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LONG TIME VALIDITY OF THE LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN EQUATION
FOR HARD SPHERES: A PROOF WITHOUT BILLIARD THEORY

CORENTIN LE BIHAN

ABsTrACT. We study space-time fluctuations of a hard sphere system at thermal equilibrium,
and prove that the covariance converges to the solution of a linearized Boltzmann equation in
the low density limit, globally in time. This result has been obtained previously in [7], by using
uniform bounds on the number of recollisions of dispersing systems of hard spheres (as provided
for instance in [9]). We present a self-contained proof with substantial differences, which does not
use this geometric result. This can be regarded as the first step of a program aiming to derive
the fluctuation theory of the rarefied gas, for interaction potentials different from hard spheres.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a system of N particles in a box A C R? (d > 3), interacting by means of a two-body
potential V. () := V(-/e). We are interested in the behavior of the system as the number of particles
goes to infinity and the interaction length scale ¢ is fixed by the Boltzmann-Grad scaling Ne4—1 = 1.
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2 CORENTIN LE BIHAN

It is a limit of low density where the mean free path of a particle between two collisions is of order
O(1).

Away from equilibrium, it is expected that the system is governed by the Boltzmann equation
in the low density limit. However most of the existing rigorous results are valid for short time,
such that only a small fraction of the particles actually interact. The first convergence proofs were
provided in the fundamental work of Lanford [18] for hard spheres and by King [17] for different
finite range potentials (see also [11 26]). Quantitative convergence bounds have been obtained later
(see [14], 20]).

Illner and Pulvirenti proved a first long time convergence result in [I5] (see also [12]), but only
for a very diluted gas in the whole space, where dispersion is the dominant phenomena. Other
long time results have been obtained later on for a system of one labeled particle evolving in a
background at equilibrium (see [27] for arbitrary kinetic times and [3] for diffusive times). The law
of the tagged particle follows then the linear Boltzmann equation. See also [2, [10] for adaptations
of the proof to interaction potentials different from hard core.

Looking at a tagged particle in a background at equilibrium can be seen as a perturbation of
order O(1) of the equilibrium measure. The next natural step is to study small fluctuations around
equilibrium which can be seen as perturbations of order O(N) (we are interested in the square of the
small fluctuations). Note that a "final step" would be to understand on long time non equilibrium
factorized measures, which are O(C) pertubations.

In the low density limit, the fluctuations behave like a Gaussian field with covariance governed
by the linearized Boltzmann equation, as predicted in [24] 25]. The rigorous proof is separated
in two main parts: first the convergence of the covariance and second checking asymptotically the
Wick’s rules characterizing the higher order moments; treated first for short times, respectively in
[24], and [5] [0] in the more general context of non equilibrium states. Concerning the global in time
result, the Wick’s rule has been treated recently in the case of hard spheres in [§]. Convergence
of the covariance has been obtained first for hard disks in dimension 2 in the canonical ensemble
(see [4]), using that the partition function is uniformly bounded (independently of ¢), which is a
specificity of dimension 2. Later on a proof has been given for dimension 3 in [7], in the grand
canonical ensemble.

The purpose of the present work is to propose a different method of proof for the result in [7].
As known, a crucial part of the argument leading to the Boltzmann equation amounts to showing
that dynamical memory effects (called recollisions) are vanishing in the limit. The long time result
is based then on a sampling checking the trajectories carefully and eliminating the recollisions on
very small time scales (of order §, a power of £). On these scales, it is used in [7] that the dynamics
is decomposed on independent clusters of finite size, each of which behaves as a dispersing billiard
with uniformly bounded number of collisions. The latter property is unproved (possibly false) for
arbitrary potentials with compact support (defining, say, a collision as a two-by-two interaction at
distance ). Even in the case of hard spheres, the property is delicate: explicit bounds have been
provided in [9] by means of refined geometric techniques.

This motivates us to develop a different argument circumventing any uniform control on rec-
ollision numbers. The main ingredients are a subtle conditioning of the initial data forbidding
explosions of the number of recollisions, together with a suitable dynamical cumulant decomposi-
tion method, inspired by [6].
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1.1. Definition of the system. Let A := R?/Z? (with d > 3) be the domain. We denote D =
A x R? its tangent bundle and D” C D" the n-particle canonical phase space:

(1.1) DI = {Zn = (21,01, , &, vy) €D, for 1 <i<j<mn, |z;— x> E}.
Here and in the following, we use the notation
Xn - (xla e 7xn)7 ‘/n - (’Ula e 7’U7L)a and Zi = (xiavi)'

On each D2 we construct the hard sphere dynamics as the Hamiltonian dynamics associated
with the Hamiltonian

(1.2) Hz(zn):=%||vn\|2+vg(xn), Vi(Xn) = > v('“"jﬂ”)

1<i<j<n

where V is the hard core interaction potential

(1.3) V(r) = {

In this dynamics particles move along straight lines until they meet each other. If at time 7 we
have |z4(7) — x4 ()| = €, the outgoing velocities are given by the following scattering law:

Y =,(r) - Tq (T) — xq(7) ) (Uq(T—) _ vq/(T—)> Tq (T) — mq(7)
14 (1) =) o () =,

o S e AV =Y oo () ) FeAT) T T\ T)
wr) =)y () ) ey
This process is well defined for all times, almost everywhere in D2 with respect to the Lebesgue
measure (see [I]).

We denote in the following D, :=| |,~, D2 the grand canonical phase space and N the random
number of particles.We can then extend the Hamiltonian dynamics to D. and denote Zx(t) the
realization (defined almost surely) of the hard sphere flow on D, with random initial data Za(0):
for N =n, Zx(t) follows the Hamiltonian dynamics on DZ.

The initial data is sampled according to the stationary measure introduced now. The grand
canonical Gibbs measure P, (and its expectation E.) are defined on D, as follows. An application
G : D, — R is a test function if there exists a sequence (g, )n>0 with g, € L>°(D") and

for N =n, G(Zy) := gn(Zy).

Oif |r] > 1
oo else

Then we define E, as

(Zn)
(1.5) Ec[G(Zy)] == /n 2m)ndz oz “n:

where Z. is a normalisation constant and te 1s tuned to respect the Boltzmann-Grad scaling
peed=t = 1.

The empirical distribution at time ¢ is defined as the average configuration of particles at time
t: for g some test function on D,

(1.6) 5 (g) = Zg(zi(t))-

At equilibrium, we have the following law of large numbers. Denote

(1.7) M(v) == (2m)" Y2 lIvI7/2,
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Theorem 1.1. For any continuous and bounded test function g : A x R* = R, for all t € R and
for any a > 0,

(1.8) lim P, {

e—0

7t (g) / 9(2)M(v)dz

>a} =0.

Remark 1.1. The previous result is a simple corollary of the Lanford theorem and of the invariance
of the measure (see [18]).

1.2. Convergence to the linearized Boltzmann equation. The aim of this article is to inves-
tigate the next order, namely the fluctuation field

1
(19) o=t 3 atm(v) - Bl ).

He 1<i<N

When € tends to 0, collisions become rare and we expect that particles can see each other only a
finite number of times in any bounded time interval. We define the linearized Bolzmann operator
as

(1.10) Lto) = [ (a0 +a(02) = 0) = g(0)) (0 = v2) - ) M(w. )
d—l>< d
where (v',v]) are given by the scattering of (v, vy, n)

voi=v—n-(v—v)n
(111) { U:’k = U*+77'(U—U*)77-

This operator describes the variation of mass due to changes of velocity of colliding particles. The
operator L is a self-adjoint negative operator on L?(M (v)dz). We want to prove the following result

Theorem 1.2. Let f,g € L?(M(v)dz) be two test functions. Then we have the following conver-
gence result: for all t > 0,

E. [CL(M2(9)] — (b e! oY= 0g)

e—0

where <,> is the Hermitian product on L*(M (v)dz).

Since the two bilinear operators

(h,g) — E. [C;(h)cg(g)] , (hyg9) = <h, et(—1)'V$+[,)g>

are both continuous on L?(M (v)dz) (see [T]), it sufficient to prove Theorem [1.2|in a dense subset.
This also allows to have a quantitative version of the theorem, which we state for completeness.
We define for g smooth the norm

(1.12) gl :== sup |M~'(v)g(z,v)|
(z,v)eD

and we consider test functions g such that

(1.13) lgll + Vgl | < oo
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Theorem 1.3. Let g and h two C*(D) functions satisfying condition (1.13)). Then there exist three
constants C > 1, C' > 1 and o € (0,1) independent of g, h such that for any e small enough, T > 1,
0 < o=

sup
(1.14) t€[0,7]

B [¢()C(0)] (' T+ )

T/6
< o(CT202 + (€)™ = Inll(lgll + g1).

In particular we can choose T = o((log|loge|)*/3) and 6 = i Be (0,1) small enough.

D S
Blog|loge
Notations. From now on we will use the following notations.
We denote for m < n two integers, [m,n| := {m,m+1,--- ,n} and [n] :=[1,n].
For Z, € D", and w C [n], we denote

Zy = (Zw(l)a o azw(\w|))

where w(i) is the i-th element of w counted in increasing order. For 1 <1 <m <n, Zy = Zj -
Given a family particles indices {i1,-- ,%,}, the notation (i1,--- ,i,) indicates the ordered se-
quence in which Vk # [, iy, # 4;. In addition
hd Zn = (ila' o 77:1'7,)7
o for m <mn, i, = (i1, ,im), and more generally for w C [1,n], i, := (iminw: """ » imaxw)s
o for 0 <m < nand (i1, ,im), > denotes the sum over every family such that for
(im415 40n)
k<l§n,ik7$il,
e Z;, :=(zi, - ,2i,), as ordered sequence.
We also precise the sense of Landau notation: A = B+ O(D) means that there exists a constant
C' depending only on the dimension such that |A — B| < C D.
Finally let h,, be a function on D". We denote

1
E. [hn] := E. l/‘" > hn(Zi)]
= (i1, i)

and the associated truncated function defined on D,

A LS ha(z) ~Ee[n).

ho(Zy) := —
we
(31, 4in)

1.3. Strategy of the proof. We explain now the main ideas of the proof and of the improvement
with respect to [7].
Because (!(g) is a centered random variable,

N
(1.15) E. [¢t(h)¢2(9)] = Be |uz? D h(zi(1) ¢ (9)
=1

The first step is to find a family of functionals ®f ,, : L>(D) — L*(D") corresponding to the
pullback of the test function h at time 0

N
(1.16) E. u21/2zh(Zi(t))C?(g)] =D B (pu? Y 9L [h)(Z,(0)) 9)

n>1 (1, ,in)
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It turns out that the <I>2.n[h] are a sum over histories. Loosely speaking, a history is defined as a
way to remove (or not) particles at each collision, so that at time ¢ there remains only one particle
(see the picture below). Then

1
(117) (b;n[h](zn) = ﬁ E h(zk<t))]lhistoryahistory
" history

where Ohistory = £1 and z4(¢) is the position of the last particle k (k depends of the history). This
formula will be explained precisely in section [2| For the moment we mention that the signs onistory
are related to a splitting of the collision operators in positive and negative part (as in (1.10])).

t -

FIGURE 1. Exemple of history for four particles.

The classical method to prove convergence of a hard sphere system to the Boltzmann equation
(and here to the linearized equation) amounts to show that each term of the sum converges
to its formal limit. This is the the way we compare the hard sphere process with the limit punctual
process. In this procedure, one naturally separates a principal part containing a controlled number
of collisions, from some rest terms encoding ill-behaved trajectories (for instance trajectories with
more than n — 1 collisions, which do not have a counterpart in the limit process).

For the argument to be rigorous, we then need a bound on the rest terms of the sum. In
usual derivations of the Boltzmann equation (see for instance [I8| [I7, [I4} [3, 20]) one resorts to L™
bounds (and to a dual representation of the sum ) In contrast here we rely on the above
pullback formula, together with suitable stopping times t4 truncating the formula when the number
of histories becomes uncontrolled. To implement this idea it is convenient to consider L? bounds
as in [4, [7]. Indeed using notation introduced at the end of the previous section, because (%(g) is

centered
— 2 % 1
B | S0 0 (2, (o)) || < B | (072, ) | e (2001

“n

<. | (o5, ) | B, [

using Cauchy-Schwarz and the invariance of the Gibbs measure. By virtue of such estimates, we
do not need to take into account what happens for pathological histories before tsop.

Unfortunately, in the bound for ®¢ , [h], we do not know how to take into account the cancellations
due to the signs in opigtory. Thus we have to count the number of possible histories and collisions.
We then need to distinguish two kinds of collisions: those where one particle is removed, and those
where both particles are kept, called recollisions. The second type is harder to control.
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We need two different samplings to control each type of collision separately. The first sampling
has a relative large step 6 = Slog |loge| (with 8 € (0, 1) set later) and enables to control a moderate
growth of collisions with removal. The method (already used in [7]) is an adaptation of |3, 4] (and
reminiscent of [13] in the context of the quantum Lorentz gas). This will be the source of the slow
speed of convergence in .

The second sampling, which has a shorter step § = % (with 8 € (0,1) set later) is used to
control possibly many recollisions on the short time scale. These collisions will be allowed only on
the last time interval [tsiop, tstop + 0]. In the present paper, two conditionings on initial data are
used. The first one is symmetric on all the particles and forbids a group of more than a fixed integer
~ > 0 to interact altogether on each small time interval [kd, (k+ 1)d] (for k € N). At this point, the
paper [7] uses the billiard theory developed in [9] to control the histories in clusters of 4 particles.
Notice that such result has no known analogue for other interaction potentials, even with compact
support.

The main goal of this paper is to avoid this geometrical argument. We defined the collision
graph of a trajectory on a time interval [7, 7'] as the graph where the vertices are the set of particles
and to each collision happening on [r,7'] correspond an edges between the colliding particles. A
trajectory on the time interval [tsiop,t] is said non-pathological if

o its collision graph restricted to [tsiop+9, t] is a tree (at each collision, one particle is removed),
® 0n [tsop, tstop + 9] the collision graph has no cycle (but there can be recollisions).

Due to the symmetric conditioning, one particle can meet at most -y other particles on [tsiop; tstop 9]
and thus there are at most v recollisions per particle. Therefore the number of non-pathological
trajectories is controlled by construction.

tstop + 0.

I

FIGURE 2. An example of one non-pathological pseudotrajectory (on the left) and
a pathological one (on the right).

