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Abstract

Boundaries occur naturally in kinetic equations and boundary effects
are crucial for dynamics of dilute gases governed by the Boltzmann equa-
tion. We develop a mathematical theory to study the time decay and
continuity of Boltzmann solutions for four basic types of boundary con-
ditions: inflow, bounce-back reflection, specular reflection, and diffuse
reflection. We establish exponential decay in L® norm for hard poten-
tials for general classes of smooth domains near an absolute Maxwellian.
Moreover, in convex domains, we also establish continuity for these Boltz-
mann solutions away from the grazing set of the velocity at the boundary.
Our contribution is based on a new L? decay theory and its interplay with
delicate L*° decay analysis for the linearized Boltzmann equation, in the
presence of many repeated interactions with the boundary.

1 Introduction

Boundary effect plays a crucial role in the dynamics of gases governed by the
Boltzmann equation:
OF +v-V,.F=Q(FF) (1)

where F'(t,x,v) is the distribution function for the gas particles at time ¢ > 0,
position z € ©, and v € R2. Throughout this paper, the collision operator
takes the form

Q(F, Fy) = /R3 /52 |v — u|"Fy (') Fy(v)go (0) dwdu

—/ / |v — u|"Fy (u) F2(v)qo(0)dwdu
R? Js?
= Qgain(F1, I2) — Qross(F1, F2), (2)

where v’ = u+ (v—u) -w, v =v—(v—u)-w, cosf = (u—v)-w/|lu—v[,0 <y <1
(hard potential) and 0 < go(0) < C|cosf| (angular cutoff). The mathematical
study of the particle-boundary interaction in a bounded domain and its effect
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on the global dynamics is one of the fundamental problems in the Boltzmann
theory. There are four basic types of boundary conditions for F(t,z,v) at the
boundary 9 : (1) In-flow injection: in which the incoming particles are pre-
scribed; (2) bounce-back reflection: in which the particles bounce back at the
reverse the velocity; (3) specular reflection: in which the particle bounce back
specularly; (4) diffuse reflection (stochastic): in which the incoming particles
are a probability average of the outgoing particles. Due to its importance, there
have been many contributions in the mathematical study of different aspects of
the Boltzmann boundary value problems [A], [AC], [AEMN], [AEP], [AH], [C2],
[C3], [CC], [De], [Gui], [H], [LY], [MS], [M], [US], [YZ], among others, see also
references in the books [C1], [CIP] and [U1].

According to Grad (p243, [Grl]), one of the basic problems in the Boltz-
mann study is to prove existence and uniqueness of its solutions, as well as their
time-decay toward an absolute Maxwellian, in the presence of compatible phys-
ical boundary conditions in a general domain. In spite of those contributions to
the study of Boltzmann boundary problems, there are few mathematical results
of uniqueness, regularity, and time decay-rate for Boltzmann solutions toward
an Maxwellian. In [SA], it was announced that Boltzmann solutions near a
Maxwellian would decay exponentially to it in a smooth bounded convex do-
main with specular reflection boundary conditions. Unfortunately, we are not
aware of any complete proof for such a result over the last thirty years [U2]. Re-
cently, important progress has been made in [DeV] and [V] to establish almost
exponential decay rate for Boltzmann solutions with large amplitude for gen-
eral collision kernels and general boundary conditions, provided certain a-priori
strong Sobolev estimates can be verified. Even though these estimates had been
established for spatially periodic domains [G3-4] near Maxwellians, their validity
is completely open for the Boltzmann solutions, even local in time, in a bounded
domain. As a matter of fact, such kind of strong Sobolev estimates may not be
expected for a general non-convex domain [G4]. This is because even for sim-
plest kinetic equations with the differential operator v-V,, the phase boundary
00 x R3 is always characteristic but not uniformly characteristic at the grazing
set vo = {(z,v) : x € 99Q, and v - n(x) = 0} where n(z) being the outward
normal at . Hence it is very challenging and delicate to obtain regularity from
general theory of hyperbolic PDE. Moreover, in comparison with the half-space
problems studied, for instance in [LY], [YZ], the complication of the geometry
makes it difficult to employ spatial Fourier transforms in z. There are many
cycles (bouncing characteristics) interacting with the boundary repeatedly, and
analysis of such cycles is one of the key mathematical difficulties.

The purpose of this article is to develop an unified L2 — L> theory in the
near Maxwellian regime, to establish exponential decay toward a normalized
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Maxwellian p = e~ 2, for all four basic types of the boundary conditions and
rather general domains. Consequently, uniqueness among these solutions can
be obtained. For convex domains, these solutions are shown to be continuous
away from the singular grazing set ~,.



1.1 Domain and Characteristics

Throughout this paper, we define Q = {x : {(z) < 0} is connected and bounded
with £(x) being a smooth function. We assume V&(z) # 0 at the boundary
&(xz) = 0. The outward normal vector at 92 is given by

_ Ve
"= e @)

and it can be extended smoothly near 9Q = {x : £(z) = 0}. We say  is real
analytic if £ is real analytic in z. We define 2 is strictly convex if there exists
c¢ > 0 such that

0ii& ()¢ ¢7 > cel¢f (4)
for all z such that £(z) < 0, and all ¢ € R3. We say that Q has a rotational
symmetry, if there are vectors zy and w, such that for all z € Q2

{(x —z9) X @} -n(x) = 0. (5)

We denote the phase boundary in the space Q x R3 as v = 9Q x R?, and
split it into outgoing boundary «y, , the incoming boundary ~_, and the singular
boundary 7, for grazing velocities:

vy = {(z,0) €00 xR*: n(z) v >0},
v_ = {(z,0) €A xR*: n(z)-v <0},
v = {(z,0) €A xR*: n(z)-v=0}.
Given (t,z,v), let [X(s),V(s)] = [X (s;t,2,v), V(s;t,z,0)] = [z + (s — t)v, V]

be the trajectory (or the characteristics) for the Boltzmann equation (II):

dX(s)
ds

dv (s)
ds

=V (s), = 0. (6)

with the initial condition: [X(¢;t,,v), V(¢;t, z,v)] = [z,v]. For any (z,v) such
that © € Q,v # 0, we define its backward exit time t,(z,v) > 0 to be the
the last moment at which the back-time straight line [X (s;0, z,v), V(s;0, z,v)]
remains in € :

to(z,v) =sup{r > 0:2 — v € Q}. (7)

We therefore have x — tp,v € 9Q and &(x — tpv) = 0. We also define
zb(z,v) = z(tp) = = — tprv € ON. (8)

We always have v - n(zp) < 0.



1.2 Boundary Condition and Conservation Laws

In terms of the standard perturbation f such that F' = p+ /i f, the Boltzmann
equation can be rewritten as

{0:+v-V+L}f=T(f,f), F(0,z,v) = fo(z,v),

where the standard linear Boltzmann operator see [G] is given by

Lf=vf—Kf= —%{Q(u, VD) + QWAf 1)} (9)

with the collision frequency v(v) = [ |v — u|7u(u)qo(8)dudfd ~ {1 + |v|}? for
0<~y<1;and
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In terms of f, we formulate the boundary conditions as
(1) The in-flow boundary condition: for (z,v) € y_

f|’>'7 :g(tv'rvv) (11)

(2) The bounce-back boundary condition: for z € 99,

L(f1, f2) = =Q/pf1, Vif2) = Lgain(f1, f2) = Toss(f1, f2). - (10)

f(tvxvvﬂ’y, = f(t,z,—v) (12)
(3) Specular reflection: for x € 99, let

R(z)v =v —2(n(z) - v)n(x), (13)

and
ft,z,v)|y_ = f(z,v,v—2(n(z) -v)n(z)) = f(z,v, R(x)v) (14)

(4) Diffusive reflection: assume the natural normalization,
cﬂ/ w(v)|n(z) - v|dv = 1, (15)
v-n(z)>0
then for (x,v) € v_,

[tz v)ly_ = cuv/p(v) //. o0 ft,z,v")/ (o) {ng - v }dv'. (16)

For both the bounce-back and specular reflection conditions (I2]) and (4, it
is well-known that both mass and energy are conserved for ([Il). Without loss of
generality, we may always assume that the mass-energy conservation laws hold
for ¢ > 0, in terms of the perturbation f:

/ f(t, z,v)y/udedv = 0, (17)
OxR3

/ W2 f(t 2, v) ideds = 0, (18)
OxR3



Moreover, if the domain Q has any axis of rotation symmetry (), then we
further assume the corresponding conservation of angular momentum is valid
forallt>0:

/ {(x —mo) x w} - vf(t, z,v)y/ndxdv = 0. (19)
QxR3

For the diffuse reflection (I6), the mass conservation (7)) is assumed to be
valid.

1.3 Main Results

We introduce the weight function
w(v) = (14 plo[?)Pefl’. (20)
WhereO§9<i,p>OandB€R1.

Theorem 1 Assume w=2{1+ |v|}3 € L' in (20). There exists § > 0 such that
if Fo = p+/ifo 20, and

lwfolloo + sup e |lwg(t)]|oc < 6,
0<t<oo

with Ao > 0, then there there exists a unique solution F(t,z,v) = pu+./if >0 to
the inflow boundary value problem (I1l) for the Boltzmann equation (). There
exists 0 < A < A\g such that

sup  M[[wf (1)l < C{lfwfolloc + sup *[Jwg(s)]|oo}-
0<t<o0o 0<t<o0

Moreover, if  is strictly convex [{]), and if fo(x,v) is continuous except on vy,

and g(t, z,v) is continuous in [0,00) x {902 x R®*\ 74} satisfying

fo(z,v) =g(z,v) on~y_,
then f(t,z,v) is continuous in [0,00) x {Q x R3\ v,}.

Theorem 2 Assume w=2{1+ |v|}3 € L' in (20). Assume the conservation of
mass (I7) and energy (I8) are valid for fo. Then there exists § > 0 such that if
Fo(z,v) = p+ /pfolx,v) >0 and ||wfolleo < 0, there exists a unique solution
F(t,z,v) = p+/nf(t,z,v) > 0 to the bounce-back boundary value problem (12)
for the Boltzmann equation (1) such that

sup  eM[[wf (1)l < Cllwfolloo-
0<t<o0o

Moreover, if Q is strictly convex [{]), and if initially fo(x,v) is continuous except
on vy and
fo(z,v) = fo(x, —v) on 0Q x R*\ ~,,

then f(t,x,v) is continuous in [0,00) x {Q x R3\ v,}.



Theorem 3 Assume w™2{1+ |v|}3 € L in (20). Assume that £ is both strictly
convex ({)) and analytic, and the mass [{I7) and energy (I8) are conserved for
fo- In the case of Q has any rotational symmetry [A), we require that the
corresponding angular momentum (I3) is conserved for fo. Then there exists
d > 0 such that if Fo(z,v) = p+/ifo(z,v) >0 and ||w fo||ee < 0, there exists a
unique solution F(t,x,v) = p+ /uf(t,z,v) > 0 to the specular boundary value
problem (I4) for the Boltzmann equation (1) such that

JSup Mwf(®)lleo < Cllwfolloo-

<t<oo

Moreover, if fo(z,v) is continuous except on vy, and
folz,v) = fo(z, R(x)v) on 00
then f(t,z,v) is continuous in [0,00) x {Q x R3\ v,}.

Theorem 4 Assume (I3). There is 6y(vo) > 0 such that
1
Oo(vo) <0 < 1 and p s sufficiently small (21)

for weight function w in (20). Assume the mass conservation ({I7) is valid for
fo- If Fo(z,v) = p+ /ofo(x,v) >0 and ||wfolleo < 6 sufficiently small, then
there exists a unique solution F(t,z,v) = p+ /uf(t,z,v) > 0 to the diffuse
boundary value problem (I8l) for the Boltzmann equation () such that

sup 6)\t||wf(t)||oo < Cllw folloo-
0<t<o0

Moreover, if £ is strictly convex, and if fo(x,v) is continuous except on v, with

fol@,v)ly_ =cuyit fola, ')/ ) {n(z) - v"}dv’

{nzv'>0}

then f(t,x,v) is continuous in [0,00) x {Q x R3\ v,}.

1.4 Velocity Lemma and Analyticity

In section 2, we first establish some important analytical tools. The first Velocity
Lemma [l plays the most important role in the study of continuity and the
cycles (bouncing generalized trajectories) in the specular case. It implies that
in a strictly convex domain (), the singular set -y, can not be reached via the
trajectory % = v, % = 0 from interior points inside €2, and hence «, does
not really participate or interfere with the interior dynamics. By Lemma [G]
no singularity would be created from 7, and it is possible to perform calculus
for the back-time exit time ¢y (z,v). This is the foundation for future regularity
study. Moreover, the Velocity Lemma [ also provides the lower bound away

from the singular set v,, which leads to the estimates for repeating bounces in



the specular reflection cases. Such a Velocity Lemma [B] was first discovered in
[G3-4], in the study of regularity of Vlasov-Poisson (Maxwell) system with flat
geometry. It then was generalized in [HH] for Vlasov-Poisson system in a ball,
and it is the starting point for the recent final resolution to the Vlasov-Poisson
in a general convex domain [HV] with specular boundary condition.

Lemmal[7 gives refined estimates for the operator K, with w « p~/2. Similar
estimates were established in [SG]. Lemmal[§ states that the zero set of a analytic
function is of measure zero unless such a analytic function is identically zero.
This provides a very convenient tool to verify certain geometric conditions of
general domains for particularly specular reflections.

1.5 L? Decay Theory

Since no spatial Fourier transform is available, we first establish linear L? ex-
ponential decay estimates in Section 3 via a functional analytical approach. It
turns out that it suffices to establish the following finite-time estimate (Propo-

sition [TT)
1 1
/ [IPf(s)|[2ds < M {/ |[{I — P} f(s)||2 + boundary contributions} (22)
0 0

for any solution f to the linear Boltzmann equation
Of+v-Vof +Lf =0,  f(0,2,v) = fo(z,v) (23)

with all four boundary conditions ([, (I2)), (I4) and (I6). Here for any fixed
(t,z), the standard projection P onto the hydrodynamic part is given by

Pf = {a(t,z)+b(t,x) v+ ct,z)|v]*}/u(v), (24)
P.f a(t,x) M(U)v Pyf = b(tv ‘T)U \% M(U)v P.f= C(t,.’L‘)|U|2 \% M(U)v

and || - ||, is the weighted L? norm with the collision frequency v(v).

Similar types of estimates like ([22)), but with strong Sobolev norms, have
been established in recent years [G1] via so-called the macroscopic equations for
the coefficients a,b and c¢. The key of the analysis was based on the ellipticity
for b which satisfies the Poisson’s equation Ab = 92{I — P} f, where 9? is some
second order differential operators. In the presence of the boundary condition
b-n(xz) = 0 (bounce-back and specular) or b = 0 (inflow and diffuse) at 09,
such an ellipticity is very difficult to employ for the weak L2, instead of H!,
estimate for b in (22)). This is due to lack of regularity of b in (22)), even the trace
of b is hard to define. Instead, we employ the hyperbolic (transport) feature
rather than elliptic feature of the problem to prove ([22). By a method of
contradiction, we can find fj such that if (22)) is not valid, then the normalized

_ fr(tz,v) . 1 2 —
Zi(t,z,v) = NZROIT satisfies [ |[PZx(s)|[2ds = 1, and

(25)

x| =

/0 (1= P)Z(s)]2ds <



Denote a weak limit of Zi to be Z, we expect that Z = PZ = 0, by each of the
four boundary conditions. The key is to prove that Z; — Z strongly to reach
a contradiction. By the averaging Lemma [DL2], we know that Zp(s) — Z
strongly in the interior of 2. As expected, the most delicate part is to exclude
possible concentration near the boundary 0f2. Since Zj is a solution to the
transport equation, it then follows (Proposition [IT) that near 9, on set of
the non-grazing velocity v - n(x) # 0 can be reached via a trajectory from the
interior of €2, which implies that Zj can be controlled on such non-grazing set
with no concentration. On the other hand, over the remaining almost grazing
set v - n(z) ~ 0, thanks to the fact (28), we know that

Zy ~PZp = {ar(t,2) + br(t,z) - v + cx(t, ) ]2}/ 1(v).

We observe that such special form of velocity distribution PZ; can not have
concentration on the almost grazing set v - n(xz) ~ 0 (Lemma [5), and we
therefore conclude ([22). Clearly, the hyperbolic or the transport property is
crucial to control boundary behaviors via the interior compactness of Zj.

1.6 L*> Decay Theory

Section 4 is devoted to the study of linear L>° decay for all four different types
of boundary conditions: in-flow, bounceback, specular and diffuse (stochastic)
reflection. In order to control the nonlinear term I'(f, f), we need to estimate
the weighted L of wf. We recall that L = v— K, and study the L (pointwise)
decay of the linear Boltzmann equation (23). We denote a weight function

h(t, z,v) = w(v)f(t, z,v), (26)
and study the equivalent linear Boltzmann equation:
{0+ v -Vy+v—Kuth=0, h(0,z,v) = ho(z,v) = wio, (27)

where b
— 2

together with various boundary conditions (), (I2]), (I4)), or (I6). In bounce-
back, specular, diffuse reflection as well as the inflow case with g = 0, we denote
the semigroup U (t)hg to be the solution to ([27), and the semigroup G(t)ho to
be the solution to the simpler transport equation without collision K, :

Kyph =wK(

{Oi+v-Vy+vih=0, h(0,z,v)=ho(z,v) =wfo. (29)

Notice that neither G(¢) nor U(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup in L
[U1].

We first obtain explicit representation of G(t) in the presence of various
boundary conditions. We then can obtain the explicit exponential decay esti-
mate for G(t). Moreover, we also establish the continuity for G(t) with a forcing



term g if  is strictly convex () based on the Velocity Lemmal[il To study the
L decay for U(t), we make use of the Duhamal Principle :

U(f) = G(f) + /Ot G(f - Sl)KwU(Sl)dsl. (30)

Following the pioneering work of Vidav [Vi], we iterate ([B0]) back to get:

U(t) = G(t)—i—/o G(t—sl)KwG(sl)dsl—i—/o /051 G(t—s1)KwG(s1—5)K,U(s)dsds;.

(31)

The idea is to estimate the last double integral in terms of the L? norm of
f= %, which decays exponential by L? decay theory in Section 2. The key
difficulty lies in the presence of different boundary conditions which could lead
to complicated bouncing trajectories. Each of the boundary condition presents
different difficulties.

Section 4.1 is devoted to the study of inflow boundary condition (), in
which the back-time trajectory is either from the initial plane or from the bound-
ary. Even though when g # 0, the solution operators for (29) and (27) are not
semigroups, for any (¢,xz,v), a similar representation as G(t — s1)K,,G(s1 —
s)K,U(s) is still possible. With the compact property of K,, (Lemma [7), we
are led to the main contribution in (&II) roughly of the form

t S1
/ / / |h(s, X (s;81, X (s1;t,x,0),0"),0")|dv'dv" dsdsy.  (32)
0 JO v’ v’’bounded

The v integral is estimated by a change of variable introduced in [Vi], (see also
in [LY])

y=X(s;81, X (s1;t,2,0),0") =2 — (t —s1)v — (51 — s)v'. (33)

Since det(%) # 0 almost always true, the v" and v” —integration in (32)) can be
bounded by (h = wf)

/ ol < ¢ ([ sy
Q,v"” bounded Q,v"” bounded

For bounce-back, specular or diffuse reflections, the characteristic trajecto-
ries repeatedly interact with the boundary. Instead of X (s;t,x,v), we should
use the generalized characteristics, defined as cycles, Xc(s;t,x,v) in (B2) as
in Definitions 21] B0 and The key question is wether or not the change of
variable

1/2

yEXcl(S;Sl,Xcl(Sl;t,I,U),U/) (34)

is valid, i.e., to determine if it is almost always true

dXeci(s;s1, X it !
det{ 01(87817 zll(/slv ,(E,’U),’U)} 750 (35)
v




Section 4.2 is devoted to the study of the bounce-back reflection. The
bounce-back cycles Xei(s; ¢, x,v) from a given point (¢, x,v) is relatively simple,
just going back and forth between two fixed points xp(z, v) and xp (xn(z, v), —v).
Now the change of variable (34 and (B3] can be established by the study of set
Sz (v) in Section 4.2.2.

Section 4.3 is devoted to the study of specular reflection. The specular cycles
Xea(s;t,z,v) reflect repeatedly with the boundary in general, and dXa(sisr, (;L(Sl’t’m 0),v")
is very complicated to compute and (B3] is extremely difficult to verify, even in

a convex domain. This is in part due to the fact that there is no apparent way
dXc1(s;81 Xe1(s15t,2,0),0")
dv’
such a difficulty, in Section 4.3.2, det dzk can be computed asymptotically in a
delicate iterative fashion for spec1al cycles almost tangential to the boundary,
which undergo many small bounces near the boundary. It then follows that
det{ dX“‘(S;Sl’Xl;;)(,s“t’z’”)’v/)} # 0 for these special cycles. This crucial observa-

tion is then combined with analyticity of { and Lemmal[8lto conclude that the set
of det{ PXeilsiXei(s1.2.0).)
UI

to analyze inductively with finite bounces. To overcome

} = 0 is arbitrarily small (Lemma[34]), and the change
of variable (34)) is almost always valid. The analyticity plays an important role
in our proof.

Section 4.4 is devoted to the study of diffuse reflection. The diffuse cycles
Xea(s;t,x,v) contain more and more independent variables and (B2) involves
their integrations. Similar change of variable ([B3]) is expected with respect to
one of such independent variables. However, the main difficulty in this case is
the L control of G(t) which satisfies (29). The most natural L> estimate for
G(t) is for the weight w = p~ 2, in which the diffuse boundary condition takes
the form

h(t,z,v) = Cu/ h(t,z,v" (v ){v" - n(z)}dv’
v’ -n(x)>0

with ¢, [, >0“( v){v" - n(x)}dv’ = 1. But such a natural (strong) weight

p~2 exactly makes the whole linear Boltzmann theory break down (Lemma [1),
so we have to use a weaker weight, which is closer to u’%. This new weight will
introduce serious new difficulty since no natural maximum principle is avail-
able now from the new boundary condition (I84)). Moreover, for any (¢,z,v),
since there are always particles moving almost tangential to the boundary in
the bounce-back reflection, it is impossible to reach down the initial plane no
matter how many cycles the particles take. In other words, there is no explicit
expression for G(t) in terms of initial data completely. To establish the L>
estimate, we make crucial observation in Lemma [B7] that the measure of those
particles can not reach initial plane after k—bounces is small when k is large.
We therefore can obtain an approximate representation formula for G(t) by the
initial datum, with only finite number of bounces.

Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of the main nonlinear decay and continuity
results of this paper.

Our contribution opens new lines of research about such interesting ques-
tions as specular reflections in non-convex domains, decay for the soft potentials,
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higher regularity in a convex domain, characterization of propagation of singu-
larity in a non-convex domain, as well as charged particles interacting with
fields. Moreover, our new L2 — L> theory will shed new lights in other inves-
tigations of Boltzmann equation, in which regularity of the solutions is difficult
to employ [EGM] [GS].

2 Preliminary

Lemma 5 Let Q be strictly convex defined in (4)). Define the functional along
the trajectories d);_gs) =V(s), d‘;—gs) =0 in (@) as:

als) = (X (s)+[V(s) VE(X (5))]* —2{V(s)- V(X (5))- V(s)}£(X (5))- (36)
Let X(s) € Q for t; < s <ty. Then there exists constant Ce > 0 such that

ng(\V(t1)|+l)t1a(t1) < eCE(W(“)'*l)t?a(tg); (37)
e_cg(\V(t1)|+1)t1a(tl) > e—Cs(\V(tl)IJrl)tza(tQ),

Proof. Under the convexity assumption [@]), we notice that a(s) > 0 for t; <

s < tq. Since d‘g—is) = 0 by (), we compute the derivative of a(s) in (B6) as

0L~ 26 (X()IVEK () - V()] + 20V () TEX )V (I (5) - VK )]
~2{V(s) - VE(X(s)) - V()}[VE(X () - V(s)]

=2[V(s) - V(X (s)V (5) - V()IE(X (5))-

Note that the second and the third terms on the right hand side cancel exactly.
By the convexity (), there exists C¢ > 0 so that we can further bound the last
term by a(s) as:

2[V(s) - VZE(X (s))V (5) - V()IE(X (5))]

CelV (t1)] x [{ =2V (s) - VPE(X(s)) - V(s)}(X ()]
Ce|V(t1)|als).

IAIA

We therefore have from the definition (Ba)):

|dff§) | < E(X(s) + [VE(X(5) - V() + CelV (1) a(s)

{Ce|V(t1)] + 1}a(s).

IN

IN

Our lemma thus follows from the standard Gronwall inequality. m

Lemma 6 Let (t,z,v) be connected with (t—ty, Tp, v) backward in time through

a trajectory of (6).
(1) The backward exit time tn(x,v) is lower semicontinuous.
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(2) If

V()
von(rp) =0 = <0, 38
)= e &
then (tp(z,v), xp(x,v)) are smooth functions of (x,v) so that
t

Voty = @) g fen(@n)

v-n(xy) v-n(zp)
Verpr = [+ Vitp®@v, Vyrp =tpl 4+ Vilp @ v. (39)

Furthermore, if  is real analytic, then (tn(x,v), zp(x,v)) are also real analytic.

