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CONVERGENCE OF THE FOURIER-GALERKIN SPECTRAL
METHOD FOR THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION WITH
UNCERTAINTIES*

LIU LIUT AND KUNLUN QI f

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.
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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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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 L? 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,

Oif(t,v,2)=Q(f, f)(t,v,2), t>0, veR? zel,, (2.1)

where d > 2. The initial datum is assumed
f(0,v,2)=fv,2), veR% d=2, zel,, (2.2)
where f = f(t,v,z) is the probability density function at time ¢, with velocity v and an
n-dimensional random variable z € I, following the distribution that is assumed known

and that characterizes the random inputs. Here @ is the collision operator describing
binary collisions among particles with a bilinear form given by

Qo N2 = [ [ Bllo=val.cost2)in(uh,2)F02) = (00,2) F(0,2) ) drd.

(2.3)
where o is a vector varying over the unit sphere S¥~!, and v/, v}, are defined as
VHUs U — vy VHUs U — vy
’U/:T*'FT*U, U;ZT*_T*U' (24)
In this work, we only consider uncertainties coming from
(i) the initial datum f°(v,z2);
(ii) the collision kernel B >0, which owns the form:
o (V—1vy)
B(|v —vy|,cos6,2) = ®(Jv —vy|)b(cosb, 2), 0059=ﬁ, (2.5)
UV — Uy

where the kinetic part ® is a non-negative function, the angular part b satisfies
the Grad’s cut-off assumption, that is, for all ze I,

J b(cosh,z)do < 0. (2.6)
gd—1

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

B(|Jv—vy|,co80,2) =b(2)|v—v4]”, 0<y<1. (2.7)

We remark that the stochastic variable z is a collection of random vectors with
dimension d. 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.
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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 Dy, = [—L,L]<,

Oif(t,v,2) =QR(f,f)(t,v,2), t>0, veDy,
| -

£(0,v,2) = fO(v,2),

where the initial condition f° is a non-negative periodic function, Q* is the truncated
collision operator of (2.3) defined by

Q™ (9. f)(v.2) = f f B(gl)blo-4. 2) [g(v2) F (1 2) — (v —,2) f (v,2)] dordg
BR Sdfl

- JRd LH Lg<r®(|a))b(0-4, 2) [g(v},2) F(v',2) — g(v—q,2) f (v, 2)] dodg,
(2.9)

where, after the change of variable vy — g = v — vy, the relative velocity ¢ is truncated to
a ball Br with radius R centered at the origin. Denoting g = |¢|¢ with |g| the magnitude
and ¢ the directional unit vector and using (2.4), we then re-write the post-collisional
velocities v', v, accordingly,

- +
oyl Iqlff, o —y_ Tldlo

(2.10)

2 * 2
The values of L and R are positive satisfying L > R >0, where, in practice, to avoid
aliasing errors, one usually takes

R=28, L>¥S, (2.11)

where the support set of fO(v,2) in v is within Bg for all zeI,. 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

N
ftv,2)~ fn(t0,2)= Y. falt,2)Pa(v) Py with Op(v):=e 7, (2.12)
In|=0
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where N is a non-negative integer, n=(ny,...,nq) is a multi-index with [n|=n;+---+
ng, and the space

Py = span{@n(v) =elZnY

o<|n|<N}

is equipped with the inner product in the velocity space:
1 _
<f(t,',Z),g(t,',Z)>DL = —dJ f(t,’U,Z)g(t,’U,Z)dU.
2L)" Jp,

Substituting fy into (2.8) and conducting the Galerkin projection onto Py, one gets

{f%fN(tvvaZ)=7’NQR(fN7fN)(t7v,Z), t>0, veDy, 213
fr(t=0,0,2) = fx(v,2).
Here Py is the projection operator defined by:
N
Prng(tv,z)= Z In(t,2)Pn(v), gn(t,2)=(g(t,,2),Pn("))p,, (2.14)
In|=0

for any suitable function g. As a reasonable approximation of f9, f% ePy 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),

fn(t=072) =f2(z),
with
QE = <QR(fN7fN)(t7 'az)vq)l'l(')>DL ) fr?(z) = <f]%('vz)aq)n(')>DL'
By the definition (2.9) and orthogonality of the Fourier basis, one derives that
N
QF=">, GUm)fifm, (2.16)
[1],[m[=0
l+m=n
where the weight G is given by
Gm)=[ [ aapto- [Tt g gy
Br Jsd—1
" (2.17)

:J ei’im-q[f @(|q|)b(g.q)(ei21(l+m)-(qqlo)1)da]dq.
Br §d—1

The second equality presented above is derived by switching two variables o <> ¢ in the
gain part of G(1,m). It is noteworthy that, within the framework of the direct Fourier
spectral method, the computation of G(1,m) may only involve certain slow algorithms as
well as require huge storage O(N2%) 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 G(1,m) 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

f(tv,2) Z X(t,0)T%(2) = fE(t,v,2) e PE, (2.18)
[K|=0

where k = (k1,...,kq.) is a multi-index with |k|= k1 +... + k4. and ¥¥(2) are the orthog-
onal gPC basis functions satisfying

J \Ili(z)\llj(z)ﬂ'(z)dz=5ij, 0< i, ljl < K.
1.

with 7(2) being the the probability distribution function of z.
Here the space P¥ := Span{\Ilk(z)‘Og k| < K} is equipped with the inner product in

the random space
(f(t,v, S —J ftv,2)g(t,v,2)m(z)dz.

Define PX as the projection operator in the random space:

K

PEg(t,v,2)= Z g5 (t,0) UK (2), gk(t,v)zf g(t,v,2)U%(2)m(z)dz,
K|=0 >

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

afE(t o) =Q (f* M) (tv), 0<kI<K,
{ (2.19)
FEE=0,0) = fOK(v),
with
Q (S5, 1) = QU ) (0, ), U5 ( Dr, fOK () =5 (0,0,-), W% ())r..

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

Z skuj J (|v—vi|) [f1 () AW]) = F(0) A (vs) ] dodvy (2.20)

[il,13|=0

with
Skij :=L b(2) TR (2) T ()W (2)7(2)dz, (2.21)

where VHS collision kernel is taken as an example [11], i.e., b(cosf,z) =b(z). Similar
to the weight function G(1,m) as in (2.17), Skij can be pre-computed and restored in
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advance as well, nevertheless, the evaluation of QX(t,v) is by no means easy. In fact,
if one takes a direct method without any fast algorithm, for each ¢ and k, it would
lead to the huge computational cost in O(N2 N2~ N29) with the binomial coefficient
Ng = (K;(r"), the number of discretized points in each angular direct N, and the number
of points in each velocity dimension IV,.