We therefore introduce a second conditioning forbidding pathological trajectories. One difficulty
is that this conditioning will introduce asymmetry. Indeed, since there are approximately p. par-
ticles in the system, choosing one particle costs roughly u., and in a symmetric conditioning the
choice of k particles would cost pf. However in the sum Y, ®,[h](Z; ), there are already n chosen
particles. We are interested in particles of the backgrounan which can influence these n particles.
Hence, it is sufficient to impose an asymmetric conditioning where one of the k particles is chosen
in 4, and at most k£ — 1 new particles have to be chosen. Such procedure provides a gain of p_*

which turns out to be enough to control the error term, by means of a cumulant expansion.
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We conclude by describing the asymmetric conditioning. Let x(Z,) be the indicator function
which takes value 1 if there exist history parameters such that the graph with initial data Z,
at time tsop has a cycle and is connected. Because the indicator function involves a bounded
number of particles, its weight ||x(Z,)||z1 is small. We then introduce an asymmetric conditioning
X; (Zn(tstop)) imposing the existence of a set of particles w containing at least one particle of
{ij, .-+, 1y} such that x(Z (tstop) is equal to 1, id est one trajectory containing a particle of i, is
pathological.

Let us give an idea on how to bound &; (Z (tstop)). We develop the constraint in cumulants
over finite numbers of variables

X, (Znltseop) =D D Xugp(Zi, (tsop))-

P2N (41, ,ip)

By definition, the me(Zip (tstop)) are sums over families of particles (w1, - -+ ,ws), where w; is a
subset of i, of terms

(—x(Zw, (tStOP)))(7X(Zw2 (tStOP))) o (X2, (tS‘mp)))-

The w; can intersect, hence the number of terms in X, , is huge. But the (first) symmetric condi-
tioning permits to bound the number of intersecting sets. If wy,--- ,wy intersect, all the particles
in their union are close. Hence the size of wy U--- U wy is bounded by « and k is smaller than 27.
This is sufficient to bound X, .

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we give a proper definition of history and we
use it to construct the functionals <I>§7n. Then the two samplings mentioned above are constructed.
This allows to decompose E. [¢!(h)¢2(g)] in a main term plus error terms of different nature: one
is a development on trajectories without recollisions (bounded in Section , a second is a devel-
opment on non pathological trajectories (actually called below pseudotrajectories) with recollisions
(bounded in section and the last part deals with pathological recollisions (bounded in Section.
These estimations need standard L?(PP.) estimates based on static cumulant decompositions. They
are given in Section [3] Finally, the convergence of the main term is proved in Section [7]

2. DEVELOPMENT ALONG PSEUDOTRAJECTORIES AND TIME SAMPLING

2.1. Definition of (forward) pseudotrajectories. Consider n particles. To lighten notation for
trajectories we will drop the dependence on «.

For m < n, fix a family of pseudotrajectory parameters (which was called history in the intro-
duction)

(86, 8i)1<icn—m, (Kj)1<j<n) € {(£1, £1)}"7™ x N,
and an initial data Z, € DI.

We construct iteratively the pseudotrajectories Z, (7, ((si, 5i)1<i<n—m, (Kj)1<j<n); Zn), the col-
lision indices ¢(7) and recollision indices (k;(7))1<j<n. At time 7 = 0, we set ¢(0) := 1 and for all
J, k;(0) := k;j. Moreover at 7 =0, Z,,(0) = Z,, € D?. The number of particles decreases with time
and is equal to (n + 1 — ¢(7)).

If «(7) < n —m + 1, the remaining particles move along freely until there is a new collision
between two of them at time 7 (say ¢ and ¢’ with ¢ < ¢). If 5,y = 1 (respectively —1) we look
at kq(77) (respectively kq (77)):

e if it is strictly positive, we have a recollision. The two particles scatter as in and
kq(TT) = Kq(T) — 1 (vespectively ky (1) = kg (7) — 1),
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e if it is 0 we have an annihilation: we remove the particle ¢ (and in the case where s,(,-y = —1
remove ¢'). The other particle scatters if 5,(,—y = 1 or continue in straight line else. Finally
we increment ¢(7).

When (1) =n — m + 1 (there are m particles left), all the annihilations have been performed and
particles evolve along the Hamiltonian flow.

FIGURE 3. Pseudotractory associated with (((—1,-1),(-1,1),(1,1)),(0,0,1,0,0)).

Let w be a finite subset of N*. We will denote Z,(, Z,,, ((8i,5i)i<|w|—m> (Kj)jew)) the pseudo-
trajectory with particles of w and Z,(¢) when there is no ambiguity on the parameters. Note that
Z,(t) is the configuration of the particles w in the dynamics of D, (the real trajectories).

Definition 2.1 (Collision graph). For Z, € DL and parameters ((s;,5;), (x;);), we contruct the
collision graph g}f’*ﬂ as the couple (E,V), with V :={1,--- ,r} and

E C {(i,j)r, where (i,5) € V2, i < j, 7 € [0,1]}

such that (i,7), € E if and only if there is a collision at time 7 in the pseudotrajectory between
particle ¢ and j. By standard properties of the hard sphere dynamics (see [I]), for almost all Z,.,

Qio’t] has a finite number of edges. We can order 71 < 79 < - -+ < 7 the collision times of G.
In the following we denote E (gl‘“]) = F.

to
2 ts 3 ty

FI1GURE 4. Collision graph associated with pseudotrajectory of figure [} with ¢; <
to < t3 < tq < ts the collision times.
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2.2. Developement along pseudotrajectories. The pseutrajectories are used to pull back a
function evaluated at time ¢ to a previous time 0.

Let m < n be two integers, and ((s;, 5;)1<i<n—m), (kj)1<j<n) be collision parameters and t > 0
the finite time. In order to not count twice the same pseudotrajectory, all parameters have to be
take in to account. We define RZ’Z;ZSKMD C D as the set of initial parameters Z,, such that
at time ¢ the remaining parameter terms in the pseudory Z,(r,) verifies the following condition:
{1, ,m} are the remaining particles of Z, (¢, Z,), and the recollision indices define in the previous
section vanish at time ¢: for all j, x;(¢) vanishes.

Let h,,, € L>(D™) some test function (not supposed symmetric under permutation of its param-

eters). We define the pseudotrajectory development as the functional ®f,, , : L>°(D™) — L>(D")
with
1 n—m
¢ — 5,
(2.1) O Thml(Zn) = m( )Z (1_[1 sz> nﬁmggw)hm(zn(t,Zn)>.
5i,8i)i<n—m i=

(k)
We have the following semigroup property:

Proposition 2.1. Consider m < n two integers, t > t' > 0 two evaluation times and i, a family
of particles. Then for any function hy, € L>(D™) and almost all initial data Z,, € D,

(2:2) S halZ) =3 Y e, [8 ] (Z).

(fm41,m0n) n'=m (imy1, ,in)

Proof. Fix collision parameters ((s;,S;)i<n,,,(k;)j<n) and an initial data. In pseudotrajectory
Zy (7, ((84,5:), (K})), Zn), we consider w the set of the remaining particles at time ¢’ and ¢; the time
of the last annihilation before t. We construct two set of collision parameters

(85,8 i<n—lwls (K))j<n) = ((8is50)i<n—|w)» (Kj — Kj(ta))j<n);
(87, 8))i<tw)—ms (K] ) jew) = (85 50)is w]—m» (K5 — K () jew)-
We first prove the equality
Zy, (t7 ((Su gi)n—mv (Hj))m Zn)
= Z\w\ (t - t/a ((5;/7 g;/)\wl—ma ("Q;'/)w)v Zp (t,v ((527 gg)n—lw\a (H;)n)v Zn)) .
Until time ¢; we have
Zn(Ta ((517 gi)nv (Hj)n)a Zn) = Zn(Ta ((S;’ gé)n—\w\a (R;)n)’ Zn)'
Then on the time interval [t;,t] there is only recollisions (no annihilation) in the two pseudotra-
jectories. In the first one they are threaten by the parameters x,;(7) which decrease. In the second

one because we have threaten all the annihilation, particles evolves along the Hamiltionian flow.
Note that after time ¢, the #’;(7) vanish. Hence at time ¢’

Zn(t', ((si,80), (555)), Zn) = Zn(t', (57, 57), (K})), Zn)-
and denoting ¢(7) the collision indices associated with the first pseudotrajectory
ut') =n—wl, Vi, £;(t') = r; — r; (1)
We can pursue the two pseudotrajectory constructions and finally
Zn(t, ((si;5:), (K5)), Zn) = Zu(t =1, ((s7, 87), (k7)) Zn(t', (s, 5), (K})), Zn))
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which will be written shorter as
Zn(t, Zy) = Zoy(t —t', 2 (t', Z))).
For each initial data, we have constructed an onto map

((S%gi)n’(ﬁj)n) = (w ((51’51) |w|’("{;‘)n)’((5;/7_;)|w| ( ;l)\wl)

with in addition

ISR RS I

Hence denoting Rw{_,z,t) ) the set of initial data such that the set of remaining particles of

Zn(t', ((si,57), (K})), Zn) is w, and the corresponding recollision parameters #;(t') vanish, we have

7/’ 74
n—m n—|w|
> I sitrrmence  hn(Za®) = > > 8 Lguwen.e
. ((Sivsz‘)v(*’vj)) . ((52152%(5/-))
(5i,51)i<n—m =1 [m]CwC|n] (s},5 )1<n o =1 J
() (k)i <n
lw|—m

X > H 8 Lgmews (Zn () hin (Zeo (£ = ', Zn (1))

(CAEORCO)
We prove that for Z,, € D7,
(n = m)®7, [hm](Z2)

S Y et [0 - )] (Zi Zu 2.

'=m wC[m+1,m+n]
|w|=m—n’

Then summing on all family of particles

Yo P alhal(Zi,(0))

(im+1,00n)
= Z > 2 e @t | (2,2, 2:.,)(0)

(Tm+1, n’*m m) wC[m+1, m+n]
|w|=m—n'
=Y el [ 2, 0)
(G100 i) P/ =m
O
Now we can write the pseudotrajectory development of the marginal (see [2I]):
Theorem 2.2. Let (i1, - ,im) be a family of particles,with imax := max{i1, - ,i,}. For almost

all Zyr € De U{N > imax} we have

(2:3) o (Zy i) D) =D Y Pl (Z4(0)).

n2Mm (ing1, im)
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In addition if we do not fix (i1, - - ,im) we have
(24) Z ho ((Zim Z Z (I)m<—n i, (O))
. n>m i,

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of [21].
We rewrite semi-group equality: For m <n; <n, t >t >0,

n
S Ol )= > XY @b, [0 hal] (2, (0)).
(fm41,min) n'=m (imy1, 0 50,) (in’+1a"' yin)

Thanks to Alexender’s proof of wellposedness of the the hard sphere dynamic (see [I]), outside
a set of zero measure the number of collision in finite on a finite interval. Hence [0,¢] can be cut
into small time intervals time interval [tg, tx41] such that on each one there is at most one collision
between two particles ¢ and j, and if 7 is removed there is no more collision. Using the semigroup
property, one needs to prove the result only on each [tg, tr+1].

We fix the number of particle A and the initial configuration Zx and we consider a small time
t such that the preceding conditions are check. Let i, be a family of particle. We distinguish
t cases. First on [0,¢] none of the particles in i,, have a collision. Thus for any n > m all the
Lgmen.t (Z; ) vanish and

((s4,53)i»(r5)5)
him ((Zim( )) (I)fnem[hm](zin (O))
In the same way if the collision occurs between two particles of ¢,,, the JIR?(LH”) . )(Z%) also
AR
vanish and the same equality holds. The last case is when the collision happens between one particle
of 4,, and an other particle 4,41. Up to a permutation of the indices, the collision happens between
71 and %,,4+1. Removing all the vanishing terms,

S Chcalhnl(Zi,) = (Zunlt (4 (0o, (0)m)Zs,,))

n>m (i7L+1 PR 77;'m)

= b (Zoa (8 (1, =), Om1). Zs,.,,))
i (Zoni (8 (1), O)n) Zs, ) ).

In the two first terms particles move along straight lines because there is no scattering at the
collision. Thus these two terms compensate. For the first one note that because particles in 4, are
deviated at each of their collisions,

Zm+1( (((1 1)) (0)7n+1)’zim+1) = Zim (t)

(2, )() = B (Zun (5 (2 (01 0))) Zi,) ) = Fom (Zoni (8 (1, =1), (O)mtn) 2, ., )
o (Zoa (8 (1), Omi). Zs,.,,))

which conclude the proof. |

Applied to the covariance, it gives

E 0] =Y 5B | S et h(Z:(0)¢0)

2
n>1 NE 'll, ﬂn)
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Because we do not know how take account of the vanishing due to the 5;, we bound ®!, . [h] by
counting the number of collision parameter. The problem is that there no a priori bound on the
number of recollision parameters needen. To overcome this difficulty we have to introduce some
conditioning in order to bound the number of recollision.

2.3. Conditioning. We need two conditioning on the data.
The first one is a symmetric conditioning on all the parameters.

Definition 2.2 (Distance cluster). Let L be a positive real number and Z,, € D™ be a particle
configuration. We consider the undirected graph of vertices {1,--- ,n} and of edges

{G.5) € [L,m]?, d(w;, ;) < L}.
A L-distance cluster is one of its connected component. In the further we only look at 20V-distance

distance cluster so we drop the "26V".

Let v > 0 be an integer depending only on the dimension, a time scale ¢ (which will be a power
of €) and V a velocity bound. We construct Y. C D, the set of particles configurations such that
for any time 7 € {0, 6,20, - - - ,t}, there is no distance cluster of size bigger than v at time and inside
any subset of particles w C [1,N] whith less than v element, (|V,,(7)||? is bounded by 1V2. We
have the following bound on the measure of the complement of T.:

Proposition 2.3. There exists a constant C, depending only on v and on the dimension such that

(2.5) P, (1°) < cvg (o0 (ued™%)" o e 14)
Proof.

t/6

y
P, (Tg) < Z E. Z 1Xi—y+1 (k&) form a distance cluster + Z Z ]lHVlk, (k)||>V

k=0 (i1,~~-,i‘y+1) k'=1 (’il,---,ik/)

~
(:UJ;JA/]]-X'WA formadistanceclusterM®(’Y+1)dZ'y+l+ Z .UJZ/]]-HVMZVM@(VJFDdZ’H-l)
k'=1

IN

t
)
t v w2

< (MZ“ (ca(y6V)h)" + 4272 pte> )

where cq is the volume of sphere of diameter v. We used that Gibbs measure is time invariant

and that particles X, have to be at distance less than ydV of x4, in order to form a distance

cluster. 0

Thus for 6 := '~ 21, V := |loge| and v large enough, P.(T¢) is smaller than <.
The second conditioning is an asymmetric conditioning. We look only at a finite number of particle
Z,. For fix pseudotrajectory parameters ((s;,5;)1<i<n—1,(K;)1<j<n), the configuration Z, € DI
form a collision cluster if the collision graph of Z,(, ((s;, 5:)s, (£;);), Z») on the time interval [0, ¢]
is connected. We define local recollision of Z,.(7) as the first collision (in time order) which create
a loop in the collision graph.

We define function x, : DI — {0, 1} the indicator function of:

{Z, € DL, 3((si,5:)1<i<n—1; (Kj)1<j<n), Zr(7)formacollision cluster with local recollision} .