(8) Let x; € 09, for i = 1,2, and let (t1,21,v) and (t2,z2,v) be connected
with the trajectory d)égs) = V(s), d\ggs) = 0 which lies inside Q. Then there
exists a constant C¢ > 0 such that

[n(z1) - v
t1 —to| > 40
| 1 2| Cg|’l)|2 ( )
(4) Define the boundary mapping
Dy, : (t,x,0) = (t — tp, zp(z,v),v) € Rx{yoU~y_}. (41)

Then &y and fI)gl maps zero measure sets to zero-measure sets between either
{t} x QxR* and Rx{y, Uy, } or Rx{yyU~,} = Rx{y,Uv_}.

Proof. (1): We need to show that the set {(x,v) : € Q and tp(z,v) > ¢}
is open for all ¢ € R. Let tp(xo,v0) > ¢ + €, for some £ > 0 small. From the
definition of tp(z,v) in [@), zo — svg € N for all 0 < s < c+e < tp(zo, Vo). Since
Q is open, we deduce that for (z,v) close to (xg,vg), by continuity, x — vs € Q
for all ¢ < s < ¢+ e. This implies that tn(x,v) > c¢. Hence tp(z,v) is lower
semicontinuous.

Proof of (2): Since zp € 99, &(zp(z,v)) = {(x — tpv) = 0. But from (B8]
and the fact [VE&(zp)| # 0, we have

O &(z — tpv) |y, = —v - VE(ap) > 0.

Therefore, by the Implicit Function Theorem, we can solve for smooth t,(z, v)
and deduce [B9). Furthermore, when ¢ is analytic, so are t, and zp by Theorem
15.3 in [D].

Proof of (3): Notice that for 21 € 99,

o L= 9} (o)

vom  lti—yl

=0.

Hence, we have |{z1 — y} - n(z1)| < C¢lzy — y|? for all y € 9Q. Taking inner
product of x1 — x2 = v(t; — t2) with n(z1), we get

CelvP[ty — t2]* > Celzy — m2* > [{z1 — w2} - n(x1)| = vty — t2) - n(a1)].
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We thus deduce [ 0) by dividing |t; — t2].
Proof of (4): We define a map from RxdQxR? to {t} x R? x R? as

U, (U2 0) = (t, 2" +0'(t =), V). (42)

Recall the boundary map Py (¢, z,v) in (). From the definition of ¢y in
([@), P, is one to one from either from {t} x Q x R? or from Rx{y, U~} to
Rx {7, U~_}. Denote its inverse by ® .

In the case that v - n(zp) = 0, ie., Pp(t,x,v) € 7, the grazing set, then
(t,z,v) € Uy(vy). In @), v, is characterized by the five-dimensional space:
' € 90, v -n(z') =0, ¢ € R. Since ¥, is a smooth map, ¥(7,) is also a five-
dimensional space locally at (2/,v',#') € v,. This implies that &, (v°) C W;(v,)
is a zero-measure set in {t} x Q x R3.

In the case that v - n(xy) # 0, we consider the map ¥; where {(z') = 0. We
may assume that J,,&(2’) # 0, and 2} = n(xh, 25) with some smooth function
n. Now U, = (¢, n(xh, ) + vj (¢t — ), ab + vh(t — '), 25 + v5(t — t'),v") and we
compute the Jacobian matrix of W, for (¢/,z}, x5, v") to get

—vy Oyn Owm t—t 0 0

vy, 1 0 0 t—t 0

vy 0 1 0 0 t—t
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

and its determinant is exactly £{v’-n(z’)}1/1 + |Vn|? # 0if (z/, ") ¢ v,. Hence,
locally, W, is a smooth homeomorphism preserving zero-measure sets away from
7o- Notice that from the uniqueness in part (2) of Lemma B, ®,' = ¥, and
@, = U, ! locally if v - n(wp) # 0. Hence, for any k > 1, by a finite covering for
a compact set, @ 1preserves the zero-measure sets on

A ={({t', 20| 2’ € 0Q,|v" -n(x)| > —, || <k, |t'| < k}Ndp({t} x 2 x R?).

| =

To prove ®, preserves the zero-measure sets between {t} x Q x R? and
Rx{yoU~v,}, we take any set S € Rx{y,U~,} with |[S| = 0. Clearly, S =
{R xy,NSTUE, {AxNS}. Therefore, @1 (S) C Wi () US, @51 (AxNS), and
|®,1 (A N S)| = 0 and [¥4(7,)| = 0. On the other hand, if S € {t} x Q x R3,
we have ®p(S) = {R x 79 N Pp(S)} U, {Ax N Pp(S)}. If |S| = 0, then
|Ap N @,(S)| = 0, because @, {Ay N Py(S)} C S has measure zero and Py, =
v, ! maps zero-measure sets to zero-measure sets.

To prove @, preserves the zero-measure sets from Rx{v,Uv,} = Rx{y,U
v_}, we take S € R x {7,U7, } with |S| = 0. Consider the set &' {®y(S)\ 7o}
For any point (¢,z,v) € & {®p(S) \ 7}, we know that v - n(zp) # 0. This
implies from (@0Q) that ¢, > 0 and ¢ — tp, < t. We can choose a fixed s between
t and ¢t — tp. Locally around (¢, z,v),

‘I)b = (I)b(S) o \I/S. (43)
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where W, defined in ([@2) which maps Rx{y,U~,} to the plane {s} x Q x R,
and ®p,(s) maps {s} x 2 x R3 to Rx{y,U~v_}. Since ®}, is one to one, we have
& H{Pb(S) \ 70} C S, so that |, {®(S) \ 7o}| = 0. Therefore, from previous
arguments, ¥, preserves zero-measure sets from Rx{y, U~} to {s} x Q x R,
while @y, (s) preserves zero-measure sets from {s} x Q x R3 set to Rx{y,U~y_}.
Hence, by @3), |®b(S) \ V| = |Pb(s) 0 Us[®  {Pp(S) \ 7 }]| = 0. We therefore
deduce |P,(S)| = 0, for S inside a neighborhood of (¢, z,v).

On the other hand, we take S € Rx{y, U~_} with |S| = 0 and we need to
show |®,'(S)| = 0 . For any point (t,z,v) € ®;"(S) \ 7o, v - n(z) # 0, so that
if (t',2',v) = Pp(t,z,v), then ¢’ < t. Hence, we again can find ¢’ < s < ¢ such
that, near (t,z,v), @, = U, o &' (s) from @J). Since |Pp{P5'(S) \ 1o} <
|S| = 0, for ®,,'(S) near (¢, 2,v), {@5'(9) \ 7o} = U 1o @ (s)[@n{P;"(5) \
Yo} It follows ([@3) again that |®,'(S) \ 7| = 0, |®5'(S)| = 0 for S inside
a neighborhood of (t — tp, zp,v). The general case follows from a countable
covering for Rx{y,U~,} and {s} x @ x R%. m

Lemma 7 Recall (@) and the Grad estimate [Gr2] for hard potentials:

B ORI S O 1 et (0 e

K (0,0)] < Cflo = of |+ Jo— /| e s TR (g
Recall w in (20). Then there exists 0 < €(0) < 1 and Cy > 0 such that for
0<e<e(8),

1—e ‘27‘1)/‘2‘2

Jito= v+ o= wiyen T

1—e ||v
8 lo—v’|2

’LU(’U) 112118] ,—0{|v|>—=|v|?
‘w(v/) < O[1 + [v — o/ 2] Bl =000 =10l
Let v —v' = n and v' = v — 7 in the integral of [{@3). By (@), we now compute
w(v)

the total exponent in K (v, v’) as:

w(v’)

1o 1 =2v-p?

-0 2 2
Sl =3 PE {lv=nl" = v}
Lo, 1 L|v-n? 2
= —= —v-n—= -0 —2v-
A+ 5= PE {In* = 2v-n}
1 1 1{v-n}?
( DI+ (G +20v-n -5 PE
Since 6 < 1, the discriminant of the above quadratic form of || and ﬁ is
1 1 1
A=(=+202+2(—0—=-)=40>-- <0.
(3 +20° +2(~6 - ) i<

14



Hence, the quadratic form is negative definite. We thus have, for € > 0 suffi-
ciently small, there is Cy > 0 such that the following perturbed quadratic form
is still negative definite

l—e o 1—cln®—2v-yf 2
Y P P ) — 9
51l 3 PR {Inl* = 2v-n}
1) > nl* | venl?
< —Cofn2+ 1y — gl
< oyl 4
< G-+ lveml} (46)

Therefore, for given |v| > 1, we make another change of variable n, = {n- ﬁ}ﬁ,
and 1, =7 —n so that [v-n| = |v||n,| and |v — '] > |n,|. We can absorb

{1+ 928 Inl{1 + |n2}181 by e%‘”‘z, and bound the integral in ({@&]) by (6):

1 oo
CB/ (— + 1)~ Fl° {/ eCG|UX’7|d|77|} dny
R2 |771_| —o0

C 1 _c 2 o0 _
e {/ e C"ydy}dm (v = ol x [y ).

vl Jrz"n, |
We thus deduce our lemma since both integrals are finite. m

Lemma 8 Let k(y) be a real analytic function of y € R™ in a region such that
k(y) is not identically zero. Then the set {y : k(y) = 0} has zero n—dimensional
Lebesque measure.

Proof. We use an induction on the dimension n. When n = 1, we assume
x(y%) = 0. Since & is analytic, for y near y°, we have

20 (k) (40
() = )+ 3 )

Since x(y) is not identically zero, we can always assume a smallest k; such that

(1) (4,0 .
%1(!7’) # 0. We therefore can rewrite

O (k) (40
k(y) = (y —y°)" x Z %(y )k
k>ky :

Hence x(y) = 0 for y — 3" sufficiently small implies y = " (an isolated point),
which has zero one dimensional measure.

Assume that the lemma is valid for m. For m-+1 dimensional case, we assume
#(y%) = 0. We first notice that by finite open coverings for any compact subset,
it suffices to show that for any y° such that x(y°) = 0, then there is a ball
{y : ly — y°| < 0} such that [{y : |y — y°| <4, K(y) = 0} = 0.
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Now for any y # y° and |y — 3°| < d, since x(y) is real analytic, we have

20 (k) ()0
w(w) = wu) + S0 gy

|kl=1

where the multi-index k = [ky, k2, ..., km], k! = kilks!...ky,!, while (y — y°)* =
™, (y, — yP)*. Since (y) is not identically zero, there exists k such that
xF) (y°) £ 0. Without loss of generality, we can further assume that k; # 0,
so that (y — y°)* contains the factor (y; — y?)¥. Furthermore, we can assume
k1 > 0 is the smallest among those non-zero terms, so that every term (y — yO)F

contains the common factor (y; — y9)*1. We therefore can rewrite:
o) = (=) {3 0 oy}
For y1 # v, k(y) = 0 implies
rly) =) M(y — )R =0, (47)

k!

Clearly, for any given y1, 1(y1,¥2, .-, Ym+1) is an analytical function for m
variables § = [y2, ..., Ym+1]. Therefore, for fixed y;, we can expand ki(y1,7)
around [y3, ..., y5, 1] to get

(k) 0 0
z : K (ylvy 7"'7ym ) ~ ~

k1(y1,7) =
k=[0,k2,k3,...,km+1]

Since by our choices of k and ki, the multi-index k — k1 = [0, ko, ..., kpm1], and
we can consider the term

k—k
K’g 1)(9_1792(}---,1/21+1)@_ ~0)E_E1
(F— )] '

We compute ngkfkl) from ({T) as

k—k k—k —k
A 188 g lmag = D 0 ) R =

by our choices of k and k;. From the continuity of ﬁgkfkl)(

respect to y1, for |y; — y?| < & small, we deduce that

ylayg7 "'7y9n+1) with

k—k
55 1)(y1,yg,...,y21+1)750.

Therefore, £1(y1, Y2, --s Ym+1) is an analytical function which is not identically
zero for all |y — y°| < § sufficiently small. By the induction hypothesis, for
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any fixed y1, k1(Y1,¥2, -, Ym+1) = 0 is a set of m—dimensional Lebesque zero
measure set for yo, Y3, ...Ym+1. We now apply the Fubini theorem to compute

o,|y—y0|<6}|:/

R™ +

{r1(y)

. l{nl (y)=0} (ylv Y2, .-y ym+1)1\y—y0|<6

/ (/ 1{Kl(y)_0}(yluy27-'-7ym+1)1|yy0|<6dy2dy3-'-dym+l> dy
R \Jrm

IN

/ |{(y27y37 "'7ym+l) : Kzl(yluy27 "'7ym+1) = 07 |y - y0| < 5}|dyl
R
= 0.

Therefore, inside |y — y°| < d for ¢ sufficiently small, we have

{y: rly) =0} C {yn =i} U {m(y) =0},
and both sets have zero (m + 1)— dimensional Lebesque measure. ®

Lemma 9 Recall (20) and ([I0). We have

[wE[g1,g2)(v)] < C{w(v)([v] +1)7[g1(v)] + [[wg1||oc } [wg2||oo-

Proof. First consider the second term T'js in ([I0). We have
[ = ol g wldu < ol + 1Y g
Hence wloss[g1,92] is bounded by
wlgi / Ju = 07|12 () g2 (2, u)|du < Cw(w){]v] + 13|91 (0)] % ||wgs||oo-

For Tgain in @), by |v/|> + [v'|> = |ul* + |v|?, w(v) < Cw(v")w(u'), and

[ (Ol = o (0) gy (a0

< /q0(9)|u — w[Ye P Ay (0 Y (v') | gy (u) g2 (v)) | dwdu

< lwgloe % llwagelluc [ Tu = of7e " 1d

Since 0 < =y < 1, this completes the proof. m

3 L? Decay Theory

We define the boundary integration for g(z,v), z € 99,

/ gd’y:/ g(x,v)|ng - v|dSzdv (48)
T+ T+
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where dS, is the standard surface measure on 9Q. We also define ||h||, =
[Ally, + [IAlly_ to be the L?*(y) with respect to the measure |n, - v|dS,dv.
For fixed z € 012, denote the boundary inner product over v, in v as

(91 g2), (. 2) = / 91(t, 2, 0)ga(t, 7, v)n(x) - vldo.
+v-n(z)>0

By (@), we also define a different L2-projection for any boundary function
g(z,v) toward the unit vectory/c,p(v) with respect to (-,-) as:

Pg={[ o) Vulnt) vivle,/n@) (49)

Our main theorem of this section is

Theorem 10 Let f(t,x,v) € L* be the (unique) solution to the linear Boltz-
mann equation (23) with trace f, € L}, (Ry; L*(7)).

(1) If f satisfies the in-flow boundary condition (I1]), then there exists A > 0
and C' > 0 such that for all 0 <t < o0,

M FOI < 2{||f(0)||2+/ e lg(s)l15_ds}.
0

(2) Let f satisfy the bounce-back boundary condition ([I2), then there exists
A >0 and C > 0 such that supg<,<. {2 f()]1*} < 2| £(0)]]>.

(8) Let f satisfy the specular reflection condition (Z4), and the mass and
energy conservation laws (17) and (I8). In the case Q has any azis of rota-
tional symmetry (A), we further require that the corresponding conservation of
the angular momentum (I9). Then there exists A > 0 and C > 0 such that
Upg<<oe (e F(D)]2} < 20 FO)]2

(4) If f satisfies the diffusive boundary condition (I6) and the mass conser-
vation (17), then there exists X > 0 and C' > 0 such that supy<,« .. {e*M||f()]|?} <

21 (O)I-

We remark that the existence of such a L? solution f with its trace f, €
L2 (Ry;L?(7)) (which guarantees the uniqueness) is in general not known for
the bounce-back and specular boundary conditions within L? framework. This
is due to the possible blow-up of L  (Ry;L?(y)) at the grazing set v,. See

loc
[BP], [CIP] and [U1] for more details. On the other hand, fg [1f(s)|[2ds < oo
will be established by the study of (7)) in Theorems 28] B3 and ATl with property

h=wf € L>*® and h =wf € L>®(vy). We mainly will establish the following:

Proposition 11 (1) There exists M > 0 such that for any solution f(t,x,v)
to the linearized Boltzmann equation (23),

' S 2 S ' — S 2 S ' S 2 Sr.
/OIIPf( )2 SM{/O (T = P)(s)|12d +/O I1f(s)l2ds}. (50)
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(2) There exists M > 0 such that for any solution f(t,z,v) to the linearized
Boltzmann equation (23) satisfying the bounce-back boundary condition (13) and
the mass-energy conservation laws ({I7) and (I8), we have

[ IPrelEds <o [ a-P)s)ds (51)
0 0

(8) There exists M > 0 such that for any solution f(t,x,v) to the linearized
Boltzmann equation (23) satisfying the specular reflection condition (1) and
the mass-energy conservation laws (I7) and ([18), (in the case Q has any azis
of rotational symmetry (A), we further assume conservation of the angular mo-
mentum (I9)), estimate (Z1)) is valid.

(4) There exists M > 0 such that for any solution f(t,z,v) solution to the
linearized Boltzmann equation (23) satisfying the diffusive boundary condition

(Z8) and the mass conservation (I17),

1 1 1
[ IProlEds <0 [ I@=PoslEds+ [ 11T - PR, ds) (52
0 0 0

We first show that Proposition [[1] implies Theorem 10
Proof. of Theorem For any solution f to the linear Boltzmann equation

@3), eM f(t) satisfies
{0 +v- Vo4 LHeMfL = XM f = 0. (53)
Let 0 < N <t < N +1, N being an integer. We split [0,¢] = [0, N] U[N, t].
For the time interval [N, ], since f, € L (Ry; L?(v)), f;] £ (s)|[2ds < oo.

loc

We then establish the L? energy estimate for [N, ] as

2 ' ' 2 S S = 2 ' 2 S S
7)) +/N<Lf,f>ds+/N [ Pomas= i +/N/7f()dvd-

(54)
For the time interval [0, N|, (we may assume N > 1), since f, € L . (R4+; L%(v)),
fON |1£(s)|[2ds < co. We multiply e f with (53) and take L? energy estimate

over 0 < s < N :
N N
AN+ [ NLspds=x [ )| Pds
0 0
N N
. 2 62)\5 2 S _ 62)\5 2 S s,
= IFO) +/0 / £2(s)drds / / F2(s)dvd

Dividing the time interval into Uy '[k,k + 1) and letting fy(s,z,v) = f(k +
s,x,v) for k=0,1,2...N — 1, we deduce

N-1 1
AW+ Y [ { L ) - AP )P} ds - (65)
k=00

N—-1 1 1
_ 2 2X{k+s} £2 _
1£0)] +;{/ / f2(s)dnds //
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Notice that fi(k+s,x,v) satisfies the same linearized Boltzmann equation (23]
for0<s<1.

In-flow boundary condition ([II]): Multiplying dpe?** with (B0) to each
fr(s,x,v) and then summing up over k yields

5 N—-1 1 1 5 N-1 1

0 0

YA [P st [ [ pods) = 20 ST s
k=0 0 0 Jo k=0 0

(56)
Note that f,y = f,y + f,y , is the total boundary integration. Since
N _

(L ) > Soll{T = PYJel12 = 2T~ PYAIE + 2211~ P 2

and e?*** > 1, we apply (B0) to the first copy of 22|[{I — P} fi||? in (55), and
move the boundary integrals in (56]) to the right hand side of (B5)). Hence,

60 N-1 1 60 N—-1 1
PP+ 50 S [ PR+ 2 S [ T P A2
k=0 0 k=0 70

N-1 1
—CA Y [ s
k=0 “0

5 N-1 1 5 N-1 .1
< OIP+a+2) Y / / M4} 2 () dds — (1 20) 3 / / M) £2(5)dyds.
27 = Jo Jy_ 2 = o Sy

Here we have used the fact || - || < C,|| - ||, for hard potentials, and the in-flow
boundary condition f; = g on y_. Combining P f; with {I — P} f;, and note
e2Mk — 2M{Ets} o—2Xs > 23 {kts},—2)

left hand side:

, we obtain a positive lower bound in the

min{(s—O o e — Oy Nz_l /1 eMEFsh £, (5)]2ds > 0
2 2M ) 2y v
for C,A < min{%, 22 }e=2* Changing back to fi(t) = f(t + k) and letting
1-—- 52—“ > 0, we deduce

do

N
VIO IO+ 0+ ) [ [ s 67

Notice that e2M < e2Mt=N}e2Xs for ¢ > N and since t < N + 1, we can
choose for 6y and A small such that e2>‘(t_N)(1 + %0) < 2. Hence, multiplying
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M with (54) and combining with (57) yields

t
M| F (D)7 + N / (s)dyds < M| F(N)|? + N /N / ¢ (s)dvds
Yy

< e”{t‘N}{Ilf(O)ller(H%o) / | o)
y_

+e2)\{t—N}/]V[Y €2>\Sg2(8)d’}/d8
< 2AFO)P + / / 292 (5)dyds).
v

Bounce-back and specular reflections (I2) and ([4]). In both cases,
the total boundary contribution in (B5) vanishes:

Z/ / Mt} £2( dvdS—Z/ / MEESY £2( ) dnds = 0. (58)

For N <t < N + 1, we use the same procedure as in the in-flow case (B3 and
the positivity (BI)) to get

N-—-1 1
N £+ (m w2, e —»_m)z / A fi(s)[12ds < |1F(0)]
k=0

For Cyy\ = min{% 2, 4M}e’2)‘ > 0, changing back to the original f(k + s) leads

to
AN FNIP < [1£(0)]]% (59)
By (B4) and @8), ||f(6)]| < [[f(N)]|. We deduce if 22~V <2

MNP < MNP < AN F0)]P < 2(I£(0)]1.

Diffuse boundary reflection ([@6). We note from (6) and (@3) that
f f2(s)dy = fﬁ [Py f(s)]?d, so that the boundary contribution in (B3] is

/01 A e2>\{k+s}f(s)2d~yd$—/0 /h 2,\{k+s}f Ydyds = — / A 2,\s (I P}f( )] drds.

By the same procedure, we obtain from (B3 and the positivity (G2)):

N—-1 1
WP + (minf gode ™ - ) X [ o s
k=0
< WOIP -1~ 2) Z / [P = Py o
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S0 =22 we have

For 2 <1 and C,A < min{%, 2o

S FNIE < IF )12,

Since for [N, t], we have ||f(t)||> < ||f(N)||?, from (E4). We therefore conclude
the proposition for e22(*=N) < 2. m

3.1 Strategy for the Proof of Prop. 11l

The rest of this section is devoted entirely to the proof of the crucial Proposition
I The proof of Proposition [l is based on a contradiction argument. If
Proposition [[I] were false, then there are no M exists as in Proposition [ for
every linear Boltzmann solution. Hence, for any k£ > 1, there exists a sequence
of non-zero solutions fi(¢,z,v) to the linearized Boltzmann equation (23] to
satisfy one of the following:

(1) In the in-flow case: f} satisfies (1) and

1 1 1
/0 [P (s)|2ds > k{ / (L= P)fi(s)|12ds + / fu(s)|Pds}.

Ji(t,z,v)

Equivalently, in terms of normalization Z (¢, x,v) = WIRTIACIE we have
1
[ Pz s = 1. (60)
0
and
1 1 1
| na=Piziizs + [ ziolEas < (61)
We also have from [0; + v -V, + L]fr =0,
[875 +v- Vm—FL]Zk =0. (62)

(2) In the bounce-back case: fj satisfies (I2)), the mass-energy conser-
vation laws (I7) and (I8]), and

1 1
/O 1P fu(s)l|*ds > k/o (T —P) fiu(s)l[2ds. (63)
Hence, the normalized Zj, satisfies (60), ([@2]), and
! 1
[ =Pz < (64)
0

(3) In the specular reflection case: fj satisfies (4], and the mass and
energy conservation laws (IT), (I8). (If the domain 2 has any axis of rotation

symmetry (B)) then f; also satisfies (I9)). We note that (G3)), (60), [G2) and
@) are all valid for the normalized Z.
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(4) In the diffusive reflection case: f; satisfies (6], and the mass

conservation (I7), ([62), and
1 1 1

/ [P fi(s)|2ds > k{ / (TP fi(s)][2ds + / {1 = Py} fu(s)I2 ds}. (65)
0 0 0

The normalized Zj, satisfies (60) and

1 1 1
[ na-Pz@ids s [ 10-PiaeE s ©
0 0

In all four cases, there exists Z(t,z,v) such that
1
Zy, — Z weakly in / I - 1)2ds,
0
since sup,, fol | Z1(s)||>ds<+o0, and from (@), (64), (66) that

/0 (1= P) Zy(s)[[2ds — 0. (67)

Notice that it is straightforward to verify
1
PZ, — PZ weakly in / I - |[ds.
0

Therefore (I — P)Z;, — (I — P)Z weakly, and (I — P)Z = 0 from (67)) so that
2(t,2,0) = {alt, ) + - b(t, ) + [o2e(t, 2)} /R (68)

Note LZy, = L(I — P)Z;, and fol [|(TI—P)Z(s)||>ds — 0 in four cases. Letting
k — oo in (62)), we have, in the sense of distributions,

WZ +v-VoZ=0. (69)

The main strategy is to show, on the one hand, Z has to be zero from (67
and one of the inherited boundary conditions (), (I2), (I4) and ({G). On

the other hand, Z; will be shown to converge strongly to Z in fol | - ||?ds, and
fol [|Z]|?ds # 0. This leads to a contradiction.