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:

ftv,2) Z Z NG Uk(2):= & (t,0,2). (2.22)
[k|=0n|=0
Inserting into (2.1) and conducting projections onto the space Py and PX successively
yields
{@fﬁ(t,v,z)=P§Q3<f§,f§)<t,v,z), t>0, veDy, ze L,
(2.23)
f]l\f(t = 07U7z) = f]{/g(()?v?z)?

where PE is the projection operator defined for any function g:

Pig(tv.z)= 35 X osOPa@)P*(2). o) ={(oltm ) Ba( Do, W50 )

(2.24)
Furthermore, we present this complete discretized (except for the discretization in
the temporal space) system in its weak mode:

Oufa(t)= QM (FF.FH)(E), 0<In|<N,0< k<K,
(2.25)
flll{(t:O7/U,Z): 31k7
with
QEN(FH 1K) 1= (CQPUK SRt @Dy WH() )
£ = (0. @a( D0, 940 )
In particular, we can further deduce the term QX as follows
N . .
Qe Z Swi Y, GlLm)fif, (2.26)
lil,lj|=0 [1],Jm|=0
l+m=n

with Sk;j and G(1,m) 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 f(t,v,z) that is periodic in velocity space Dy, we define its Lebesgue
norm and Sobolev norm with respect to the velocity variable:

Hf(ta'vz)Hig(DL)::J\D |f(t,’U,Z)|pd’U, Hf( ’ %y )HH’V(DL) - Z Hal/ t, aZ)H%%(DL)
L

i<k

For all ze I, we define the Lebesgue and Sobolev norm for the z-derivatives of f up to
order |I| <

|f(t,2) L= Z |oLf(t,, 2z |f (s 2) e Z |oLf( ft2)mrmyL)-

|l|<r [<r
(3.1)
In addition, one can take sup,.; above and define the following norms:
Hf ’ " HLf,r' Z Hal a EN HLﬁz Hf( [N HH’“,’I" Z Hal a KN HH’COO (32)

[l]<r [lj<r

Similar to the deterministic case, for a function f(v,z) and each z€ I, the positive
and negative parts are defined by

f+(U,Z) =£Ié%>§{f(v,z),0}, f(v,2) =£Ié%)§{—f(’l),2),0}, (3.3)

sothat f=f"—f"and |f|=fT+f".

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 ® satisfying

H1|‘Z‘<R(I)(|q|)HLoc(DL)<OO. (34)

Notice that the power law hard potentials ®(|¢|) = |¢|” (0 <y<1) and the "mod-
ified” soft potentials ®(|¢|) = (1+|g|)? (—d <vy<0) all satisfy this condition.
(ii) For all ze I,, we assume a uniform bound for all the z-derivatives of b:

b(o-q,z)>0, |8§b(o-cj,z)|<cb for 0<|k|<r (3.5)

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

dz
b(cosh,z) ~ by(cosh) + Z bi(cos)z;, (3.6)
i=1
with z1,---,zq, independent random variables that follow the probability density function

7(2). Here we assume that all b;, i=1,---,d, 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 ® in the collision kernel is assumed
uncertain, i.e., B(|q|,0-4,2)=®(|q|,z)b(c-q), if more stringent conditions can be care-
fully imposed on ®(|q|, z) 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 f°(v,z)
to the original problem (2.8), we assume it to be non-negative, periodic in the velocity
space, and belongs to L) n H! (D) for all z€ I,. For the approximated initial condition
I3 (v,2) =PnfO(v,2) to the numerical system (2.13), we can show that for all ze I, it
satisfies the following properties [15]:

(i) Mass conservation of the approximation: for all z€ I,

(v, 2)dv= O (v,2)dv. (3.7)
DL DL

(ii) Control of L? and H! norms: for all ze I, and any integer N >0,
18D 2y < UGz, 1R CG2)a o) <0G 2) L. (3.8)

(iii) Control of L' norm: for all z€ I, there exists an integer Ny such that for all
N> No,

175 (2L on) < CIFC2) Ly ow)- (3.9)

where we take C'=2 in the proof below.
(iv) L? norm of fg,’_ can be made arbitrarily small: for all z€ I, and any ¢ > 0, there
exists an integer Ny such that for all N > Ny,

Ifn~ o2z, <e (3.10)

REMARK 3.2. Note that f$=PnfC is not the only possible initial condition for the
numerical solution, any reasonable numerical approzimation 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 fy — 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.,

In(t,z)dv= N, 2)dv, Vzel,. (3.11)
DL DL

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 fived ze I,
the proof is almost the same as the deterministic case in [15, Lemma 2.1]. However, if
both wvelocity 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 QF

The estimates of the collision operator Qf 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 ze I,

QR’+(g,f)(U,Z) L= fRd Ld—l 1‘q|gR(I)(|q|)b(U-(j,Z)g(’U:k,Z)f(’U’,Z)dqu,
Q" (9, /)(v,2): = fRd L  Lg<r®(la)b(o-4.2)g(v—q.2)f(v.2)dodg  (312)

= f(va)LR[g] (’U,Z),

where
L7[g)(v,2):= J f 114<r®(q)b(o-§,2) g(v—gq,2)dadq.
Rd Sd*l

As a counterpart to the deterministic setting that merely depends on the velocity
variable, one gets the estimates for the truncated collision operators Q¥ (g, f)(:,2),
Q% (g9,f)(-,2) and QF(g,f)(-,2) for all zeI,. 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 Q™+, Q®~ and QF.

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 ze I, and for any integer
[I| <, the l-th order z-derivative of the collision operators has the following bounds:

|‘aleR77(guf)('vz)HLﬁ(DL) < C}E,L,d,r(B) |g('7z)|L}J,T |f('7z)|L5,r7 (3'13)

|‘a,leR7+(guf)('vz)HLﬁ(DL) < CIJ%,L,d,r(B) |g('7z)|L}J,T |f('7z)|L§,r7 (3'14)

10:Q" (9. )2 ppy) < Crzdpir (B) (o2 s [ (1 2) 2 e (3.15)
Furthermore,

HaLQR(gvf)(az)HH{f(DL) < CR,L,d,k,T(B) |g('7z)|H7’j,r |f('7z)|H7’j,r' (316)

Proof. Noticing the definition of Q= (g, f)(v,2) in (3.12), taking 0. on both sides,
and using the Leibniz rule, we have

— ! —n n
AN = 3 (})o H L o e.e)
Inl<li|
In particular, we first look at the term

L) = % (1)1l [(Laen®) no "] (02).