We have the following L! bound on Y,
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Proposition 2.4. There exists a positive constant C,. depending only on the number of particle
such that and some a > 0 depending only on the dimension such that

(2.6) / X(Z,)M®"(V,)dV,dXo,, < Crpuz"152 (usédvd)r‘s e*.
AT X B, (V)

Proof. First if the pseudotrajectories Z,.(7) form a collision cluster for some collision parameters,
the initial position need to be close enough. Because the speed of each particles is globaly bounded
by V, there exists for any couple of particle (i,4") a finite sequence i = j1, jo, -+ ,jr = @’ two by
two distinct with
|z, — 2, < 2V0.

Thus the distance between two different particles of Z,. is bounded by 2rV§. We need a more precise
geometric conditioning.

Let Z, € DL such that x(Z,) is non zero. Then there exists a set of pseudotrajectory parameters
((si,5i)is (k7)) such that the pseudotrajectory Z,(r, ((si, )i, (£5);)) has a local recollision. We
define Tgop the time of the first local recollision. We construct an other set of recollision parameter:

Ky = k;(0) — K5 (1).

Then for any 7 € [0, Tstop),

Lo (7, (845 54)i5 (1)) = Zo (7, (805 50)i (K)5))
and for all 7, Ii;— (Tstop) = 0. Secondly on [0, Tstop), the pseudotrajectory have no local recollision.

Thus n; is lower than r — 1. Indeed after r collision a particles have meet an other one twice.

Let w C [1,7] be the connected component of the collision graph which contains the
particles involve in the local recollision. Because particles in @ do not interact with particles
in w°, Z,(t,Z,) restricted to particles @ and to time interval [0, Tsop] can be represented by a
pseudotrajectory Z||(7, (s}, 57 )i, (K});), Z=) for some collision parameters ((s;, 5}):, (+7);). Note

that we can take the 7 smaller than the maximum of the « and thus smaller than r — 1. This
gives a more precise constraints on Z5: {Z,, x,-(Z,) := 1} is include in

ggoyTstop]

the collision graph of
U U Zy Z\WI(T7((Si7§i)i7(Rj)j%Zw)
@C{1,,r}  (56,8:)i<w| is connected
(rj)€[0,r—1]1

Note this union is done on a finite set of parameters.
We can now fix the pseudotrajectory’s parameters. Usual estimation on the pseudotrajectories
development gives that for some collision parameters (see estimation of Section ,
|| +1 5le|—2

1 2 —
/ ]]‘Z\w\(T) forms a cluster € 2 IVl dede\{minLTJ} < O|w|:u€ €| loga|

with local recollision

‘Wl*?} 6(1

< C«Iw‘“;|w\+152 (NE(SdVd)

where we use that |ow| > 2 and that ¢|loge|/0 = O(£%) for some a.
Using the distance constraints on Z . and summing on all possible parameters, we obtain the
expected bound. O

Finally we denote X(;, ... ;) : {Zx € D, N> maxi, } — {0,1} the indicator of the set

{ZNGDg Elw, wﬂ(ih-" 77fn) 7&(2)7 X(ZW) :1}
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Note that &; depends on the background.
We have:

(2.7) Xy, (Zn) = 1 = H (1 _X(Zw))'
wC{l, N
wN{i1,  ,in }F#0
The two conditioning allow us to bound the number of recollision. Let Z, € D7 be an initial
position such that there is no distance cluster of size bigger than + (first conditioning) and for
any 0 C {1,--- ,n}, x(Z,) = 0 (second conditioning). We fix collision parameters ((s;, 5;)s, (55);)
such that pseudotrajectory Z,(¢) has no recollision on [d,¢]. Due to the symmetric conditioning a
particle can only meet v — 1 different particles on [0, d]. Due to the asymetric conditioning there is
no local recollision on [0, §] and a particle has at most v — 1 collision on [0, §]. Finally there are at
most v — 1 recollisions by particles.
Thus any pseudotrajectories of this type can be parameterized by collision parameters

((5i,3i)1<i<n—1(Kj)1<j<n) € {£1}2=D 5 [0,y — 1]™.

2.4. Sampling. Using the two conditioning of the previous part, for Zy € T, N {Xim (Zy) = 0}
we have
(2.8) hen (2, (7)) = ) Z T, [hm](Zs, (0))

n>m (2711+1 n)

where

1 n—m
s = —_— S men,y,T
(29) Onlhnl(Zn) = s ( )Z H Slrpense  hin(Zu(r)),
5i38i)i<n—m =
(k) €[Ly—1]"
and R?Z;_ZJ (TK ) C RW(I:;}L)T () with no local recollision.

We can then do the following decomposition on 1.

th(zi Zh (W)X (Zn(t =) +Zh N1 =& (Zn(t—9)))

I

(2.10) :Zh (Zi,, ()X, (Zn (t = 9))
+ Z YNl (Zi, (= 6) (1 = A, (Zn(t - 9)))

n>m i,

Let @7, 7] be the symmetrization <I>m<_n[hm}:

(I);Y‘r{?—n[hm n . ' Z m(—n ZU(I) ZU(n))'
ceS,

There is a more explicit formula for. We define R/} ’)T(Kj)) C D as the set of initial data such

that pseudotrajectories Z, (-) has m remaining particles at time 7, k;(7) = 0 for all j and no local
recollision. Then

1 n—m
T —_ S m,n,y,T .
(211) Vel @)= 5 ]Sty )
5i,8i)i<n—m =

(r3)5,€[0,7—1]



16 CORENTIN LE BIHAN

Finally we want to separate pseudotrajectories without recollision. We define the development
along pseudotrajectories without recollision

(2.12) (I)%Jn[hm](zn) = Z H 51117221"5:) han(Zn (7)),

(8,5i)i<n—m =1

where Rgﬁng) C RZingffV)’?O), such that the pseudotrajectories has no recollision and the part with
1991 23191 )y J
development along pseudotrajectories with non pathological recollision

(2.13) % [hin] = O [hm] — (I)(r)ﬁ,Tn (]

m,n
We bring together all these decomposition and obtain on Y,

S (Za() = 30 37 @l (Zulr =)+ D 37 @70 (2, (7 =)

n>m i, n>m i,

I

(2.14) +th<zi<7>m (Zn(7 = 0))
- Z SO0l (Zs, (7 = 6)X;, (Z (7 — ).

n>m i,

The first term is the expansion with respect to pseudotrajectories with no recollision. It is the
main part of the sum. The rest takes into accounts the recollision of the dynamics.
We iterate this decomposition:

T/
Db (Zu(7)) = D0 D 0Tl (Ze(0)) + D D D @ (2, (7 — k6))2(g) e
[ n>m i, k=0n>m i,

+ 20 > O ha)(Zi, (7 = (k = 1)8) Xy(Z (7 — k6))

n>m i,

S0 Syl [ @0 | (2, (7 — K0, (g (r — k).

n'>n>m i,

The final ingredient is to make a second sampling on longer time 6 ~ |loge|~! in order to control
the growth of the number of collision in during time. We denote K :=¢/0 € N and K’ :=6/§ € N.
We obtain the following decomposition

(215) B [CC(0)] =GR ) + G + GEP (1) + G (1) + GO

with G (¢) the main part:

(2.16) G = 3 B Py aglh ] (2s,,.(0)) Clg)

n:=(n;j)<k Snge
0<nj—nj;_1<27

where
OO[h] =00 | o ®%f o @

NK-—1,NK NK—-2,NK-1 1,n,

(]
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is the development of h along pseudotrajectories tree with ny creation on the time interval [t — (k —
1)0,t — k6] and no recollision, denoting n = (ny,--- ,nK),

Q17) GO = B[] - 3 Bty e ] (Zs,,.(0)) Cg)1r:

ni<-<ng
njfnj,1§2-7

corresponding to the symmetric conditioning,

(2.18)  GoP(t Z > > ‘1/2Z<I>° ( t-’f@)))C?(g)llr

k=1n1<<ng_1ng>2k+ny_y
nj—nj,1§23

corresponding with tree with superexponential growth, and the part of (non local) recollision:

(219) Gl = ) > STOE 2> erk ] (24(t) Clo)Lr

1<k<K-1 mi<-<ni n'>n'>ny 7
1<k'<K' nj—n;_, <2
with
k' 5 0,k's
@ b =00, 0 @70 0 &) [h],

n,n’,n’ n’,n’ Nk ,n

and the part of pathological pseudotrajectories GX°¢2(t):

(2.20)
3 3 STOE (uZ2 ST W R (Za(t + 6)) Xi(Ze(ts)) Cl9) Iy
1<k<K—-1 ni<-<np  \n'>ny (i1, i)

1<K <K' nj—nj_1 <2

= Y E Y @ o0k 0] (Zut) X, (B (t) o)L

n'’'>n'>ny (21,000 yiprr)
In the last two terms, we denote t; :=t — (k — 1)0 — k'0 (for stopping time) and

o <I>?L ]Z, [h] == (ngk;f, @Y [h], the tree development with no recollision, n’ annihilations on
[0, (k/ —1)¢] and for j < k, n] annihilations on [(K'—1)d + (k—5)0, (k' —1)d + (k— j + 1)6],
° @; :, anlh] = o i,, o ® " [h], the tree development with no recollision on [4, k'd + k6],
n’ annihilations on [0,6], n annihilations on [§, k'] and for j < k and n; annihilations on

[k'6 4+ (k—7)0,K' 6 + (k — j — 1)0], and with the least one recollision.
In addition thanks to the conditioning, every pseudotrajectories have at most 7 recollision by

particles.

The convergence of GI#" is treated in section The bound G, GEP and G™*“! have already

be done in the original paper. The section [6] is dedicated to the

nn’[

3. QUASI-ORTHOGONALITY ESTIMATES

The different error terms are of the form

Z‘I’ Z;, (tstop))C2 (9) L.
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with ®,, sum continuous functional L>(D) — L°(D"). In order to bound it we will need an L?(P,)
bound on }_, ®,[h](Z; ). Such bound is derived in the following section from estimation on the
D, [h]. We use in particular that we can bounding the ®,[h](Z,) by looking only at the relative
positions of particles inside Z,.

In the following we denote for y € A

(3.1) Ta pr = D
(X, Vi) = (21 +a, -z +a, V).

Theorem 3.1. Fiz m < n two positive integers, and g,, hy, two functions on D™ and D™ such

that there exists a finite sequence (co, ¢y, C1,-+ ,Cn) € Rﬁ“ bounding gn, hm, in the following way:
(3.2) / suIZ |gn (TyZn) |M®”(Vn)dX27nan < ¢p,
11:0 ye
(3.3) / SUP | A (7y Zim ) | ME™ (Vi) d X 3y d Vi <
yeA

Xy =0

and for all 1 € [1,m]

/ SUR |gn (TyZn) hm (TyZn+17l,n+mfl) ‘M®(n+m—l) (Vn+mfl)dX2,n+mflan+mfl

€

(3.4)  ==0'
-1

<k

n

There exits a constant C > 0 depending only on dimension such that

(3.5) |EE [gn” < C"ey, |IE5 [hm]‘ < C™¢,

and denoting

1
(36) gn @y hm(Zn-‘rm—l) = m Z gn(Za([l,n]))hm(ZU([n+17l,n+mfl]))a
’ U€6n+m—l
~ 7 S n m ! n-+m
=1 €
In particular
(3.8) |E. [usgnﬁm] < gntm Z e+ Ceyeg €.

=1

Proof of Theorem[3.1}
e We begin by the proof of (3.5))
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Using invariance under permutation

€ dZ
—HE(Zy) »
Z / > n(Zn)e (2r)dr/2

nZ,
“5 pzn P (i1,+in)
Vk,ik<p
1 pe  pl / —Hi(z,)_ 2
= _ Z p( P)ip
Wz 2l =g ) T

D e
iy / Gn(Zn)e Vre XX Mo 7 X

We denote in the following Q := {X,,z,,--- ,2,} and for X,Y € Q,
P(X,Y) = —Tgx,v)<e
and we decompose exp (—V5 1, (Xns1,X,))

e Vin (X Xy) — Vi) [ (e Y) = 3 [ e, Y)

(X,Y)en? Geg(Q) (X,Y)EE(G)
X#AY

where G is the set of non orientated graph on Q and E(G) the set of edges of G. We make the
partition on the connected components of X,,. Denoting C(w) the set of connected graph,

exp (_V2+1+p(Xn+1 ) lp))

S <evz<Xn> 3 I1 ) > 11 ‘P(X7Y)>

wC[1,p] GeC(wu{Xn}) (X,Y>eE(G> GeG(we) (X,Y)EE(G
(3.9) . -
_ Z <evn(Xn)v|wc(ch) Z H (X, y))
wC[1,p] GeC(wU{X,}) (X, Y)EE(G)
Z €7Vfwc|(£wc)¢g(Xme)
wC|[1,p]

Thus using exchangeability,

pE  p! n —VE (X! n
Eelgnl = 5 Y T [ onlZ)p (X0 X, e 0050z, 0X,, X,
€ p>0p1+p2=p
dZ,dX
=V (X,) N’s n nT=—=p
(3.10) / X, Z /gn )y (Xn, X )M (27)dn/2
p>0 p>0

Xn
/gn n) Xn,X M dZ,dX,,.
p>0

We recall Penrose tree inequality (see [19] 6] [16]),

(3.11) o II exmi< > ] lex,Y)

CeC(2) (X,Y)eE(C) TeT(Q) (X,Y)EE(T)
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with 7(€Q) the set of trees (minimally connected graph) on Q. Fix 7_,, X, (the relative posi-
tion between partlcles)for the moment. Integrating a constraints ¢(z;, ;) provides a factor cqe?,
©(Xn,z;) a factor ncge? (where ¢4 is the volume of a sphere of diameter 1). As there are

(p— 1)
(do — 1)N(dy — 1)+ (d,, — 1)!
trees with specified vertex degrees dy, - - - , dj, associated to vertices X,,, z;,--- , z, (see [16] []), we
get
/ U (Xp X, )dX pday | < > (p—1) nd (cqged)?
pATEEP/ D - (do — )N (dy — )+ (d, — 1)!
i, dp>1
do+A-dy=2p
(3.12) “
n 1 1
SPRSNIRI B prmcn N [ S B ) ponc
= (do — 1)! = (dy — 1)! i (d, —1)!

<(p-— 1)!(cd5d)pne"+p.