3.2 The Limit Function Z(t,z,v)
Lemma 12 There exists constants ag, c1, ca, and constant vectors by, by and w
such that Z(t,x,v) takes the form:
Co 2 C()t2 2
{5|,’E| —bo-x+ap}+{—cotx —crx+wxax+byt+b}- v+ {T + it + e }v|* ) Vi
(70)

Moreover, these constants are finite:

lag| + |co| + |e1| + |e2| + |bo| + 01| + || < +oc. (71)
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Proof. We first derive deduce ([{0]). Notice that by plugging (G8]) into ([G9) and
comparing coefficients in front of |/p, v/, |’U|2\/[_J,, we deduce the macroscopic
equations with b = (b, b2, b3):

Op,c = 0, fori=1,2,3 (72)
drc+ 9y bt = 0, fori=1,2,3 (73)
0z, b1+ 05,07 = 0, for i # j, (74)
Op,a+0b' = 0, fori=1,2,3 (75)
dwa = 0. (76)

Since € is simply connected, from (72), c(t,x) = ¢(t). Similarly, from (73],

bit,x) = —8c(t)zy + b (t, zo,23),
V(t,x) = —8c(t)zs + b2 (t,z1,23),
V(t,x) = —8c(t)zs +b3(t, 21, x0).

To determine b', we first make use of (74) to get
(9121;1 (lf, To, $3) + 81152(@ xy, 1'3) =0
so that 852131 (t,z2,23) = 0. Therefore b! is linear with respect to z2, and

b (t, 2, 23) = ' (¢, 23)22 + g (¢, 23). (77)

Similarly, we also have 92 b?(t,z1,x3) = 0 so that
V2 (t,xy,x3) = —jL(t, x3)x1 + g2 (¢, x3). (78)
Next, we make use of another equation of (74 to get
Dus 02 (L, 1, 3) + gy b3 (£, 21, 20) = 0

with 8m362(t,$1,{[]3) = —0p,jt (t,23) 71 + 02y g°(t, 23). From (952133(1%, x1,72) =0,
we have ~
b3 :jg(taxl)IQ +gg(taxl) (79)

so that —0,,51 (¢, #3)21 + 0,59 (x3)+j3(t, 1)w2 = 0. Taking one more x3 deriva-
tive, we get
—07,3" (t, w3)a1 + 02, g% (8, x3) = 0

so that 82, 5" (¢, x3) = 02,9°(t, x3) = 0. Furthermore, taking two more z1 deriva-
tives, we have 92 j3(t,2z1) = 0. Hence j' and g* can be expressed as

gt x3) = 1M(t)as + h(1),
Ptr) = 1Mtz — A1),
g (t,xs) = hE(t)xs +m3(t).



Plugging back into (T7), ({8) and ([T9), we deduce

b= (IY(t)xs 4+ h )z + ¢ (t, x3),
b = —(IMt)as + hr(t)xr + h2(t)zs + mA(t), (80)
b = 1Nt)xixe — B2tz + g3 (L, 7).

Finally, from the remaining equation in (74,
8x31~)1 (t7 X, .Ig) + 8mll~)3(t7 X1, 'IQ) == 0

By @), I'zg + 0,9 (t, 23) + 1 w2+ 0y, g3 (¢, 71) = 0. Hence ! = 0, g* is a linear
function of z3 and ¢ is a linear function of x1:

FPt,z) = Az +m3(t)
t

3
g'(t,xs) = —h*(t)zs+m' (1)

Therefore, letting w(t) = —[h2(t), h3(t), k1 (t)] and m(t) = [m(t), m?(t), m3(t)],
we deduce from a direct computation that

b=—c(t)r+ w(t) x x+ m(t).
We also have 92b(t, ) = 0 from ([75) and (76). Hence d7c(t) = 0 from (73), and
c(t) = cot + ¢1 so that

Cof2
c=—+ Clt —+ Ca.
2
Hence w”(t) x  + m”(t) =0 and @" (t) = m”(t) = 0. We can denote
b= —{cot +c1}z + {'(0)t + @} x x + byt + b;.

where w is a constant vector. Moreover, from (73), V x d:b = 0 so that

V x {—cor + @' (0) x x} = 0.
This implies that w’(0) = 0 and from (78) again,

2
a:%—bo-x—i—ao.

Lastly, to prove ([{1l), we note that for 1 < 4,5 < 3, functions

|2 N/, i A/ B0, B0 X0 T/, 0/ 80P o Py o] P
are linearly independent. Therefore, their coefficients ¢, c1, ¢2, ag, bg, b1, @ are

) 1/2
bounded by C {fo ||Z(s)||2ds} , which is finite. m
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3.3 Interior Compactness
Lemma 13 For any smooth function x(t,x) such that sup x CC (0,1) x €, then
up to a subsequence, limy_, oo fol lIX{Zr — Z}(s)||?ds = 0.
Proof. We multiply the equation (62) by x to get
[0 +v- Vo {xZk} = {[0 + v Vai]x} Zk — xLZ.

Since fol || Zk(s)||?ds is uniformly bounded for the hard potentials, by ([60) and
©7), we deduce from the Averaging Lemma [DL], [ x(¢,z)Zg(v)x,(v)dv are
compact in L?([0,1] x Q) for any smooth cutoff function x,(v) (see [G1]). It
then follows that

/ XZi(0)[1, v, [o]?] /T

are compact in L?([0,1] x Q). Therefore, up to a subsequence, the macroscopic
parts of Zj, satisfy YPZ, — xPZ = xZ strongly in L%([0, 1]x 2xR?). Therefore,
in light of fol [|(I-P)Zk(s)||2ds — 0 in (@7) for all four boundary conditions, the

remaining microscopic parts xZj satisfy limg_, oo fol [[X{I — P} Z(s)||?ds = 0,
and our lemma follows. m
3.4 No Time Concentration

We first establish L°° in time estimate for Zj to rule out possible concentration
in time, near either t =0 or t = 1.

Lemma 14 supy<,<; ;>1 ||Zk(t)[] < oc.

Proof. Since fol [ fr(s)]]2 < oo, fol ||Z1(s)||2 < oo. Therefore, by the standard
L? estimate for (62)), we obtain for 0 <t < 1:

1201 + [ 12u)1E ds+2 [ (12,2 (s)ds

t

= 1Ze(0)]” +/O 1Zk()II3_ds. (81)

We first derive an upper bound for Zj(¢). In the case of in flow case (I,
because of (&), @) and L > 0, we deduce

1Ze0)1” < 12O + 1. (52)

Note fg ||Zk(s)||,2uds = f(f ||Z1(s)||2_ds for either bounce-back or specu-
lar reflection (I2)) and (Id]), hence [B2) is clearly valid. In the case of diffuse
reflection ([I6), we deduce (82]) because

t t t
[ 1z as = [Pzl ds < [ 1z@)E, as
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Next, we derive an upper bound for Zj(0). We note that

?vIQ

Ahza>auw<c/|m P} 7, |2dt <

In the case of the in-flow case (), by (€1)) and (&I,

1 1
1ZeIF > 112k (0)]]* - ; ||Zk(5)||i+ds—/0 (LZk, Zy)(s)ds
C
> 12O = = (83)
Note that fo 1Z(s)]]5, ds = fo ||Z1(s)||2_ds for either bounce-back and

specular reflection (I2]) or (I]ZI) so that (B3]) is clearly valid. In the case of
diffuse reflection (I6]), (83) is valid because of (66l):

t t t
1
[ 12u6E ds = [Nz ds = [ 1= P22 ds =
0 0 0

Since fo || Z(t)]|?dt < Cfo 1Z,(t)]|2dt < C{1 + 4} for hard potentials,
integrating ([83]) over 0 < ¢ < 1 yields

1
C
1Z0IF < [zl

IN

1

C
¢ [ izl + 7
0 k

1 C

< Z =

< Cll+ o+ o
by (60) and (7). Our lemma thus follows from (82). =

3.5 No Boundary Concentration

The most delicate step is to prove that there is no concentration at the boundary
99 so that Z — Z strongly in [0,1] x Q x R3. Let

Qu={reQ:&r) < -}

To this end, we will establish a careful energy estimate in the thin shell-like
region near the boundary [0,1] x {2\ Q.a} x R3.

Recall n(z) = IVS ‘ # 0, well-defined and smooth on Q\ Q.4 for £ small.
For m > 1/2, for any (z,v), we define the outward moving (inward moving)
indicator function x, (x_) as

X1 (z,0) = 1ova, (@)1{u<c—m n(z)v>e} (V)
Xo(@,v) = oo, (@)1{ju<e—m n@)vc—e} (V)
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Our main strategy is to show that the moving (non-grazing) part x, Zx
are controlled by the inner boundary values of Zj, on 9Q.4 = {£(z) = —&},
which are further controlled by the (compact!) interior parts of Zj. Hence, no
concentration is possible. On the remaining almost grazing part {1 — x4} Zx,

thanks to the fact fol [[{T — P} Zi(s)||2ds — 0, no concentration can occur for
the small velocity set {|v| > e ™} U {|n(z) - v| < e}.

Lemma 15

1
ig};/ / /n(z)-’u|§5 | Zk (s, 2,v)|>dedvds < Ce. (84)
>1Jo Jo\o_s

or |v|>e™™

Proof. Let PZ;, = {ai(t, z)+v-by(t, x)+|v[*ci(t, )} /f. Since supy, fol || Z1(s)]|?ds is
finite and [1, v, |v|?],/& are linearly independent, there is C' > 0 (independent of
k) such that

1 1 1 1
[ laxlPds + [ o) Pds+ [ llen(s)lPas < ¢ [z Pds <
0 0 0 0

(85)
By (67)), we can split:

1
Zk S, T,V le'd’l)ds
/0 /51\954 /”(m)'v\ﬁs | ( )l

or [v|>e™™

< 2 _ 2
< [n(m)»’u\ga [PZ(s,x,v)| +ﬁn(m)-v|§€ HI - P}Zi(s,z,v)]|

or [v|>e™™ or [v|>e™™

1
C
|PZ (s, z,v)*dedvds + —
/0 /51\5254 /‘”(m)'”‘gs k

or |[v|>e™™

IN

Even with an extra weight {1+ [v|?}! (I > 0), the first term can be bounded by
the Fubini Theorem as

{1+ [P Zy(s, 2,v) |2 dedvds

In(z)-v|<e
or |[v|>e™™

1
2 2 9
< A ‘/9\954{'@]6(8’%)'+|bk(8’x)|+|ck(87x)|} «

X{/\n(m)v\gg {1 + |1}|2}l+2’udv}diEdS (86)

or |[v|>e™™

We note that the inner v—integral above is bounded, uniformly in x. In fact, by
a change of variable v|| = {n(x) - v}n(z), and v, = v —v) for |n(z)-v| <¢, the
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inner integral is bounded by the sum of

IN

c/ de/ eIl 8 qy, < Ce(87)
R2

—€

[ Py
[n(z)-v|<e

IN

and / {1+ oY 2 pdv Ce.
[v]>e—m

Our lemma thus follows from (85). m
To study the non-grazing parts y,Zx, we fix (z,v) € {Q\ Q.a} x R? and
any moment s such that ¢ < s < 1 —¢, and . We define for backward in time
0<t<s:
X4t 2,v) = Lova_, (2 — v{t — s} 1{ju|<c—m n(z—v{t—s})-v>e} (V); (88)

and for forward in time 0 < s <t:

X_(tz,v) = Iova_, (@ — vft = sH1{jsj<c-m n(a—v{t—s})-v<—e} (V)- (89)

Both X solve the transport equations:

OXe+tv-Vaxy =0, Xa(s,z,0) = xx(7,0). (90)
We first prove that

Lemma 16 (1) For 0 < s—c? <t <s, if x, (t,z,v) # 0 then n(z)-v > £ > 0.
Moreover, X (s — €%, z,v) =0, for z € Q\ Qea.

(2) For s <t < s+e* <1, if x_(t,z,v) # 0, then n(z) -v < -5 < 0.
Moreover, X _(s+¢&%,x,v) =0, for z € Q\ Q..

Proof. It suffices to prove (1), the proof for (2) being exactly the same. First of
all, by @8), if X (t,z,v) # 0, then x —v(t —s) € Q\ Qua, n(x —v{t —s})-v > ¢,
and |v] < e~™. Hence for |t — s| < &2, for any 0 < 6 <1,

|z —Ov(t —s) —{x —v(t—s)} <e ™e? <, (91)

for 2m < 1. Therefore x — Qu(t — s) is also near I and |Vn(z — Qv(t — s))| is
uniformly bounded. Now,

n(xz)-v = nlz—v{t—s}) v—{nlx—v{t—s}) —nx)} v

> e— sup |Vn(z —0v{t —s})| x |t — s|jv]?.
0<6<1

€ — 0672m+2

= [l = Ce 2] > (92)

€
2 b
for 2m < 1. We thus conclude the first assertion.

To prove the second assertion, let z € Q\ Q.4 so that —e* < £(z) < 0. If
X4(s—e%,z,0) >0, by B8), —e* < &(z —£?v) < 0 and |v| < e~ ™. But

€z —*v) = &(z) — *VE(x) -v+ v - V(D) - v,
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for some Z is between z and x —e?v. Since n(x) = ‘gg—gig‘, there exists a constant

C¢ > 0 such that

g3 Cee?
—*VE() v = = |VE(@)In(z) v < 5 |VE(@)| < ——5—
for z € 2\ Q.4. Here we have used the first assertion that n(x)-v > 5. Therefore

3
f(x—e?) < 0-— CgTE + %0 - V3(7) - %o

Cee®
<_E

C
+ Clet?| = 58 = {1-Ce'7?m} < —¢*
for 2m < 1, and small . This is a contradiction to —¢* < é(x —%v) < 0. =

Lemma 17 We have the strong convergence

lim/ I1Ze(s) — Z(s)|[2ds = 0

k—oc0

and fol [|Z(s)||2 > 0. Moreover, Z defined in (70) satisfies the corresponding
boundary conditions (I1) with g =0, (I2), (I4) and (16)

Proof. By ([@0), we multiply ¥, with (62) to get
O +v- Vo {XiZr} = X LZk. (93)

Since fo 1Z1(t)|2 dt < oo, applying the L? estimate backward in time over the
shell-like region [s — %5l x {Q\ Q.4} x R? for outgoing part x, we obtain:

S

I zGIP [ Iz [ IR 201 d = 128 - )P
S—¢&

s—g2

t [ aoB a- [ RA@Rd- [ 6Lz, o
s—E& S—¢& s—¢&

where at the inner boundary 7¢ = {z : £(z) = —*} x R3, its normal vector is

n(z) = ng g‘ We notice that by Lemmal[l@] Y, =0 at s —e?, while x, =0on

v_ and 72, since n(x)-v > 0 for x , (s, z,v) # 0. From fo [[I-P) Zi(s)|[2ds < ¢
we get for k large,

/3552(>2+L2k,2k)(t)dt < /1/9st |L{T — P} Zy|| Zy|(t)dzdvdt
ol wo-rmne) ([ e}
<

(95)

R
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Therefore we can simplify ([@4]) as

s C
- 2

. X4 2k (0)]]52 dt + NG

Similarly, we use L? estimate forward in time [s, s + %] x {Q\ Q.1} x R? for
incoming part x_ to get

A L Uy
s—¢ s

—E

s+52 S+62
| %2+ P+ [ k@B [ IR A0 d = e Z Gl

s+e s-l—&2 s+e
+ / 5 Zu(@®)|12dt / 5 Za(8)|12- dt / (*_L{I- P} Zy. Z)(t)dr.

We notice that Y _ = 0 at t = s + €2, while Y_ = 0 on the incoming part o
and v% by part (2) of Lemma [I6 Therefore we deduce from (@5])

s+52 s+e C
b ze@lF+ [ 1%zl < [zl
S S
By Lemma [I6] the supports of X, Zx(t) on 7% are contained in |n(z) - v| > 5.
Combining the + cases, we are able to estimate X, Zj in terms of the inner
boundary contributions as

| Z (5, 2, v)|*dxdv
/9\954 /"(w)-v|>€
s+e?

v|<e™™

s 2C
S 2 Y 2
< [z e [ %A,
s+e?
2C
2
< [ et e OB+ 2 (90)

Since the outward normal at = € 9Q.4 is n(z), the set {(x,v) : z € 4, |v-
n(x)| > 5} is away from the singular set 1§ = {(z,v) : € 0, |v - n(z)| =
0}. Hence, by {@0) in Lemma [B both the backward or forward trajectories
emanating from 0. x {[v] <& ™, |v-n(zx)| > 5} spend a positive period of
time inside {2.4. Since

{8t +v- Vm} {1{|U‘S57m}(Zk — Z)} = _1{|v\§s*m}L{I — P}Zk, (97)

we can apply Ukai’s trace theorem (Theorem 5.1.1, [U1]) to 1yjyj<c-m1(Zk — 2)
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over QE4 to get

s+e?
| i gz 5120 = 2O} Beds

—€

s+e?
= [ e e (Zalt) = 2D}

IN

1—¢
C. / {1y (Z0() = ZWDIR s xms + |1 goi<e—y (LT = PYZW(OHIE o } dt
€
l1—¢ 1
< O 112 - 2O, e+ Ce [ IHI- PRI
0
5175 ) OE
< O l1Z) - 2O e+
€
Therefore, for fixed &, we have from the interior compactness in Lemma [I3]

s+e?
khm / ||1{|v\Ss*m,|v-n(m)|25}{zk(t) - Z(t)}”?yidt =0.
—00 Jg_ o2

Hence, for k large, and for any ¢ < s < 1 — ¢, by (@6

/Q\Q /Iv\<87’" |Zk(s,3:,v)|2d:1:dv
54 - ’

|v-n(z)|>e
s-l—&2 s+€2 20
< 2/ 11 y<em {Z0(E) — Z(t)}||35dt+2/ 11 yy<cm Z(B)]12-dt + NG
s=€2  |un(a)|2e s=€2  |un(a)|2e k

2

s+e
< e+/ 1Z(t)]12-ds.
s 2

—E

But from Lemma [I2] Z(s,z,v) is smooth so its trace is given by ([0) as well.
By (), since the time interval is small,

s+e?
[zl <22 x s (Z00] < ¢,
s—g? 0<t<1
where C' depends on aqg, cg, ¢1, 2, by, b1 and . We thus deduce that for ¢ < s <
1 — ¢, for k large,
/ /\nm\Zs | Z (s, 2, 0)[Pdzdv < Ce. (98)
N

We are now ready to prove compactness of Z;. We split

1 € 1-¢ 1
/ / | Zk(s,2,0) — Z(s,2,v)|*dsdxdv :/ +/ +/ .
0 Q 0 € 1—¢
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By Lemma[[4] we conclude that the integrals [ + f11_€ are bounded by Ce. On
the other hand, we further split the main part f;is as

1—¢ 2 1—¢ )
Zy(s,x,v +2/ / / Zi(s,x,v
[ ﬁnm Zils2.0) oz 1200

lv|<e™™ or [v|>e™™

1—¢ 1—e
2 / / / 1Z(s, 2,0 + / / / \Zi(s,2,0) — Z(s, z,0)
€ Q\Q_ 4 € Q4

Clearly, the first term is bounded by (@8)), the second term is bounded by Ce
thanks to Lemma [I5 by (1)), the third term is bounded by

/ /|Z(t,:1c,v)|2dwdv < O\ Q] < Ce,
OO

where C' depends on ag, cg, ¢1, c2,bp, b1 and w. The last term goes to zero as
k — oo by Lemma [I3] We hence deduce the strong convergence

1
/ // | Zi(s,2,0) — Z(s,2,v)|*dsdzdv — 0
0 Q

by first letting ¢ small, then letting & — oo. From our normalization fol [|PZk(s)||%2ds =
1 with PZy, = {aj, +v-bx + c|v]*} /1, there exists C' > 0 independent of k such
that

1 1
/ [P Zy(s)|[2ds > c/ [P Zi(s)|2ds > C > 0,
0 0

because both norms are equivalent to

1 1 1
/ |lax (s, z)|*dads —|—/ |br (s, z)|*dads —|—/ ek (s, ) [Pdads.
0 0 0

Hence [, [|Z(s)||2ds = limj— o0 [, ||Z1(s)[[?ds > C > 0.

Finally, we study the boundary conditions which Z satisfies. In fact, recalling
@) and fol [|Zx(t) — Z(t)||?dt — 0, we use Ukai’s trace theorem to conclude,
for any fixed € > 0,

1
lim /0 1 (o) 2 5. 1ol < bt Z0(8) = Z(5)[[5ds

k—o0

1 1
< Ckgngo[/o ||1\v|§%m{Zk(S)—Z(S)}I|2d8+/0 1[0 + v - V]l < 1 {Zk(s) — Z(s)}|[*ds]
1
< Clim </0 ||1U|<€%{L{I—P}Zk(t)}||2dt> 0, (99)

For the in-flow boundary case, by (G1)) and the continuity of Z,
/ Lo 51 Luf e Z()|2ds = lim / L gono25) Lot e Ze(8)|2ds = 0,
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so that Z =0 on ~.

For the bounce-back and specular reflections, Zy(t,x,v) = Zy(t, z, —v), or
Zy(t,x,v) = Zi(t,z, R(x)v). Letting k — oo, we deduce that Z satisfies the
same relation respectively for {|v-n(x)| > 5}. Therefore, Z(t,x,v) = Z(t,z, —v)
or Z(t,z,v) = Z(t,z, R(x)v) respectively by the continuity of Z.

For the diffusive reflection, notice that on ~_,

Zi(t,z,0) = cuf Zi(t,z,0")/pn-v'dv' }/ p(v) = ax(t, ©)y/ cup(v) (100)

n-v’>0

Fix € > 0 small and for any « € 99, on the set {v-n(z) > €}, Z; — Z in
L2([0,1] x ). This implies that from (@3)

1 1
/ / |&k(t,$)|2/ vn(z)>e cuppdv p dedt = 1 }0n(z) >t Z1 ()}~ ||2dt < C. < 0.
o Joa 0

and |v|>e™™ [v[>e™™

Notice that for e small, f vn(z)>e Hdv is a finite non-zero constant, indepen-

and |v|>e”™

dent of z. It follows that

1
{// |ak(t,x)|2}dxdt§05<oo.
0 o

This implies that P, {Zx},, = ax(t,z)/cup(v) are uniformly bounded in L([0, 1]x
v4+)- But from @8), {I — P,}{Zx},, — 0 in L*([0,1] x 7, ), we deduce that
{Zk}, are uniformly bounded in L*([0,1] x v,) with a weak limit. But
{Z1}y, — Z strongly in L*([0,1] x {7, \ 70}) by the trace theorem, so that
{Zk}, — Z weakly in L?([0,1] x ) since 7, has zero measure. Hence

e Zi(t,x,0")/pnv'dv' b/ p(v) = ¢ f Z(t,x, 0" )/ unv'dv' }y/ u(v)

n-v’>0 n-v'>0

weakly L?([0,1] x v, ). We then recover (I6) by letting & — oo in (I00). m

3.6 Boundary Condition Leads to Z = 0.

Since Z now satisfies one of the boundary conditions Z, = 0, ({I2)), (I4)), and
([I8), we will show that Z in (70) has to be zero and this leads to a contradiction.

In the case of in-flow boundary (II), since Z = 0 on =, from (7Q), for
any t and z € 99, and v € R?, by comparing the coefficients in front of the
polynomials of v, we deduce that {% + 1t 4+ c2} =0 and

{—cotx —crz+w xx+bot +b1} = {%|x|2 —by-z+ap} =0.
Therefore cg = c¢1 = ¢ =0, and by = 0. Then ag =0 and w x z + by =0, or

wlrs — wiae + b} = —wles + iz + b% = wley — @2 + bf =0 (101)
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for all z € 9. Notice that since {(z) = 0 is two dimensional, so we may
assume that (z1,z2) are (locally) independent. Hence w' = w? = b} = 0 then
w?® = b? =0, and finally b} = 0. Therefore we deduce Z = 0.

In the case of the bounce-back case ([[2), for any fixed ¢, because of (@), we
apply Ukai’s trace theorem over [0,1] x Q x R? to get, for any 0 < ¢ < 1,

([ <c-n {Z3(t) = Z ()} = 0. (102)
Therefore, by ([[T) and (IS,

/Z(t)\/ﬁ = lim Zy(t)y/pp+ lim Zr(t)y/p =0, (103)

k— oo I'U‘Sl k—oo ‘|>1
JroutvE = [ ePzovEs i [ ez v

because the integrations over [v| > 1 are bounded by C||Zk(t)]| f\v|>l ut/t =
Ce, from the L™ estimates in Lemma [T4l We therefore obtain that for all t,

c cot?
/{50|x|2—bo-x+a0}\/ﬁ+{07+c1t+cQ}|v|2\/,7 = 0, (105)
Co 2 2 COt2 4

{5|x| —bo -z + ao}|v \//_L+{T+Clt+02}|’l)| VE = 0. (106)

This implies that cg = ¢; = 0. Moreover, since from the bounce-back boundary
condition Z(t,x,v) = Z(t,x,—v), we must have b(t,z) = 0 in (24)), or

b(t,z) =we Xz +bot+b1 =0

for all z € 9. Clearly by = 0 as a function of ¢. From the argument after (I0T]),
wo = 0 = b;. We therefore deduce that from (I05]) and (I0G) that

/ao\/ﬁdv—l—cz/|v|2\/ﬁdv = /a0|v|2\/ﬁ+02/|v|4\/ﬁdv =0.