Iml<|n]|
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Based on the assumption (3.5), we know that [[0*b(-,2)| 1(ge-1) is bounded, thus

Ha?LR[g]('az)HLf(DL) <Cr(B) Z H [(1|q\<R‘I’) *3?_m9] ('7Z)|\L$(DL)

Iml<|nl|

<er(B)[119<r®()llLe () Z 102" g 2) 2By, )

Im|<|n|

<errar(B) Y, 1027"g(2) s

Im|<|n]|

<cr,L,dr(B)l9(,2) |01

(3.17)
where ¢, (B), ¢g.r,4r(B) are constants with subscripts indicating their parameters de-
pendence.

Therefore,

Q" 0. Nt =) X (1)Ll

Inl<l] LY(Dy)

<OT Z HagLR[g](aZ)HL%’(DL)|f(7Z)|L€,T

In|<[l]
< O};,L,d,r(B) |g('az)|L}},r|f('7z)|L€,r'

The proof for the estimates for oLQ™* 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. O

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:

(3.18)

|QR(gaf)('7Z)|L€,T < O;%,L,d,p,r(B) |g('az)|L}},r|f('7z)|L€,r' (319)

Furthermore,

1Q% (9. /) err <CripaprB)NgCo) Lt o 1 £C ) 22 (3.20)

Proof. The proof is by adding up all z-derivatives of the collision operators for
[I| <7, and we omit it here. O

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

In this section, we establish the well-posedness of the numerical solution fy, de-
pending on the random variable z, in the Fourier-Galerkin spectral system (2.13) on
any arbitrarily given time interval [0,7]. Note that, similar to the deterministic case
in [15], the main challenge in the proof lies in the fact that the numerical solution fx 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
[0,T], by applying the energy-type method. In Section 4.1, we obtain the propagation
of L2 and HF norm of the solution fx with uncertainties, where the key is a ”good”
control of the negative part of fy, besides using the mass conservation and a priori L'
bound. In Section 4.2, first the local existence and uniqueness over a sufficiently small
time interval [0,7] will be shown via a fixed point theorem, where the negative part of
the numerical solution fy is controlled over the same period of time with large enough
N, which further implies that the initial L! bound of fy can be preserved at time 7.
Therefore, the same procedure can be repeated iteratively to extend the solution up to
the prescribed final time 7', where the values of designated parameters N and 7 are
shown to be the same in each iteration as the beginning ones.

4.1. Propagation of H” estimates with uncertainties

In this subsection, we first recall the H” estimates of fy studied in [15] with a priori
L' bound of fx, where no uncertainty is involved. Note that for each ze I, under our
assumptions on the collision kernel, the estimates for fxy hold similarly. We thereby put
it in the Appendix.

4.1.1. H” estimate of fy with z-derivatives

We now consider z-derivatives of fn. The strategy in obtaining local well-posedness
results for each order z-derivative of fy 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 0\ f%(v,z)e H¥(Dy) for some integers k=0 and |I| <r, that is,

0
102 s uy < DYy V2E L (4.1)

If each z-derivative of the solution fy(t,v,z) is assumed to have a L. bound up to some
time 1o, t.e.,

Vte[0,to], H&ifN(t,-,z)HL%(DL) <E, Vzel,, (4.2)
then there exists a constant Ky depending on to, L, D,{OZ and Cr,1.4,2(B) such that,
for |l| <,

VtE[O,tQ], Halsz(t’.’Z)HHq’j(DL)gKkvl(tO)’ VZEIZ. (43)

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

Q% (h. f)(v,7) = j j Br(-4.|al, 2) [h(th2) f(t),2) — h(gs2) £ (1,2)] dor o
Rd Jgd—1

where Br(o-q,|q|,2) is denoted as the truncated collision kernel Br =1,,<r®(|q|)b(o -
d,7z). With (3.5), we assume that for |I| <r, all I-th order z-derivative of By is uniformly
bounded, i.e.,

|0 Br|<C,  Vzel,. (4.4)

For the convenience of notation, let us define

QR (h,f)(v,2) =JRd Ldil O¥Br(o-d,1q|,2) [h(vy,2) f(V',2) — h(vg, 2) f(v,2)] doduy

;=ff O¥Br [, f'—hf]dodvy.
Rd Jsd—1
(4.5)
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Note that the only difference between ng and QT is that By is substituted by . Br.
Under the assumption (4.4), it is obvious that the estimates for Q% in the deterministic
problem [15] follow similarly for Q%, here, in particular,

|QE«(h. )21y < Croran(B) () on) | F (D) | p oy ) - (4.6)

By using the Leibniz rule, one can calculate that

1

1)
LQR(h, f) = Z (I)J L o5 "Br ) ( ) [0 h on ™ f' — 0 hy 07 f] dordwy
: Rd d—1

|m|=0

) (}) > (1)@ ernarms)

|n|=0 |m|=0

S () (2) e ernar+ 3 (1 )@m@mn.am

[n|=0|m|=0 [m|=1

+Q"(h,dLf)+ Q" (2lh, f).

(4.7)
Let h and f both equal to fn, we prepare for the bound that will be used later:
HaLQR(vafN)(7Z)HL%(DL)
=1 |n| n
<Cnsaal®) 3 ;( ) (5102w Mseon 127 Mo
[1]—1 (4.8)

l —m
+Cnsaa(B) 3 ()10 o 10" A2 azcon

|m|=1
+CrL,a2B) NG 2) o) 108 (5 2) [ r2 (oL

+CrL.a2(B) |0 fn (- 2) | oy |8 C2) 2 (o) »

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

We now prove the Proposition by induction. When [[|=0, for all zel, the
proof is exactly the same as the deterministic case, thus for ¢€[0,t9] and for all
zel,, |fn(t,., )HL2 (D) < Koo. Assume that |07 fn (2, )HL2 < Ko, for all integers

|m|<|l|—1 and zeI,. Take ¢’ on both sides of Eq. (2. 23) then

040 fn(t,v,2) = PN Q(fn, fn)(t,, 2). (4.9)
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Multiplying both sides by 0. fy and integrating over Dy, gives