We can integrate on the rest of parameters using (3.2)). Hence

p—1)! cdee Pren _ vl n
gn‘<z /|gn n 2 Qde/Z*COZC 05

p>0 p>0

which converges for € small enough. This concludes the proof of

e We treat now (3.7)). Note first that

E. I:Megnilm} = n+m 1 Z gn 7,'”) Z hm(zlm) - IU’EEE [gn] E. [hm] .
J

Lets count the number of way such that ¢,, and J,, can intersect on a set of length [. We have to
choose two set A C [n] and A’ C [m] of length , and a bijection o : A — A’ such that for all indices
k € A, ir = jor and that i 4. does not interesect l(Ac)/' Thus using the symmetry,

B |fteguhon| = (7) (7) ul“_lIEs [9n ®1 B
=1 ¢

+ e | Ec n+m Z gn(Z i, hm, —n+l,n+m) — Ec [gn]EE [g}

—rL+7n

We have to estimates the error term.

n+m Z g” i, m 4L+1 n+m>]

/ 9n(Zn)hm (Z],) exp (Vi i p(Xn, X0, X)) MO dZ, M®™dZ],dX,.
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We denote in the following Q := {X,,, X}, z;, -+ ,2,} .

exp (= Vi g p(Xn, Xpp, X)) = e Va0Vl T (14 0(X,Y))

(X,Y)Q?
X£Y

WO S gy
Geg(Q) (X,Y)eE(G)

where G is the set of non orientated graph on  and E(G)the set of edges of G. We make the
partition on the connected components of X,, and X .

exp (_Vz+m+p(Xn’ Xrlna Kp))

> <exp(vz<xn>v;<x;n>vzcmch)) > 10 <X,Y>>
)

wC[1,p] {GEC(wL;) (X,Y)EE(G
Xn, X!
“Vitwyuw) e (X (g Uwg)e)
+ Z ¢|w1|( "7—W1)w|w2\( m’ ) {1 Dw2) €1 (wr Uwa)
wl,wlc[l ]
w1 Nwa=0

Z wn ,m X X/ ) Vch‘(iwc)

wClLpl -Vf (X c
+ Z ¢\w1\( nafwl)w|w2|(X1{n7Xwg) HwiUws) I(—(wlLsz)‘)_

w1,w1C[1,p]
w1 Nwa=0

Using invariance under permutation and (3.10)
HE -Vi c ¢
I Z =) /gn n (Z;n) Z 17/}\w1\(Xn7X )d)lel( M’Xwg) V\(W1Uw2) \(K(M1Uw2) )

€ p>0 w1,w1C[1,p]
w1 Nwa=0

x M® ™ dz, dz!, Mo dZ, M®" dZ),dX,,
*Z > o [ o Zn e ()00 (X X )05 (e, X)
€ p>0p1+p2tps=p * 1P2p3
x(MEdz,dX,, ) (MO dz),dx;,, ) (e Krax,)
= ]EE [gn}Ee[hn’]v
and in the same way

7 X0 oz Z U (X X, X e VienCor M@z, MO dZ,,dX,
(L,p]

p>0

|
Z Z Z IULE) e |/gn(Zn)hm(Z;n)wﬁ;Tn(X"’X;”’Xpl)

| |
p>0 p1+p2=p P prp2

e Ve Ko (Bt g7 47! dX ) dX!
= > = / In(Zo)han(Z3 Y (X, Xy X, )M O dZ,dZ), dX, dX, .

Using again Penrose tree inequality,

(3.13) ‘w”’" X, X1,

|l

< > I lkxy)

TGT(Q) (X,Y)EE(T)
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Fix 74, X, and 7_4; X7, for the moment. Integratlng a constraints (z,, z;) provides a factor cqe?,

©(Xn,z;) a factor ncqe?, (X! x z;) a factor mege? and (X, X)) a factor nmcge?. Denoting

do,dp,dy - -+ ,d, the degrees of X,,, X, , z1, -+, &, we get

‘/¢"m (Xn, X! )X, dxydr)

|w] m’fpl

p! do ., dp dy+1
< n“m (cqe®)
(3.14) u dozd (@ =1)(do =Dl (d —1)!
dy+do+--+dp=2p

+1
< p! (cdsd)p nm e tmtP,

We can integrate on the rest of parameters using and .

Finally
pe | Ee n+m Z g" i, hm —n+1.'n.+7n> - E. [g”] Ee [g]
—n+7n

I +1

< cochlte Z —‘?p! (cdsd)p nm e TmTP
p=0
< pee¥nm(cge)" ™ eoc) Z(ecda)p
p=0

< cCntmtl Z(ech)P

p=0

which converge for € small enough. O

Note also the following bound on LP norms of the fluctuation.

Theorem 3.2. For any p € [2,00), there exists a constant Cp, > 0 such that

(3.15) (E- [2(9)"]) " < Collgll oo arcoyas) -

The proof can be found in Appendix A of [7].
From these estimations we can deduce the following corollary:

Corollary 3.3. Let h,, such satisfying conditions of theorem [3.1, Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

ﬂa_l/2 Z hn(zi(tS))Cg(g)lTa‘|
(i1, yin)

(3.16)

n 1/2
< OB [¢2(9)2] P | o + (Z cz)

=1
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Proof.

ek Z B ( ()HTE]ZM?*EE pl2mm N hn(Zi(ts))CS(g)llnl
i (inmsin)

— (e E[u5@22<zthg><£unnx¢}4—Ee[hn}Ee[u§”<£unﬂx¢}>
= uz” ]( [P R (Z (1)) C29) . | + e [l Ec [ 2ot (1 - ﬂrg)})

because E.[¢?(g)] = 0. Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

_1/2 Z h ( )HTE]

(i1, yin)

Nl=

gm«&%ﬁﬁrmwu]+ﬁu wuﬁ%mMD>

We apply now theorem The bound on P, [T¢] given in section and the bound on L? norm
of (%(g) (3.15) lead to the expecting bound. O
4. CLUSTERING ESTIMATIONS

The objective of this section is to this section is to bound G¢'U*(¢) and GSP(t) defined by

Gglust(t) =T, [Cé(h)cg(g)ﬂrg} _ Z E. M—l/Q Z PO [h] ( ( )) CE( )ng y

ni1<--<nk (21,
njfnj,1§2j

K
=Y Y S R |w Y edn (7, (- k0) o)l
k=1

n1<cSng—1 ng>2k+ng g (1,7 5iny,)
njfnj_1§2]

ding)

Proposition 4.1. For e > 0 small enough,

(4.1) (G (1) + G| < Cllg 0] (/22077 + 161/2)

We need bound on the development on pseudotrajectories without recollision @g[h]:
Proposition 4.2. Fiz k€ N and n := (ny,--- ,ng) € N¥F with ny <ng < --- < ny. Then
(4.2) / sup ‘(IDO Tyan)‘M(@anVnK dX2,nK < ” nLl Ok @k =Nk —1 k-1~ 1

z1=0 yEA He
for m € [1,ny]
/ sup |(I) Zn;c)(b?i[h](Tyan—m-l—l,an—m)|M®(2nK7m)dV2nK—deQ,ZnK—m

(4 3) x1=0 yGA

: 2

S ||h’H kaenk—nk,ltm—i-nk,l—l.

2n—m
le e
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Using Corollary and the previous estimations,

E. lu;” 2N e (Z,, (k- k) <£<g>114

(1157 4iny,)

n 1/2
< ||g||||hH kagnk*nk—ltnk—lfl + (Z anenknk—ltnk—11+m>

m=1
< ||g||||hHC”ke(nk*nk—l)/Qtnkfl’

and in the same way,

E{ust? Y @bl (2, (0)) Clg)lre| = O (2lgllific™ ) .
(il""ﬂ;nK)
Summing on all possible (ny,- - ,ng),

K
ESIOTED DD DD SR 11

k=1n1<-<ng_1np>2k4+ng_y
(44) nj—nj_1<27

K
2 ok
< llgllinl Y 2" (/%)™ < Clglllin) o'
k=1
because the series converges for 6 small enough, and
Gt )| < Clgllle 2+ > eY2gllIpllcms et < Cllg]||Allet 225

ni<e<ng
n;—nj_1<2’

(4.5)

This concludes the proof of (4.1)).
Proof of (4.2). We recall that

1
0,0 _
(bg[h] = (bgj}zfl,nK © ¢27§72,HK71 tt 0 ¢177’L1 [h] = Tk! Z SZ]lR(E?pﬂ)h<Zn(k9))
(86+8i)i<n,—1
and thus
Al
. Orp]| < il n

(4.6) ‘(I)ﬂ[h]‘ = ! Z lR(si,w

(8i:8i)i<ng—1

where R(ﬂs§) C DI+ the set of initial parameters Z,,, such that pseudotrajectory Z,, (7, (si, 5:):,
(0);, Zy, ) has n; remaining particles at time (k—1)0. Note that the left member of it is stable
under translation. Hence it is sufficient to fix 1 = 0 and integrate with respect to (Xs n,, Vi, )-

We define the the clustering tree T~ := (v;, U;)1<i<nj—1 where the i-th collision happens between
particles v; and 7; (and v; < ;). Since in the present section seudotrajectories have no recollision,
the clustering tree is just the collision graph where we forget the collisions times (but not there
order). It constructs a partition of R(ﬂ& .

18i)i
Fix the clustering tree. We perform the following change of variables

Xony > (&1, , Tny—1), Vi € [Lng — 1], T; : =y, — x5,

i
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Fix ;41 the time of the (i 4 1)-th collision and relative positions Z1,--- ,2;_1. We denote T; = 6

if i <np—ng_1, telse (at least ny — ng_1 clustering collisions happens before time #) and the i-th
collision set as

Brs i i= {ia[37 € (0T Atisa), x, () =30, (7)] <.

Because particles x,, (1) and x;, (7) are independent until their first meeting, we can do the change
of variable &; — (t;,7;) where t; is the first meeting time and

o Xy (t;) — x5, (t;)
T T () — o (8)]

This send the Lebesgue measure d; to the measure pu_ (v, (t;) — vi, (t:)) - 7;)+dnidt; and

4 T; /\t7,+1
1p N dz; < |Vz/ z VIJL |
> Lo

We sum now on every possible edges (v;, 7;):

1/2
ng
7 Fu(t) = v, ()] < Z Vi (ti)] < nk (nkz Vi (ti > =5 (e + Ve I?)

(vi,oi)

using that the kinetic energy is decreasing for the pseudotrajectory, hence

A ~ C’I”Lk el _1 Thny—1 T1NAt2
/ﬂnﬁg-)dm”'dm"k—l = ( p ) (o + (Vo [1%)™ / dty, / dty
154 0 o

€

an ne—1 1 tnk—lfl enkfnk—l
s( ) (e + Vi [2)™

He (nk—1 = D! (g — ng—1)!
60 nkfl .
< (‘u) (nk: + HVnkHQ)”k 1t’ﬂk—1—19nk—nk—l7
€

using the Stirling’s formula. For A, B > 0, = € R,
9 B
(A+x2)367% — BB <A—;x eAEz) e < (4 )Be%_
Thus for some constant C' > 0,

e — [ Vi, I Vi 112
/(nk+||Vnk||2) ety g(cnk)"rl/e S gy, < (220 ™

and

ne— 1
/ Ler  M®™dXap,dV,, < Z / H Lp,. d&; M®™dV,,

8§,84)

Nk — 1
<C (C> tnk—l—lenk—nk—l / (nk + ”VnkHQ)”k—l M®ndenk
He

< C/ (Sl> tnk.,l—lenk—nkflnzkfl7
e

where we denote C' an other constant.
Finally we sum on the 4™+ ~! possible (s;, 5;); and dividing by the remaining (ny)!. This gives
the expected estimation. O
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Proof of (4.3)). We begin as in the previous paragraph

88120 )@ Zr 1200 )|

h 2
< %] Z ]IR?_ V(an)]lRL‘g . (an—m-&-l,%k—m)-
5 f st 5"

We have two pseudotrajectories Z(7) := Z(7, Zy,) and Z'(7) := Z(T, Zny—m+1,2n,—m). Note
again that the right member is invariant under translation, so we can fix z; = 0.

We construct the clustering tree T~ as follows: we merge collision graph of the first and the
second pseudo trajectory. Then we look at edges one by one in temporal order, keeping only one
which do not create a cycle. This construct a tree which connect all the vertices.

FIGURE 5. Example of construction of the clustering tree

This form a graph with ordered edges. We remove then the non-clustering collisions. This is the
clustering tree T~ := (v, ;). They induce a partition of
d\2ny,— n n
{Zanfm S (A x R )an m| an S R?Shgi), (anferl,anf’m) € R?s;7§;)}'
The rest of the proof is almost the same than in the previous section. Fix the clustering tree.
We perform the following change of variable

Xoonp—m = (T1,++ , Toang—m—1), Vi € [1,2n;, —m — 1], &; 1= x,, — zp,.
Fix t; 41 the time of the (i + 1)-th collision and relative positions Z1,--- ,&;—1. We define the
i-th collision sets as
Brs ;= {x I € (0,Ts Atisn), [%,(7) — X5, (7)] < €0r|x, (r) =), (7)] < g}

where T; = 0 for the (ny — ng—1) first collision, t else. Using the same computation than i the
previous section, denoting ¢; the minimal clustering time,

4'/T TiNtiy1
/ Lo, e < 5 (08 = v, (8)] + v () = v, () / d.
0

€
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Hence as in the previous section

‘/:l]-Rﬂ _ (an)]l'R,l (an7m+1,2nk7m)M®(2nk_m)dXZ,anfdeénkfm

(s4,54) (s4,85)

2n—m—1

S Z/ H lBT>,id'%i M®(2nk—m)d‘/2nk7m
T> i=1

C 2ng—m
<C () t"k*1+m—19"k—nk71(2nk _ m)an—m—l
fhe

(2C)%™

S Cugnk—m,—l

tnk_1+m710nk7nk_1nznk—m—1 .

We sum on the possible (s;, 5;); and (s}, 5;); and

/

(I)g[h] (an )q)g[h] (an—m+1,2nk—m) M®(2nk_m)dX272nk—md‘/2nk—m

2n—m—1~2n,,

n C"k _ _
S

(nk!) He

Using Stirling formula gives expected estimation. O

5. ESTIMATION OF NON PATHOLOGICAL RECOLLISIONS

The objective of this section is to bound

Ggec,l(t) — Z Z Z E. /145_1/2 Z (132’7:;’”// [h] (Zi(ts)) g(g)]].'fa

1Sk<SK—1 ni<-<ng n''>n/>n, (i1, 5ip0r)
1<k’'<K’ nj—nj_1<27

Proposition 5.1. For e small enough,
(5.1) |GTet ()] < [lgllllhle®/2(C7)> " +240,
It is sufficient to prove the two following estimations:

Proposition 5.2. Fizk € N, n:= (ny,---,n;) € N¥ and (n’,n") € N2 withn; <ng <--- <ny <
n' <n'. Then firing x1 =0,

/ 7" h 7" "
(5.2) /Sup}(I)Z::/’n//[h}(TyZnu) M dV,nd Xy < gaucn g~ —2) 4 g2ynit2d+d

yeEA He

form e [1,n"]

/ Sup (87 0](ry Zo VB2 W7y Zotr st ) [ MECY ™AV Xy

n.n'.n' n.n'.n'
(5 3) yEA n,n, n,n,

< @ Hh” Cn”a(n”fnk72)+ 52tnk+2d+4+m.
— n
€
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Using these estimations and corollary

E. [%1/2 > <I>;;’ff,n~[h] (2, (t — k0)) C?(g)lln]

(21,00 yigyrr)

-, 1/2
< Illlgl [ oo g D gzmerisa | (Z gaon”am"nk2>+52tnk+2d+4+m>
m=1

n'! tny,

< |lglll|n]|6e>/2C™" 9"~k =20+ /24 =5 +2d 44

< |lglll|R||6/2(Ct)++24+5 (Crh) (" —me=2)+/2,

Thus
Gt D0 D YD allnliae Oy () o 2
1<k<K-1 mi<-<np n''>n'>n
(5.4) 1<K'<K' nj—n;_1<27

< HQH||h||K’(5ea/2KK2(Ct)2K+2d+5
< HgH||h||€a/2(C’t)2K+2d+6

using that K'6 < t.