We thus have ag = c3 = 0, then Z = 0 for the bounce-back case.

The specular reflection is more delicate. Using the same mass and con-
servation laws (I05) and (106, we again have ¢; = ¢y = 0 and b(t,z) =
wo X & + bot + b1. Now from the specular reflection, we have for any = € 0,
b(t,x) -n=0or

{wxx+byt+b} n(x)=0.

Hence by = 0 for all z € 992 and
{w x a}-n(xz)+ b -n(z) =0. (107)
In the case @ = 0, we have by - n(x) = 0 on 9Q. We can choose z’ € 9 such

that by || n(2") by taking the minimizer of ming(,)—g b1 - 2. Hence, by - n(z") =0
and bl =0.
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For w # 0, let’s decompose b; = ﬁl‘% + Bym, where |n| = 1 and n L w.
Then n = {% X n} % ro7- Hence

w w w w

by = —_— = o —F X X = —_— = X .

1=0 ] + Ban = By | +ﬁ2{|w|2 N} xw=p ] To X W
where g = —‘gﬁw x 7. By plugging this back into (I07), we get

1. nle) + % (o~ ) i) =0,

Once again, we can choose a point 2’ € 9Q such that @ || n(z’) (e.g., look for
minimizer of ming,)—gw - ). We then deduce w x (2’ — o) - n(2’) = 0 and
hence 8; = 0. So
Z=w X (x—x) v/ (108)

and @ x (x — xg) - n(z) = 0 for all x € 9N. If Q is not rotational symmetric,
there is no non-zero w and x exist, then we deduce that Z = 0 for the specular
case.

On the other hand, if 2 is rotational symmetric, there are such non-zero
w and zo for Q so that (I08)) is valid, we then have to use the additional
conservation law for angular momentum:

/w x (z —x0) - vZ(t)y/pdv =0

as k — oo of the same expression for Z (see the proof for (I03))). Therefore, we
combine (I08) to get

/{w x (x — x0) - v}*pdrdv = 0

Therefore w x (x — zp) - v =0 and Z = 0 from (I08).
In the case of diffuse boundary condition (8], because of (IT), we have (I05)
and ¢, = ¢y = 0. Moreover, we have

Z(t,z,v) =c,{ Z(t,x,v")\/pn - v'dv' } /.
n-v’>0

on y_. Since v\/f, \/, [v]*\/;t are linearly independent, this implies for all ¢ and
x € 082,
b(t,x) =w X x + bot + by =0, and ¢y = 0.

Therefore, by = 0, and @ = b; = 0 as in ([I0I)). Therefore, we have from (03]
ao [ Vidv = 0. Hence Z = 0.
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4 L*° Decay Theory

4.1 L™ Decay For In-flow Boundary Condition

4.1.1 G(t,0) and Continuity

As outlined in Section 1.6, we study the L™ (pointwise) decay for the weighted
h = wf of the linear Boltzmann equation [27) with the in-flow boundary con-
dition. We first derive explicit formula for solution operator G(t,0) for the
homogenous transport equation (29) with in-flow boundary condition. Note
that for non-zero in-flow datum at the boundary, G(¢,0) in general is not a
semigroup.

Lemma 18 Let ho(z,v) € L™ and wg € L*>®. Let {G(t,0)ho} be the solution
to the transport equation (29)

{6,5 +v-V,+ I/}G(t, O)ho =0, G(O, O)ho = hyg, {G(f, 0)h0}77 = wg.

For any (z,v), with x € Q, let ty,(x,v) be its back-time exit time defined in
Definition[l Then for a.e. (x,v),

{G(t,0)ho}(t,z,0) = 14 s<0e " Wtho(z — tv,v)
+1t,tb>06_”(”)tb{wg}(t — tb,x — tpbv,v). (109)

Moreover,
sup e”"||G(t,0)holloc < [[0]oc + sup ”%[lwg(s)||oo- (110)
t>0 5>0

Proof. For almost every z, v, along the characteristic line g—f =, % =0,

d
E{e”(”)TG(T, 0)ho} = 0.

Hence ¢”")7G(7,0)hg is constant along the characteristic. Choose any point
(t,z,v) in [0,00) x Q x R?® with its backward exit point (t — tp,xp,v). If t —
tb(x,v) <0, then the backward trajectory first hits on the initial plane {¢ = 0}.
On the other hand, if t —¢p (2, v) > 0, then the backward trajectory first hits the
boundary. Since {G(7,0)ho}, = wg a.e., from part (4) of Lemma [0 (I09) is
clearly valid for almost every x, v, x € Q, and estimate ([I0) follows immediately
from (I09) with tp, =t — (t —tp). ®

Lemma 19 Let Q be convez as in ([f). Let ho(x,v) be continuous in QxR3\ v, ,
g be continuous in [0,00) x {0Qx R3*\ v}, q(t, z,v) be continuous in the interior
of [0,00) x 2 x R? and SUP[,00) x O x R |q(£’(f)’)v) | < co. Let h(t,x,v) be the solution
of

{0:+v- -V, +v}h=gq, h(0) = hy, hy_ = wg.
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Assume the compatibility condition on v _,

h,o(I,U) = {wg}((),:z:,v) (111)
Then h(t,z,v) is continuous on [0,00) x {Q x R3\ 7,1}

Proof. Let (z,v) ¢ v, and denote its backward exit time [t — tp, zp, v]. Since

L LevTG(1,5)h} = q along the characteristic 92 = v, % =0, for ¢t — tp, <0,

¢
h(t,z,v) = e Vihg(z — vt,v) + / e VW) (s x — vt —s),v)ds.  (112)
0
If t — tp > 0, we then have

t
h(t,z,v) = e "W fwgh(t — ty, Tp, v) + / e VW= (s, 2 — v(t — 5),v)ds.
t—tp

(113)

Since (z,v) ¢ 7, if z ¢ 9Q, then &(z) < 0; and if x € IQ, then v-VE(z) # 0.

This implies in (B6), «(t) > 0. Since £ is convex and {(xp) = 0, we now apply
Velocity Lemma [f] to get

alt —tp) = {v- VE&(rp)}? > calt) > 0. (114)

We thus conclude v - n(zp) # 0 and also tp(z,v) > 0 by ([@0). Therefore, by
Lemma [6] ty(z,v), zp(z,v) are both smooth functions of (z,v).

Now take any point (¢, Z, %) close to (¢,z,v) and we separate three cases. If
t—tp(t,x,v) > 0, when (£, Z,v) is close to (t,z,v), t —t(Z,v) > 0 by continuity.
Therefore

_ t _
h(t,z,0) = e VO Lygh(E — ty, Tp, v) + / e V@9 g(s, 7 — 5(t — 5),0)ds.
i—t
° (115)
From the continuity of g away from ~,, the second term above tends to the
second term in (II3]). We split the third term into

t t t—e t—tpte
t—1p t—e t—tp+e t—tp

where € > 0 is small. The first and the third parts above are small since
4 is bounded, from our assumption. Notice that z — v(t — s) is inside the
inttfzgior of Q fort —tp +e& < s <t —e¢, the middle term above tends to
bty e e VW E=9)q(s, 2 —v(t — s5),v)ds in (II3), from the interior continuity of
q. Clearly |h(t,z,v) — h(t,z,9)] — 0 as (,Z,0) — (t,z,v) in this case.
In the case t — tp(z,v) < 0, x — vt ¢ 9. Then for (¢,z,v) close to (¢,x,v),
we have t — t,(Z,0) < 0, T — vt ¢ 09, and

, P
h(f,i;,f;):e*"(f’)tho(g‘c—ﬂﬂﬁ)+/ e VO g(s 7 — o(t — 5),0)ds.  (116)
0



Since hg is continuous away from ,, and ¢ is continuous and £ is bounded in
the interior, we again deduce that h(f,Z,v) — h(t,z,v) by the same argument
as in the first case t — ¢, > 0.

Lastly, if ¢t — tp(z,v) = 0 and ([I12)) is valid. By ([14), zp = = —tpv = = — tv,
and (z — tv,v) € 7. Then for any (¢,z,v) near (t,x,v), t — tp, could be either
>0or <0.If ¢ —t, <0, then h(t,z,v) still has the same expression (II6) as
h(t,z,v) and h(t,z,v) — h(t,z,v) as before. On the other hand, if ¢ — > 0,
h(t,z,v) is given by (IIH). By the Velocity Lemma [5 and Lemma [6] we have
that |t — tp| + |Zb — 2b| — 0, so that by the previous argument,

(t,2,0)—(t,z,v)

t
lim ht, z,0) = e wg}0, 21, v) +/ e VWtg(s,z —v(t —s),v)ds.
0

But {wg}(0, zp,v) = ho(zb,v) by the compatibility condition (IT1I), hence this
limit equals to h(t,z,v) given by (I12). =
4.1.2 Decay of In-flow U(t,0)

Theorem 20 Let {U(t,0)ho} be the solution to the weighted linear Boltzmann
equation (27) as

{(% +v-Vy+v-— Kw}U(t, O)ho =0, U(O, O)ho = hg, {U(t, 0)h0}77 = wg.
There exists 0 < X\ < A\g such that

sup eM'||U(t,0)hol[o0 < C{|lholloc + sup €**[Jwg(s)]]oo}-
t>0 0<s<

Proof. By (I12) and (I13), we have {U(t,0)ho}(t, z,v) =
1—ty<0e "lhg(z — vt,v) + 1i—gy=0e " {wg} (t — tr, Tb, V)
t
+/ efu(v)afsl){KwU(sl, 0)ho}(s1,2 —v(t — s1),v)ds1.
max{0,t—tp }

Let 1 = z — v(t — s1), t;, be the exit time for (z1,v’) and x}, = 21 — v't},. We
now further iterate this formula to evaluate {K,,U(s1,0)ho} as

- Ky(v,v"){U(s1,0)ho}(s1, 21,0 )dv (117)
= . Kw(v,v/)lsl,tggoe_”(”/)slho(ajl —v's1,0")dv’
e O R
-I—/S1 { }671/(”,)(5175) /Kw(v,v’)Kw(v’,v”){U(s,O)ho}(s,xl — ' (s1 — 8),v")dv' dv" ds
max{0,s1 —t,,

We note that ||Kyhlleo < C||h||e from (@) in Lemma [l Clearly, since
v(v),v(v") > vg > 0 for hard potentials,

efu(tfsl)efu('u’)(slfs) < 671/0(1575)7 efu('u)(tfsl)efv(v’)t{g < 67u0tev0(517t{o)'
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Plugging (II7) back into {U(t,0)ho}(t, x,v) yields that all the terms except for

the last term in (II7) are bounded by (0 < A < vp):
e " hollo + €7 sup e**|lwg(s)]|oo +

<s<oo

t
O / (e [holloo + e sup 0% fwg(s)l|oo }ds1

min{0,t—ty } 0<s<o0

< COft+1re " {|lholloc + sup €”*|Jwg(s)||}-

<s<oo

(118)

We now concentrate on the last term in (II7) and split the velocity-time
integration into several regions. We first consider the case |v| > N.
CASE 1: For |v| > N. Since from (@3] with e = 0 in Lemmal{]

//Kw(v,v/)K v"dv'dv” < 1?_7 B

By Lemma [1 again, the double-time integration fmax{O ) N

|v| > N is controlled by

CK t S1
N / / e =T (s,0)hol|sodsdsy
0 0

CKG_%Ot vgs toro o(t s)
———sup{e 2 ||U(s,0)hol|oo} dsdsy
N s o Jo

where we have split the exponent as

vot  wvo(t—s) wvgs
e ot=s) — e e e 2,

OK
N7

IN

IN

ax{0,

_— for

(119)

sup{e  [|U(s,0)holloc }

(120)

and used the fact fot Jo e 2 dsdsy < oo by a direct computation.
CASE 2: For |v] < N, |v/| > 2N, or |v/| < 2N, |v”| > 3N. Notice that we
have either [v/ —v| > N or [v/ —v”| > N, and either one of the following are

valid correspondingly:

|Kw(’U,’U/)| S 67§N2|Kw(vvv/)eélviv,‘zh |Kw(v/av//)| S 67%N2|Kw(v/av”)e§|v/71)

//‘2 |
(121)

From [@5) in Lemma [ both [ |K,(v,v)esl"='F| and [|K, 0, v")eslv' ="
are still finite. By (I20)), we use (IZI)) to combine the cases of [v/ —v| > N or

[v) —2"| > N as:

t S1
max{0,t—tp} Y max{0,s1—t,} [v]<N,[v|>2N, |[v’|<2N,[v""|>3N

<
< gxe_gNz/ / e I|U (s,0) oo dsdsy
< Coge SN F Sup{@ 22||U (5, 0)ho][0 }-

40

t S1
C’K// [|U(s,0)ho]|00 / |Kw(v,v')|dv’+sup/ | K (', 0")|dv”
[v|<N,|v’|>2N, v S| |<2N, |07 |>3N

(122)



CASE 3: 51 —s <g, for € > 0 small. We bound the last term in (II7) by

¢
/ / Cre "= |U(s,0)hol|sodsds
min{0,t—ty }
< Cxe ® // T LU (s, 0)ho oo Ydsdisy
—vot vos ¢ 1 —vo(t—sq)
< C’KeTsup{eTHU(s,O)hon}x// ez dsds;
s>0 0 Jsi—e

t
< Cge =" sup{e 2 ||U(s O)h0||oo}><£/ e =5 1)dsl
0

< Ogee 2 s1>118{eT||U(s,O)ho||oo}. (123)

CASE 4. s;1 —s > ¢, and |[v]| < N, |[v/| < 2N, |v"| < 3N. This is the last
remaining case because if [v'| > 2N, it is included in Case 2; while if [v”| > 3N,
either [v/| < 2N or |v'| > 2N are also included in Case 2. We now can bound
the integral of the third term in (II7)) by

t S§1—¢€
O/ / / UK (v, 0) Ko (0, 0" ){U (s, 0)ho } (5, 21— (51=5)0, o)
max{0,t—tp} /B Jmax{0,s1—t{ }

where B = {|v'| < 2N, |[v"| < 3N}. By (IE) K, (v,v") has possible integrable
singularity of L o—o> We can choose Ky (v,v',v") smooth with compact support
such that

1
wp [ ()~ Kulpo)d < (124)
IpI<3N Jjv'| <3N N
Splitting
Kw(va U/)Kw(vl, ’U”) = {Kw(’U, ’U/) - KN(va v/)}Kw(v’, UN)

H Ky 0") = Ky, v")}Kn(v,0") + Kn(v, v )Kn (v, 0"),
we can use such an approximation (I24]) to bound the above s1, s integration by

Ot
- sup{e 29)|U(s,0)hol|oc} X { sup /|K (v, 0")|dv" + sup /|KN(U,U')|dU’} (125)
N |v/|<2N lv|<2N

t S§1—€
+c/ / / e =) | Ky (0,0 ) K n (v, 0" {U (s,0)ho } (s, 21 — (51— s)v',0")].
max{0,s1—ty, }

max{0,t—tp }

Note that z1 — (s1 — s)v' € Q for either s1 —#;, < 0,5 >0, 0r 0 < s1 —t;, < s.

Split
S81—€ S81—€
/ = / {lslftg<0 + 10§517t{g§s}-
max{0,s1—t{ } 0
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for the last main term in (I25). Since Ky (v,v")Kn(v',v") is bounded, we first
integrate over v’ to get

CN/ {16t <r (V) + Locs, 4, <s (V) H{U (5,0)ho} (s, 21 — (s1 — s)v',0")|dv”
[o'|<2N

IN

1/2
Cn {/ 1o(z1 — (51— 8)V){U(s,0)ho} (s, 21 — (s1 — s)v',v”)|2dv’}
v/ |<2N

< W1 1wl Pa)

Here we have made a change of variable y = z1 — (s1 — s)v' € Q, and for

s1—8>¢, jy, > % Denote U(s,0)hg = wf(s) so that f is a L? solution to the

linear Boltzmann equation 23) with f(0) = 20 and f, = g. We then further
control the last term in (28] by:

ON t s§1—€ 1/2
—3/ / efyo(tfs)/ { |{U(s,0)h0}(y,v”)|2dy} dv" dsdsq
€ max{0,t—tp } JO [v"|<3N Q
ON t S1—€ 1/2
—3/ / e vot=s) / /|{U(s,O)ho}(y,v”)|2dydv” dsdsy
€ Jo Jo [v”|<3N JQ
C t 81—¢€ 1/2
—ng/ / e~ volt=s) / /|f(s,y,v”)|2dydv” dsds;
\v”\<3N

,_0 3 C s
< —36 SUp{eASIIf ||} 2= dsds; = — e Msup{e™||f(s)|[}  (126)
IS € s>0

o+ { [ ls@e a }/] ,

where we have used crucially part (1) of Theorem [0 with some 0 < A < Zg-
in the last line. Note that since {1 + |v|}w™2 € LY(R3), ||f(0)|| = ||lw™ ho|| <
Cllholloc, and llglly = [|2gll, < Cllwglloo, and Ji e23-%010dg < oo, where
Ao is in Theorem [Il We can then further bound (I26]) by

IN

IN

< ON e~

Cnx
D2 ol sup_ oo

<s<oo

In summary, replacing vo, %* by A and combining (I18), (I23), (I19), (22),
(I25) and ([I26]), we have estabhshed for any € > 0 and large N > 0,

C
sup{eM||U(t,0)ho||oc} < {e+==} sup{e**|[U (s, 0)ho||s0 }+Ck sup €****[|wg(s)[| oo +Ce,n || 70| |so-
>0 N~ >0 0<s

First choosing ¢ small, then N sufficiently large so that {e + %} < %,
sup{eM||U(t, 7)h|oc} < 20Kk sup X*[[wg(s)]]oc + 2Cc,n||ho]|oo-
t>0 0<s<00

and we conclude our proof. m
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4.2 L™ Decay for the Bounce-Back Reflection
4.2.1 Bounce-Back Cycles and Continuity of G(t)

Definition 21 (Bounce-Back Cycles) Let (t,xz,v) ¢ ~,. Let (to,zo,v0) =
(t,x,v) and inductively define for k > 1:

(tet1s Tht1, Ver1) = (tk — to(Tk, Vk), To(Tk, Uk ), — k).

We define the back-time cycles as:

Xal(s;t,z,v) = Z 1[tk+17tk)(s){:vk—i—(s—tk)vk}, Val(s;t,z,v) = Z 1[tk+17tk)(s)vk.
k

k
(127)
Remark 22 Clearly, we have vy1 = (=1)* 1o, for k> 1,
1—(=1)" 1+ (=1)F
2 2
and let d = t1 — to, then for k > 1,
tk—tk+1:d2t—tb>0. (129)

We follow the outline in Section 1.6 and first establish an abstract lemma.

Lemma 23 Let M be an operator on L>(v, ) — L>(y_) such that || M||z(pe 1) =
1. Then for any € > 0, there exists h(t) € L* and h,, € L™ solving

{0y +v-Vy+vih=0, h, =(1—-¢)Mh h(0,z,v) = hg € L*.

Y40

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0, we construct a solution by the following iteration (with
h% =0) for k=0,1,2....

{0y +v-Vo+vipftt =0, WS = (1 —e)MR; . hFTH0,2,0) = ho.
We now show h* and hf“Y is a Cauchy sequence. Taking differences, we get
{0 +0- Vo + v —h*y =0, RSP R = (1—e)M{n; - h5 M),
with zero initial datum {h**1 — h*},_y = 0. Note that from Lemma [
k+1 k k k—1
supl[51(5) = 1 (9| < (1= 2)sup AL (5) = B (5) o
Repeatedly using such inequality for £ = 1,2, ..., we obtain

sup R (s) = B (8)low < (1 — &) sup [} (s) — Y. (5)]].

Hence {hf“u} is Cauchy in L>(R x v_), and then both {h* } and {h*} are
Cauchy respectively by Lemma[I8 We deduce our lemma by letting & — co. =
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Lemma 24 Let hg € L>(2 x R®). There erists a unique solution G(t)hy of
{0 +v- Vi +v}H{G({t)ho} =0, {G(0)ho} = ho, (130)

with the bounce-back reflection {G(t)ho}(t,x,v) = {G(t)ho}(t,z,—v) for x €
0. For almost any (x,v) € Q x R3\ ~,,

{G(®)ho}(t, 2, v) Zl s, (0)e ™ ho (Xet(0), Var (0)). (131)

Moreover, e*°t||G(t)hol|so < [|hol|so-

Proof. For any € > 0, by Lemma 23] there exists a solution h® of
{Oi+v -Vy+v}he =0, h°(t,z,v)=(1—¢e)h®(t z,—v), h%(0,z,v) = ho.

with finite [|h®(¢, -)||cc and sup, |[h5 (2, -)|[oo. Such a solution is necessary unique.
This is because we can choose w™2{1 + [v[} € L! so that f* =2 € L?is a L?
solution to the same equation in (I30) with the same boundary condition, with
an additional property fot |[f2(s)|]2ds < oc. Then uniqueness follows from the
energy identity for f€.

Given any point (t,x,v) ¢ 7" and its back-time cycle [Xe(s), Ve (s)]. We
notice |Vei(s)| = |v|, for all s, and LG(s)hg = —vG(s)ho along the back-time
cycle [Xea(s),Var(s)] for tp41 < s < tg. Together with the boundary condition
at s = tx, and part (4) of Lemma [Gl we deduce that for almost every (z,v),
e’'G(s)hg is constant along its back-time cycle [Xei(s),Ver(s)] in (I27). If
(z,v) € Q x R?\ vy, then t,(z,v) >0, and

£(t, x,v) Z 100 (0)[1 — e]fe Ry (Xe1(0), Var (0)),

where the summation over k is finite for finite ¢ by (I29). For all ¢,

e [h*(t)]loo < [holloo,  sup [A7(tz,v)| < sup [A°(E 2,0)] < [lhol]oe
t>s,y_ t>s,7,

uniformly bounded. We thus can construct the solution h to (I30) with the
original bounce-back boundary condition by taking w — x limit: h(t,z,v) =
limg 0 h° (¢, z,v), and h, (¢, z,v) = lim._,q h (¢, z,v). We thus deduce our lemma
by letting € — 0. Once again such a solution h(¢,z,v) is necessarily unique in
the L*° class because f, = ” eL? (L*(7)). m

Lemma 25 Let ¢ be convex as in (). Let ho be continuous in Q x R3\ v, and
vl <
00. Assume the compatibility condition on v_ : ho(x,v) = ho(x, —v). Then the
solution h(t,x,v) of

q(t, z,v) be continuous in the interior of [0,00)x AxR? and SUP[0,00) x xR |

{3t—|—v-Vz—|—V}h:q, h(O,x,v) :hOa (132)

with h(t,z,v) = h(t,z,—v), * € OQ is continuous on [0,00) x {Q x R3\ ~,}.
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Proof. Take any point (¢,z,v) ¢ [0,00) X 7, and denote its backward exit point
[tb, Tb, v] along the trajectory. Recall its back-time cycle and (24). Assume
tmt+1 < 0 < ty,. Since d%{e”(”)h} = ¢ along the characteristics, h(t, z,v) takes
the form

e VO ho (2 — tnUm, Um) + (133)

m—1 th tm
Z / e V=g (5,25 + (5 — t)vg, vg) ds + / e V) g (5,20 4 (5 — ton)Um, Um) ds.
k=0 7 th+1 0

Since 2 is convex and (x, v) € 7, then from the Velocity Lemmal] n(x1)-v; # 0.
Notice that x € 9Q and {(zx) = 0 for k > 1 so that

atr) = (vk - VE(z1))?.

We now apply the Velocity Lemma [ to conclude a(ty) > Ca(t) > 0 and
v -n(xzg) # 0 for all k > 1. By Lemmal [0l ¢k, and z for 1 < k < n are smooth
functions of (¢, x,v). For any other point (¢, Z,¥) which is close to (¢,z,v), we
deduce that ¢,, > 0.

