r over the whole time interval r0,T s with }fNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v ,r

ďK0,rpT q for all
tP r0,T s.

Define the error function eN with uncertainties

eN pt,v,zq :“PNfpt,v,zq´fNpt,v,zq. (5.1)

We can show the following main theorem of the convergence,
Theorem 5.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11) and the collision
kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). For a periodic, non-negative (in v) initial
condition f0pv,zq in L1

v,rXHk
v ,r for some integer kě1, choose N0 to satisfy the con-

dition in Theorem 4.1, then the numerical system (2.13) by Fourier-Galerkin spectral
method is convergent for all N ąN0 and exhibits spectral accuracy in the sense that

@tP r0,T s, }eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďCrpT,f0q
ˆ

1

Nk

˙

, for all N ąN0, (5.2)

where CrpT,f0q is a constant depending on the truncation parameters R,L, dimension
d, collision kernel B, parameter r, prescribed time T , and initial condition f0pv,zq.

Proof. To obtain the differential equation satisfied by our defined error function eN ,
we first need to apply the projection operator PN to the original problem (2.8):

#

BtPNfpt,v,zq “PNQRpf,fqpt,v,zq,
fN p0,v,zq “PNfp0,v,zq,

(5.3)
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Then, by taking subtraction between (2.13) and (5.3), we find that

#

BteN pt,v,zq “PNQRpf,fqpt,v,zq´PNQRpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq,
eNp0,v,zq “0.

(5.4)

where the zero initial error comes with the fact that fN p0,v,zq “PNfp0,v,zq after ap-
plying the projection. Next, we take Bl

z to both hand sides of (5.4) and multiply by
Bl
zeN , then after integrating over DL, taking the supremum over Iz and adding up all

|l| ď r altogether, we have

1

2

d

dt
}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}2L2

v,r
“

ÿ

|l|ďr

sup
zPIz

ż

DL

Bl
z

“

PNQRpf,fq´PNQRpfN ,fN q
‰

pt,v,zqBl
zeNpt,v,zqdv

ďCr

›

›PN

`

QRpf,fq´QRpfN ,fN q
˘

pt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ďCrCP

›

›

`

QRpf,fq´QRpfN ,fNq
˘

pt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

(5.5)

which implies that

d

dt
}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
ďC 1

r

›

›QRpf,fqpt, ¨, ¨q´QRpfN ,fNqpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

. (5.6)

By estimating the right-hand side of the inequality (5.6) above,

›

›QRpf,fqpt, ¨, ¨q´QRpfN ,fN qpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

ď
›

›QRpf ´fN ,fqpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

`
›

›QRpfN ,f ´fNqpt, ¨, ¨q
›

›

L2
v,r

ďC
2

R,L,d,2,rpBq}fpt, ¨, ¨q´fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v ,r

´

}fpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`}fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

¯

ďC
2

R,L,d,2,rpBqpC0,r `K0,rq}fpt, ¨, ¨q´fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

.

(5.7)

where the bi-linearity of collision operator QR and estimate (3.20) are utilized in the
second inequality, while the well-posedness theorem, as well as the associated estimate
of the theoretical solution f (i.e., C0,r) and numerical counterpart fN (i.e., K0,r), are
applied in the last inequality above. Furthermore, we also have,

}fpt, ¨, ¨q´fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

“}fpt, ¨, ¨q´PNfpt, ¨, ¨q`PNfpt, ¨, ¨q´fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď}fpt, ¨, ¨q´PNfpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`}PNfpt, ¨, ¨q´fN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď}fpt, ¨, ¨q´PNfpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď
C2

r }fpt, ¨, ¨q}Hk
v ,r

Nk
`}eNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
.

(5.8)

Therefore, we have

d

dt
}eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2

v,r
ďC 1

rC
2

R,L,d,2,rpBqpC0,r `K0,rq
„

}eNpt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`
ˆ

C2
rKk,r

Nk

˙

, (5.9)
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which implies

@tP r0,T s, }eN pt, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

ď eC
1
rC

2
R,L,d,2,rpBqpC0,r`K0,rqT

„

}eNp0, ¨, ¨q}L2
v,r

`
ˆ

C2
rKk,r

Nk

˙

.