1d
2dt

<IPNELQR (v, ) (b2 12 o 18 v (1,2 22

< ”aleR(fN7fN)(t7'7Z)HL%(DL) ||alsz(t7'7Z)||L%(DL)

|WifN(thWigan):i[ PrnoLQ" (s ) (t,v,2)0% f (t,v,2)dv
Dp,

<Cr,L,42(B) (Eo |0Sfn (t,2) 22 (py) + Eull N (t,2) | 22 (o, ) +CE,K,171) |OLfn (t,2) | p2 (o, )

<Cr,1,a2(B) Eo 0L fn(t,,2) 22 b,y + Crona2(B) (BiKo,o + Cr 1) 05 fx (t552) |12 () »
(4.10)

where a priori Lt bound of ¢ fn, given in Eq. (4.2), and the induction assumption is used in
the third inequality. Here C'g, k-1 represents the constant depending on [ — 1, maximum of E,,
and Ko,m for |m|<|l|—1. For notation simplicity, we will shorten the subscript of constants.
Use the Gronwall’s inequality, for all ze I, then

|0Lfn (£, 2) |12 (py ) <O b2 20 (B (Halzfz% (t,2)|2(p,) + CrL,d,2,8,Kx,1-1(DB)
) (4.11)
<ez(JR,L,oz,z,E(,(B)t (D(J;’l +CR,L,d,2,E,K,l71(B)) = Ko,z(t).

By mathematical induction, we can prove that for all |[[|<r and z€ I,

Vte [O,to],

oL (t,-,2)

< Ko,i(to).
L2(Dpr)

To extend the estimate to H¥(Dr) norm of &L fn, we can obtain the counterpart of (4.10),
i.e., for all ze I, and Vte[0,t0],

1d

1 2
3 () <

~
HETH (D)

Q" (oSt

5lsz(t7'7')H

b
HETY(Dp) HETY (D)

where |I| <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. O After studying each order
of z-derivatives for the numerical solution fy, we extend the regularity result to our
newly-established norm wherein all the z-derivatives of fy 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

1/°C,2) s <Dy Vzel (4.12)
which s equivalent to HfO('a')HHjj,T < D]J:OT. If we further assume
vte[0,to], [fn(t,2)|L1, <Ep, Vzel, (4.13)
which also implies | fn(t,-,-)|r1,» < Er. Then, for any te[0,to], we have,

|fN(t7'7Z)|HL‘,T<Kk,r(t0)7 or equivalently HfN(tu'a')HHq’j,rgKk:,T(tO)a VZEIZ
(4.14)

0
where Ky, is a constant depending on toy, E,, D'};T and Cr,1.4,2.+(B).
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4.1.2. L? estimate of the negative part fy with z-derivatives

We now proceed to estimate the negative part of z-derivatives of fu, i.e., 0 s
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 fy.
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 fy to the system (2.13), one has

_ _ Ck, .,
Vte[0,to], |fN(t,-7z)|Lgm<eCKo,Tt(lva ()l + = ) (4.15)

where fg,’_ stands for the initial datum of fy, the constant Cr,, depends on
R,L.d,B,E, Ky, while the constant Ck, . depends on R,L,d,r,B and K .

Proof.

Denote gl (t,v,2) = 0. fn(t,v,2) for ||| < r. Take I-th order z-derivative on both sides
of the equation

0rfn(t,0,2) =PnQ (N, ) (0, 2), (4.16)
then 95\/ satisfies the numerical system
Orgh (t,v,2) =PnLQ%(fn. fn) (t,0,2). (4.17)
Note that g (¢,v,2) = gﬁ\fr(t,v,z) fgﬁ\f(t,v,z). We first rewrite the above equation
as
Oegh (t,0,2) = 0L QR (fn, fn) (v, 2) + El (t,v, 2), (4.18)
where
Ej(tv,2) =PnoL Q" (fn. fn)(tv,2) — LQ7 (fn. fn) (t,v,2). (4.19)

Define the indicator function 1 {9\ <0} 33 follows:
gh<

1, forws.t. gh(-,v,) <0,

) _ 4.20
{gﬁvéo} (v) {0, for v s.t. gfv(',vv') >0. ( )

Multiply both sides of (4.18) by gf\fl{gﬁ\, <0} and integrate on Dy, the left-hand-side

becomes

l,— L I
gﬁvl{gé\[go}(t,’U,Z)atgév(t,'U,Z):*QN (t,v,z)@t I:gNJr(tvvaZ)*gN (t,v,z)]

(4.21)
= g% (t0,2)0u9y (8,,2),
whereas, for the right-hand-side, we first estimate the remainder Eé\,,
HE,%\/'(tv’Z)HLg(DL) = H,PN(?,leR(fNafN)(tvaz)ia,leR(vafN)(tvaz)HL%(DL)
< CP al R
\WH zQ (fNafN)(ta'uz)HH%(DL) (422)

2
< OPOR7L7d117T(B) ‘fN(ta '72)

= N

)
1
vl
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where we used the property of the projection operator Py and the estimate (3.16) in
the last inequality.

By considering (4.14), since |0 fn (t,,2)| g1 (p,) is bounded, so we have

|fN(t,-7Z)|H37T = Y e fn(t,2) (o, < K1n(b),

|l<r

Therefore,

| Bttwsry oo [ Biong @osd
L L

-
<IEN (2| Lan) 195 (6 2) L2 o)

e L | e P

- CPCR,L,d,lj,\r](B)Klz,r(t) Hgﬁ\}_(t’ 2 2) 22Dy ) -
(4.23)

We now estimate the other term on the right-hand side,
L, QFUN ) (v D)Ly <oy (v2)dv
L
== | QR )02l (10, 2) o (4.24)
L

<HaiQR(fN,fN)(fa'aZ)HLg(DL)Hgé\’r_(ta',z)HLg(DL)'
By the calculation in (4.7), note that

0,ZZQR(fNafN)(tavvz) = LO.T + QR(gé\]afN)(tvvaz) + QR(fNagﬁ\/)(tvvaz)v (425)

where “L.O.T” stands for lower order terms that involve lower order of z-derivatives
less than [. Based on (4.7)-(4.8) and Proposition 4.1 telling us all orders of d.fy
is bounded, shown by inequality (4.3), it is obvious to see that | L.O.T |p2(p,) <
OR,L,d,Q(B) CE k-1, with Cg ;-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

QR(gé\th):QR)+(9§V7fN)_QR7_(géV7fN)'
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For the gain term, multiplying g4 1 {gy <0} and integrating on Dy, gives us:
IN=

J QM (ghv ) (8,0,2)gh L1 <y (t0,2)dv
Dr

QR T (N — g% — ) (6 0,2)gn 1 gy <0y (.0, 2) dv

Q- (g™ 1% = F3) = QR (gl 15— 1) | (B0 2)gh L <oy (b0, 2) v

Il
] ’§ S ’