In the case that t,,+1 < 0, or equivalently, x,,, — t,;, ., € £, from continuity,
tm+1(t, Z,0) < 0. Therefore, h(t,z,v) has the same expression as h(t,z,v) in
[@33). Therefore, h(t,z,v) — h(t,x,v) because T — z, and t — tg, T — Vi
for 1 <k <m+1, as in the proof of Lemma 19

On the other hand, if ¢,,11 = 0, or equivalently, x,,4+1 = T — Ty € 090,
and (Tm+1,vm) € o Then by continuity, we know that &,,+1(¢,Z,v) is close
to zero. In the case that ¢;,4+1(,Z,v) < 0, then (I33) is again valid and the
continuity follows as before. However, if ¢,,1(f,Z,0) > 0, then t,,,12(¢,Z,v) < 0
(because t,,,, < 0), and we have a different expression for h(t,z,v) as:

e _ m Ek T _
e_V(U)tho (.’Z‘m+1 — tm+1Um+1, T)m+1) + Z/ €_V(U)(t_s)q (S, T + (S - tk)f)k, T)k) ds
k=0 7 Tt
Em+1 - _
+/ e v@E=s)y (8, Zm+1 + (8 — tmt1)Vmt1, Omy1) dS. (134)
0

The last term in ([I34) goes to zero because t,,+1 — 0, and the second term
in (I34) tends to the ¢ integration in (I33) since fgm = ["™ _ We now show

tm41

that the first term (I34]) tends to the first term in (I33) as well. Since Zp,+1 —

Lin+10m+1 — Tmtl — T+l = Ty — LUy € 0, the first term in (I34)) tends
to
hO (Im - tmxm; Um) - hO(xm - tmxm; _vm)v

which is exactly the first term in (I33)), from the compatibility condition hg(x, v) =
ho(x, —v) on . We therefore conclude the continuity. m

4.2.2 Non-Grazing Condition |S,| = 0.

The following lemma is due to Hongjie Dong:
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Lemma 26 For any x € (), define the set

S.(v) ={veR?: v -n(wp(z,v) =0} = {v € R*: v - V&(x — tp(z,v)v) = 0}.
(135)
If 02 is C1, then |S,(v)| = 0, where | -| is the Lebesaue measure.

Proof. We first note that if v € S;(v), then kv € Sy(v) for all & > 0. It
therefore suffices to show that the surface measure |5, (v) N S?| = 0.
We fix z € Q and recall zp = z—tpv € 0Q. If € 09, we require v-n(z) # 0

(a zero measure set). Hence =~ ‘i‘;:i‘ and zp # x. Our goal is to show that,

if v € S;(v), then ﬁ is a critical value of the mapping from 9Q — S? :

__y-=

at y = xp. Since ¢(y) is smooth for y # z, by Sard’s theorem, ﬁ has zero

measure in S2 and our lemma is valid.
Indeed, we assume locally around xp, 0Q = (y1,y2,1m(y1,92)) and if v €
S (v), then at (y1,y2) = (Tb1,Tb2) :

0= v ‘n(xp) = {xb1 — 1010 + {@b2 — x2}01m — n(Tb1, Tb2) + 23 = 0. (137)

vl
Clearly, since zp # z, from [I37), [xb1 — T1, T2 — x2] # 0. But [0y, ¢, 0y, @] =

1 4 W1—z1)+(y1—z1) (n—z3)d1n _|_(yl—wl){y2—12+(n—w3)3277}
ly—= ly—z[3 ly—=[3
(y2—z2){y1—z1+(n—2x3)011} 1 + (y2—x2)°+(y2—22)(n—23)da2n
ly—=[? ly—=| ly—zl[? ’
_Om_ 4 (m—z3){y1—z1+(n—23)d1n} _ O (m—z3){y2—z2+(n—x5)92n}
ly—z] ly—z[3 ly—z] ly—=[3

(138)
by ([I37), a direct comupation yields

{Ibl — :El}ayld) =+ {IbQ — I2}8y2¢ =0 (139)

O

o] is a critical value of ¢. m

at (y1,y2) = (b1, Zb2). This implies that

Lemma 27 Assume |v| < 2N. Then for any € > 0, there exist 5. y > 0, and
le,n,¢ balls B(xz1;7m1), B(xe, r2)..., B(a;m) C Q, as well as open sets Oy, , Oy, .0y,
of the welocity v with |Oy,| < € for 1 < i < I, such that for any x € €, there
exists x; so that x € B(x;;r;) and for v & Oy,,

[v-n(z —tu(z,v)0)] >den >0, |v-n(z+tp(x, —v)v)| > den > 0. (140)

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0. For any = € €, since |S,| = 0 by Lemma 26, there exists an
open set O} such that |Of| < €/2, and |v - n(z — tp(x,v)v)| # 0, for v ¢ OF.
But from part (2) of Lemma[6] this implies that v - n(z — tp (2, v)v) is a smooth
function on the compact set {|v| < 2N} N{O; }¢. Hence, there exists §,.. y > 0,
such that on the set {|v] < 2N} N {0} }e,

[v-n(x —ty(x,v)v)| > dpen > 0. (141)

46



In particular, for —v ¢ OF and |v| < 2N, or equivalently, v ¢ —OF = {—v' :
v € OF}, [v-n(z + tp(x, —0)v)| > 0508 > 0. We define O, = Of U{-0}},
clearly |O;| < e. But by part (2) of Lemma [6] for such v ¢ O, both ty(x,v)
and tp(z, —v) are smooth functions of both variables x and v. In other words,
there exists B(x;7;) such that if y € B(x;ry) and v ¢ O,

[v-n(y Fto(y, £v)v)| > 05 n/2 > 0.

Now for any x € Q, all B(x,r,) form an open covering for the compact set €2,
hence there is a finite [— subcovering B(z1;r1), B(z2,72)..., B(z1;7). From our
construction, for any = € €, there exists i, so that x € B(z;, ;) and moreover,
[v - Vn(x F to(£v)v)| > 4,en/2 > 0. We conclude our lemma by choosing

@6, N

5 - 1

0,y = min;

4.2.3 L Decay of Bounce-back U(t)

Theorem 28 Assume w=2{1 + |v|} € L'. Let hg = wfy € L. There ex-
its a unique solution f(t,z,v) to the linear Boltzmann equation (23) satisfying
f(0,z,v) = fo, and h(t,z,v) = U(t)hg to the weighted linear Boltzmann equa-
tion (27) satisfying h(0,z,v) = hg, both with the bounce-back boundary condi-
tion. Then there exist A > 0 and C > 0 such that

MU ()holoe < Cllhol|oo- (142)

For the well-posedness for both problems, we know from the Duhamel prin-
ciple (30)), there exists a L solution h(t) = U(t)ho to the weighted linear
Boltzamnn equation (27). By Ukai’s trace theorem, it follows that h is also in

L°°. Therefore, since w™?{1+|v|} € L', f=2 € L?and f, = % e L2 (L3(v))
is a solution to the original linear Boltzmann equation (23]), which is unique by
the standard energy estimate. Based on the L? decay estimate for f, to prove

the decay estimate, it suffices to establish a finite-time estimate (I43).
Lemma 29 Assume that there exists A > 0 so that the solution f(t,z,v) of (23)
satisfies eM||f()]| < C||fol|- Let ho = wfo € L and h(t) = U(t)ho = wf(t) is

the solution of (27) where w=2 € L'. Assume there exist Ty > 0 and Cg, > 0
such that the satisfies

To
U (To)holoe < e[ [ho||oo + OTO/O I1f(s)l[ds. (143)

Then (143) is valid.

Proof. It suffices to only prove (I42) for ¢ > 1. For any m > 1, we apply the
finite-time estimate ([43)) repeatedly to functions h(ITo + s) for [ =m —1,m —
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2,...0:

To
[h(mTo)|lo < e M|[n({m — 1}T0)||o + Cr / [f({m = 1}To + s)]|ds
0
ng
= P Dlb((m - VTt Cry [ (17
{m—1}T,
{m—1}T,
< PO h({m - Tl + 00, [T (s ds
{m—2}Tp
mTo
o / 1£(s))1ds
{Tnfl}To
m—1 {m—k}To
< e ™M |h(0)]|0 + Cry Z e_k’\T"/ [1f (s)l|ds,
=0 {m—k—1}T,

where h(t) = U(t)ho. Now by the L? decay assumption, in the interval {m —
k= 1}To < s < {m — k}To, we have [|f(s)|| < e[| fo| < e Mm=r=1To]|fy].
Hence, ||h(mTp)||eo is further bounded by

m-1 {m—k}To
g+ O, 3 e e AR | o] ds
k=0 {m—k—1}Ty
< ¢TIl + O, AT mToe | fo|
mAT
< Orpe” 7 |[holloos
where by w2 € L, [|foll = [lw~thol| < Cllholo0 and mTpe—m P> < =5

For any ¢, we can find m such that mTy < ¢ < {m + 1}7T}, and

mATy
>

AT
1h(®)]lee < ClIR(mTo)[|e0 < Cry ne” [holloe < {Cyne =" e~ 2| ho]loc,

. mATy A ATo
sincee” "z <e 2z . m

Proof. of Theorem By Lemma 23] we only need to prove the finite-time
estimate ([43]). We use the double Duhamal Principle BI]) for semigroup U ()

and G(t). We first estimate the first term in (31)) by Lemma [24]
" |G(t)hollso < [Ihol]oo- (144)

For the second term in ([BIl), we note that ||[Kyh|lcc < C||h||co, then by
Lemma 24]

t
/ G(t — Sl)KwG(Sl)hodsl
0

t
g/ e VUS| K, G(s1) hol|sods1 = Cte™ || ho) | oo-
o0 O

(145a)
We now concentrate on the third term in (3I]) with the double time integral.
We now fix any point (¢,z,v) so that (z,v) ¢ v, with its bounce-back cycle.
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Using ([I31)) twice, we obtain

G(t — s1)KywG(s1 — $)Kwh(s)
= e VWK G(s1 — s)Kwh(s)} (51, Xe1(s1), Ver(s1))

= e vW(t=s1) /Kw(Vcl(sl),v'){G(sl — 8)Kywh(s)} (s1, Xe(s1),v") dv’

where X/;(s) = Xa(s; s1, Xei(s1),v'), and V/ (s) = Va(s; s1, Xei(s1),v'). In the
case that |v| > N, we use the same argument in Case 1, (I19) in the proof of
Theorem 20l to conclude:

t S1 vpt vps
[ [ 16050869 uh()l|edsds < S supfe ™ 1))
0 Jo s

(146)

Moreover, since |Vei(s1)| = |v|, |V (s1)| = |[v'], hence as in Case 2, (I22) in

the proof of Theorem 20, for |v| < N, |v'| > 2N or |v| < N, |v'| < 2N, [v"| > 3N,
we deduce for € small,

t S1
/ / ey € TR (Va(s1), o) K (Va(s), o) (5, X5

or [v|<N,|v'|<2N,|v"|>3N,

< Cone 5V e sup{e™ | |h(s)||oo }-
S

We need to only consider the case [v| < N, |[v'| < 2N, [v"| < 3N, for which
we can use the same approximation in Case 4, (I23]) to obtain an upper bound

N
t S1

+ON// / e "0 h (s, Xy (), 0") |.
0 Jo v|<N,|v'|<2N,|v"|<3N,

Recall Q.1 = {z: £(z) < —&}. We focus on the second main term in (I48)
and separate two cases:

CASE 1: Xq(s1) € Q\ Que and {v' : |0 - %| < e}. In this case,

since |V&(Xei(s1))| # 0 for € small, the second term in (I4]) is bounded by

—l/()(t s) /
ON/ / /{ ifor TEe1(51)) Nt lor dv|1A(s)lloo
Vi’ |<e.v'|+]v"|<5N}

IVE(Xcr(s1))l

Cnee™ 5 sup{e 5 ||h ||Oo}//

Cyee™ sup{e > ||h( )N |oo }- (149)

C vt o
ve o sup{e™ ()]l (148)

IN

IN
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CASE 2: |v] < N,P'| < 2N,]p”| < 3N and either X¢i(s1) € Q4 or
Xa(s1) € Q\ Qo but {v/: v - %| > e¢}. We denote such a set of v, v’
and v” by A. By using the formula for cycles (I28), we get

k—1

[ | > / e < cl<51)+z<t2+1—t;>(—1>%/+(s_t;)(—mkv/,v”).

1=0
(150)
We first claim that the number of bounces are bounded on A :

k < CryNee- (151)

Proof of the claim (IZ1): In the first case Xci(s1) € Qe4, we have from the
mean-value theorem,

0 =&(Xa(s1) = th(Xa(s1), v )0') = E(Xa(s1)) — tyv' - VE(T).
Since |v'| < 2N, and |VE&(Z)| < C,

€(Xals)) &t
2 V@) 2 O

Because t}, — ., > t},, k < €210 and ([I5I) is valid.
In the case Xea(s1) € Q\ Qu, and {v' : v’ - %| > ¢}, denote
t, (V) = t,(Xa(s1),v") and t,(—v") = ¢}, (Xea(s1), —v"). We expand

{t, ()}
2
RGNl

2

0 = &(Xa(st) = tp(0)0") = E(Xals1)) — (V) VE(Xa(s1)) v +
0 = &(Xal(s) +tp(—0)0) = &(Xals1)) + b, (=) VE(Xa(s1)) - v

Since V2¢(z4) are bounded, |v/| < 2N, and —&* < £(Xa(s1)) < 0, for some
constant Cy, we have

—t, (V) VE(Xa(s1)) v + On{ty(v)}* > 0,
th(—0)VEXa(s1)) - v + On{ty(—0)}* > 0.

We thus have ¢}, (v') > wxéliz(jl))'v/ and ¢}, (—v') > — chlisl Since |VE&(Xe(s1))-
V| > Cee, either t} (v') > Cee or t,(—v") > Cee. But for bounce-back cycles,

by — thyr = t1 —to =t (V) + tp(—0") > Cee, (152)

for all k > 1. We therefore have verified the claim (I&]]).

We are now ready to estimate ([50). By Lemma 27 for the given & > 0,
there is 6. x > 0, and [B(w;,7;), Oy,] for i = 1,...,1, |Oy,| < €. For Xa(s1) € Q,
there exists ¢ such that Xci(s1) € B(x;,r;) and for v ¢ O,,

[v" - n(Xa(s1) Ftp(E0)0")| > 6 n > 0.

50
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Hence t] = s1 — tp(z,v"), th = t1 — tp(x,v’) — tp(x, —v") are both also smooth
with bounded derivatives over (s,v’) € [0,Tp] x {Og, N |v'| < 2N}. It thus
follows from Lemma [f] that ¢} and zj are all smooth functions of v ¢ O,,. We
then split {v/ : [v'| < 2N} into

/ _ / + / (153)
A An{v'€0,,} An{v'€0g }

Since Y, ;’“ * | the first part is bounded by
K+

1: 07
t t),
/ e vo(t=9) / > / Lio,6,1(8)|h (5, XL(5), ") |dv' dv”
0 v €O,,,|[v"|<3N 7
. t t), .
< Cwsuwple® b)) [ e [ S et
s 0 v'€0,,,Iv"|[<3N 3 St
v t S1 v
< OnlOs Il )} [ [ et dsds,
s 0 JO

= Cyee 2! x sup{e = 5||h(s)||oo }- (154)

By ([I&1), we therefore only need to consider the second part in (I53)):

Cry,N,e

t th,
/ / Z / e U910 y(8)h (s, X0 (s),0") |dsdsydv'dv”.
0 v/¢0zi,\v/|§2N,\v”|§3N & t;€+1
We now wish to change variables as
k—1
a(s) = Xals1) + )t — )0 + (s = ) (=) = y.
1=0

Since for 1 < [ < k, t] is a smooth function of v' on the set of integration:
{v ¢ Oy,,|v'| < 2N}, we can expand the determinant as a cubic function of s :

0
det | 95| = (-145° 4 (e + () + (),

where ¢;(v) are smooth functions of v/. Therefore, by the analytical formula of
the algebraic cubic equation, there exists up to three (real) continuous functions
n;(v') for 1 < j < 3 so that

Jy

{(s,v/) s det 5y’

- o} =U{s:s=n;(0")}.

For € > 0, we then split

t t),
/ / § :/ Lo {1s—n;1<er + Lnifis—n,l>e}-
0 Jo' @O0, |v"|<2N,|v"|<3N T

k+1

o1



The first part with a small s interval {|s —n;| < e} is bounded by

t th,
e [ | e O @) o ey ep o (5
i 70 o' g0, v |<2N, <3N St

— ro
Osup{e R ||°°}/ / ! Z/ L{js—n,|<c0<s<si}(8)e *ds o dsy
|v'|<2N, |v”|<3N t

IN

k41

IN

CNEe_VTt Sup{€78||h(5)| oo }-

On the other hand, for the second main term, we notice that on the compact
set in 0 < s <Tp and v' € Nj{|s —n;| > e} N{v" & Oy, [v'| < 2N}, the function
J {%} is uniformly continuous, with uniformly bounded derivatives for s,v’.
There exists a (. y 7, > 0 such that

{ } Ceny > 0. (156)

And for any point (s,v’) € [O,TO] x {Nj{ls = n;l = e} N{v' € Oy, V'] < 2N},

there exists open set O, such that v' — y is one-to-one and invertible. We

therefore have a finite covering (depending on ¢, Ty,N) Oy, o such that
Ni{ls —rj| > e} n{v' € O |v'| <2N} C U O,y

and v' — y is invertible on each O, ., . We therefore can change variable
v' — y locally as

/ 7U0(t S) / / / 1[0,51] (S)h’ (Sa Xo/:l(s)v ’U”) dv/dv”deSl
t |,UN|§3N

k+1
1

< / VOtZ/ / / 1j,5,)(5)e"*h (s, y,v") —F—dydv" dsds,

;c+1 [v"|<3N {ag/}

s1 1/2
< ON;E,TQ/ €_V°t/ / e’os {/ h% (s,y,v") dy} dv"” dsds;

0 0o J|<aN Q

<

t S1
CNaa,TO/ e_l"’t/ evos / h? (s, y,v" dydv" dsdsl
0 0 Qx|v|<3N
t S1 h
< ON;E,TO/ eiyot/ eyost(S)HdeSl = —
0 0 w

To
< O / /()] Ids,
0

where k < Cpy v e and m < Crpy n,.. We thus conclude from (I55), (I54), (I49),
([@R), (@7), [@0), for t < Ty, e2"t||h(t)||so is bounded by

_v C vo g o
Cr(1+t)e 2Ot||h0||oo+(—]\l;< +CN€)Slip€20 ||h(s)||oo+CN,a,T0/ £ (s)]|ds.
s<t 0
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We first choose Ty so that 2Ck (1 + To)e_VTOT0 = ¢ o next choose N large,
then e sufficiently small to get (CTK + Cne) < 3. We therefore conclude

v To
sup €2 '[[a(t)]]oo < 2Ck (1+ To)||holoc + 2CN7€,T0/ [1£(s)llds.
0<t<Tp 0

We thus conclude our theorem by letting ¢ = Ty on the left hand side. m

4.3 L* Decay for Specular Reflection
4.3.1 Specular Cycles and Continuity of G(¢)

Definition 30 Fiz any point (t,z,v) & 7o, and define (to,x0,v0) = (¢, z,v),
and for k> 1

(tkt 1, Thg1, Ukg1) = (tr — to(tr, Tk, Uk), To(Tk, Vi), R(ZThg1)Vk), (157)

where R(xpi1)ve = v — 2(vg - n(Tg41))n(Tky1). And we define the specular
back-time cycle

Xcl(s) = Z l[tk,tk+1)(s) {Ik + ’Uk(S - tk)} ’ Vcl(s) = Z 1[tk,tk+1)(s)vk'
k=1 k=1
(158)

Lemma 31 Let Q be convexr (4)). Let ho € L™ and G(t)ho solves (I30) with
specular boundary condition h(t,z,v) = h(t,z, R(z)v) for x € 9Q. Then for
almost all (z,v) & v,

{G(t)ho}(t, m,v) = e (ho(X(0), Vi (0))
= Z Lipsr i) (0)e ™" ho (2 — trve, vi).- (159)
k

And €”*||G(t)ho]]oo < [|h0]]oo-

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the solution follows exactly the argu-
ment in the proof in Lemma 24] with the bounce-back condition replaced by
the specular reflection.

If (7,v) € Qx R3\ vy, then tp(z,v) > 0. We consider the back-time specular
cycles of (t,z,v) as [X(s),V,(s)] as in (ITT). Clearly, |Va(s)] = v. Since
dis{e*”(”)G(s)ho} = 0 for tg41 < s < ty, any k, by part 4 of Lemma [l and the
specular boundary condition at t;41 and t, it follows that e_”(”)G(s)ho is a
constant along the cycle [X,(s), V(s)]-

We now show for fixed ¢, the number of bounces k is finite. Since (z,v) €
Q x R?\ 74, by B8), a(t) > 0. By repeatedly applying Velocity Lemma
along the back-time cycle [X(s), V(s)], we have for all k > 1: e~ “tra(ty) >

cl

e ta(tyo1) > . 2 e “a(t) > 0. But a(ty) = {vp - VE(zx)}?, we then have
{vp - n(zp)}? > Calt) > 0, (160)

for all K > 1, where C depends on t and v. Therefore by ({@Q) in Lemma @ that
te — tht1 > % > 0. So that the summation over k is finite. m
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Lemma 32 Let ¢ be convex as in (f)). Let ho be continuous in Q x R3\ v, and
q(t,x,v) be continuous in the interior of [0, 00) xQxR3 and SUP[0,00) x O x RS |%
0o. Assume that on v_, ho(xz,v) = ho(x, R(z)v). Then the specular solution

h(t,z,v) to (I32) is continuous on [0,00) x {Q x R3\ v,}.

Proof. We only sketch the proof, which is similar to that for Lemma
Take any point (t,z,v) ¢ [0,00) X 7, and consider its specular back-time cy-
cle [X_,(s),V,(s)] as in (I59). By repeatedly applying the Velocity Lemma
and Lemma [6] it follows that tx (¢, z,v), 2% (¢, z,v) and vi(t, 2, v) are all smooth
functions of (¢,z,v). We assume that t,,11 < 0 < t,,, then h(t,z,v) is given

by (I33) with specular cycles [tx, zk, vi] € [X(5), Vy(s)]. For any other point

(t,z,v) which is close to (¢,x,v). We now show that h(t,z,v) is close to h(t, z,v)
by separating two different cases.

In the case that ¢,,41 < 0, or equivalently, ,, — (tm — $)vm, € Q, away from
the boundary. By continuity, £,,+1 < 0. Therefore, we have the same expression
for h(t,z,v) as h(t,z,v) in (I33) with ¢k, zx, v replaced by ty, Ty, V. Therefore,
since |vi| = |v|, h(t,z,v) — h(t,z,v) following from the continuity of ¢, — #;,
T, — xy, U — U]

On the other hand, in the case t,,11 = 0, 1 = Ty — tVm € 0. From
60D, (xk+1,vk) & vo- Then by continuity, we know that ¢,, > 0, and t,,41 is
close to zero. In the case that ¢,,4+1(¢, Z,7) < 0, then (I33) is still valid and the
continuity follows. However, if £,,41 > 0, then t,,,12 < 0, due to tya0 < tpma1 =
0. Therefore h(t, Z, v) is given by a different expression (I34)) with specular cycles
[tk, Tk, vi] € [X(s), Voi(s)]. We notice that since ¢,,,41 — 0, the g—integrals in
(I34) tend to g—integrals in (I33)) because of fotm = ft;’;l . On the other hand,
since Tm+1 — tm+10m+1 — Tmt+1, Um+l — Umt1 = B(Tm )V, the first term in
([@I37) tends to the first term in (I33) as

hO (i'm—i-l - Em-{-lﬁm—i-lu ’Dm—i-l) — hO (xm-l-luR(xm)’Um) = hO ((Em, Um) s

from ho(z,v) = ho(x, R(z)v) on 7. We thus complete the proof. m

4.3.2 det (g%) Near 052

1
Assume () is convex as in [{l). We now compute det(g%) for a carefully chosen
specular back-time cycle near the boundary 99Q2. We assume z; € 9. Given ¢
small, we choose v, such that

v-VE(x1)
— =g.
IVE(21)l

We shall analyze the specular back-time cycle of (0,z1,v1) : (g, Tk, vg).

Letting si = tu(xk, vk ), we have £(x1 — s1v1) = 0, 22 = 21 — s1v1 € O and for
k>2:

lv1] = €0, v1-n(z1) = (161)

k
E(x — Z sjv;) =0, vk = R(Tk)vk—1, Tk = Tp—1 — Skvk € 0D
j=1
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Proposition 33 For any finite k > 1,

i
oy},
1
ov;

=0y + C(k)nz(:tl)nl (.%'1) + O(eo), (162)

where O depends on k, and ¢ is defined as ((1) =
k—2
=4y (-pt ”+1+4Z V1P ¢ (p) +2+3¢(k —1), for k > 2. (163)
p=1

In particular, ((k) is an even integer so that

de t(g) = (¢ + 1} + O(e0) # 0

Proof. From n(z;) = ‘gggm g‘ since v; = v;_1 —2{n(x;) - vj_1}n(x;), we define

dj =V V§($J) = —Uj—-1" Vf(l']) > 0. (164)
By the Velocity Lemma [ and our choice of vy in (I6I), if Zf;ll s; < C, we
have C1a(0) < o ; 15p) < Caa(0), for all j = 1,2,...,k — 1. But «(0) =
{v1 - VE(z1)}? « e} and o =1 5p) = {v; - V&(z)}?, we then have

v; - n(x;) = —vj_1 - n(x;) ~ Cel. (165)

We therefore deduce that, by denoting n; = n(z;),
|’Uj — Uj_1| + |Uj_1 — Uj_2| + ...+ |U2 — ’U1|
2|1)j,1 . nj| + 2|1)j,2 . nj,1| —+ ...+ 2|1}1 . n2|
2jCe?. (166)

lvj — v1

IN A CIA

With the assumption 2571 s; < C, by |v1] = €9, we deduce that

k—1
|z —x1| < CZ lvj| < Creo. (167)

j=1

We first estimate the next si. Note that for k > 2,
E(xr + sk—1vp—1) =0,  &(xp — spvx) = 0.