(5.10)
Since eN p0,v,zq ”0, if we denote the constant CrpT,f0q :“
eC

1
rC

2
R,L,d,2,rpBqpC0,r`K0,rqTC2

rKk,r, the desired result in (5.2) can be finally obtained.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, the Fourier-Galerkin spectral method is shown to be convergent with
spectral accuracy for the homogeneous Boltzmann equation with uncertainties. We
develop a brand new Sobolev space and associated norm to handle the impact of the
random variables arising from the collision kernel and initial condition. In particular,
we prove the well-posedness of the numerical solution obtained by the Fourier-Galerkin
spectral method in our newly-established space, where the effect of the high-order reg-
ularity of the random variable is quantified as well. This paper can be regarded as
an initial attempt and foundation that prepares us to study the convergence of the
semi-discretized system, where the velocity and random variables are discretized simul-
taneously by using the Fourier-Galerkin spectral and gPC-SG method respectively. In
addition, as future work, we can also study the more complicated multi-species system
with random inputs and conduct the regularity and convergence analysis for numerical
approximations.
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Appendix.

A.1. Estimation of the collision operator QR for fixed random variable

In this appendix, we recall the estimation of the collision operator QR for any fixed
random variable z P Iz without considering its high-order derivative, which is literally
the classical estimation of QR in the deterministic case as in [15, Proposition 3.1], except
that the random variable z P Iz should be explicitly indicated.
Proposition 6.1. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11), and assume
that the collision kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5), then for 1ďpď 8, the
truncated collision operators QR,˘pg,fq satisfy: for all z P Iz,

›

›QR,`pg,fqp¨,zq
›

›

L
p
vpDLq

ďC`
R,L,d,ppBq}gp¨,zq}L1

vpDLq }fp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq , (A.1)

where the constant C`
R,L,d,ppBq “C1{p sup

zPIz

}bp¨,zq}L1pSd´1q}1|v|ďRΦp|v|q}L8
v pDLq.

›

›QR,´pg,fqp¨,zq
›

›

L
p
vpDLq

ďC´
R,L,dpBq}gp¨,zq}L1

vpDLq }fp¨,zq}Lp
vpDLq , (A.2)

where the constant C´
R,L,dpBq “C sup

zPIz

}bp¨,zq}L1pSd´1q

›

›1|v|ďRΦp|v|q
›

›

L8pDLq
. In particu-

lar, for the whole collision operator QRpg,fq, we have, for all z P Iz,
›

›QRpg,fqp¨,zq
›

›

L
p
vpDLq

ďCR,L,d,ppBq}gp¨,zq}L1
vpDLq }fp¨,zq}Lp

vpDLq . (A.3)
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A.2. Local well-posedness of Bl
zfN

As mentioned in Section 4.2, the well-posedness of fN is obtained under our newly
defined Sobolev space where each order of z-derivative is added up to r. Nevertheless,
one can also establish the local existence and uniqueness results for each z-derivatives
of fN , that is, the local well-posedness of Bl

zfN for all |l| ď r in the Lp,8
v,z space.

Denote gN pt,v,zq :“ Bl
zfN pt,v,zq with |l| ď r (for notation simplicity, we omit the l-

dependence in gN). Take l-th order z-derivative on both sides of BtfN “PNQRpfN ,fN q,
then gN satisfies the numerical system

BtgNpt,v,zq “PNBl
zQ

RpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq. (A.4)

Proposition 6.2. Let the truncation parameters R, L satisfy (2.11), and assume that
the collision kernel B satisfy (2.5)–(2.6) and (3.4)–(3.5). Assume that the initial con-
dition g0pv,zq “ Bl

zf
0pv,zq belongs to L1

vpDLqXL2
vpDLq for all z P Iz. For the numerical

system (A.4), according to (4.34) assume that we evolve gN from a certain time t0,
where it satisfies

@z P Iz, }gNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L1
v

ď2Eg0

0
, }gNpt0, ¨, ¨q}L2

v
ďK0,l. (A.5)

Then, for all z P Iz there exists a local time τ , such that (A.4) admits a unique solution
gN pt, ¨, ¨q PL1

v XL2
v on rt0,t0 `τ s.

Proof. Given Ē,D̄ą0 and small enough time τ ą0 to be specified later on, we
define the space χ by

χ“
!

gN PL8
`

rt0,t0 `τ s;L1

vpDLqXL2

vpDLq
˘

,@z P Iz, sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

}gN pt, ¨,zq}L1
v

ď Ē,

sup
tPrt0,t0`τ s

}gN pt, ¨,zq}L2
v

ď D̄
)

.