Proof of (5.2)). We recall that

o> [h](Zn) = q)z;i// 0 VK0 o ‘I’g[h](Znu)

n,n’,n’ ng,n’
1 .
== Do IR ey, MEKO K, ((51,50)i, ());), Zur)
((53,8:)i,(K5)5)
kj<y—1

where R (s, 5,),,(x,);) 1S the set of initial parameters such that the pseudotrajectory has

n/ particles at time ¢,

n; particles at time k'd + (k — )0,
at least one recollision,

no recollision after time 4.

We define the clustering tree T~ as follows: let G be the collision graph of Z(7). We look at the
collision in temporal order and add only the clustering collision.

It will not sufficient to categorize initial data. Let (g,q) (with ¢ < ¢) be the first two particles
to have a non-clustering collision, Tcyqle the time of this collision and ¢ € [1,n” — 1] such that it
happens between time the c-th and the (¢ + 1)-th clustering collision.

The data (T, (g, q,c)) gives a partition of the set of initial data. Note that the family

(T>a (qv q,¢ ((527 gi)i)7 (Hj)j))
construct the collision graph up to time of non clustering collision. Considering the change of
variables

- 1 A, A ~
Viel,n" —1], & =z, — x5, Xowr > (&1, ,Tnr—1)
with 7% =: (v4, 7;)i<nr—1, We can construct as in the previous section a sequence of set Bl.. (@:3.0)

depending only on V,,» and &1, -+ ,&;_1 which condition the relative position ;. The construction
has to take into account the apparition of cycle. We define in the following (T;); by T; equal ¢ if 4
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is smaller than n”/ —n’, 0 if ¢ is between n” —n’ + 1 and n” — ny and ¢ else (it count the number
of clustering collision in [0, ], [4, k4] and [k'd, k'd + k6]).

A
t —

T5 =

T4 T1
n \U/
™
3 T2 3
- ¢ @ F ®
T1 —
T4 T1

FIGURE 6. Example of construction of a clustering tree. Here (¢, q,c) = (2,4,4).

We need to characteristize particular collision in 7~ which conditions the apparition of the
non-clustering collision.

Definition 5.1. We call parent p of a group of particles (gx)xr at time 7 the p-th edge with the
largest p such that one of the particles (qx)y is deflected at 7, < 7. If such a parent does not exist,
then we set 7, := 0.

We define the connector k of two particles (g, ¢) the index of the first edge realizing a connected
path between ¢ and ¢.

The tutor j of two particles (g, §) at time 7 is the largest j with ¢; < 7 such that j is either the
parent at time 7 or the connector of (g, ).

F1GURE 7. In this pseudotrajectory, the parent of collision between 2 and 5 at
time 75 is the collision between 1 and 2 at time 7 and the connector the collision
between 3 and 4 at time 7.

The first particular collision is j the tutor of (¢, §) before T¢ycie. We define
B%«>,(q,q’c) = {@-‘37’ € (0,Tj ANtjy1), |xu, (1) = %p,(7)] <€
the j—th collision is the tutor of the cycle} .

Note that after the clustering time 7; particles ¢ and g do not change their velocities.
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Proposition 5.3. Assume that d > 3. Then, denoting by wq, wg, wy,, wq, the velocities of q,q, q;, G;
at t;_—1 (which are the same than at time t; ), one has if the tutor j is the parent of (q,q),

Velloge|l,»+5.  Velloge|lszs. Vit
% ( | log & 1gzq, 4 |log e|1gzq, + ) ’
[wq — wg | lwg — wg, | e

(5.5) / 1, di; < < (et

T> ,(4,d,¢) Ms

and if the tutor is a connector but not a parent
(5.6)

c
/ 1y di; < —(VO)* x Zﬂsm(wq,wq,c < + (V6)? min (1,

T>,(q,d,¢) He

E]l(qﬁ)#(qg'ﬁj)

iy =gy~

where the sum runs over ¢ € Z%\ {0} contained in the ball of radius V6.

The over BJT> (a.3,c) 1€ defined as in the previous section

B (g = {x Ir € (0,75 Atisr), %, (T) — %0, (7)] < g}.

The above proposition uses the tutor to gain some smallness from the strong geometric con-
straint. However, the estimates in — lead to singularities in the relative velocities. Those
singularities have to be integrated out either by using available parents (if any) or by using the
Gaussian measure of the velocity distribution at time 0. The following proposition summarises the
different possibilities.

Proposition 5.4. (i) Let g # q be two particles of velocities wq, wg with parent €. Let ¢ € Z4\ {0}.
Then one has that

Velloge] ) Cy
5.7 — + 1 —ws 1 dzy < — "egll 0lp—1 +t1 .
(5.7) / (|wq ~wg| * Lin(wy—wg;.0)<e | Ipe e B S s e|loge|(61p=1 + tloxz1)

(ii) Let q,q,q;,q; be particles with velocities wq, wq, wgy,,wq, and parent £ (say deflecting q), such
that (¢,q;) and (G, q;) belong to different connected components of the dynamical graph.

ely, 7 s C
/min 1, — lo.ay#19;.4;) 15 die < — Ve|loge| (01p=1 + t1px1)
(5.8) sin (wg — wg, wq, — wy,) B> (@a0) Le
« (1 + 9V]l(q,qj) encounter at Ty + tV]]-q q; q;ﬁq]' ) 7
|ug + uq; — (wg, + wg)| lwg — wg, |

denoting by u the pre-collisional velocities.

(iii) Let q,,q;,q; be particles with velocities wq, wq, wq,,wq, such that (q), (q;) and (q,q;) belong
to different connected components of the dynamical graph. Let € be the first parent of q,q,q;,q;
deflecting only one particle of the group.

Vel loge| . C
5.9 1ge dzy < — Vel 0L,y +t1 .
(59) / g + 1w, — (wg, +wg)] P> i e ellogel(SLe-s + tlesa)

(iv) For q # q, ¢ € Z*\ {0}

/ M (wq)M(wqj)M(wq)M(wqj)(VS‘ loge| Ve|loge|

1 Cwe
W — W Wo + W — Wa — Wa. + sin(wg—wg,{)<e
q q q q; q q;

elig.a)#4.0)
sin (wq — Wg, Wq; —

(5.10)

+ min (1, ))dwqdwqj dwgdwg, < CVelloge|.
Wg



LONG TIME VALIDITY OF THE LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN EQUATION 31

Propositions and have been proved in [7]. We can then sum on the (&1, ,%,~_1) and

(T~,(q,q,¢))-
Z Z/dl‘l]lBT> (qqc)/dl‘g /dl‘nk_l]l ng—1

B> ,(q,4q,¢)
q q, C

We integrate the constraints iteratively using successively Propositions [5.3] and [5.4] one obtain

1"
/HRW 15505 (Rj) 5 >M®n dXoprdVin

<

n'’ -1 "1 r_
. 5max(n n’,1) 0(71 np—1)+ tnE
<C) (”//)% 2 — (Vt)2 | loge|

Lhe max(n” —n/, D! (n’ —np — 1) 4! ng!

<c <C> I e B
He

using that V := |loge]|.
We obtain the expected result by summing on the

((sir50)i: (7);) € (17 [0,7 = 1],
and dividing by n’!. O

Proof of (5.3 . We use first the bound of the previous paragraph
(@ B )0 W (Zr b 20 —im)

1712
S (TL”!)2 Z Z ]lR((s“gi)“(Rj)j)(Z ”)]lR((S 5 )“(H ) )(Zn"—m+172n”—m)'
((s3,5:)i5(55)5) ((55:57)45(K5)5)

ki <y—1 n}g'yfl

which is invariant under translation. We can fix ;1 = 0 and integrate with respect the over variable.

F1GURE 8. Example of construction of the clustering trees

Fix ((si, 8i)i, (k;);) and ((s{,57)i, (5});). There are two pseudotrajectories. We construct as
in the proof of (5.2) the clustering tree 7, and the recollisions parameter (g,q,c) for the first
recollision. We construct now the clustering graph T~ of Z'(7) by induction. Let (v;,7;);<s be the
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edges of the collision graph of Z'(7), with temporal order. We begin by Ty = ). A the i-th step, we
add (v4, ;) to T;—1 only if it does not create a cycle in the graph T, UT;_1 U{(v;,7;)}. At the end
we have constructed the graph Ty := Ty and T, UT}” is a simply connected graph which links all
the particles. Note that 7;” has n” —m edges.

We denote Ta> = (I/i, Di)ie[l,n”—l] and Tb> = (Vi7 ﬂi)ie[n”ﬂn”—m—l] (Wlth v; < 171') and we make
the change of variables

Vi € [1, on” —m — 1], T; = Ty, — Ty, nggn//,m — (i‘h s ,fzn//,mfl).
We begin by fix (&1, ,Z,~_1) and we construct construct a sequence of conditioning sets ;>
b
as in the proof of £.2] Then we can reproduce the same strategy and

E djfn” et di‘?n”fmfl
!t B2n”—m71
Ty T >

b
77

C/ 2’[’LH —m neom n'’ —m
< (C =Y (Va4 20— m)
€

tn”—?n

(n —m)!’

In a second time we construct as in the proof of ((5.2]) we construct a sequence of clustering sets

Béﬂi(m@ﬂ) (for i <n” —1) of relative position #;. Reproducing the same estimations,

/ ]lR((Si,’:)iy(Kj)j)(Zn“)]lR((s/ 5;)17(*@;‘)1')(Zn"—m+172n”—m)M®(n 7m)dX272"”—de2n”—m

< 3 [,
)

> .17 ~ o
( (a ” Cb) X dxl . dxn,,_l
q,9, 1
B! . B

di’n” o dfi2n”—m—1
n!’ B2n”—m—1
T>,(q,d,¢) T>,(q,d,¢) > >

b b
C 2n' —m—1 o o gmax(n''—n’,1) g’ —ni—1)4 {retm
(,us> (20" —m) max(n” —n/, ) (n/ —ng — 1)4! ng!l(n” —m)!

<

x (V)28 ¢ log ¢
C, 2n' —m—1
< C' () (Zn/l . m)2n”7m71520(71"7nk72)+tnk+m+2d+4€oz'
e

Where we use that for (dy,--- ,di) € N,

1 fdittde
<
dyl-eodi! 7 (dy+ -+ dy)!

and the Stirling formula. Summing on the (4+)2("" =) possible ((s;, 5:)i, (x;);) and ((s}, 5})i, (%))

and then dividing by (n")!?, we obtain the expecting result. |
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6. ESTIMATION OF PATHOLOGICAL RECOLLISIONS

In the present section is to treat GX°“2(t) defined by

3 3 STE w2 ST K] (Zy, (e + 0) Xi(Zar(ts)) Cl9)Lr

1<k<K—-1 ni<-<np \n'>ny (i1, yips)
1<K'<K’ nj—nj_1<27

D R U W S [@SL’;’/ [h]} (Zi,., (ts)) X, (Z(ts)) 2 (9) .

n''>n'>ny (i1, siprr)
We will ge the following bound:

Proposition 6.1. For e > 0 small enough, we have
(6.1) Gre2m)| < Clnllgl (K25 (ct ™) eor2.
6.1. Finite parameter expansion. In the sums

K

> O[] (Za,, (b +6)) Xu(Zur(ts)
(1'1’... 71'”,)

and

Z q)n R |:(I)?L ]:L,/ [h]i| (ZL,,H (tg)) Xin/ (ZN(tS))v
(i1, siprr)
the indicator function X; ,(Zxr) depends on all the particles of the system. In addition in the
first sum we evaluate a function at time t, and an other at time ¢, + §. In order to apply usual L?
estimates we have to decompose the terms as sum of functions evaluated on finitely many parameter

6.1.1. Decomposition of X(;, ... ; ,y(Zx). We begin by expand X;, ... ; ,)(Zxr) as a sum of function
of finite number of particles and to compute a sum. We can decompose it formally:

X(ll, - n.)(ZN) =1- H (1 - X(Zw))
wCq{l,- N}
Wit e sin } 0

sSSP SIETED SRS DI | (R C)

P21 (Gpg1, ip) P20 weQf

(6.2)

Lol fnttp] 77

where we define for w; and ws two subset of N with empty intersection

p
Qb wy =4 (1, wp) i CwiUws, wiNwy # 05 wp C ij;Vi#J} w; # @;
j=1
Defining
p
(6.3) :{n,p(zip) : l Z Z H [_X<Z1Wj)} ’
p=>0 wEQ j=1

we have for any bounded and measurable function hn

S ha(Zs ()X (Zn) = D ha(Zi (11)) X0 p(Zs, (72)).

(i1, yin) p2n (i1, yip)
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For any family (wq, - ,wp) € Qﬁ n],[n41,7] has all its terms disjoint. Thus p is smaller than
the |{ew, @ C {1,---,p}}| = 27 and |X,,,| is bounded by 22". This equality holds on {N < N} for
every N € N and he number of particles is bounded on Y.. So the decomposition is valid on T..

We use this decomposition:

Ee 2 @ |2 ] (i, (1) X, (Za(t) )Ly
(6.4) (sdar)

= Z EE /1‘5_1/2 Z (I)n '4—n'" |:(P?L’:ll [h]:| (Zin// (ts)) xn’,p(zg'[lﬁn/] Uln!! +1, p]( ))CO( )

pn" (i1, sip)

and

E. N;I/Z Z (I)SL I:L/ [h} (Zinl (ts + 5)) Xinl (ZN(ts)) g(g)]l”fs

(B2, yipr)

=D B P Y @] (Za, (b +0)) X (Zalt)) C29) .

p>0 (612 it 4 p)

6.1.2. Dynamical cluster development. In the second member of G=*“? we look at function at time
ts and t; — 0. To come back to one single evaluation time we have to do some pseudotrajectory
development. But tree pseudotrajectories are not adapted since we are precisely where a lot of local
recollision happened. So we use an other kind of pseudotrajectory development: dynamical cluster
development (see [23] for more details).

We denote Z (1) = (X*(7),V*(7)) the trajectory of the particles A in hard sphere dynamics
-isolated of the other particles- with initial data Zy. For any subset A’ C A, Z3,(7) is the trajectory
of particles A\ in Z*(7).