We then use Taylor expansion at xj to get

1
§(xk + sk—1v6-1) = &(xn) + sk—10k-1 - VE(wk) + 58%-1%—1V2§($k)vk—1 +O(s{_1vp_1);
1
(o — spvr) = E(xr) — sk - VE(ak) + §Sivkv2§($k)vk + O(s}vp).
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But (S = g, () = 0, [og] = [vg1] = Ofeo). by (), (IT) and (IEE) |

we have
1 41V2 _
1— —skflvk 1V 8 (@) vk +O0(e0)st_, = 0,
2 dp,
1 v?
2 dp,

where dj, «~ €2. Therefore, by ([66) and (67,

2dy, 2d;.
Sk—1 = +0(gg) = ———
bt vk,lvzf(azk)vk,l (o) 01V2§($1)v1
2dy. 2dy.
sp = ———s———+0(cg) = ———— + O(gp), 168
* vk V€ (kv (€o) V3 (z1)n (€0) (168)

so that si11 — s = O(gg), for finite k.
We now compute from v, = vg—1 — 2{n(xg) - vg—1}n(zy),

+ 0(60)5

vl Ovj_ i i
BvlllC B ot - =201 1) Oy, = 2(vg—1 - Oy e )y, — 2(

Ovg—1

n)nk. (169)
ol b

To compute J,:n* in [I6J), we note n™(y) = Om&(y) 11
Okl = B {n"(@r = 2 50}
= 871 (xg) x {— Zazsj Zsjal}

Omq€  n™0peén°
— N ap X Oyt S S (170)
e~ e x5 Z b, 3% Z Ja

To compute 0, s;, we recall {(z;41) = {(z;) = 0 so that

<.
|
—

J
&(zy — Z spup) =0, &(x1— ) spup) =0.

p=1

Taking their v} derivatives, we split 2371 into Z T+ Z;:j to get

o

Jj— 1 j—1 o
v ove
> 0ot (@i){— Z Uzl) =D st = Y 8o§(xj+1){a—1jsj + 070,55},
o 1 p=1 o 1
L oo -t
Lsp — szavisp} = 0.
1 p=1

Zaog(xj){_ Z %
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Subtracting these two identities, we deduce

ov?
> Oo(@jpr)vfOys; = - 2305(:6#1)8_@;5]
o ° 1

j—1
J 6’1)0

j—1
+ D {06t (wj11) — Dob(x)H-D a—v’{sp —> 00, sp}
o p=1 p=1
But by the Taylor expansion and (I67),

0ol (x541) = Dof(5) = Dockl(a)(a541 — 25) + O(lzj41 — a5
= —oek(x)s,;05 4+ O(e7).

Rewriting > 0,¢(wj11)v] = v; - V&(z;41), we therefore have

ovs
i VE(41)0 wiSj = _Zaog(ijrl)a_isj
o vl
Jj—1 e Jj—1
+ Z 8085(333‘)53‘1);{2 a—;losp + Z vzavllsp}
o,e p=1 ! p=1
i1 5,0 j—1
O gor s 2 th0u o)
p=1 p=1

Since v; - VE(z;11) = —dj1, from ([G8), 3, , 20 — 9 4 O(ep) and

0ok (1541) OV oe( x] 5505 O
o8 = E eIl I O(e E 0,18 E E s
Ull ! ° dj+1 avi ’ } UZ r o,e p=1 J+1 81)1

O

{Z sp + Z’U i Sp - (171)

We first claim that for 1 < j <k

Cr vy
|(9U118j| < ¥7 |a’Ui| < C (172)
We shall prove this via an induction of j. In fact, when j = 1, =+ = J,;, and
from &(xz1 — s1v1) = 0, we deduce
0
By 51 = 15(;’7”5 O(c52). (173)
2

And a simple induction leads to the desired result (I'72).
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From (IT72) and (I71)), we have

j—1
90§ (7j41) 80; X 1
a,ullSj = Z Wa—vllsj — 21;181)115;0 —+ O(—

).

€o

By letting A; = 22:1 9,1 8p and moving one copy of Z 9,1 5p to the right
hand side, we deduce

o aog(ijrl)aU )
AJ_Z de (%ll Sj AJ 1"'0( 0)

so that we can obtain explicit formula for A; as

0ok (xj11) OV 1
A; = ZM—i%—AJ‘—l-FO(—)

dj+1 6v1 €0
Dok (xj11) OV] 9o () Ovf_y 1
_ S B ) O GoblE) Lt A+ O(=).
Z dj+1 (9?)[1 SJ Z dj (9?)[1 SJ ! + =2 + (50)
o€ (p11) vy 1
)P P sp+O0(—), 174
;; dpt1 (% °» (50) (174)

we have used the fact by (IT3), 41 =981 =3, % %(2“) g”% s1. Now finally we

recall (70l O, znk =0(+ -), so that the second term on the right hand side in
[IE9) is of the order O(ao) Hence

o} ot Omg€ MM Dpg€n® b
(%i (%i (’kal( |V§| |V§| )l k X { JZ ls] Zsja
vt )
—2( akll i)t + O(eo).
U1

Since >, v ;n™(xx) = O(£3), the second term on the right hand side is
k—1

vEly mqé.(xk) . 81%_1

23 o1Omal k) O

Oyt 81 — 2 P +0
. |V€($k)| X viS]nk ( avi nk)nk+ (80)

Jj=

V" Oma€ (T Bv i
2|v§+ {Zalsg}nl DL i + Oleo) by (IGD)

1

0,&(x vy
k —p— 1M Ul pnl—l—O(Eo) by(EIEI)

k— 1
_ 27}1 mqg xl «
|V§ .Il ]:1 derl 8

Note dSP V" Omgé(z1)v] = 44 O(gg) from ([I64) and (I68), we deduce

,o0vy . o} .
— - k—p—1 P i k—1 %
8—1)l1 = 8vl1 + 4; ( 1) p= nl 8 nq 2( 81}l1 . n1>n1 + O(Eo).
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Clearly, £(1) = 0, and assume ([I62)) is valid up to k — 1. Then

i
vy,

k—1
Sop = Ot Gk = Dnint 43 (=)F P09 (60 + C(pngn )}
1

—2(810 + C(k — D)ngnt) - n§ni + O(eo).
Notice that ) n{n{ = 1, and splitting Zk ' = Zk >4 ZJ x_1 and collecting
terms, we conclude our proposition. m
4.3.3 L™ Decay for U(t)

We now fix any point (¢, z, v) so that (x,v) € 7,. Let the back-time specular cycle
of (t,z,v) be [X(s1), Vy(s1)]. By BI), we use twice (I59) to derive h(t, z,v) =

» Vel

—u(v)th( ( , cl
/ —v(@)(t=51 / Ko v)e % hg (X0(0), V4 (0)) o’ (175)

+/ / / eV =) W= K (Ve (s1), 0 ) Ko (Vi (5), 0 ) (X (5),0)
0o Jo
where the back-time specular cycle from (s1, X(s1),v’) is denoted by

él(s) = XCI(S;SleCI(Sl)vvl)v cll(s) = Vcl(S; Slecl(Sl)vvl)' (176)

More explicitly, let ¢x and ¢, be the corresponding times for both specular
cycles as in ([I57). For tgx11 <81 < tp, th g <8<t

L(s) = Xal(s;s1, Xa(s1),v) = x), + (s — th)vp (177)

where ), = Xei(te; 51, 2+ (51 —tk)vg, V'), v} = Var(tw; s1, 2+ (51 —tk) ok, V).
Recall a in (B6) and define naturally

a(z,v) = at) = (@) + [v- V@) — [vVE(x)o)é(2). (178)
We define the main set

Ao = {(z,v) 12 € Q, % < |v| £ N, and a(z,v) > %} (179)

We remark that for x is near 99, det{ ”2} « 3 in Lemma [33 for v; is
almost tangential to n(x). On the other hand by (B9), it is easy to compute
for v1 = n(z), det{ 2”2} « —1 since tp « 0. This implies from continuity that

there is v1 such that det{gvz} = 0 even after one specular reflection. However,
as shown next, such a zero set is small if ) is both analytic and convex.

Lemma 34 Fiz k and k'. Define for tyy1 < s1 <tr,s €R

6 I/ _t// I/
JEJk,k/(ta$7U781787UI)Edet( {7k +(;/ k>vk}>.
v
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For any ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, there is 6(N,e,To,k, k') > 0 and an open
covering U B(ti, i, vi; ;) of [0,To] X An and corresponding open sets Oy, 4,
for [ty + &tk — €] x R x R with |0y, 4,.0;| < &, such that

| Tk (8, 0, 81, 8,0")] > 8 >0,
for 0 <t <Ty, (z,v) € A, and (s1,s,v') in

o)
ti, Ti,v;

O [trsr + & tr — €] x [0, Tg] x {J'] < 2N}.

Proof. Fix (t,z,v) such that z,v € A, in (I79), and fix k, k. Since x,v ¢ v,, by
Velocity Lemma[5] we deduce that a(ty) = {n(zx)-vr}? # 0 so that tx —tg41 >0
from (@0). We note since |[v/| > & from ([ITJ), t; — try1 < Ndiam. Since for
the1 + 5 <51 <ty — 5, op — (51— tx)ur € €, the interior of the domain with
e sufficiently small. From (I78) a(xp + (s1 — tx)vk,v’) > 0 for all v’. This
implies that along its back-time specular cycle [X/,(s), V/(s)], a(t;) > 0 and
v, - n(z),) # 0 from the Velocity Lemma Bl Clearly, by the Velocity Lemma
and part (2) of Lemmal[f] ¢}, z, v] are analytical functions of s1, s, v’. Therefore
the function Jy (¢, x, v, s1,,0") is well-defined, and analytic for all v' € R3,
s € R, and t341 + § < s1 <t — 5. Moreover, expanding as a polynomial of s,
we obtain

vy,

o’

J(t,z,v,81,s,v’)—det< >83+p152+p28+p3

where p; = p;(t,z, v, s1,v) is an analytical function of (s1,v") € (tpp1 + 5.tk —
5) x R3. But at s1 = tg11, Xe1(s1) = 2p41 € 95 From Proposition B3] there
exists v with a(tg+1) = {vf - n(zr41)}> = €§ > 0 such that det (aavvk,') lor =0y #

0. Since vo - n(zk+1) # 0, by the Velocity lemma [ and Lemma [0 for such
vy,

vg, det ( 811’) is continuous with respect to y near xpy;. In particular, along
[X24(5), Viy(s)] in (I78), det (
¢ sufficiently small so that zx + (s1 — tx)vp v~ 2k + (ter1 — th)Vk > Tht1-

!’
Therefore, det ZZ’f

Jiw (t, @, v,81,5,v") as an analytical function of (s1,s,v") € (tpy1 + 5,16 — 5) ¥
R x R®. By Lemmal§ for each (t,z,v), there exists an open set Oy 4, of s1, 5,V
in (thy1 + 5.t —5) xR x R? such that |O; | < &, and for (s1,5,0") & Oy 4 4,
J(t, z,v,s1,8,v") # 0. Therefore, by continuity of J (¢, z,v, s1,s,v") with respect
to s1, 5,0, there exists d; » v, N 70,e,e1 k&7 > 0, such that

o’
85,) lo'=v, # 0 for some s at g1 + %, for

) is an analytical function which is not identically zero, so is

|J(t,$,’l},81,8,’l)/)| > 6t7$7U;N;T0757k7k, >0

for the compact set:
3e e

(51,8,0") € OF , , N [try1 + VR I] x [0, To] x {|v'| <2N}.

Since a(z,v) > %, by the Velocity Lemma B and par (2) of Lemmaldl ¢, zx,
and vy, are analytic functions respect to (¢, z,v), and =}, and ¢}, are analytic with
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respect to (¢, z,v) as well. Therefore, there exists an open ball B(¢, x, v; T(t,m,v,s))
such that if (7,y,w) € B(t, 2, 0,7t 2.0.e))5

3 g
tk:-i-l(Tvyuw) < tk+1(f,$,’l)) + 5 <851 < tk(f,!E,’l)) - 5 < tk(Tuva)a

e

€
trt1(t, T, v) + 5 < the1 (T, y,w) + e, te(T,y,w) —e < ty(t, z,v) 2(180)
Hence by [@80), Ji i (7,9, 2, s1,5,v") is well-defined, continuous, and we may

then assume
Ot w,0,To, N e,k k'

2
in B(ta Z,v; T(t,m,v,s)) X Og,z,v N [tk+1(t7 €, ’U) =+ %a tk(ta z, U) - %] X [07 TO] X {|’Ul| <
2N}, and clearly also on the smaller set (by (I80)):

|Jk1k'(7-ay72751757’0/)| > >07

B(t, z,v;7(4,2,0,)) X Of

t,x,v

ﬁ[tk-l-l(Tuy72)+57tk(T7y7z)_8] X [O7T0] ><{|’Ul| < 2N}

Now by a finite covering for the compact set [0,Tp] X A, by such B(t, z,v;r),
there are [t1, %1, v1], -..[tm, Tm, Um] such that [0, Tp] X Aq C U B(ts, i, vi; 7).
For any point (¢, x,v), there is i so (¢,x,v) € B(t;, z;,vi;ri(€)) and

. 00Ty Nk K
[J(t,,z, 0,51 8,0) >  min %

>0

for (s1,s,v") € Of .. o, N [thr1 +6,t — €] X [0,Tp] x {|/| < 2N}. =

Theorem 35 Assume w=2{1+ |v|} € L'. Assume that £ is both strictly convex
@) and analytic, and the mass (I7) and energy (I8) are conserved. In the case
of Q has rotational symmetry (A), we also assume conservation of corresponding
angular momentum [{I4). Let hg € L™. There exilts a unique solution to both
the (23) and (27) with boundary specular condition, and the exponential decay

(I72) is valid.

Proof. The well-posedness follows from the exact argument in the proof of
Theorem Thanks to Lemma 29 we only need to establish the finite time
estimate ([43). Recall A, in ([I79).

STEP 1: Estimate of h(¢,x,v)14,. We first express and estimate the main
part h(t,x,v)14 through ([I7H). As in the case of bounce-back reflection, the
first and the second terms in (I75) are bounded by ([[44)) and (I45al) respectively.

For the third main contribution in (I7H), notice that along the back-time
specular cycles [X (), Vo (s)] and [X;(s), V4 (s)] in [@TG), |V, (s1)| = |v| and
[V (s1)| = |v'|. Hence, the integration over |v'| > 2N or [v'| < 2N but |v”| > 3N
are bounded by ([47). By using the same approximation, we only need to
concentrate on the bounded set {|v'| < 2N and |[v"| < 3N} as in (I48]) of

t S1
/ / / e 014 |h (s, X! (s),0") |dv'dv" ds,ds
0 Jo Jj|<en|vri<sn

+
a(Xei(s1),v')<e a(Xe(s1),0')>e
|v'|<2N,[v"|<3N, |v'|<2N,[v"|<3N,
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where we have further spit into a(Xci(s1),v")
In the case a(Xea(s1),v) < €, €2(Xa(s1)
for € small, Xci(s1) « 09, and |V&(Xea(s1))

bounded by

<
)+ [
| >

e and a(Xcl(sl),

1
2

VE(Xa(s1))]? <

—vo(t—s)
ON// o= | (s ||Oodsd51/(Xc1(Sl)v .

v’ |[<2N, \M<3N

< C Rl
NSupe [[7(8)]|so o/ ZEXe1 (1)) <o,

Finally, from (I77)), we bound the first main term a(Xc1(s1),

TVEX Nl '=

v')>5.

. Hence

. The first part mtegral is

< Cnesupe™ 2 9| |h(s)]| .

[0 [S2N,[v"|<3N

t>s

v') > ¢ as

t
CN/ —vo(t— S)/ /a(Xcl (1)) 3¢ 1A |h(8 Xcl( ) /) |d’U’d’U//

|[v'|<2N,|v"|<3N

= CN Z/t / /Ot(Xcl Sl),’U )>€ 1Aaeil’0(t75)|h(s7x;€/ + (S

kK’

I |v/|<2N,|v"|<3N

- t;c’)U;c’ ) UN) |7

where [t},, 2}, v}.] is the back-time cycle of (s1,z + (s1 — tg) vk, vk), for tpp1 <

S1 Stk-

We now study x, + (s
we deduce for (t,z,v) € A, and a(X (s1),

for-mg}? > e (N1 Tog s)) >

{of -ny}? > e (CN W Toa (X (s1),

OTo,f,N > 0;

Therefore, applying (@) in Lemma [ yields ¢; — ;41 > 5% and
o So that

ToN? , ToN?
k< =Cren, K <——=Cnene
CTy,&,N CTy,6,NE
We therefore further split the s; —integral as
tk t;/
CK,N/ / lAae_VU(t_
ti1 /|0 |<2N, 0" |<3N k<Cry N K <Cry n. thr i

tk—E

try1te

. t
Since ), ft;:/

eCk n sup e °

0<s<t

/tk 5 /tk+1+8
k+1

To
Ol [
0 J|v'|<2N,]v"|<3N
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=eCk,n sup e °

0<s<t

— t}./)v;,. By the repeatedly using Velocity Lemma [5]
v') >e |v| < 2N :

’U/) > Cr, nee > 0.

tl - t;+1 f

(181)

N (s, 2} + (s

= 0 , the last two terms make small contribution as

“[R(s)] -

=t )i, 0") |



For the main contribution [ :::13_5, By Lemma[34, on the set Of, .., N[tkt1+

e, tr —e| x [0,Tp] x {|v'| < N}, we can define a change of variable

Y= + (s —th)v,

so that det( gsﬂ) > ¢ on the same set. By the Implicit Function Theorem, there
are an finite open covering UL, Vj of OF, . ., N[tk+1+¢e,tx —e] x [0, To] x {|v'] <
N}, and smooth function F} such that o' = Fj(t, z,v,vy, s1, s) in V;. We therefore
have

tp—e s tp—e s te—e o
/ / / / 1OtiymiYU1 / /
bk Y tetr1te J v/ [<2N, t;C,+1 trr1+e J |0/ |<2N, t;,+1 tr1+e J v’ |<2N,

k k! k’+1

< g, the first part is bounded by

Since ), ft,k'

s T
Wil 01 < foo and |0, o, v,

Cnee™ 2 tsup {e 2 *||h(s)]|oo} from Lemma [34
For the second part, we can make a change of variable v — y = x}, + (s —
t),)vp, on each V; to get

Cemo.N Z/ / e VW= (5,20, + (s — th v, 0") |

7, kK’ ”|<3N
1
— )| (s, y,0") | ———dydv" dsd
Ty N Yy,v yav SaS1
Ceno. Z/ /vu|<3N | det{ 2% }|
. 1/2
< E,To,N/ / efu()t/ evos {/ h2 (s,y,v”) dy} d’U”deSl
4 0 J0 [v"|<3N Q
t
< Comw / 1£(s)llds,
0

where f = % We therefore conclude, summing over k and &’ and collecting

terms

— C _vogy g
1Atz 0)1aullo < {1+ Crcthe™ [holloo + {5 + Cnme} supe 217 |[(5) oo

t
+Con, / 1£(3)lds. (182)

STEP 2: Estimate of h(t, z,v). We now further plug (I82) back in: h(t,z,v) =
G(t,s)ho + [y G(t,51){Kuh(s1)}ds1 to get

t
MOl < e lholloc+ [ 0K bl w(sr)ds. (153)
0
But {Kh}(s1,2,v) = [ Ky(v,v")h(s1,2,0")dv" and we split it as

/Kw(v,v/)h(sl,x,v’){l — 14, (2o tdv + /Kw(v,v’)h(sl,x,v/)lAa(m)U/)dv’.
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By the definition of A, in ([[79), the first term is bounded by

</U’ZN, or |v/|< %

By (#E) and (I24) if necessary, [\, >y or o]
oo. From a(z,v') < 4, &(z) + [v'- VE(z)]?
|V&(x)| > 4 so that

~/a(m,v’)<

as N — oo. We apply ([I82) to the second term to bound |[{K,h}(s1)|eo as

K (v, 0) |’ +/ IKw(vvv’)l> [1h(31)]]oo-

a(z,v)< 4

Ky(v,0')|dv" = o(1) as N —

<%
< % For N large, x «~ 02 and

Ko (0,0 d! g/ Ko (v, 0)|dv = o(1)

L Ye(x) 2
v eI S TR

1

N
—vos1 C _Y0fei—s) s1

{1+Cks1te ||h0||oo+{0(1)+N+CN,To€}Supe 2 [11(8)||oo+Ce, N1, ; I[f(s)]|ds.

Hence, by (I83), ||A(t)||c is bounded by
t
e holl + [ €1+ Cocon ol +
0
¢ —vof{t—s1} C 71'—0{5175} o
+ [ e {o(1) + 5 + Cnoe} supe” 1h(s)loo + Cenvyry | IS (s)lds}dsy
0 s<t 0
W 1 _Xogy_g k
< {1+ Crt?he™holloo + C{o(1) + 5 + Cn.mye}suple T () oo} + Ca,N,To/ I1f(s)llds.
s<t 0

We choose Ty large such that 2{1 + CxT2}e 7T = e T for some A >
0. We then further choose N large, and then e sufficiently small such that
C{o(1) + + + Cn1pe} < . We there have

t
sup {e1°||h(s)[|oo} < 2{1 + Cxt*}|holloc + CTO/ I[f(s)]lds.
0<s<t 0

Choosing s = t = Ty, we deduce the finite-time estimate (I43]), and our theorem
follows from Lemma [

4.4 L* Decay of Diffuse Reflection
4.4.1 Infinite Cycles and L*> Bound for Diffuse G(t)

In this section, we study the L> decay of the diffuse reflection. Define h = fw
to satisfy

1 N (o]
{0t +v-Vo+vih = 0, h(t,z,v)]y_ = 50 /V(m) h(t,z,v")w(v")do(184)
where V(z) = {v € R*:v - n(z) >0}, w(v) = ;,(185)
w(v)y/p(v)
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and by (), the probability measure do = do(z) is given by
do(z) = cup(v){n(z) - v'}dv'. (186)

For % — 60 >0 and 0 > 6y, and for p sufficiently small,

o elioe? - / 24 / =200 () - w}d 1 1
W= ———>—"2>1, wodo ~c e n(z) -vidv = —5 < —.
L+plP)? =77 )y "J 160° 1667
(187)
We have used the normalization ([I5) and a change of variable v = /v’ to

evaluate the integral.

Definition 36 Fiz any point (t,x,v) & v, and let (to, xo,v0) = (t,x,v). Define
the back-time cycle as

(tkt 1, Tha1, Vkg1) = (Ee—to(Tk, Uk ), T (Tks Vi), Ukg1)s fOr Vg1 € Viyr = {vk1-n(Tr41) > 0}
(188)
And

Xa(s;t,z,v) = Z 1[tk+17tk)(s){:bk—i—(s—tk)vk}, Val(s;t,z,v) = Z 1[tk+17tk)(s)vk.
k k

We define the iterated integral for k > 2

/ Hf;lldalz/ / doy_1 p doy (189)
v Vi Vi1

We note that each v; (I = 1,2,...) are all independent variables, however, the
phase space V; implicitly depends on (¢, z,v,v1,v2,...vj—1). We first show that
the set in the phase space Hf;llVl not reaching ¢ = 0 after k£ bounces is small
when k is large.

Lemma 37 For any ¢ > 0, there exists ko(e,To) such that for k > ko, for all
(t,z,v),0 <t < Ty, x€Q and v € R3,

k—1
/Hk’lv 1{tk(t1111)7171102---1Uk—1)>0}Hl:1 doy <e.

1=1 "1

Proof. Choosing 0 < § < 1 sufficiently small, we further define non-grazing
setsfor 1 <[l <k—1as

1
Vlé ={veVi: vy -nx)>6N{vy eV : |yl < g}

Clearly, by the same argument in (87]),

/ do S/ doy —|—/ do; < 05, (190)
V\V} vp-n(z;) <8 |vg|>

1
5
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where C' is independent of [. On the other hand, if v; € Vl‘s , then from diffusive
back-time cycle (I88), we have z; — ;41 = (f; — t;41)v;. By (@) in Lemma [0l
since |y < %, and vy - n(x;) >4,
63

t;—t > —.

(tr—tit1) > Ce
Therefore, if ¢y (¢, z, v, v1,va...,vk—1) > 0, then there can be at most {CE?,TO} +1
number of v; € Vf for 1 <1<k — 1. We therefore have

/ {/ 1{tk>0}d0k—l} dak_g...ddl
Vi Vi1

[ngo}Jrl
< 11, doy
=1 {There are exactly j of vy, GVZ‘Z, and k—1—j of v, ¢V16¢}
(%62 ]+ . k—j—1
< Z ( . 1) | sup/ doy)’ {sup/ dal}
= J U AVE LoJviyy

Since do is a probability measure, fv5 do; <1, and
l

chO]

k—j—1 h—2-[
/ do; < / do
Vi\V} VI\V?