[ 1, 1, _ , 1,—
_QR’JF(QNJra ]-\’;)*QR’JF(QNJ: N)*QRJF(QN 7f]-\'/_')

+ QP (g IR (0,2 (—gk ) (tv,2) dv

Il
]
=

[ 1, 1, _ , l,—
_7QR1+(9N+7 J_\'})+QR1+(9N+7 N)+QR+(QN af]t)

— QM (gh ) | (4,2 gk (8v,2) dw

(4.26) |}
so the gain part can be further estimated as follows:
QR’+(Q§V7fN)(t7v7Z)g§V1{g§V§O}(t’v’z)dv
Dr
<L) [QR’+(9§<;+, JG)+QR’+(9§<F,fI/)] (t,0,2) gy (t,0,2)dv
L
L+ o— l,—
< HQRNL(QN-’—? N)(tv'vz)HLg(DL)HgN (t7.7z)HL12,(DL)
+Q™H (gx, f) s 2) L2 i l9x (802) | L2(on) (4.27)

1, - I—
< ChpasB) gy 2o 15 (&2 L2 gy (6 2) 2oy
I— I,—
"‘CE,L,d,z(B)HgN (- 2) o) I3 & 2) 2oy gy (e 2) |2 o)
_ 2
< C];,L,d@(B) Hgé\f(tv 7Z)HL11,(DL) ’fN(tu '72)’1/12”7‘

- I
+Chpa2B) Nt 2) L2 lgn (& 2) L (p,),

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
- 5 QRﬁ(gxqu)(tvvvz)gé\fl{gNSO} (t,v,z)dv
=—J LR[ v](tv,2) fn(tv z) ~(t,v,2)dv
DL
=_JD (LR[ (t,v,2) fa(tv z)gN (t,v,2)— LR[ (v, 2) fv(tv z)gﬁ{f(t,v,z)) do
—— [ (LR 0 02 (002) ~ TR N 2) i (v )l (0,2)) o

+LD LR[gN 1(t,v,2) fn(tv z) “(t,v,z)dv
: (4.28)

then, it can be further estimated

- QR77(g‘l[\r,fN)(t,'U,Z)g‘lNl{gNgo}(t,'[},Z)d'U
Dp,

<J LR[ ](t v,2) [ (tv z)gﬁ\’f(t,v,z)dv—f—f LR[ (v, 2) [ (v z)gi\’f(t,v,z)dfu
Dr DL

_ 1 — L
<CR,L,d<B)Hgl\f(t7'72)”L}J(‘DL)HfN(t7'7:’5)HL%(DL)HgN ( )’ )”L2(‘DL)
- 1,— 1,—
+Cr,La(B)gr (t:2) |y oy [ (E2) L2 (o) llgn (B 2) L2 o)

_ _ 2 = _ 2
<C'R,L,oi(B)Hgé\f(t:'7"7")||L11,(’DL) ‘fN(t7'7Z)’L12”T.+OR,L,d(B) ||fN(t7'7Z)”L12,(’DL) ‘fN(tva)’L%)TJ
(4.29)

where the estimate for the loss term (A.2) is used.
To estimate the third term in Eq. (4.25), Q%(fn,gk) =Q™ " (fn.gN) — Q™ (fn,gN), the
calculation is almost the same as above and we omit the details here. One gets

QR’+(fN79§v)(t7v,Z)9§v1{ggv <0} (t,0,2)dv
Dp,

< [ @ gk )+ Q" gk (2)aly (o)

L,
< CrnaaB)n(t2) Ly lgy (8 2) 72 (o,
_ 1 1,—
+O§,L,d,2(B)”fN(t:’:Z)”L},(’DL)HgN(tv'vz)HL%(DL)”gN (t,2) |2 (py)

<Ch p,a2B)fn(t,2) e | fn (t, 7Z)|2Lg o+ Ch 1a2(B) g (t,2) Iz (o)l fu (t, '7Z)|2L§,r :
(4.30)

Moreover,

- QRﬁ(fN7g$\])(t7’U7Z)g$V1{g§V<O}(t71)7z)dv

D,

<CE,L,d(B)HfN(@vZ)HL%(DL)Hgﬁ\'r (t,, )”L2(‘DL) (4.31)
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Combining (4.21), (4.23), (4.26)—(4.31), taking sup,.; and adding up all |[|<r, for any
te[0,to], one has

d .- _ _
S, <CRLaaB) (I ey o+ v (g ) [ (2

CpCr,r,d1,r(B) K12,7‘(t0)
+ N

) B C’])CR,L,d,l,r(B)K277‘(tO)
<Ciiraz(B) (Br+ Ko (t0)) | f(t:,2) 12, + N

CKI,T‘
N )

= CKU,T‘ Hf]?f (t7 .7Z)HL%,T- +
(4.32)

where C;,E,d,Q(B) represents the constant depending on both C;,L,d,Q (B) and C ; ,(B).
O

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

4.2.1. Local well-posedness of fy with uncertainties on a small time in-
terval [to,to+ 7]

In this subsection, we will show the local well-posedness of the numerical solution
fn by constructing a space x 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 fO(v,z) to the original problem (2.8) belongs to LL,r~L2,r with the following
quantities

-0 9
E! :Hfo('v')”L}J,Tv D(J)c,r:HfO('a')HL%J‘v (433)
and that the numerical system (2.13) is evolved from a certain time toy with

0
HfN(t077)HL%,r<2E7Jj ; HfN(tO7.7')HL%,T‘<KO,T7 (434)

then there exists a local time T such that (2.13) admits a unique solution fn = fn(t,v,2)€
Lira L2 r on [to,to+7]. In particular, one can choose
1
T=—————
2(01D + CQE)

with E=4E!", D=2Kj,, (4.35)

such that

Vte[t07t0+7']v HfN(tv'a')HL%,TgEa |‘fN(t,',')”L%7T<D, (436)

where T is the final prescribed time and the constants Cy, Cy 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 fy in our designated space x defined
based on our newly-established norm |- |1 , and || g2 ,: with undermined constants
E,D >0 and small enough time 7> 0 that will be specified later,

x={fel (toto+7liLir L) sw f(te)yy, <E.
te[to,to+7] v

sup | f(t, )z, <D},
tE[to,toJrT]