We say that Z*(7) forms a cluster if the collision graph on time interval [0,6] is connected
and ¢|y|(Zx) the indicator function that the trajectory Z* (1) form a cluster. In the same way,
for X C A, Z*(7) form a XN-cluster if in the collision of Z*(7), all the particles are in the same
connected components than one of the particles of A’'. The function go"\;l(Z %) is equal to 1 if Z*(7)
is a X-cluster, 0 else.

We say that trajectories Z*(7) and Z*' (1) (with ANN = @) have an overlap if there exits a couple
of particle (i,i') € A x A’ and some time 7 € [0,4], [x} (1) — x} '(7)] < e. Then we denote A ~ X'

For (Zyx,, -+ ,Zy) € Hi:l D! initial data, we look at the indicator function that for any i # j,
Z*i(7) and Z% () has no overlap. As in section [3[ we can expand the function:

H (1- L, Z Z H _]lxii,\j H (1- lxiﬁxj)‘
1<i<j<l wC[l 1] CeC(w) (4,§)EE(C) (i,5) € (w°)?
(6.6) 1€ 7
=10 (22120 0y DA )
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We have defined (¢;); the cumulants of the overlap indicator. We make a partition of D, depending
on particles interacting on the the time interval [0, d]: fixing N' € N and 3,,,,

) 1
Z; ( Z Yo (@i, )N (Za) [Tena (@) I (1-1,¢,)

i,,CA1 i=2 1<i<j<1
(A2, /\1)673;§1

1

N
= Z Z hm(Z m((;))gO)\l Z>\1 H(pp\ | Z)\ Z ’(/J|w‘ Z)\ H (1 — ]lxig)\j).

1=1 i, CAi i=2 wC[1,]] (1,4)€(w®)?
(Mg, ,,\l)epigl lew i#]
where we have denoted P/, the set of the unordered partitions (p1,--- , p,) of the set w.

We make the change of variable

(L (Ady- - M), w) (p,ll, CYRTIS RS (Xl,--- ,Xlz))

where

pi= U Ais Iz i=w], I :==1—|w|, (A1,-+, A1) = (Aj)jewe and (5\1,~-- ,5\12) = (N\j)jew

€W

The set p is the set of particle which interact (in the dynamic or via an overlap) in 4,,. Thus

le|
A Lm <
HORCIES 5D S SR CHO) A CH) | SRR CY
1, Cpli=1 i, CACp
Rz All)EPll ! "
P

DD H‘PM (z5) I (=15 .5)-

1 - c\2

L=1 (X, Ay )epiz =1 6 DEWT)

The second line is the sum on all possible partition (A1, - -+, Ay,) of p¢ of the indicator function that

they are effectively the dynamical cluster of the initial data. Hence it is equal to one. Thus defining
the n-th dynamical cumulant as

fm(—n[hm](zn . ' Z Z Z ))qpl(zkl P 7Z)\1)

" 1=1 A Cl1,n] (A2, A
(67) [117%][C)\]1 ( é,Pl 11)
1

<p|[; 7|”] ZAI) 1_[2 PIxq| (ZM)7

we obtain the dynamical cluster expansion:

Theorem 6.2. For almost all Zx € D. we have

(6~8) hm ((Zim (5)) = Z Z fm%n[hm] (Zin (O)) :

N2M (i1, 5in)
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Applying it to (6.4)):

E (22 " 005 (n](Zy,, (8 +6)) X, (Zuc(t ))CS(gﬁln]

(i e 7in,)
(6.9) '

STOE u22 YD et O8] (2 (1) X (2, (1)) Clo) 1,

I=zp=n’ (21, 511)

nn/,] is the dynamical cumulant of Z, — <I>n n/(Z[l w)-
Finally we symmetrize these two functions:

where f [<I>O’}C

1 k'
(6.10) w20 1= 33 D ot [0 ] (Zo.) X p(Zo(r1 1)
T oeG;
’ ,k:/
(6.11) Pyt rp (D) Z O (O] (Zott,0m)) o Zo i +1.00)
UEC

We have rewrite GX°¢2(t) as function evaluated on finitely many variable:

I S Z(ZE SN @ (2 (4)) Qo)1 ]

1<k<K-1 ni<-<ng n/>0 \1>0 (1, 4%1)
1<k'<K’ nj—n;j_1<27 p=>0
(6.12)
_1 2 0
- Z ]EE / Z (I)nn n'’ p (S)) a(g)]lTs‘|>
n'’ >0 (11, 4ip)
p=>0

6.2. Geometrlcal estlmatlon of local recollisions. The aim of this part is to prove the following
bound on ®F and ®F

n,n’',n'",p nnpl

Proposition 6.3. Fizny <---<ng <n' <n” <p, and form € {1,---p} we have

h
(6.13) / SUP"I)nn o p( yZp)‘M®de27pde < ” || Cp52 ae(P nE— 2)+tnk 1
r1= OyEA //[/6
/ SEIX|(I)nn n''\p ( Z, )(I)nn n”p(TyZp+1*m72p*m)|M®(2p_m)dX2,2p*dejﬂ*
(6.14) ny ,
||h|| Cp625a9(p—nk—2)+tnk—1+p—m
p u2p m—1 :
In the same way if we fixng < --- <mnp <n' <n” <p <1 and forme {1, -1} we
h
(6.15) / sup [@F, (1, 20)|M®'dX,_1dV; < %cla%aoﬂwﬂﬂtnrl,
r1=0 yEA He

/ =0 SIGIR |(I)n n’,p, l( Zp)q)g:n’,p,l(TyZH-l—m,Ql—m) |M®(2[7m)dX2,21—de2l—m
z1=0Yy

(6.16) !
[[2]J*

— 2l-m—1
"™ pug

Cl52€a0(l—nk—2)+tnk—1+l—m'
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Then using the quasi-orthongonality estimates we obtain:

1/22<I>mnp , (t5)) 2 (9) Ly D

(6.17) +(prPeogmzr =i )

< Inllighe? (s2egtrmgrted

< 82 |nl| [|gl|CP (Be)Fmr D2

and in the same way

_I/QZ(bnn ,p,l )) CO( ) ])

Because 6 tends to 0 as € goes to zero, for € small enough, the two previous series are sommable
with respect to respectively (I,n”,n’) and (I,p,n’). We recall that K/ = 6/§ and we sum on k, n
and r to obtain that there exists a positive constant C' depending only on the dimension and v such
that

(6.18) < 62 |n|[lg|C" (b)) 2,

rec a 0 K n a K 2 k+1
)] < coPinllglY. Y (o< ce 2 nglgl Y2 (C0?
(6.19) k=1 n?l—ij,%g;] k=1

2 K+1 a
< Clinlllgl (K2 (Cty* ™) e/
which conclude the proof of (6.1]).

We have almost to prove four times the same inequality. However there are some little difference
and we will do in detail only the first one and then explain how to adapt it.

Proof of (6.13). We recall that

’ 0.k’
Pyt p (L Z LA [‘I’n w [h]} (Zo.m) X p(Zo (101007 41,9)))-
' oeG,
In®), . [fbgn/ [h}} (Zn) Xt p(Z11 m Ui +1,p)) We see three sets of indices:

e [1,7n'] the set of particles in "final" tree pseudotrajectories development,
e [n' 4+ 1,n"”] the particles added in the local tree development,
e [n” + 1,p| the particles which make local recollision.

Any permutation o which sends [1,n], [’ + 1,n”] and [n” + 1,p] onto themselves stabilizes
(I)n o [(I)}:Lln/ [h]:| (Zn”)xn’,p(Z[l,n/]u[n”+l,p]) and

- n't(n" —n ) (p—n")!
(I)&"’JL”,I)(ZP) = ! Z (bzb%—n” {q)n n’ } (Zwl ) Zws) xn’7p(Zw1v ZUJ2)'
’ QEPS
|ws|=n'
|wa[=p—n"

Let develop @7, o [@gn, [h]} and X,/ ;. For ((s;, 5;), (ki)) a set of recollision parameters, we denote

R((s:,5:),(r;)) C D? the set of initial data such that there is

e 1/ particles at time 4,
e 1y, particles at time (k' 4+ 1) and
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e n; particles at time (k' + 1)0 + (k — j)#.

Then
1
P p(Zp) = o Z Z Z Z _1R<<si,si>,(~j>>(ZMUW-?)

" ((84,81),(k5)) wilwallwz=[p] P>1weQB, .,
(6.20) ’ o |=n’ e " o

zH =)
=1

n
= B (Zy g (t —

u:j

where
ZwlLJwg (t - ts) = Z(t — ts, ((Sw gi)v (Kj))a ZUJlUUJS)
and we have the estimation

% _ lInd
‘CI)n n’,n'",p (Zp) - F Z Z Z Z ]lR((si,Ei),(Hj))(ZWIUUJS)
(6.21) ((Sivgi)v(ﬁj))W1U|w2||—|w3/:[17] P2lweQl w, p
wi|=n
Jwal=p—n" < [[x(Z=)
Note that the right hand side is invariant under translation. Thus one can fix z; = 0 and

integrate with respect the other variables.

The set of parameters QP is huge and we need the global conditioning to control the number
of acceptable w.

For parameters Z; we introduce p := (p1,--- , pr) the dV-distance partition: consider the graph
G with vertices [1,p] with (¢,7) € E(G) if and only if |x; — z;| < 20V. The p; are the connected
components of G. We define DL D? the set such that p is the distance partition, the (Dg)p form

wi,w2

a partition of DE.

Inside each cluster p;, particles can only interact with the other particle as long the kinetic energy
[V, (7)]|? is bounded by V2. Hence the system p’ is isolated on [0,d] and for any @ C wy Uws, if
particles in Z,, can have a pseudotrajectory with connected collision graph (and a local recollision),
then there some p; containing w.

We can do now the following parametrisation: for any p;, we consider

o W' = (wi,wh,ws) the partition of p; defined by wj := w; N p;,

e w' = {w; such that w; C p;},

o p; = (w', "), and P(p;) the set of possible p;.
Because p; is of size at most v, there exists a constant C., depending only on + such that [B(p;)| <
Cy. Any particles in wy or ws has to be close to a particle in w; because they are in some pseudo-
trajectories on [0, d] implying a particle in w;. So for any p;, w! is not empty. Finally note that if
we fix p, the map (w,w) — (p;); is onto.

We have now the following bound

r

|(I)nn n'’\p = ”hH Z Z Z ]]'R?(; 5 (mi )(Z;D) HAPI(Zpl)

r=1 pePs ((si,5:),(k;)) =1
PElIB(pi)

where the function

Api(Z 1) ]]'sz form a H X(ij.)

distance cluster

Jj=1
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control the local cluster and
P
R%(;,g,-),(m) = {Zp € DE, Zuuw, € R((si,gi),(,{i)}.

We use the same method than in [6] to control the first condition.
[0,t—ts]

For pseudotrajectories Z,, uw,(7), we consider its collision graph G, /(... Then we construct
the graph G by identifying in g}f)lﬁ;?] the particles in a same cluster p;. Finally we construct
the clustering trees T~ := (14, V;)1<i<r—1 Where the i-th clustering collision in G happens between

cluster p,, and py,.

FIGURE 9. Example of construction of the clustering set.

We need to count the number of clustering collision of T~ happening between time ¢ and time
0. If r > ny, all the r — 1 collisions in T~ cannot correspond to the nj; — 1 annihilations of the time
interval [(kK" 4 1)d,¢ — t5]. Thus at least (r — ny)4 collision happen in [, (k' 4+ 1)d] C [0, 26].

We construct now an other representation of collision graph. Let Lo be equal to {{1},---,{r}}
and we construct the L; and (v(;),7(;)) sequentially. Suppose that L; 1 = (c1,---,¢), the (¢j)
forming a partition of [1,7]. The i-th collision happens between cluster v; € ¢, and 7; € ¢,. Then
we do the following construction:

o [, := (Li_l \ {cq, cb}) U{ca Ucp},
o {V(4), Yy} = {ca, cp} With max vy < max 7).
The (v(;), 7(;y) define a partition of 7.~ (the set of ordered trees on [1,r]).

We do then the following change of variable:

Vi € {1, e, — 1}7 i‘z = xminy(i) - mminﬁ(i)y Xz = (xj - xminpi)jEp“

Xog s (&1 dp1, X1, Xp).
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Pg
%
¢

FIGURE 10. An example of construction of the representation (v(;,7(;)); from a
clustering graph.

We begin by integrating the condition R((, s,),(x;)) With respect to (&1,---,Zr_1) with the
relative positions inside a cluster X; kept constant. The (Ap,): will be will be integrating with
respect to (X;); later.

Fix ;41 the time of the (i 4 1)-th clustering collision and the relative positions &;_1,--- ,&1. We

define the i-th clustering set
Bi:= |J BM

qujEV(i) Pj
quJED(i) P

with
Bg’q = {.’fﬁl

dt; € [O,ti+1 AN Ti], |X,j(tl‘) — X,j(ti)| = E}

and T; := 26 for the the (r — ng)4 first collisions, ¢ else.
Up to time ¢; the curve x, and x; are independant. Hence we can do the change of variable
Z; = (t;,m;) with ¢; the minimal collision time and

_ Xq(ti) —xq(ti)
Ixq(ti) — xq(t:)|

The Jacobian of this diffeomorphism is u-1|(v4(t;) — vg(t:)) - mildt;dn;. We integrate and we apply
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality , using that kinetic energy associated with cluster p,,,, is non-increasing
(we can only remove particles) up to time ¢;.

Note that

i

> alt) =vata)l < [Vpu, Ell 1wy |15 | + 1V, () oo |25,
9€V ) 2
qEv () < (|py(i) + ||Vp ) (‘pﬂ(i)

+ [V, I2)

) (Iew.

V()

IN

+1Vo.,

> (Iow

Vi €V(4)
Vi€l(3)

+ V5, I2).



LONG TIME VALIDITY OF THE LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN EQUATION 41

This gives the following bound on | B;]
C tip1 ATy
|Bi| < — dt; Y [va(ti) = va(t:)|

He Jo a,q
C tip 1 AT
<SS (1ol WV ) (lod o+ WV I2) [
€ vicvg 0
D1€l/(1)

Permuting the product and the sum,

r—1
S TT (1w |+ 1%, 1) ( ?)
(V(iy,P(s)) =1 r—1
= > I X (eul+1v,,

(V) 7)) 1=1 Vi€V ()
Vi€l

> l:[ (Ipv, ] + 1V, 17) (o] + 11V, 117).-

(vi, ;) =1

Pf/(i)

2)(low] + 1V, I

Using that
b)!
Va,b € N, M < 20tb,
alb!

we have
. tnk/\r—le(r—nk)Jr

td toNTy p tnk/\r—l e(r_nk)Jr
tri t < <9 v
/0 1 /0 P e Ar =D (=) )! T (r—1)!