I

< {coy 1]

But (k;l) <{k—-1Y <{k-1} , we deduce that

ng})} cho]
3

/ 1oy T oy < (= 1315 1oy [

For & > 0, our lemma follows for C§ < 1, and k >> {CE?,TD} +1. =

Lemma 38 Assume that h, 2 € L™ satisfy {0y +v -V, +v}ih =q(t,z,v), with

the diffuse boundary condition (18]). Recall the diffusive cycles in (I88). Then
for any 0 < s < t, for almost every x,v, if t1(t,z,v) < s,

¢
h(t,x,v) :e”(s_t)h(s,x—v(t—s),v)—i—/ e’ Dg(r,x — vt —7),v)dr; (191)

If t1(t,x,v) > s, then for k > 2,

hit.a0) = [ D, — oft =)o)y + H
t,x,v) = e’ T (e — vt — 1), T+~7/
th w(v) k-,
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where H is given by
k—1

Z Litssti<stP(s, 2+ (s — t) vy, v)d% (s)
=1

l
+ Z/ Tiysoti <y (T, 20 + (7 — ) v, v)d% (7)dT

+ Z 1{tl+1>s}Q(T x; + (T — t[)’l}l,vl)dzl( )d

ti41
+1{tk>s}h(tka Th, Vp—1)dXg—1(tr), (192)
and d¥,_1(t) is evaluated at s = tj of

di(s) = {12 doj e~ (v do YT, {e () e =t) dor 3 (193)
Proof. When k = 2, if t1(¢,z,v) < s, then (191 is clearly valid. If ¢; (¢, z,v) >

S,

t
h(t,z,v)lg, > = "Wty 2y, v) + / e’ g(r x4+ (1 — t)v,v)dr.

ty
\ (194)
Since % = €"%q along a trajectory C‘fl = v, dt = 0 almost everywhere,
the first term can be expressed (almost everywhere) by the diffuse boundary
condition (I84) and part 4 of Lemma [d as

er () (t1—t) / ” Vi (on)d
—_— t1, %1, v1)w(v1)doy
w(v) V1
ev (W) (t1—t)
= 1o, t2<s}ey(v1)(s tl)h(s 1 +v1(s — t1), v1)w(v1)do

S av) Sy

V(U (t1—t) t1
+T/ / Lo nsse” VT g (7, 2y + o1 (1 — t1),v1 ) (v1)dordr
V('u)(t1 t) (o) (et}
+— (’U) / 1{t >s }eV v1){ta—t1 h(t2 X1 +’U1( 2 —tl) Ul) (Ul)d01
Vi
(t1

v(v) t1
+7/ / 1,5 }e”(vl)(T (1, x1 4 v1 (7 — t1), v1)w(v1)dodr.

Therefore, the formula ([I92]) is valid for k¥ = 2. Assume that (I92) is valid for
k > 2, then for k 4 1, we further split the last term in (I92) with ¢; > 0 into

h(th, g, Vp—1)W(Vk—1) = / h(ty, zr, vi)@ (vk)dak—/ Tissti<s) Tt >s)-
Vk Vk

For the first term, we further integrate along the characteristics ‘2—? =, ‘f;t’ =0
to reach the plane t = s as

tr

/ 1tk+1SS<tk {ey(vk)(s_tk)h(su$k+(8_tk)vk7Uk)+/ eU(Uk)(T_tk)Q(Tvxk+(T_tk)Uk7Uk)dT}w(Uk)dok;
Vi

S
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For the second term, we integrate along the characteristics fl—f =, fllt’ =0 to
t =1try1 > s to get

tr
/v 1tk+1>s{ey(vk)(tk+17tk)h(tk+l5Ik+1vvk)+/t ey(vk)(Tftk)q(T,Ik"’(T—tk)Uk,’Uk)dT}'LZ](Uk)dUk-
& k41

We then deduce our lemma by adding ka doy = 1 inside the rest of the terms
so that all the integrations are over II}_, ), instead of Hé:llvl. ]

Lemma 39 Let hg € L™ and assume (21). There exits a unique solution h(t) =
G(t)ho € L to (23) with the diffuse boundary condition ({I8]]) and

sup {e"*[[{G(t)ho} 1,0/l } < 6*|| “lloos IHGMRo} Lt <0lloe < [le™*hollos

0<t<1
(195)
In particular,

d h —v(v v
sup e 1| Gt hol oo < 0 max{[| 2o [Je ™ 0holl o} (196)
t>

Proof. Given any m > 1, we first construct a solution to {9,+v-Vy+v}h™ = 0,
with the following approximate boundary and initial conditions as

m = — l ! m(t,x,v o
W) = {1 m}ﬁ)(v)/vh (t,2, ) )do(z),  (197)
R™(0,z,0) = hol{jy<m)-

Then A" = h™b satisfies {9; + v -V, + v}h™ = 0 but with

m

™t z,v) = {1 - i}/vﬁm(t,x,v’)da(x). (198)

Clearly, since f da = 1, this boundary operator maps L*° to L* with norm
bounded by 1 — =, and initially

[17(0)l|oe = sup "™ (0, 2, 0)@| = [[ho1{jo|<m}Bllosc < Cm,ollho]loo < 00

Therefore, by Lemma 23] there exists a solution 2" (¢, z,v) € L™ to 29) with
(I98), so that we have constructed h™ = % with (I97), which obviously is
bounded. Such a solution is unique by the transformation f™ = % € L? with
fo [[f™( |2d5 < 0.

In order to take m — oo in ([I37), we need to obtain an uniform L bound
([@95) and ([@96) for ™, which is more delicate. We first claim that it suffices
to show (I93) to derive (I96) for A™. Letting ¢ = 1 in two parts of (I93]), since
@ > 1 from (I87) and e~ 2 0 > 1, we have

Yo

0™ (Dlloe < =% max{||A(0)]|oc, [[e ™ F*0h(0) oo} < ™ Z[|A(0)]|oc- (199)
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For any [ <t <14 1, we can repeatedly apply (I99) to get:
m —X0 i m
IR (Dloo < e 2 [[R™ (1 = 1)]]cc-

Therefore, by ([I95]), we deduce (I96) as

m m m m
@Ol < R AmDlloe < 1™ - 1lloe
< e TR
vo(l— h(0
< o5 max{]| MY e @0 h(0)] )
w
v h(0
< evoef%’tmax{ﬂ%ﬂoo,||e*V(v)+Voh(O)||oo}.

The rest of the proof is devoted to the validity of (I93). If ¢1(¢,2,v) < 0, we
have {G(t)hJ*}(t, z,v) = e "R (2 — tv,v) and [[T5) is clearly valid.

We now consider ¢1 (¢, z,v) > 0, then the back-time trajectory first hits the
boundary. As in the proof of (I92) with ¢ = 0, we can ignore powers of the

factor 1 — -1 to bound |h™(t,z,v)| by A el

k—1
S [ Yoo b 0. =t w)]asi(0)
=1 1=1 "1

+/ 1{tk>0}|hm(tk,Ik,vk,1)|d2k,1(tk). (200)
oty

1=1 "1

Over the second small set 14,0}, choose any £(vg) > 0 such that

(1-2y2)e? >1, (201)

then choose ko(¢) by Lemma B17 with Ty = 1. By Lemma B7 with Ty = 1, for

k = ko(e), fkalvl l{tk>0}Hf:_11dal < &. We further split the second integral in
=1

@00) into {tx > 0,tk+1 < 0} and {tx4+1 > 0} in Vi with doy. Integrating along

o (@) (1 —t)

the characteristic for the first part {tx > 0,tx+1 < 0} yields: =
/ 14, 50,t0 01 <0} [P (0, 21 — Vit vi)[dE(0)
I,V

+/k T sop ™ (tks or, k1) |dEg— 1 (tr ) dog. (202)
Hl

=171

Since t1 (tx, Tk, vk) > 0 over the set {tx+1 > 0}, we deduce that

it >0 [P (b, 2, vk—1)| < sup [R™ (e, 2, v) 14, > 03 |-

z,v
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From (I93)), the exponential in d¥;(s) is bounded by e*0(s=*1) Since Jy, dok =1,
by Lemma [B7 the last part in (202)) is then bounded by
Uo(tk t

7||h (te) 1t >0 loo / Ly >0y 0(ve—1)TT) ) doy (203)
nF-ly,

1=1 ¥l

1/2 12
sup {EVO s—t) ||hm( )1t1>0||oo} {/ l{tk>0}Hf_11d0'l} {/ﬁ)z(vkl)d()’kl}
0<s<t<1 arv,

=1

< 2V sup {e"CTIYR™ (s) Ly s0lloo )

0<s<t<1

IN

We have used (I8T) for § < 6y - 1.
On the other hand, inserting ka doi, = 1 into the main contribution in (200]),

and combining with the first term in (202)) yields:

er (V) (t1—1) k
7~/ Zl{tl>0tl+1<0}|h (0,21 — tyor, vy
w — V=1

X {Hf—mdffj}{w(vl)e V0t do YT {ev () i =4 o}

e*llot

< 1) / Zl{tmmmnj 2 (vy)do,

w

since w(v;) > 1 by (ZI) and ([I&T). Note Zle 14450,t00<0y = Lt <0} By
2ho (<) )
01), we can further choose 6y near 1/4 such that (ﬁ) ’ < (1-2e)e?

in (I87). We therefore get

/ Zl{tz>0 tl+1<0}Hl 1w (Ul)dal
I

Vo=

= /k Lty <oplIf @7 (v)doy
T L

=1

IN

Iy, {/ wz(v[)dol} <(1=2yE)e?.
Vi
for k = ko(e). Hence, combining with (203), we have
v, hgt
sup e (1.2, 0)L 1 0y [} < 2VE sup {07 ()L sl (12 E)e % |2 .

Taking supg<;<; and absorbing the first term on the right hand side, we obtain

vo B
sup € [|hm ()14, 503 oo < €2 || = ||oo-
0<t<1 W

Letting ¢t = 1, and we deduce ([I35) uniform in m. We then deduce our lemma
by letting m — co. m
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4.4.2 Continuity of Diffuse G(t).

Lemma 40 Let Q be strictly convex as in ({f) and (Z1) be valid. Let h and
q satisfy {0y + v -V, +vih = q(t,x,v), with the diffuse boundary condition
(I&8)). Assume h(0,z,v) = ho(x,v), continuous for (z,v) & ¢, and q(t,z,v) is

continuous in the interior of [0, 00] x Q x R? with SUP[0,00] x O x R |q(z’(f)’)v)| < 00.
Assume )

h =—— /[ h N (v')do. 204

o)l = 7 [ oo vyi(w)do (204)

Then for any t, (x,v) & 7o, h(t,z,v) is continuous.

Proof. We fix (¢, z,v) such that (x,v) ¢ v,, for any fixed k, we recall (I92)) with
s = 0 for the expression of h(t,z,v). Now we take any point (f, Z,v) near (¢, x,v)
and evaluate h(f, z,v) by (I92) with the same number of bounces (k—bounces),
and with corresponding #;,z; and V; and d&;.

Step 1. Reduction to the approximate of phase spaces. Since v(v) -«
|v| for large v and % decays exponentially, by Lemma and the Duhamel
principle,

t
A(B)]leo < [IG(E)ho]loo +/0 Gt = s)a(s)lleods < C(¢, ||h0||007[ sup

q
0,00] X2 xR3 |V|)’
(205)
For any ¢ > 0, by Lemma BT and ([205]) , we can fix k(e,t) sufficiently large,
such that the last terms in ([I92)) for both h(t,z,v) and h(t,z,v) are bounded
by

{WWMM+WWMHAkW1mwﬂﬁMW+A[ 1, o) T oy <
1=1 ¥

S
k115 2°
1=1 "1

For the remaining sets 1, <oy and 17, <oy, for €1 << ¢, define the non-grazing
sets as

1
Vit = {v v -n(x) > e and |y < —},
€1
_ 1
Vit = {v v -n(T;) > e and |y| < E—}
1
We further split the integration region in (I92)) as
/1{%30} = / L <0y +/ Lie<oys
{there exists a v;EV\V,; 1} {all v,;eV;1}
/1{Eks0} = / <o +/ lg<oy
{there exists a v;EV\V,; 1} {all v, €V;1}

Clearly, by (190), fVL\VEI do, +ff/l\ffl do; < Ceq, so that from the boundedness
l l

of ho and Z, the integrals in (I92) over the almost grazing sets are small:

+

Lite<oy--- Liti<o}---

/{thcrc exists v; €V \V, 1} /{thcrc exists v;€V\V, 1}
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Therefore, it suffices to compare only the integrations over the non-grazing
sets Hfz_lll)fl N{tr < 0} and Hf;llvlsl N{tx < 0}. For any 1 <1 < k—1, recalling
. . . . 2
the back-time diffuse cycle (I88), if a(t;) = {v; - n(x;)}* > F > 0, then from
convexity and the Velocity Lemma B we deduce

€
altipr) = {v -n(x101)}2 > Calty) > C'?l > 0.
Hence ;. 1, %41 are smooth functions of z; and v; from Lemmal[6l A simple in-
E1

duction for [ implies that x;, ¢; are smooth functions of (vy,...v;_1) € Hé-_:llVf :
[ti =t + |z — 3| = 0 (206)

- . . I-1y,3 k—1y)e1 k—1y,73

as (t,2,v) — (t,x,v), uniformly in IL_3V;* . Clearly ILZ Vi C 20V,

_ e
Since 1 « z1 by the Velocity Lemma B, Vi* C V,? . A simple induction leads
_ e
to [06) and I/} V5 € 2V for 1 <1<k — 1. Therefore, [200) is valid

_ _e1
on both TIFZ'VEr and TIFZ'VEL, subsets of TIF-'V,” .
Moreover, we have

_ 1
V'Vt = A{u-n(z) >e,0-n(@) <er, and |y| < 5_}

1

_ 1
Vir\V7t = {u-n(n) <er,u-n(Z) > e, and |y| < E—}

1

By continuity 206)), for (¢,z,v) — (¢, z,v), z; — Z;, and both sets are contained
in
1
{e1 = Clz; — | < v -nlxy) <ep 4+ Clz — Ty, and |uy| < 6—}
1

. We now define the approximate phase-spaces as:

. Cla—z
which have measure ‘1:2 zi|
1

B =1 ver n Vi) N {ty, < 0,4, < 0}. (207)

To estimate IT;~ V' \ B, by an induction on k, we get

ISV AT AVP+ ISV TS VR < Clenk) sup o=l

Notice that ITy— ' Vi* < [TF Vi \TIZ MV JUITE PV, T2V \ B is contained
in
VP VP VP U ISV 0 {e > 0]
VISV 0 {fe > 01U IS Vi \ IG5 V)
k—1 k—1 3=
From Lemma [37] both fnf;fvm{tkw} I}~ do; and fnf;f\?m{fk>0} I}~ do; are

bounded by Ce. By similar splitting for the set TIF"'Vf* \ B, as |z — 2| + |t —
t| + |v — v = 0, we deduce

/ I~ doy+ / I }'do; < 4Ce+C(e1, k) sup |z—a| < 5Ce.
;- VB ;- 'V\B 1<i<k—1
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By L? bound for @ in (I8T) and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality:

/ It dsy (s) + / I dS (s) < O(t)V/e.

M2 VB 2/ VB

Thanks to the boundedness of hg and £, to prove the continuity, it suffices to
estimate the difference of h(¢, z,v) and h(t,z,v) in (I92)), where the integrations
are over the same set B.

Step 2. Continuity of h(t,z,v) over B.

Case 1: ti(t,z,v) <0. In the case t; < 0, then £; < 0 by continuity over
the set B in @07). Then both h(t,z,v) and h(f,z,v) are given by the same
formula (I9I). The continuity now follows from (¢,Z,v) — (¢,z,v) and the
continuity of hg and ¢. Same argument also applies to the situation ¢; = 0 and
t, <0.

We only need to study the case t; = 0 but #; > 0 in which h(t, Z, v) are given
by the different expression ([[92). Over the set B, since |01 - n(Z1)| > &1 > 0,

_ _ 3 _ _
from (AQ) that t; —ty > 2—15 But t1 — t1 = 0, we therefore deduce that ¢ < 0.
This implies for k large

B={t >0, <0}NB=1"1V' NV
Applying [[92) to h(f,x,v) over the set B with {5 < 0, by Step 1, we obtain
t
h(t,z,0) ~ / e”(T*ﬂq(T, T —o(t—7),0)dr +
t

()0 -D)

- 1 w0m<orho(@1 —t D —v(v)h g5 2
a0 /Vflmvfl {>0.n<opho(@ = fvn, v)i(v)e 4o (208)

eV @) (D) 2 . :
t— / / 147,50,8<0y9(T1 + (T — t1)v1, v1)w(vy e dg dr.
w(v) vitnvit Jo B

Since t; — t; = 0, it follows the last term above is small from the boundedness
of L. The first term on the right hand side of (Z08) tends to

t
/ e”(T*t)q(T, x—v(t—71),v)dr,
0

as second part of h(t, z,v) in (I91]), from the continuity of ¢. Since 17, 50,7,<0} =
1 over Hé:ll]/fl NV in this case, and by &1 «~ 0, Z; « 21 € 99, the second
term on the right hand side of (208)) tends to

—v(v)t
eN—/ ho(x1,v1)w(vy)doy e " Dtho(21,0) ~ e VOt hg(z — to, v),
w(v) Vit

by the continuity of hy away from v, and the compatibility condition (204).
Therefore, we have shown h(t, Z,0) — h(t,z,v) by (I91).
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CASE 2: {y(t,z,v) > 0. From continuity, £; > 0 and
¢ 7 .
/ e’ g(r,x — vt — 7),0)dT - / e’ Dq(r, & — vt —7),0)dr.
t1 tq
It thus sufficient to only study integrals (I92]) over B for both h(t,z,v) and
h(t,z,v). We further split
B = ZBﬂ {ti-i-l <0,t > 0;Em+1 < O,Em > 0} = ZBim,
and h(t, x,v) = h(t,z,0) «~ 32, . [5 . It suffices to estimate the difference over
each B, which can be rewritten from [I92) as:
()t 1)
T X {/ ho(x; — tiv;, v;)d%;(0)

im

/ / T ,TJ tj)’Uj,’Uj)dzj(T)dT
BMnJ 1 t]+1

+ / / g(r @i+ (7 — £3)vs, v0)dSs (F)dr} (209)

IJ(’U tl a _
— (6) x { . ho(Zm — tinVm, Vm ) dEm (8)
/ / q(7, %5 + (1 = tj)vj, v;)dE; (T)dr
Bim =1 tit1

t'VrL
+/ / (T, T+ (T — E) Vi, U ) (T)dT )
0 im

By @) in Lemmal@ t; — ¢;41 > = c > 0. For 5 << €1, we further split
{ti > 0,tiy1 <0} = {ti > e2,ti41 < —62}U{0 <t; <ea,tip1 < 0FU{t; > €2, —e2 < tiq1 < 0}

CASE 2a: On the set B;,, N{t; > e2,t;11 < —e2}. By continuity (208]), for
(t,z,0) = (t,z,v),
— €9 €9
t; > — 5 t1+1 < —3,
then h(%,Z,v) has the same expression as h(t, z,v) with m =4 in (209)), and the
difference in ([209) is small over this set, from the continuity of hy and gq.
CASE 2b: On the set B;,, N {O <t; <egtipr < 0} Now Ei ~ t; ~ o
and f;41 < 0 for e5 << 1. If £; > 0 and t;11 < 0, we the again have the
same expression so the difference in ([209)) is small on this set again, from the
continuity of hg and ¢q. Otherwise we have t; <0, and ast ¢, T «~ T, v « T,
£3

tz 1t 12f>0
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from ([{@0). We define
thn = Bim N {0 <t;<egtiv1 <0, but El < 0,1?1;1 > 0}

By the continuity of hg and g, the first term for h(¢,z,v) in (209) is close to

o () (11 1)

(tz ~ O) WX

/ ho(@s, vi){ITE 2L, doy Hib(v;)do P2 {ev () =t o}

/B+ /+1 T,x; + (T —t;)vj,v;)dE; (T)dT. (210)

im j=1 tj
Since #; < 0, and #;_1 > 0, hence m =i — 1, B}/ is empty except for m =i+ 1.

v(v)(t1 —1%)

The second term for h(t,z,v) in ([209) is given by e X

/ h,o(Il 1—tz 1Vi—1,U5— 1){H d(fj}{ﬁ)(vi,l)ef”(”i”){i”d&i,l}H;jl{e”(”j)({jﬂfgj)d&j}

/B+ /+1 7,25 + (1 — tj)vj,v;)dS,; (T)dr

im j=1 tj
ti1 B B
+/ / q(T, T 1+ (7‘ — tifl)vifl, vi,l)dEi,l(T)dr.

. _ T _ T T _ ti 1 ti—1
Since Zi—1 — ti—1vi—1 ~ Ti—1 — (i1 — Li)vicr = @ ~ @y, 8 ~ 0, 777 ~ [T
the above is simplified as

- /B+ ho(@s, vi 1 ){T1NZ ) do (v e D timid doy M3 {er ()it dg )

/B+ /+1 7,25 + (T — t5)vy, v;)dS;(T)dT (211)

im j=1 tj

By the boundary condition (I84),
ho(.fi, Uifl)ﬁ)(vifl) = / h,o(Ii, 1)1)’&)(1)1)61(3'Z ~ / ho(xi,vi)d)(vi)dai.
fl Vilinpst

For v; € VS' NV, we have t; — ;41 2 L. But t; < €9 << &1 in B | so that

A

tiy1 < 0. Hence

V—El N D-El = {Vsl N 951} N {0 <t <eg,tipr < 0, and El < 0,1271 > 0},

m?

i.e., no restriction on v; € V' NV in Bjf | because ;11 < 0 and t;, t; only
depends on v1,...v;_1, ot on v; from (I8Y). Moreover, since fvslqu do; ~ 1,

the first term in (211))
er (V) (t1—t)

k i— v(v
NW/Bj ho (i, v3)w (v;) {1152 —had o I “Her) =t dg 1

(0]



which is exactly the first term in (2I0).

CASE 2c¢: By, N{t; > e3,—e2 < t;y1 < 0}. Clearly ; > 0 by continuity
over Bjp,. If t;41 < 0, then we again have ¢ = m in (209) and the difference
is small on this set from the continuity of hy and g. We therefore only need to
consider the set

B;m =B N {ti > g9, —€2 < tiy1 < 0, but 0 < Ei+1,fi+2 < 0}

Since B;,, is empty except for m =i + 1, the contribution for h(¢, z,v) is given

v (0)(t1 =)
[S]
by —Fm—

/ ho (jiJrl — Ei+1vi+1, ’[}i+1){H‘I;;il+2do'j}{ﬁ')(vi+1)e*1/(vi+l)gi+l do,iJrl}H;:l{eu(vj)(fjﬂffj)do—j}

+/f i/i q(1,Zj + (T — tj)v;,v;)dS; (7)dr

im j=1"ti
tit1 B
+/ / (7, %1 + (7 — tip1))Vig1, vig1 )dXi 1 (T)dT.
O ;m

Since on B;, , we have t;+1 — t;41 ~ €2, the last term is small from the
continuity of ¢ and the second term tends to the second term for A(t,z,v) in
(m). Since Ei+1 ~ E9, fj+1 ~ Tjt1 and {j+1 ~ EjJrl, the first term above takes
the form

er¥)(ta—t) k-1 . i (o) (te—ty)

~ W/K ho(@it1, vip1 {112 o doj Hb(vir )do i}y {e” 79 75 do ).
- (212)
On the other hand, consider the first term for h(t,z,v) in (209). Since
Ti41 — X5 = —’Ui(ti —ti+1), and ti+1 ~ E2,T; —ti’Ui —Tij41 ~ E2, by the COIltinU.ity

of hg (away from ~,), it takes the form

()t —t)

~ ~7/B ho(ig1, vi){TINZ}  doj Hab(v;)e ™) do JIT Y {er () o =1) dor ;)

w(v)
(213)
Since t;11 ~ 2 from continuity, for g5 << &1, #;42 < 0, and

Vf}rl n I_inl N {ti >e9,—€2 < tiy1 <0, but 0 < Ei+17£i+2 < 0} = Vi{l N f)f}rl,
where #; 11 only depends on vy, ...v;, but not on v;11 by ([I88). From the diffuse
boundary condition (I84]) we have

ho(@it1,vi)w(vi) ~ / . ho(Tit1, vit1)W(Vig1)doitr .
Vil nviinB

im

Since = _ doji1 ~ 1, @I3) reduces to (2I2) and we conclude our
fvfilmvfilmBm i+1 )
proof. m
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4.4.3 Decay for Diffuse Reflection U (t)

Theorem 41 Let hg € L™ and assume (Z1)). There exits a unique solution to

both the (23) and (27) with the diffuse boundary condition (184). Let U(t)ho
be the solution the the weighted linear Boltzmann equation (27) with the diffuse
boundary condition, then there exist A > 0 and C' > 0 such that the exponential

decay (T43) is valid.