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

A= r=F = s |f)=FE) (4.38)
X tefto,to+7] L3,
For any fy €x, we can define the operator ®[fx] for any te€ [to,to+ 7],
t
D[ fn](t,v,2) =fN(t0,v,z)+J PNQE(fn, fn)(s,0,2)ds. (4.39)
to

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

Step (I): We first show that ® maps x into itself: ®[fx]€ X, i.e., for any fy € x and
te [to,to-i-T],

LIty
t
<o Mg o | IPNQE ), 0

<Hfl\/v(t07'7.)HL11}77‘—i_T(2‘L)d/2 sup HPNQR(fNqu)(t?'a')HL2T
te[to,to+7] v’

<| fn (to, '7')HL711,T +TC;/%,L,d,2,r(B)(2L)d/2 sup (HfN(ta'u ')HL%,T | fn(t,-, ')HLg,r)
te[to,to-ﬁ-‘r]

< HfN(t07 K ) HL}],T + TC;/%,L,d,Q,T(B)(2L)d/2ED7
where the estimate (3.20) is used in third inequality above. Similarly,

Hq)[fN](ta'v')HL%,r
<lfltnr g+ [ [PAQ o) , d

<HfN(t0;'7')HL12”T+T sup HPNQR(fNafN)(tv'a')HL2T
te[to,to+7] v’

<l fwttor Mag o 4 TChpaz,rB) sup (Il Un () s )
te[to,t(ﬁ—r]

< HfN(th K ')HL%,T +TO;/%,L,d,2,T(B)EDa

Step (IT): We next show that ® is a contraction mapping on y. For any fN,fNex



L. Liu and K. Qi 21

with the same initial datum fx(to,v,2), we have

[olin]—@lfxl] = swp [@[fn)(t)~ BFn](E,)

X te[to,to+T]

L2r

t
< s [ [PnQ A ) ~ PNQ o), ds

te[to to+7] Jto L3

QR(fNafN)(tv'a')*QR(fNNnyN)(tv'a') I

<7 sup
te [to ,to +T]

2
vl

<r sw (JQR0y - o wee)

tefto,to+7]

P HQR(JFN,JCN*JFN)(@.’.)

gTC??,L,d,ZT(B) sup (HfN(t77)_fN(t77)‘
tE[to,to+T]

Ll HfN(tv'u')HLg,r

n HfN(t,-,-)—fN(t,-,-)

o M)y

L%,r)

Therefore, in order to apply the Banach fixed point theorem, we have to prove

that the operator ®:x —x is a contraction mapping, in the sense that, if we set
Ci= C%,L,d,2,r(B)(2L)d/27 Cy = C%,L,dﬂ,r(B)v

fN(ta'v')ffTN(ta'v')

te [t[) ,to JrT]

<TO§/%,L,d,2,r(B)((2L)d/2D+E) ( sup

=7 (Chraz(BYRL)PD+Ch 1,0, (B)E) | I~ -

|‘fN(t07'7')|‘L%7r+TclED <E,
|fn(to, )2, +7C2ED<D, (4.40)
T(61D+02E) <1,

which can actually be verified if we choose D, E and 7 as given in (4.35). Thus, there
exists a unique solution on [tg,to + 7] to the numerical system (2.13). O

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 gl (t,v,2) =0\ fn(t,v,2) by taking l-th order z-derivative
on both sides of 0y fn =PNQE(fn,fN), i-e., gy =0Lfn satisfies the numerical system:

0:0L fn (t,v,2) = Pno QT (fn, fn)(t v, 2). (4.41)

for fized ze1,.

4.2.2. Well-posedness of fy with uncertainties on an arbitrary bounded
time interval [0,7]

In this subsection, we are now ready to present our main result about the well-
posedness of the numerical solution fy 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 f°(v,z) in (2.8)

L%,r)
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and the initial approzimation [ (v,z) in (2.13) satisfy the assumptions specified in
Section 3.2.

Then there exists an integer Ny depending on the prescribed final time T and initial
condition fO, such that for all N> Ny, the numerical system (2.13) admits a unique
solution fy=fn(t,-,-)e L, raHL r on the time interval [0,T] with the following esti-
mates:

-0
th[O,T], HfN(tav)HL}},r<2E7l ; HfN(tv'a')HLg,r<K0,T(T)7 (442)

where EI° = 1foC,)r,» and Ko, (T) is the constant depending on prescribed time T,
theotruncation parameters R,L, dimension d, the collision kernel B and initial quantity
DY, =1£C) 2,0
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 [0,7] by time iteration.
Step (I): We start with the initial time ¢ =0, by using condition (3.9), we are able
to choose Nj such that for any N > Vy,

1) <2EL. (4.43)

Moreover, we have | f3(-,-)| 2 » < D(J;jﬂ < Ko,(T) due to the condition (3.8) and Ko (T')
can be explicitly given by prescribed time 7', the truncation parameters R, L, collision
kernel B and initial quantity D({; by noticing Corollary 4.1.

Then, by applying Proposition 4.3, there exists a unique solution fy(t,-,-)e L rn
L?,r over the local time interval [0,7] with the following estimate,

viel0,7], |fn(t, ), <4BEL. (4.44)

Furthermore, by taking advantage of the boundedness in L} 7 and that f%(-,-)e H},r
from (3.8), we can invoke Corollary 4.1 to find the L2,r- and H},r- estimates of the
numerical solution fy in the local time interval

VtE[O,T], ‘|fN(t7'7.)|‘L%,TgKO,T‘(T)7 HfN(tu'a')HH}],TgKl,T(T)a (445)

as well as the estimate of the negative part fy in L2 r,

_ . _ Ck, .,
VtE[O,T], HfN(tv'v')HLgm<66K0’T ('fN) ('7')HL3,T+ ]\;’ ) (446)

On the other hand, noticing that |0)fx (t,v,2)|=20Lfx(t,v,2)+ 0. fn(tv,2), we
have

()i, = S sup f 10 (10, 2) | do
Dr

\l\érzejz

=2 Z (sup oL fx (t,v,2)dv+ sup 3ifN(t,v,z)dv)
lij<r \*€L=JDr =l Dy (4.47)

—2 3 sup LS5 (b )y + ) sup | ALfO(v,2)dv

\l\grzejz \l\grzejz Dy,

_ 0
<2(2L)d/2“fN(t7'u')HL?“T +EZ )
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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 | fn(t,,-)| L1, Will be under
control, if we have a "good” estimate for the negative part || fx (¢,-,-)[z2 . Then, thanks
to the estimate (4.46), we can simply choose Ny large enough such that for all N = Ny
we can define the quantity K to satisfy

_ Ck Ef
= CK ,’V‘T (e Lr < r 4.48
Rim 00T (I3 g+ ) < gt (1.48)
where the inequality above is possible to achieve thanks to the condition (3.10) and
always holds for any to <7, as the quantity K is an increasing function with respect to
time.
Hence, by combining (4.46)-(4.47), we find that

viel0,7], |fn(t, ), <2EL. (4.49)

By choosing Ny as the maximum of among the N7 determined to satisfy (4.43) and
N, to satisfy (4.48), we have found such an integer Ny, depending only on the prescribed
final time 7 and initial condition f°, that for all N > Np, the numerical system (2.13)
admits a unique solution fn(t,-,-)€ L2,7 n H} 7 in the time interval [0, 7], which satisfies
(4.49).