We can sum now on every clustering collision:

/11 op diy- B <Y /di’l]lBl/dﬁc’g---/dir_lllgpl

IN

[V, 7).

+ Vo,

C r—1 t to AT r—1
() Je [ 2 T
|17i
He I'—l (vi,;) =1 >(p

$3583)5(k4)
(st (v Pey)
v I2) (10500 + 1V, 12)
He ~
(V<'>7V<'>) =1

20\ "~ 1 gniAr—1g(r—ny)

<(2) I S T

Then denoting d;(G) the degree of vertices in a graph, 7, the set of minimally (not ordinated)

connected graph on [1,r],
. A 20 t"k/\l‘ Lg(r— ng)+ (T>)
[t dxl-.-m,lg() e H(\pz|+||v, )™
(G550 () e r e
20)‘"_1 d;(T)
<(5) ey T (1 + 1%,.17)
He TeT: i=1

For A, B > 0, z € R, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(A+a?)7e T < (12)7 et
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We use this inequality to bound

1 2
1 e Z”Vp” dz ...jjr_
/ Riare0,0a) ! !
e ul di(T
(6.22) : (C) pmrr=1gms ST (Jood + IV 12) e d St 106l
’ e

TeT: i=1
tnk/\r 191‘ ng)

<o S [

TeT: i=1
We use now that for fixed (dy,--- ,dy) such that >, d; =2(n — 1),
—9)!
(6.23) HT € T|Vi<r, dy(T)=T}| = r—2)

(dy — )0 (dy — 1)

(see section 2 of [6]), which leads to can use now the following usual estimates:

S [Ja@ ™ =@-20 3 H i il

TeTy i=1 dy, ,dy
r—1>d;>1
S, di=2(e-1)
(6.24) <@-2cr Y1
dl,"'ydr—l
r—1>d; >1
r—1<3%7, d;<2r-3
(2r=3)7t
< C'(r — — < — 1)L
e - < i)

We can integrate now the condition Ay, (Z,,). The particles in Z,, have to form a distance
cluster. Thus every particles in a ball of radlus |ps|6V in AlPil=1 and because clusters are of size at
most v,

_1 2 ~ |
/AI =1 x (R)! Api(Zpi)ie 4HVP? ; dX;dv,, < Cﬂ/l@'“'“ (5dVdﬂe)‘pll 1'
Pi X Pi

(zﬂ)d\m\ﬂ

In addition, for at least one p;, the set family =’ is not empty. So we can apply estimate (2.6]) and
combining the two estimations

JETINC) | R Ay
$nEAT— 19(r—nk e —11v,, 12
< (I’ - 1) O Nr AP P» (2m) dlpb\/2 dX dV
€
npAr—1g(r—ng) 4 dyyd (21:1 |Pi|_1)_2 2
< (- pyor (5Vua> <6> o
He He He

Every particles annihilated in the time interval [0, §] have a clustering collision in this interval
and thus is in a distance interval. Thus Y ;_,(|p;| — 1) is bigger than p — n’. In addition we have
choose 6 bigger than §9V9y_ (which is a power of £) and

C;U
1 Ay (Z,)MEPAXs ,dV, < (v — 1)l —— " 1g—me =2+ 5220,
/ Rlese00, o ) H w P ( ! ul”
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We sum now on the parameters ((s;, 5;), (£;)) and (p;). Because size of §V-distance clusters are
bounded by 7, the |B(p;)| are smaller than some C, > 0 depending only on 7. The conditioning
bound also the number of collision parameters ((s;,5:), (+;)) by (47)"". Thus

hl(CcC, 4
/]@g,n,m,,,p(zp)\M®de27pdvp < Il - IAICC A" s gpns—22+ 52 az > (r=1)
r=1pePy

1 <& 1 p (=1 & 1 ,
gz (T—U-:gz +z+:k_pku...kr1 | <> Z, |...kr!§e
i>1

r=1pePy r=1k, E r=1ki+-thpe=p ol
P o
hence
[ e e —
/|q)£7n/7n”’p(zp)|M®de2,pdV;) < Iup<1 ) " 19(17 ng 2)+52€a
i
Which ends the proof of the first inequality.
|
Proof of (6.14). We begin applying (6.21)) to bound |®7, ./ . .(Zp) P}, 1 i (Zim,s Zp+1,2p_m)’:
k/
‘(I)n n’,n’ p(Zp)q)g,n’,n”,p(ZP+1—m72P—m)|
1h]?
< (p!)2 Z Z Z Z 173((5@50,(&7-))(ZwlUws)
6.25 ((54,54).(r5)) w1 Lwz Lws =(p] p.p'21 weQf .,
(6.25) ((5450),(k5)) @} Ly ol =[p+1—m, 2p—m] ocor
|w:|=|w} |=n’ =T e
|wa|=|w; |=p—n"’ o) p’
XIR (s a1y, (Zuuey) H X(Zz;) H X(Zesy)-
i=1 i=1
Note that the right hand side is invariant under translation. Thus one can fix z; = 0 and
integrate with respect the other variables.
For a position Z3,_,,, we consider p := (p1,---, pr) the §V-cluster. We can then construct the

parameters p; := (w',w'l, @', @'):

R

o w' = (wi,wh,w}) is a partition of p; N [1,p] defined by w’ := w; N pi,

° g’f = (wi,w),ws) is a partition of p; N [p+ 1 —m,2p + m] defined by w’ := w; N p;,
e w' := {w; such that w; C p;} and

e w'" = {w] such that @} C p;}.

We denote now B(p;) the new set of possible parameter p; (this will not create a conflict with the
previous section). Because each cluster p; is of size at most 7, |B(p;)| is bounded by some constant
C, depending only on . We define

=’ &
Apl (Zpi) = ]]‘Zﬁi form a distance cluster H X( H X ;z and
Jj=1

PP
((s1,5i),(ri

(510

{Z2p m € DE» ZwlLJng S R ((8i,84), (m)va/Uw3 € R((s’ 50), (n’)}
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and we have has in the previous case

’ !’
|(I)i,n’,n”,p(Zp)(bz,n/,n”,p(zmv Zp+172p—m) |

2p—m r
1712
< (p!)2 Z Z Z lpee (Z2p7m)HApi(Zpi)'
P73 pepy (osntng (i b i=1

(Gl (0500

pEITB(p:)

Note for at least one i, @’ is not empty. We construct now a clustering tree in order to estimates
PP
((s6,84), (ki)
((s7,89),(x7)
[Oat_ts]

Consider the collision graph associated with the first pseudotrajectory G,  and the graph
associated with second one gf?ifjé] Merge them and identify vertices in a same cluster p;. Finally

we keep only the first clustering collisions, and we obtain the orientated tree T := (v4, ;) 1<i<r—1-
Note that these clustering collisions can happen in the first or in the second pseudotrajectory.

As in the proof of we have to bound the number of grazing collisions of T~ in the time
interval [0, 27]. There are atmost (ny — 1+ p —m) collision in [(k + 1)d,t —ts] (ny — 1 for the first
pseudotrajctory and we have to connect p — m particles in the second). Thus there are at least
(r — (ng — 14 p —m))4 clustering collisions in [4, (k' + 1)d] C [0, 27].

We explain quickly how to estimate the i-th collision. As we in the previous paragraph we
construct the modified tree parameters (v(;),7;)) and the change of variable

Vi € {17 L, T — 1}7 T = Tminvy = Tmin vy, X = (xj - xminpi)ijia

X2,l — (ijl ajr—lale"' 7XT)7

and we integrate the clustering on the (&;).
Collision can occur one of the two pseudotrajectories. The clustering set B; is defined as follows:

fix t;41 the time of the (i + 1)-th clustering collision and the relative positions &;_1,--+,&;. We
define the i-th clustering set
Bo= |J (BYUBST)
q€U_7‘eu(i) 2]
ﬁGUjeg(i) P3
with
B;],t? = {L%Z E'tl S [0,ti+1 /\/Ti], |Xq(ti) — Xq(ti)| = E},

where x;(7) is the pseudotrajectory with respect to parameters ((s;, 5;)i, (k;);) and T; := 26 for the

the (r — ng)4 first collisions, ¢ else, and B;q’q/ is defined in the same way for the other pseudotra-
jectory. We can apply the estimation of the previous paragraph:

20 tip1 AT
/]lBidii'i < — Z (|pl/i + ||Vﬁl||2)/ dt;.
0

® vicy)
Di€D(5)

+ V5., 112) (1o
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We finally come back to the situation of the estimation of and we can apply the same
strategy:

/|(I)nn n'’ p )(b{rclln ,n’’ p(ZP+1—m72P—m)‘M®(2p_m)dX2,2P—md‘/2p—m

_ (2p—m)!n]?
=
]2

prpt !

Cp(SQEaT(p_nk_2)+tnk_1+p_m

< Cp(SQEaT(p—nk—2)+tnk—1+p—m

which concludes the proof.

Proof of (6.15)). In f, [(D?l ]:L [hH (Z[Ll]) X, p(Z1 p)) we have three set of indices:

e [1,n] the set of particles created in the final pseudotrajectory,
e [n’ + 1,p] the particles added in the treatment of local recollision and
e [p+ 1,1 particles added in the dynamical cluster development.

Any permutation o which sends [1,7/], [n’ + 1,p] and [p + 1,1] onto themselves stabilizes

foct [O0% (0] (Z1.1) X (211 11)

and

n'l(p—n' ) (I —p)! %
o (Z) = ( l') ((—p) ST Gt [P0 1] (Zusiwss Zi) Xt p(Zis Zio)
: UJ1\JQ}2L’UJ3:[”
|wi |=n'
|w2|=l—p
We develop e [‘I)%I;/' [h]]: for w = (w1, ws,w3), A two partitions of [1,1] with w; Uwy C A\

and (s;,8;)1<i<n'—1, we define RLE)SAE) C Dé the set of initial data such that particles in A; form

a (w1 Uws)-cluster (see the previous part for the definition of cluster pseudotrajectories), and the

tree pseudotrajectory Z: (7, (s, 5;), Z3 (8)) with S, k; particles at time 7 := (K + 1) + (k — §)7.
Then we can write:

(I)n n’,p, l(Zl)
l P
1 - A
S5 BP0 oD SIED DD DD SRR TCHIPRS EACN) ) S
wilwelws=[] I=1 A Cl]  (Azyr oA (s6,5)  p>1 o =1
|wi|=n w1 Uwa CAp e’p;l @WEQY wy
w2 |=p—n’ !

n 1
X H 5 H in (Z0) 0 (Zays -5 Zy)-
=1 =2

We recall the Penrose’s tree inequality (see for example the second section of [6] for a proof)

‘wl(zkl""’zh ‘ Z H _]lx,-hj < Z H ]IAiﬁAj'

ceC(w) (1,7)€EE(C) T€eT (¢,j)€E(T)
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Hence we obtain the following bound on K invariant under translation:

n,n’,p,l’
h l
’(I)”" Pl‘ Zl)g”liln Z Z Z Z ZILRT* )HX @) H@|A| Zx:)
(6.26) T weP? 1=1 xep! (si5) P21 =1

|wy|=n' w1Uwa CAy « Z H 1
lwa|=p PSSV

TeT (i,5)€E(T)

We will use again the distance cluster to control relation between particles in the time interval
[0,6]. Let p := (p1,---,pr) the distance partition of Z;. For each p;, we construct the collision
parameter p := (w’, A", @) with:
o W= (wi,wh,w}) is a partition of p; N [1,p] defined by w’ := w; N p;,
e M= {\:= X\ Np U\ for j >2with \; C p;} a partition of p’ and
e @' := {w; such that w; C p;},

and we denote P(p;) the set of possible p;.

The global conditioning bound velocities so particles which make a collisionnal cluster have to
be in a same distance cluster. Thus for each w; and A, k > 2 there exists a p; containing Aj or
;. In addition for i # ¢/, particles in A} do not interact with particles of )\i'. The overlap are also
contained in the distance cluster: if two dynamical clusters \; and \j; with j,j > 2, there exists
a p; containing the both, and if A\; C p; has an overlap with A, then A\; has an overlap with Aj.

This last property allows us to rewrite the overlap cumulant: on Dg,

r 1
< Z H lAiix\j < H Z H ]lx;,ﬁA;ﬁ, < H ‘T(Pz)
i1

’¢1(Z>\1,"' Zx,)
TET (i,j)€E(T) ' i=1T;€T(,,) (4,5")€E(T:)

We have now the following bound

h l
‘(Dnn pl = TZ Z 73—— HApl Pz
r=1 pePf i=1

~ (54.54)
(81,5

pelIBon)
with
||
Ay, (Z,,) ‘7’ (pi)|12,, form adistance cluster H x(Z J ) and
j=1
REEi={ze Dt Zer2 L

Finally we have to construct a clustering tree : we consider the collision graph of the particles
w1 on the time interval [d,¢ — t5]. Then we identify vertices in a same cluster p; and we keep only
the first clustering collision. This constructs an ordered tree T~ € 7,”. As in the previous cases,
respecting the collision history T~ depends only on the relative position at time § which are the
same than at time 0 (cluster do not interact). We can apply the same method than in the estimation
and we obtain the expected bound. O

Proof of (6.16). We have to adapt the proof of (6.14) with the parametrisation of the previous
part. O
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7. TREATMENT OF THE PRINCIPAL PART

7.1. Duality formula. We recall that

Gy = S B |uZ? Y @ (Zi(0) L9 | = Y E [u?’“ %[h]f/}

ni<-Snk (i1, sing) ni1<--<Snk
lefnj71§2] ’I’Ljf’ﬂj71§2]

where ®) [h] is the development of h(z;(t)) along pseudotrajectories tree with ny particles at time
t — ni0 and no recollision.
We denotes

- Lt [
(7.1) 9n(Zp) == (ZQ(%)) 227/ e Vorr Xt 4X, 11y
k=1 € p>0 p:

Then using the equality ([3.7) and L' estimations on @g of 4} we have for h and g in L*>®

Génain(t) _ Z E. -1 Z(I)O ( i, O)) Zg(zij 0))| +0 <5 Z(Ct)n’“||h||g|>

ni<-<ng j=1 n

s J
nj—n;_1<2

. . e MriZni)dz,, 2 K41
= [ RN (Zo) 6 (Zi) o+ 0 (e (K2 o™ o))
n 7T 2

We want to compute the asymptotic of each terms in the sum.

e_H”K (ZnK )dZnK

ngcd

(2m) 8

/ W B0 ] (Z (0)) g5, (Zon)

’I’LKl nKl

Su L)z =1

where R(QS e C D% is the set of initial parameters such that for each k € [0, K|, the pseudotra-
jectory Zn, (7, (s;, 8;)) has ny particles at time t — k6 and no recollision.