Consider the following iteration on the equation (A.4) with pPN:

Btgpp`1q
N pt,v,zq “PNBn

zQ
R,ppqpfN ,fN qpt,v,zq, (A.6)

where

Bn
zQ

R,ppqpfN ,fNqpt,v,zq :“
|n|´1
ÿ

|l|“0

|l|
ÿ

|m|“0

ˆ

n

l

˙ˆ

l

m

˙

QR
Bn´lpBm

z fN ,Bl´m
z fN qpt,v,zq

`
|n|´1
ÿ

|m|“1

ˆ

n

m

˙

QRpBm
z fN ,Bn´m

z fNqpt,v,zq

(A.7)

using the same calculation as (4.7). Also, note that the first two terms in the RHS of
(A.7) do not involve the time iteration index p of the scheme. We aim to show that

tgppq
N upPN is a Cauchy sequence in the space χ.

Let g
p0q
N pt,v,zq “0 and g

ppq
N pt,v,zq all share the same initial datum as gN pt0,v,zq for

pPN. For all tP rt0,t0 `τ s and all z P Iz, the iteration system (A.6) becomes

g
pp`1q
N pt,v,zq “ g

pp`1q
N pt0,v,zq`

ż t

t0

PNBn
zQ

RpfN ,fN qppqps,v,zqds.
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Taking the L2
v norm on both sides, one has, for all z P Iz

›

›

›
g

pp`1q
N pt,¨,zq´g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

ď

ż t

t0

›

›

›

”

PN

´

Q
RpfN ,g

ppq
N q`Q

Rpgppq
N ,fN q

¯

´PN

´

Q
RpfN ,g

pp´1q
N q`Q

Rpgpp´1q
N ,fN q

¯ı

pt,¨,zq
›

›

›

L2
v

ds

ď

ż t

t0

›

›

›

”

Q
RpfN ,g

ppq
N q´Q

RpfN ,g
pp´1q
N q`Q

Rpg
ppq
N ,fN q´Q

Rpg
pp´1q
N ,fN q

ı

pt,¨,zq
›

›

›

L2
v

l jh n

Term I

ds.

(A.8)

By the estimate (A.3) in Proposition 6.1, hence

Term Iď
›

›

›
Q

RpfN ,g
ppq
N qpt,¨,zq´Q

RpfN ,g
pp´1q
N qpt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

`
›

›

›
Q

Rpg
ppq
N ,fN qpt,¨,zq´Q

Rpg
pp´1q
N ,fN qpt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

“
›

›

›
Q

RpfN ,g
ppq
N ´g

pp´1q
N qpt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

`
›

›

›
Q

Rpg
ppq
N ´g

pp´1q
N ,fN qpt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

ďCR,L,d,2pBq
´

}fN pt,¨,zq}
L1

v

›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

`
›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L1
v

}fN pt,¨,zq}L2
v

¯

ďCR,L,d,2pBq
´

}fN pt,¨,zq}
L1

v

›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

`p2Lqd{2
›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

}fN pt,¨,zq}L2
v

¯

.

(A.9)

In Proposition 4.3, we have already shown that there exists a unique solution fN pt,¨,zq PL1

v X
L2

vpDLq on the small time interval rt0,t0 `τ s and satisfies }fN pt,¨,¨q}L1
v

ď Ē and }fN pt,¨,¨q}L2
v

ď

D̄. Hence, (A.9) gives, for all z P Iz,

Term IďCR,L,d,2pBq
´

Ē

›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

`p2Lqd{2
D̄

›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

¯

“
´

CR,L,d,2pBqĒ`p2Lqd{2
CR,L,d,2pBqD̄

¯›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

.

(A.10)

Therefore, for tP rt0,t0 `τ s and all z P Iz, by (A.8) and (A.10), one has, for all z P Iz,

›

›

›
g

pp`1q
N pt,¨,zq´g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

ď τ CR,L,d,2pBq
´

Ē`p2Lqd{2
D̄

¯

sup
tPrt0,t0`τs

›

›

›
g

ppq
N pt,¨,zq´g

pp´1q
N pt,¨,zq

›

›

›

L2
v

.

By letting τ CR,L,d,2pBq
´

Ē`p2Lqd{2 D̄
¯

ă1, we obtain that tgppq
N upPN is a Cauchy sequence in

χ. Thus tg
ppq
N upPN converges to a function gN solved by (A.4).
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