Step (II): By letting ¢ =7 as a new initial time, we need to check if the local well-
posedness can be extended in the equally-long time interval [7,27]. Recalling Step (I),
we have already proved that

viel0,7], fa(t,)eLlraHYLr and | fn(t, )|, <2EL. (4.50)

Then by taking k=0 in the Proposition 4.1, we have the following estimate for the
propagation of |fn(t,-,-)]zz2 »,

viel[0,7], | fn(t) L2, < Kow(r) < Kow(T) (4.51)

From the estimate (4.50) - (4.51), we find that | fn(7,-,-)|z1 - and || fn(7,,")|| L2, satisfy
the condition of the local well-posedness Proposition 4.3, which allows us to apply
Proposition 4.3 starting from ¢ = 7 and further obtain that there exists a unique solution
fn(t,)eLlrn L2 r on [1,27] with

viel[r,2r], |fn(t)o, <4EL. (4.52)

Meanwhile, noticing the bounded property in L.,r above and the fact that f%(-,-)€
H},r, we can invoke the Corollary 4.1 over the interval [0,27] to derive that

Vt6[0,27'], HfN(tv'a')HLg,r<K0,T(2T)a HfN(ta'v')HH%,T<K17T(2T)a (453)

and for any te[0,27],

_ . _ Ck, ., _
(e <00 (L8l ) < (4.59)

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

Vte[0727-]7 HfN(tua)HL}”r<2E7fo (455)
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That is, at time point ¢ =27, we are back to the situation (4.50) at ¢=7. In fact, we
can generalize the same strategy to longer time interval [0,n7] with the same choice
N = Ny and K, in the sense that, for all t€[0,n7],

HfN(t7.7')HLg,’I" <K07T(7’LT), HfN(t77)HH%,’I" < Kl,T(nT)a
_ = 0
HfN(tv'a')HLg)r <Ka HfN(tav)HL},77‘<2EZ :

Step (III): Repeating Step (II) for n times until the time interval [0,n7] covers the
prescribed interval [0,7'], we can show that there exists a unique solution fy(t,-,-)€
LY raHLron [0,T] with

(4.56)

-0
th[O,T], HfN(tav)HL},,r<2E! ; HfN(tv'a')HLg,r<K0,T(T)7 (457)

can be verified by taking k=0 in Proposition 4.1

where the estimate of || fn(t,--)] 2,

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 fy
established in the previous section.

For the continuous system (2.8) with a periodic, non-negative (in v) initial condition
f°(v,2) in L, 7~ HF r for some integer k> 1, there exists a unique global non-negative
solution f(t,v,z)e H¥ r with the estimate that 1f ()| 25, < O,y for all £>0 with
Ck.» a constant depending on initial datum f°, 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 fx(0,v,2)=
Pnf°(v,z), which satisfies the four conditions (3.7)—(3.10)(e.g., f°(v,z) is a Holder
continuous in v). Then, by Theorem 4.1, there exists a unique solution fy(t,-,-)€
LL,rnHEr over the whole time interval [0,T] with |fn(t,-,-)] 12 < Ko (T) for all
te[0,T].

Define the error function ey with uncertainties

en(t,v,2):=Pnf(t,v,2)— fn(t,v,2). (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 f°(v,z) in LY, raHE r for some integer k=1, choose Ny 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 > Ny and exhibits spectral accuracy in the sense that

1
vte[0,T], en(t, )z, < C(T, %) (W) ,  for all N> Nj, (5.2)
where C,.(T, f°) is a constant depending on the truncation parameters R,L, dimension
d, collision kernel B, parameter r, prescribed time T, and initial condition f°(v,z).
Proof. To obtain the differential equation satisfied by our defined error function ey,

we first need to apply the projection operator Py to the original problem (2.8):

{ OPn f(t,0,2) =PnQY(f, f)(t,v,2),

(5.3)
fn(0,v,2) =Pnf(0,0,2),
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Then, by taking subtraction between (2.13) and (5.3), we find that

(5.4)

0t€N(tavv'Z) :PNQR(fvf)(tvvaz)7,PNQR(fN7fN)(tvvaz)v
en(0,v,2)=0.

where the zero initial error comes with the fact that fn(0,v,2) =Py f(0,v,2) after ap-
plying the projection. Next, we take 0. to both hand sides of (5.4) and multiply by
dlen, then after integrating over Dy, taking the supremum over I, and adding up all
|I| < altogether, we have

1d
2dt HeN 55y ” HL2 Z sup 0lz [,PNQR(faf)fprQR(fNafN)] (t,v,z)@ieN(t,v,z)dv
|l|<rzejz Dy,

<C, HPN (QR(fvf) 7QR(fNafN)) (tv'a ')HLg)T HGN(tv" .)HL?),T‘
<C:Op[(QF(£,.) = Q% (v ) ()| o Nen (b )z

(5.5).
which implies that
d
EHGN(t,',')HL%mgC;HQR(f,f)( ) QR(fN,fN) y " HL2T' (5'6)
By estimating the right-hand side of the inequality (5.6) above,
[QF(f. Nt ) = QF (I ) ()] 12
<HQR(f_fN7 77 HL2T+HQR fNaf fN) 3Ty ” HLQ’I"
(5.7)

<C;,%,L,d,zr(B) ”f(t7'7 ) _fN(tv '7')HL§,T (Hf(tv '7')HL§,T + HfN(tv '7')HL§,T>
<Cr,pa2r(B)(Cor+ Kop) [ £(tr) = fnt) gz,

where the bi-linearity of collision operator Q% 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., Cy,) and numerical counterpart fy (i.e., Ko ,), are
applied in the last inequality above. Furthermore, we also have,