Proof. Once again, with the L® solution h(t) = U(t)ho to the weighted linear
Boltzmann equation (27)), from Lemma [39 and Duhamel principle (30), we de-
duce from Ukai’s trace theorem, h, € L*> . So f = % satisfies the original linear

Boltzmann equation ([23) with f € L? and fot ||£(s)l|2ds < oo. Hence unique-
ness follows for f by using the standard L? energy estimate. The well-posedness
follows from the exact argument in the proof of Theorem By Lemma 29 and
the L? decay for the diffuse boundary problem, it suffices to establish the finite
time estimate (I43).

We apply the double-Duhamel’s principle (3I). By Lemma [B9] the first two
terms in ([BI)) are easily bounded by C (t + 1)e™"°%||ho||oo-

We concentrate on the third term

/Ot /051 G(t — s1)KwG(s1 — 8)Kyh(s)dsdsy. (214)

We now fix any point (¢,z,v) so that (z,v) ¢ 7,. From (I92) with ¢ = 0, the
integrand above is given by

/=0 o {KWG(s1 — 8)Kwh(s)}(s1, 7 — tv, v)

V(v)(t1 —t)
+7 /Z 1{tz>51 tz+1<81}{K G(Sl — S)K h( )}(81,.%'1 + (81 — t[)vl,vl)dzl(sl)

ev(v)(tl D)

+W/1{tk>sl}{G(t—sl)KwG(sl ) Kuwh(s)} (e oy 06 1) 51 (b). (215)

where d¥;(s1) = {HJ o do e T (0)do T2 {er )t 1) do ;) and
the exponential factor in d¥;(s1) is bounded by e*°(*1=*) By Lemma [39]

{G (tx = 51) K51 = 8)Kuh(s)}(t)|loo < Cre™ 2 79 [(s)]|oc.

Letting k = ko(e, Tp) large in Lemma B7 as in ([I23]), the integral of the last
term is bounded by

eCre o1 sup. {e 5| |A()] oo }- (216)
0<t<

To estimate the first and second terms in (215), we first derive the formula
for K,,G(s1 — s)Kh(s). Recall the back-time cycles of: Xci(s) = x; — (¢ — s)v;.
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We denote t}, = ty/(s1, Xe1(s1),v"), and 2}, = Xeai(tr, (Xei(s1),v"), and vp € Vy,
for 1 <!’ <k —1. By (I92) again,

{KwG(s1 — s)Kwh(s)}(s1, Xe1(s1),v1)
/Kw(vl, V) G(s1 — 8)Kwh(s)} (s1, Xa1(s1),v") dv’

/ Ko (v, 0)e" 01 0 G LK Wh(s) (s, Xai(s1) — (s1 — s)v',0')dv’

! eV('U )(tl Sl) - ' " /
+/Kw(vl7v)Wl/Zl ), <s<tl, {/K (v, 0" )h(s, 2} — (), — )y, v")dv" Yy dv

v(v')(t1—s1)
+/Kw(U17U/)W/1t;C>S{G(81 — 8)Kywh(8)}(ty, ), v )dSk—1 () dv'. (217)

Once again, since ||G(s1 — 8) Kuwh(s)(t},, @, vk)||oo < Cxe’? =5 ||h(s)||oo, the
last term is bounded by (2I6) due to Lemma 7 when k > kq(e) large.

By inserting the main terms in (2I7) back to ([2IT]), we deduce that, up
to ECKe_UTUtsup0<t<T0{e%Us||h(s)||oo}, the third term (2I4) in the double-

duhamel representation (3] is fot Jo ! *dsdsy, where * is
e”(”)(srt)ltlgsl /Kw(v, v/)e”(”/)(ksl)lt/lgs{Kwh(s)}(s,Xcl(sl) — (81 — 8)v,v")dv’
V(o) (51 —1) v(v')(t—s1) k1
+e 1,5 <s1 /K U v )W;1t1,+lgs<t X

x{/ Koy (vp, 0" (s, 2y — (t, — s)vp, 0" )dv" }dE (s)dv’

/Z 1t1+1<81 <tz (Ulv Ul) X (218)

X e () s— S1)1,5/<SK (v v")h(s, Xai(s1) — (s1 — s)v', 0" )dv" dv'd%(s1)

v(v t1—t)
+7 / Z L5 s1,trsr <0y K (01, 0) A%y
I=1,l'=1

eV (W)t —s1)

L’+1< }W

V('u t1—t)

X]_{t >s,t Kw(vl/, v”)h(s, :E;/ - (t;/ - s)vl/,v”)dv”dEg/dslds.

We now estimate them term by term. For the first term in (2I8]), the back-
time trajectories never touch the boundary. This term can be easily estimated
as the proof of Theorem 20 for the in-flow case (e.g. (IZ6)) by

v v TO
eCxe™ ="' sup {e?OS||h(s)||oo}+C€7T0/ 1 ()l ds.
0<t<Tp 0

For the second term in ([2I8)), we fix I’ and consider vl/ v" and v” integration.

Werecall d¥j, (s) = {Héc ll,_Hda e (v)(s— tw)w(vl/)dal, _1{6 UJ)(t;+1_t3')do';.}7
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and w(vy)doy = w(vy)pu(vy ){n(z}) - vy }dvy. The exponential factor in d¥;, (s)
is bounded by e*0(t1=%)_ Notice that with @ (v )u(vy) bounded and integrable
for < %. Hence from (@5),

[ e o o) o) o ddor— (219
vy |2N

\
¢ I C
_K w(vl’)ﬂ(vl’){n(:ﬂ/) . ’U[/}d’l}l/ — _K

<
N Jjw, 1>~ N

By similar arguments as in Case 1 (I19), Case 2 (I22) in the proof of Theorem
20 we only need to consider the case [v] < N, |[v'| < 2N, and |vy| < N and
[v”| < 2N, for some large N. As in Case 4 in the proof of Theorem 20, we can
also use the same approximation (I24]). Hence, for each fixed I’, we only need
to control:

t ty,

/ / {/ / e"o O\ (s, 2}, — () — s)op, 0" |dv” dv' duy } H?;lldag
ty Sl v | | <2N o <N St
ty,

41

IN

/t, L —s2 4y + Ly, —s<dy

IN
*t\;

C ’
~ —vo(s—t,)
Mz + oy S 1 IR

Here we have used the fact f{H?;ll,Hdaj} = 1. Notice that z}, and ¢}, depend
only on t,x,v,v1,...up—1, not on vy. By making a change of variable y = z}, —
(t}, —s)uvp, for the first part, we use Fubini’s theorem and the fact f{Hé:lldaj} =

1 to majorize it as (f = £):

T 1/2 T
Cra [ 4] (s, 0" Pdyde” t = v [ 176
0 yEQ, v |<2N 0

(220)

For the third term in (2IX), for fixed I, we consider the v;, v, v” integration.
Recall d¥(s1) = {II}Z},  doj e’ ()=t () doy 1TZ) {e () 01 =4) do ;) and
the exponential factor is bounded by e°(*1=51) Because w(v;)u(v;) is bounded
and integrable, as in ([219)), we can use the arguments in Case 1 (I19), Case 2
([22) in the proof of Theorem 20 to reduce to |v;] < N, |v'| < 2N and |v”’| < 3N.

As in the second term, it then suffices to estimate

tl S1
e_”o(t_s)/ / / / |h(s,Xc1(51)—(sl—s)v',v")|dsdsldv”dv'H§;1ldaj
mizivi Juga Js o J[o”|<2N v/ |<N

which is bounded by ([220) by the change of variable y = Xc1(s1) — (s1 — s)v'.
In the last integral in (2I8]), both back-time diffuse cycles first hit the bound-
ary. For fixed [ and I’, we consider the v, vy and v/ 0" integration. We again
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recall d¥; and d¥, and their exponential factors are bounded by e”°(*1=51) and
e0(t1=9) yespectively. Notice that both @ (v;)p(v;) and @ (vy )u(vy ) are bounded
and integrable. We use twice ([2I9), and as in the reduction to ([220)), we can
reduce to the case of |v;| < N, |v/| < 2N, and |vy| < N, [v"] < 2N. Therefore,

by using the approximation (I24) and f{HJ pygdol} =1, f{H] adoj} =1,
we only need to control:

ty
/ / ) / / / "=\ n(s, ) — (L) —s) vy, v")|dv’ dvl/dsd51|Hl _ldo Hl _ldo;,
i vy JIL 0V S gy Vv ls 0| <2N
which is again bounded by (220) by the change of variable y = x}, — (¢}, — s)vy.

Summing over [, I’ < k — 1, and letting N large, we summarize:

v, v v TO
17(t)]]oe < Cxc{1+t}e™ 2| ho|[sc+eCre™ 5! sup {e?osllh(S)lloo}ﬂLCN,To,s/ |1 (s)lds.
0<t<Th 0

Choosing € small such that eCx = 5, and Tp large so that 2Cx{14+Tp}e~ PTo —
e we deduce ([I43), and by LemmaIZQI, we deduce our theorem. m
5 Nonlinear Exponential Decay

Proof. (of Theorem[I): Step 1. Existence and Continuity: Let h° = 0, we
use iteration

h™ h™
{0y +v -V +v— K, }h" = wl(—, —) (221)
w’ w
with h™H1 |,y = ho, hm+1| = wg. We further split A™*! = hm+1 + hmJrl

for m > 1, where hm+1 satlsﬁes the homogeneous linear welghted Boltzmann
equation (IZZI)

{at +v- VI +v— Kw}h;n-‘rl = 0, h;n+1|77 = wg, h;n+1|t:0 = ho,

while h}?“ satisfies the inhomogeneous linear weighted Boltzmann equation
21) with zero-boundary condition:

h™ h™
{0 +v Vi +v— Kyt = U}F(?7 ;)7 he - = o = 0.

Clearly, from Theorem 20, for some 0 < A < Aq,

sup  eM[[h)" T (1)]|oo < C{llholloo + sup e™[Juwg(t)]]oo}-
0<t<oo 0<t<oo

On the other hand, denote Uy(t,s) and Gy(t,s) to be solution operators for
linear weighted Boltzmann equation (27)) and (29) with zero boundary condition
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respectively, then Uy (¢, s) = Uy(t—s,0) and Gy(t, s) = G(t—s, 0) are semigroups.
Hence, by the Duhamel Principle,

h™ R™
Rt —/0 Up(t — s)wF(? ?)(s)ds. (222)
To avoid the extra weight function v(v) ~ {1 + |v|}” in Lemma [0 we further
use the Duhamal Principle Up(t—s) = Go(t —s) + fst Go(t —s1) KU (s1— 8)dsy
to bound ([222) by

t hm pm™ ¢ t h™ h™
I Golt=sur (o 2oy @dslltl [ [ Goltmsn) KuUsi=s)l (S, 2o (5)d s
(223)
For any (¢, z,v), by Lemma [Gt
W R -
(2 s~ (0 s < vl ™)

By the explicit formula ([I09) with g = 0, we therefore can bound the first term

in (223) as

hm hm
v(v)(t— s)l N2 = _(t— d
|/ bty (z,0)<s LW (w " VHs,x — (¢t — s)v,v)ds|

< c / =9, () [H7 (5)] 2 s
0

< cC / Iy (0)ds x sup {em I |Hm (5|12 )

0<s<t

< Ce 7' x sup{e? ®||h"(s)]|oe }- (224)

v(v)

Here we have used the fact v(v) > vg, and [e™ 2 =9y (v)ds < oo.

On the other hand, for the second term in [223), let the semigroup U (t)ho
solve

{8,5 +uv- Vm +v— Kw/\/m}{ﬁ(t)ho} = 0, (225)
with {U(t)ho}|,— = 0 and U(0)ho = ho. By a direct computation, /1 + p[v]2U ()

solves the original linear Boltzmann equation (27). By uniqueness in the L
class, we deduce

ho
tho =+/1 ’U2U —_— 226

Therefore, we can rewrite K,,U(sq, s)wl'(%-, %)(s) to get

[ et Ko T AP 1=l 22 ) i
[ U JOo e O
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Since w™2(1 + |v])? € L1, (14 |v|) € L' so that Theorem 20 is

(==}
N EwE
valid for U. Since —2)_ < C,, from the proof of Lemma 9]

Ve
/Kw(v,vl)\/l + p|v/|2dv’ < C/Kw(v,vl){h) — | + |v]}dv < +o0. (227)

Hence the second term in (223)) is bounded

h™ B™

t ot
C/ / et (s — 8)[|{ ——eee T , $)H|oods1ds
o Js ( 1 )||{\/m ( w w )( )}H 1

t t
= O/ / e M| |1 (5|2, dsa ds
0 s
< Ce 2t x{ sup e2®[|h™(s)|]oo}%. (228)
0<s<00

Collecting terms for both h;”"’l and h{f‘“, we obtain for 0 < A < A,

sup sup {eM|[h" (1)} < C{l[Rolloc + sup €*%[|g(s)]loo }-
m 0<t<oo 0<s<00

for ||ho|| sufficiently small. Moreover, subtracting h™+! — h™ yields:

M pm hmfl hmfl
X _ m+1_ pm _ o N
{0y +v-Vatv—Ko}{h B} = w{D(=, =) ~D(———, =)} (229)

with zero initial and boundary value. Therefore, splitting

hm pm hmfl hmfl hm—hm71 hm hmfl hmfl_hm
> Y y_-r S VEE U U R
| AL VL
we can bound ||[A™FL(t) — h™ ()| as in (224) and (228):
t hm—hm71 R
c Up(t — I'(———, —)(s)ds||= 230
I [ vale = spor (== S| (230)
t hm—l hm—l_hm
+C| [ Ualt = syt (e e ()i

< ngp{e“{llhm(S)lloo + R ()1 x e x Slslp{eAS{llhm(S) = h" (8l }-

Hence h™ is a Cauchy sequence and the limit A is a desired unique solution.
Moreover, if  is strictly convex, by Lemma [19] inductively, A™ is continu-

ous in [0,00) x {Q x R?\ 7,}. It is straightforward and routine to verify that

wl"(%, h;)n) is continuous in the interior of [0,00) x Q x R3. Moreover, from

o
Lemma [3, sup |w| is also finite. We therefore deduce that A™*! and
hence h is also continuous in [0, 00) x {Q2x R3\ 7, } from the uniform convergence.
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Step 2. Uniqueness and Positivity. Assume that there is another
solution A to the full Boltzmann equation with the same initial and boundary
condition as h. Assume that supy<, <7, [|2(t)|[o is sufficiently small. Then

{0y +v Vo +v— Ko} {h— R} = w{I(

gls
el
|
=3

so that ||i(t) — h(t)||ee is bounded by as in step 1:

ol [ vote = hur =2 By opasio i [ vote - spur

< Cry sup {{[[h()lle +11A(s)I[}} sup {Il(s) = A(s)l[oc-
0<s<Tp 0<s<To

This implies that supg<; <7, || (t)=h(t)||ec = 0if supg<;<g, [|2()||oo and supg<;<g, [|2(t)|]00
sufficiently small.

Finally, we address the positivity of the F' = pu + /uf. We use a different
approximation for the original Boltzmann equation ()

{0y + v Vo }JF™ T 4 p(F™) P = Qgain(F™, F™), (231)
with the inflow boundary condition F™*!| - = pu+ /ag > 0 and F™H | =
1+ /ifo, starting with FO = pi. Here

v(F™) = /Fm(v)|v — u|"dudw.

In terms of f™ = L\/ﬁ“, by @) and ([I0), we have

{(% +v- V;E + V}fm+1 = Kfm + Fgain(fmu fm) - Floss(fmv fm+1)' (232)

It is routine and standard to show that h™ = w f™ is convergent in L°°, locally in
time [0, Tp], where Ty depends on ||hgl|eo = ||F°;‘L||OO and supg<;<7, [19(t)!oo-
By induction on m, we can show that if F™ > 0, the Qgain (F™,F™) > 0.

Denote the integration factor as

I(t, 8) =e fst V(Fm)(T,X(T),V(T))dT, (233)

so that L{I(t,s)F™ '} = I(t, $)Qgain (F™, F™) almost everywhere along the
back- tlrne trajectory [X(s),V(s)] of t,x,v, inside Q. As in (I09), we express
Fmtl(t z v) =

Loy <o{I(t,0) Fo(a — vt v) + /O I(t, $)Qqain (F™, F™)(X (), V(8))ds} + Loty x

{I(t,t = to){p + g}t — to, 2 — vip,v) + /t_t I(t, 5)Qgain (F™, F™)(X(s), V (s)))ds}

83



so that F™*1 > 0 on [0,7p]. This implies that F' > 0 in the limit with h =
F—\;Ff‘ € L°°. By the uniqueness of our solutions with this class, F' is the same
solution we constructed earlier. We obtain F' > 0 for all time by repeating
[0, To], [To, 2T0)...[kTo, (k 4+ 1)To], from the uniform bound of sup, ||h(t)||cc. ®
Proof. (of Theorem 2l and Theorem Bl): We use the same iteration (221 with
either bounce-back or specular reflection for A *!. By the Duhamel Principle,
t hm p™
R = U(t)ho + / Ut — s)wl(—, —)(s)ds. (234)
0 wow

Applying either Theorems 28] or [35 respectively, by Lemma [@, we have

m m

m _ ! h™ b
IR ()] loo < Ce™M[holloo + || [ Ut = s)wl'(—, —)(5)ds]] -
0 wow

To avoid the extra weight function v(v) ~ {1 + |v|}” in Lemma [0 we use
Ut—s)=G({t—s)+ fst G(t — s1)K,U(s1 — s)dsito estimate the second term
above. For any (t,z,v) € 7,, and its back-time cycle (Xe1(s), Vai(s)), we use
(@31 and ([I59) respectively to get

[ 6= ot g = | [ e pur s, x

< 0|/ =)y ()| | (s)||2ods < Ce™ FE x { sup e 5[[h™(5)||oo }

o 0<s<00

where we have used Lemma [@ and (224]).

On the other hand, for the second term, we use U as in [228) with either the
bounce-back or specular reflection. Hence (IZ?EI) still holds. Since w=2(1+|v])3
L', Theorems 28 or BFl are valid for U, and we get from (228)

! —vo(t—s1) h™ h™
oUW K,U (51 —s)wI‘(— —)(8)||codsdsy
w

e wh(h2 b
< volt=o) ¢ Ko, o )WTH plo P’ Usy = s)| [{— A2
V1+plv]?
~ wl_‘(hW‘L hW‘L)(S)
< O/ / efuo(t751)U S1 — 8 N w w AT oodeS
N (51 = )| = |dsdsn
< CeEx{ sup || (s)] e},

0<s<0

by ([EZ7). This implies that sup,, supg<;< o {€2[|h" L (t)]|oo} < C||hol|o for
||hol| sufficiently small. Moreover, by subtracting h™+! —h™ by ([229) and (230),
we deduce that h™ is a Cauchy sequence and the limit A is the desired unique
solution. If € is strictly convex, inductively, by Lemma and [32] respectively,
h™ is continuous in [0, 00) X {Q x R3\ 70}, and wl (2=, 22 is continuous in

w’w

(’Lm )
| is also finite. We

[0,00) x © x R3. Moreover, from Lemma [ sup | £
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s))}ds|
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therefore deduce that h is also continuous in [0,00) x {Q x R?\ 74} from the
uniform convergence.

As for the positivity of F, we follow the argument in the proof of the inflow
case by using a different iterative scheme ([231]) with either bounce-back or specu-

lar reflection boundary conditions, so that f™ = £ m;“ satisfies (232). Again, it

follows from a routine procedure to show that A = wf™ is a Cauchy sequence,
local in time [0, Tp]. Assume F™ > 0. For any (¢, z,v) ¢ 7,, we denote its back-
time cycle (either bounceback or specular) as [Xci(s), Vai(s)], and t1, ta, ...t > 0,
so that ;41 < 0. Recall ([233), so that 4 {I(t, S)Fm+1} = I(t,s)Qgain (F™ Fm)
almost everywhere along the back- tlrne cycles [X(s),V(s)] of t,z,v, inside €.
As in Lemmas [[31] and [[59] we can express F™1(t, z,v) as

t
I(t, t) F™ T (b, 21, Ul)+/ I(5,t)Qgain (F™, F™)(Xa(s), Va(s)ds > I(t,t1)F™ (t1, 21, v1).

t1

For 1 <4 <, similarly,

t
Frotlt, o) = I(ti,ti+1)Fm+l(fi+1,$i+1,Ui+1)+/ I(s,t;)Qgain (F™, F™)(Xa(s), Var(s)ds,

ty
Ferl(tl,fL'l,Ul) = I(tl, O)FQ(_XCI(O), VCI(O)) + A l I(S, O)anin (Fm, Fm)(Xcl(S), VC](S)dS > 0.

Hence by an induction over i, F™*1 > 0 and we deduce F' > 0 by the uniqueness
as in the proof of the in-flow case. m

Proof. of Theorem @t We use the same iteration [22I)) together with the
diffusive boundary condition (I84)). By ([234)), we further bound its last term by
the Duhamal principle as before:

||/ (t— st —_—, ds||oo—|—||/ / (t—s1)K,U(s1—s )wF( )( )dsds1||so-

We estimate the first term above in two parts:

|/ Gt - s)fur(, 7 s) }ds|<|/ |+|/

For | tt_l, we use estimate (I93) and Lemma [d to get

m m

t elies w (h_7h_ oo s h h
[ et (PO D, / 091, o ful (e, 1) ) s
t—1 w w
t
C'sup | e "=y (w)ds| x [[h™]|%, + Ce™ 2 tsup{e ® *||h(s)|| oo }
t—1

< C’e*%t sup{eu_;SHh(S)Hoo}Q'

IN

For fot_l, we use ([[98) to get extra decay in v as:

t—1 (hm7 hm)(s) B hm B . "
/O (s ﬂl*ll Hle P wl(— o (8)llec}ds < Ce™ = supfe®*[[h(s)]] o}
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We have used the fact % decays exponentially by (I87).

On the other hand, for the second term, we define U again in (225) with
new weight w; = —*—+ and the new diffuse boundary condition as
{1+plv2}2
-~ 1 .-
{UhO}(tvxv’U”’)’, - = {Uho}(t,x,v’)tbl(v/)da.
W1 Jo'-n(z)>0

Hence (220)) still holds. By letting p further sufficienlty small in (21I), we can ap-

ply TheoremElfor the diffusive U exactly as in (235). Hence, SUP,, 0<t<oo €M [N (E)]|oc} <
C||hol| for ||ho|| sufficiently small. As before, we can construct the desired

unique solution and establish continuity when €2 is convex.

As for the positivity of F, we follow use the different iterative scheme (231])
with diffuse boundary condition

Frtlt )|, = cuu(v)/FmH(t,;v,v’){n '},

and fm =L :;E“ satisfies (232)). Again, it follows from a routine procedure that

h™ = wf™ is a Cauchy sequence, local in time [0,7p]. Assume F™ > 0 and
recall [233) so that <L {I(t, s)F™ 1} = I(t, s)Qgain (F™, F'™) almost everywhere
along the back-time trajectory [X (s), V(s)] of ¢, x, v, inside 2. Recall (IS6). For
any (t,z,v), consider its back-time diffusive cycle (Xei(s), Vei(s)). By a similar
derivation as in (I92), if ¢ (¢, z,v) <0,

Fm™(t z,0) = I(t,O)Fo(x—vt,v)—F/OtI(S,O)anin (F™, F"™)(Xal(s), Val(s))ds > 0.

If t1(t, z,v) > 0, then for k > 2,
t
™ 0,0) = [ 105,00 Quin (7 F™)(Xa(s), Vaa(s)ds (e t)eune) [ B
t1 -1V,
where H™ is given by

k—1

> 10,00 <03 Fo(Xea(0), Ver (0)dsy™ (0)
=1

k=1 .4
+30 [ L0 @ (F7 ™) (Xa(s), Vaa(s))dsy (5)ds

tiy1

k—1 t

+ Z/ L(t50,t141 <0} Qeain (F, F™)(Xa1(s), Var(s))dE]" (s)ds
=19

1503 F7 T (b Ty v 1)dER (),

where d¥;(s) = {H?;llﬂdaj}{l(s,tl)[n(;vl) - o)do 0 {I(t;, tj41)dos}. For

any € > 0, by Lemma 7] fnfgfvj 1{tk,1>0}H§;12de < ¢ for k large. Notice that
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{tk > O} C {tk—l > 0}7 and by (m)7 I(Satl) < C(Supm,0<s§T0 ||Fm(8)||007T0)
Since Fp > 0 and Qgain (F™, F™) > 0, we conclude F™ (¢, z,v) >

C( s POl To) [ Lo P i o TS

m,0<s<Tp =1 Vi

> _C( sup ||hm(8)||007T0)/k2v 1{tk—1>0} {/V {/1’—" \//_J’fm-‘rl}(tkv‘rkvvk)dvk—l}H?‘
j k-1

m,0<s<Ty ko2y,

> —C( sup [[h"(5)lloo; To)e.
m,0<s<Tp

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we deduce that F™*+! > 0 and this conclude the positivity
of F over [0,Tp]. We then conclude F' > 0 by the uniqueness. m
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