We order now the annihilation. We fix an initial position Z,,. Given collision parameters
(84, 8:)i, we can construct a collision tree (a;,b;) where the i-th removed particle is b;, after a
collision with a;. We have a one to one correspondence between the admissible (a;,b;); and the
(s;):, thus we can change the collision parameters to (a;, b;,5;). The (b;)1<i<n, is the annihilation
order. Due to the symmetry of gnK, we can reorder particle such b; = ng — i + 1. Denoting a; :=

Onp—itl, Si ‘= Sp—it1 and R the set of initial parameters respecting collision parameters

(@:,8i)4
(az; 87,)2SZ§7LK7

/ PG (] (Zone) 65 (Zon ) B A
nk

= N?K_l Z 5 M(Zyic (8))) 95 (Zn g YME™ S dZy,,

n
(@i,8:); 1=2 (@;,54);

Note that the admissible (a;)2<i<n, verifies a; € [1,7 — 1].
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We define now the backward speudocharacteristic

v (T3 (@3, 30) 3, 21, (Liy Viy M )2<i<ng )
with a final point z; and parameters (7i,¥;,7i)2<i<n, € (RT x R x ST71)"x~1 with ¢ > ¢5 >
oo >ty > 0. We construct sequentially the speudotrajectory on each [t;11,t;]. We begin at time
t with particle 1 at z;. the coordinate of the pseudocharacteristic at time 7 € (¢;,t;—1). In the
interval (¢;11,t;), there is 4 — 1 particles & (7) = (2{(7), -+ ,2;_1(7)) which move along straight
line (backwardly). At time ¢;°, we add particle i at position (w5, (7) +eni, v3). If & =1 we apply
the scattering between particles a; and i, else the particles do not interact.

Note that the v (7) does not depends on e.

We denote G(ﬁa’o (21) and G° . | (1) the definition set of pseudocharecteristics: for z; € AxR?

ai,8i)i (@i,3:):

G2 (z):= {(ti,fvi,m)i ERxRIx ST =t >ty > o>, >0,

(@i,3:)q

Vi€ [ngoy +1,my) b € (E—j0,t — (5 — 1)O), (WS(tF) —57) - < o},

and G(Q&E 5 (21) the subset of G(ﬂa’?g_)_ (21) such that distances between particles are bigger than e

expect when a particle is created (the trajectories without overlap)
Then we can do the change of variable

2} xGE . (z1) — RE
(7.2) Zng]D){ 1} (@i,81)4 1) (@,34)4
(21, (ti,0i,mi)i) —> gfLK (r=0).

Because we have removed all the recollision, this map is a bijection. It is a local diffeomorphism
hence a diffeomorphism. It sends measure

nK
(7.3) M(v1)dz1dAG, o = M(vr)dz T (@sey &) =) - mi) , M (vi)dvidnidt
=2

onto u~1M®nxdz, . We will denote with a little abuse of notation:
DxGE L, = J{=n} xGE ;) (1)
z1 €D

Finally we can write the following duality formula

[ O] (2o 65, (Zog M (Vi o
(74) ng—1
= Z H 51/ h(Zl)gZK( ZK(0))]\4(1}1)ledA%i?751)I
D

i - xGe
(ai,8:); =1 (@5,8;);

Denoting

Ink (ZTLK) = Z g(zi)’
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we have formally
[ (0 6 (2 ) M (Vo )
TLK—l
S, 0 Qn n
— (Z:) ]:[1 5 /My;v. | B(21) G (€0, )M (Vi YdZ, ATy
In order to have an explicit rates of convergence we decompose the error in three parts:
/N?K_l ‘1)2921{ MEE (an>dZnK
(7.5) ’I’LKfl
= 3 L5 [ L e (€ O)M (o) dedA, L+ Ryt Ret o
(@,8:); =1 DXGEi«%)i
ng—1
Ri= 3 TL 8 o ) (00r (€, (0) = gug (€0, (0) M(vr)dzdA, .
(a;,8;); =1 DXGG%%M
TLKfl
Ry = — Z H 5 ey h(21)gn s (€5 (0)) (1 - ]lq;ﬁijgi)i(zl)) M(Ul)dzldA(ﬂdhgi)i
(@4,8;); =1 (@;.5;)
ng—1
Rs= > ][ & o h(2) (90, (85 (0)) = gnc (65, (0))) M (vr)dz1dA 5 -
(@;,3;); =1 DXC G, 50
They are estimated using the following usual estimations:
Lemma 7.1. Fiz 7 := (ny, - ,ng) and for any € > 0 sufficiently small, we have for p € [1,2] and
z1 €D
> / (ﬁ” S (tF) = o||” M(v;)dv;dn;d >€é|vl'2
’ Uai ti - ’L_)z' ’L_li 51' U ti 472
(76) (@i,8i) Gﬁ{?’gi)i(zl) =2 (27T) /

vy
4

< (C(K — 1)0)"s—1 (CO)"s—mre-te= o

Proof. We use the same proof than the Lemma 4.2 in [22].
For i € [2,nk] we forget parameters (4;)icj<n, and (t;,0;,1;)i<j<ng-

n2as~i—1 2 ~
[log ll +Zj:2 o4l B llog 112
3

i—1
D llvE () —wil|fem

a;=1

2 im1 - 12
oy 17+, 25 951l +H'Di”2
8

-171
<2 IS oD IP+ G- DllwlP | e Sk
j=1

p/2 .
llog 1245523 119,01 A
8

1—1
<2 Sl OI1P | G- PP G- Dl e e
j=1
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i—1 o p NPT 02 s
E o5, (57) —wi|"e i

;=1

izl v/ sy L Ul
< U ol + Y Mol ] G- - D | e g
j=2

<C {n’;(/z(i )2 (- 1)} < Cng.

Thus
K —gllval?
> / (H o, (¢7) — w|” M(v-)dv-dn-dt-) e
(@i,3:): Gﬂ?v%)i(zl) 1=2 . (271—)‘1/2
Ko nge_q—1 0 tng—1
g/ dt2-~/ dtnK,l/ dtnK,M.../ Qb
0 0 0 0
y / O - Hv1H2+E§;§ o112 ﬁ dvdn;
(Sd—lX]Rd)nK—l o (2’/T)d/2
_ _ ng-1—1 NK—NMK-—1 ~
< C(C(K —1)(nkg — 1)0) (Cong) < (Ctym=.
(TLK,1 —1)' (nK—nK,l)!
|
Lemma 7.2. Fiz n:= (ny, -+ ,ng) and for any € > 0 sufficiently small, we have
(7.7) > /D . (1 —lgae oy M()dadAg, o < (CH™ e,

(@i,8:)i (@;,57);

The estimations ([7.2)) is an estimation of the set of parameter leading to an overlap. It can be
in the same than the estimation of recollision of Section B
From Lemma we deduce

|R1| < C(Ct)"<e||g] |||
Lemma 7.3. Fizn:= (ny, -+ ,nk), € > 0 sufficiently small, and X,,,. € A" such that for i # j
|£Ci — iEj| > €.

Then

p o _
(7.8) - Ly / e VrrtrXne Xo)g X | < O e

Proof. Using the formula (3.9)), for any X,,,, € A" with |x; — x;| > ¢ for i # j,

exp (—VEKH)(XnK,Xp)) = Z e*VnK(an)*V\wq(KWc)w;K(XnKaiw)
wC|[1,p]

= Y e VheEadyne (X, X,).
wC[1,p]



LONG TIME VALIDITY OF THE LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN EQUATION 51

Then

Mg —Vn Xn 7X Y MIE) p! -V (K’ ) n % \
S f ettt = 3 5 L [ (e X, )0, 05,
p>0 p>0p1+p2=p

/“Lg NK v
= ZEZH/% (X X,)dX,

p=>0

=2z, (1 +y° %’f /w;K (XnK,Xp)d)_(p)

p>1

Using the estimation ((3.12]),

D _ p
) /;77 /wﬁK(XnK,lp)pr <> %(p —D!(Cee)nice™ <3 (C'e) e < 2enyce™

p>1 p>1 7 p>1
for € small enough. This conclude the proof. O
Using Lemmata [7.1] and [7.3] we obtain
|Rs| = C(Ct)"<e||g] ||l

Lemma 7.4. Fiz 7 := (ny, - ,nk), € > 0 and (21, (t;,05,1:);) € D X G(ﬂas 5y, we have
(7.9) 65,0 (0) — €8, (0)] < n/%

Proof. We recall first that the two trajectories £ (7) and §2K (1) have same velocities and at each
creation of a particle a there is a new shift of size . Thus for any i bigger than 1, ||z5(7) —z9(7)|| <
(i — 1)e and summing it,

165 (7) = &n (N* < mice?.

For if ¢ is uniformly Lipschitz, we can applied Lemmata [7.1] and [7-4]
[Ry| = C(Ct)" e[| Vgl| [[n]].
Finally we gets for h and ¢ Lipschitz

ng—1

/ngfl (I)ggf”( M®TLK dZnK = Z H 51 / h(zl)gnK (fgk (0))M(’Ul)d2'1dA%i“§l)l
(@;,3;); =1 DXG(EFL?%M
+o(=cor=ini(lgl + 1¥l) )
and summing it,
TLK71
Glenam(t) = Z Z H Si / o h(Zl )gnK (ng)M(Ul)dzldA%li’gi)i
(710) n1<-<Sng (@4,8:); =1 DXCG, 50,

+0 (252 (0> ) (gl + 19911 ) -
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7.2. Linearized Boltzmann equation. Let g(t) be the solution of the linearized Boltzmann
equation:
Og(t) +v- Vo f(t) = Lf(t) for (t,2,v) € [0,00) x D

g(t=0)=g on D,
and L is the linearized Boltzmann operator:

Lato) = [ (0 +9(6) = 9(0) = 90)) (0 =) - ) M ()i o

and (v',0") defined by the scattering (1.11]).
We can this equation in the Duhamel form: denoting S(7) the semigroup associated with v-V,,

g(t) = S(t)g + / S(t — ) Lf (m)dm.

We want to iterate this formula, whiles steel cutting trees with surexponential growth of number
of annihilation time (as in the hard sphere system): defining

T tma1 th_1
Qm,n(T)[g} = / dtm-‘rl / e / dtnS(t - tm+1)£S(tm+1 - tm+2) te CS(tn)97
0 0 0
for n:=(ny, - ,nk) with 1 <ng <--- < ng,

QE(T)Q = Ql,n1 (%)inynz(%) T an—lank(%)[gL

we have
K
(7.11) gh)= > QuOll+d. Y Qu(kT)[g(t — KO)].
. ni<-<ng k=1n1<-<ng_1 n;p>2k
ng 1<% nj—n;_1<2)

If g is continuous and bounded, we have the following characteristic formula for Q1 2(t)[g]
Q1,2(7)[g)(z,v) = /OT draS(1 — 1) L5 (72) 9] (2, v)
= [an [ (Sl = =)o) + Srlalla = (= m)o.55)
= S(m)lg)(z = (t = m)v,v) = S(m2)[g)(z = (¢ = 72)v, v)) ((v =) -n)  M(v.)dndvdr,

2 2
= / Qz(fg)d/\gl)l) - / gz(fg)dA&)fl)
G(2)’ ) G(2),0 s
(1) (1,-1)
where we denote as in the previous paragraph

n

gn(ea Zn) = Z g(t, Zi)-

i=1
We can iterate this construction:
ng—1
(712) Q) = 3 TL 5[, sl aag o).
(ai,8;); =1 (@38, F1

This formula gives to things: first term of ([7.11]) correspond to the main part of E, [C; (h)CEO(g)]
in (7.14). Second it give the following L? estimation:
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Proposition 7.5. There exists a constant C such that for any g € L*(M(v)dz), and n =
(nla e 7nk)7

g~ "k

(7'13) ||Qﬁ(k0)g||L2(M2(y)dz) < (C(k_ 1)9) é_ (09> & HQHLZ(M(v)dz)~

Proof. The proof is given in section 4.4 of [4]. We suppose that g is continuous in order to use the
pseudocharacteristic formula and we conclude by density.
Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

HQQ(WMH; M2 (v)dz)

Z nﬁl Inrc (& )dAﬁlg 2M2(Ul)d21
(5 )

(@;,8:); =1 (a 3i)q (#1)

_/< (1) Z /no dA ((11’1771)1> Z /G"O g”K(E?LK) dAl()_n~ 'M(vl)d'zl
(" "v

Gy 5, (21) (@4,8:)s © Z(a4.3;)4 (21)

where
dAl()}lﬂ. sy, = M(v1)dz H — %) 7_’i)+M(17i)d77id7]idti7
o 1+Hva(z )_'UiH
dAT" = M(v1)dz H Vi ( i) ), (1 + sy (57) — @iH) M (;)dv;dn;dt;.

From (7.2) we have the bound

(M(Zl) > / dAE’él,;)l) < (C(k—1)8)™ " (CO)™ ™.

(@i,5:) ) (1)

On the other hand, using the representation formula in the reverse sens,

bn
gnK( ) dA(a“ §)i

n,0
(@i,3:): G?divgi)i(zl)

<ng Yy / (%), (€, dAI();i%,&)i
(‘17, 7)7 (a 53 (zl)

kO t"’k*lfl 0 tnk—l
gnK/ dtg---/ dtnK/ dtnk_lﬂ---/ dtn, S(t —to)|LP] - - - |L°|S(t,)g?
0 0 0 0

with

L ! —/ — ((U — 77) )
L) = [ (o) + o)+ glo) +(0) [ M (e

and
(92)71K (ZTLK> = Z 92(%).

Lemma 7.6. The operator |L°| : L' (M (v)dz) — LY*(M(v)dz) is a bounded.
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Proof. For f € L*(M(v)dz), using that the change of variables (v,,n) + (v/,7',n) sending (v —
0)-n)ypdvdodn — (V' =) - n)_dv' dv’ dn,

/ LY F(2) M (v)dz = 4 / / F(2)M (o) M(8)dzdnds < 167 ]l (21010
D DxS2xR3

O
We use now that S(t) conserves the L'(M(v)dz) norm, and integrating the times variables.
Hence
[ [ ez, Mwd
D(&i,§i)i G(ﬂa’?ji)i(n)
(C(k = 1)g)me-1(CO)™ k-1
<
< o1 (e — 1) l9llz2(a1(v)dz)
This conclude the proof of the proposition. O

Because ||g(t)||2(a(2)d2) is decreasing, we have for ||h|| < oo (we use here the weight of the norm
]l = sup [ M~ g]).

K K
hiy Y Y Qukf)g(t — ko) sZ(c%e)k/?uhu||g|\Lz<M<U>dZ>

(7.14) k=1 (n;)j<p—1 np>2" L2(M(v)dz) k=1
nj§2]

< Ct'29'2|nl| g]I-
Using all the estimations (1)), (5.1), (6.1), (7.10) and (7.14), we gets that
t/0
(7.15) B [CHM)C(9)] = (b, &(1)) +0((cto 2 + (e Il (gl + Vgl )

This conclude the proof of the main theorem.

L2(M(v)dz)
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