Hf(tv'v')_fN(tv'v')HLg,r = Hf(tv'v')_PNf(tv'v')+PNf(t7'v')_fN(tu'v')HLg,r
< Hf(tv'v')_PNf(tv'v')‘|Lg,r+ HPNf(tu'v')_fN(tv'v')HLg,r
< Hf(tv'a')7,PNf(tv'a')HLg,r+ HeN(tv'a')HLg,r

C//Hf(tv'v')HHk
<D e (b ) s,

(5.8)

Therefore, we have

d o C' K.,
a HeN(tv'a')HLg,r<CTOR,L,d,2,T(B) (OO,T+K0,T) HeN(tv'a')HL%,r+ Nk P (59)
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which implies

;o O’:‘/Kkm
Vte[0,T7, |‘€N(t,~7-)|‘L%7T<eCTCR,L,d,Z,T(B)(CO,T+KO,T)T [|6N(Oa'7')|L%7r+ i ] )
(5.10
Since en(0,v,2)=0, if we denote the constant C.(T, %) :=

eC;CR,L’d’%T(B)(C“’TJFK“’T)TC;’K;C,T, the desired result in (5.2) can be finally obtained. O

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 Q” for fixed random variable

In this appendix, we recall the estimation of the collision operator Q% for any fixed
random variable ze I, without considering its high-order derivative, which is literally
the classical estimation of Q¥ in the deterministic case as in [15, Proposition 3.1], except
that the random variable z e I, 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 1<p<oo, the
truncated collision operators Q™% (g, f) satisfy: for all ze 1,

HQR7+(g’f)("Z)HL€(DL) S OIJ%F,L,d,p(B) Hg('vz)HL%(DL) Hf('vZ)HLﬁ(DL) ) (A1)

where the constant CE,L,d,p(B) =CVPsup 165 2) [ 1 sa-1y [ 1o <r® (0D L2 (D) -

zel,
HQR)_(gvf)(WZ)HLg(DL) < C};,L,d(B) Hg(u'z)HL}J(DL) Hf('uZ)HLﬁ(DLw (A2)

where the constant Cp, | 4(B) =Csulp I6(-,2) [ Lx (ga-1y H1|U|<Rq)(|v|)HL°C(DL)' In particu-
z€l,

)
lar, for the whole collision operator QT (g, f), we have, for all ze I,
(

HQR(guf)('7z)HL5(DL) < CR,L,d7 B) Hg(vz)HL%}(DL) Hf(uZ)HLﬁ(DL) : (A'?))
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A.2. Local well-posedness of 0! fy

As mentioned in Section 4.2, the well-posedness of fx 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 ¢! fn for all |I| <r in the LE'® space.

Denote gy (t,v,2) :=0Lfn(t,v,2) with |I| <7 (for notation s1mp1101ty, we omit the [-
dependence in gy). Take [-th order z-derivative on both sides of d; fx = PnQE(fn, fn),
then gy satisfies the numerical system

8th(t,v,z)=PN82QR(fN,fN)(t,v,z). (A4)

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 g°(v,z) = 0. fO(v,z) belongs to LL(Dr)nL?(Dr) for all zeI,. For the numerical
system (A.4), according to (4.34) assume that we evolve gy from a certain time to,
where it satisfies

0
Vzels, |gn(to )y <2E7 . lgn(to, )]z <Ko (A.5)

Then, for all z€ I, there exists a local time T, such that (A.4) admits a unique solution
gn(t,,-) € Ly L2 on [to,to +7].

Proof. Given E,D>0 and small enough time 7>0 to be specified later on, we
define the space x by

x={gne L ([to,to + 71 LL(D1) N L3(Dy)) V2€ L, Sup ]ngv(th)HL% <E,
te[to,to+T

. ox(t 2l <D}
te[to,to+T]

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

0190V (t,0,2) = P2 QPP (f, fn) (t,0,2), (A.6)
where
Inl—1 1] ;
5ZQR’(p)(fN7fN t,v,2) Z Z ( )<m>anl(@;”fN,aimfN)(t,v,z)
moﬂ; -0 )
+ nZ ( >QR O™ a0 ) (E 0, 2)
ml=1

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

{gj(\’;)}peN is a Cauchy sequence in the space x.

Let gg\?) (t,v,2) =0 and g(p) (t,v,z) all share the same initial datum as gn (to,v,2) for
peN. For all te[to,to+7] and all z€ I, the iteration system (A.6) becomes

(p+1)(t v,2) = (p+1)(to,v 2) f Pyo? QF (fn, fN)(p)(S v,2)ds.
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Taking the L2 norm on both sides, one has, for all ze I,

H (p+1)(t 2)— gl(\?)(th)‘

L2
<| i\[P (Q" (w08 + Q" g)) = Pov (@ (w98 ™)+ Q (0™ 1)) | 1,2, ds
<[] [0~ Q" (vt )+ Q" 1)~ Q") )] 0
ot (A.8)
By the estimate (A.3) in Proposition 6.1, hence
Term 1< Q" (v ,00")1:+2) = Q" (g8 ) (0:52)]
QR ) (6,2) - Q)62
=@ (g — gk 02|, Q7GR o 02,
<Crraz(B) (1t [0 62) -0 (002
o (12) =g )|, Itz
<Cnaz(B) (I 2oy [l 09 = V02,
+ D (6,2) =gV 02)| L I (62) iz ).
(A.9)

In Proposition 4.3, we have already shown that there exists a unique solution fn(t,,2) eLln
L%(Dy) on the small time interval [to,to + 7] and satisfies | fn (¢,-,-)|| 2 < E and | fn (t,+-)] ;2 <
D. Hence, (A.9) gives, for all ze I,

)

Term I<CRr,p,q4,2(B (EHg(p) v 7)) — 91(\7; 1)( t, 7z)HL2+(2L)d/2DHg§\’,’)( z)— 91(\7; 1)(157 7z)‘

:(CR,L,d,Q(B)E+(2L)d/2cR,L,d2 )Hg(p)t ) — 90’*1)(@.,2)(

L2’
A0
Therefore, for t€ [to,to+7] and all ze I, by (A.8) and (A.10), one has, for all ze I,
Hgg\}?+1)(t7'7z) _g%)(tmz)‘ L2
<7CR,L,42(B) (E+(2L)d/2D) sup gg\’,’)(t,-,z)—gg\’,’fl)(t,-,z)‘ .
tefto,to+7] L3

By letting 7Cr,1,4,2(B) (E—i— (2L0)%? D) <1, we obtain that {g(p)}pEN is a Cauchy sequence in
Xx- Thus {gl(\’;)}peN converges to a function gy solved by (A.4). O
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