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Abstract

We obtain several averaging lemmas for transport operator with a
force term. These lemmas improve the regularity yet known by not
considering the force term as part of an arbitrary right-hand side. Two
methods are used: local variable changes or stationary phase. These new
results are subjected to two non degeneracy assumptions. We character-
ize the optimal conditions of these assumptions to compare the obtained
regularities according to the space and velocity variables. Our results
are mainly in L?, and for constant force, in L for 1 < p < 2.

Résumé

Nous obtenons plusieurs lemmes de moyenne pour des équations de
transport avec un terme de force. Ces résultats améliorent la régularité
connue en ne considérant pas le terme de force comme un terme source
arbitraire. Deux techniques sont utilisées : des changements de vari-
ables locaux ou des phases stationnaires. Ces résultats sont quantifiées
par deux hypotheses de non dégénérescence. Nous caractérisons les
conditions optimales de ces hypothéses pour comparer les régularités
obtenues, par rapport aux variables d’espace et de vitesse. Les résultats
sont principalement dans L?, et pour le cas constant, dans LP pour
l<p<2
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1 Introduction

Averaging lemma is a major tool to get compactness from a kinetic equation.
([7], ...). Such results have been used in a lot of papers during these last years.
mong this literature, an important result using an averaging lemma as a
key argument is the proof of the hydrodynamic limits of the Boltzmann or
BGK equations to the incompressible Euler or Navier-Stokes equations ([16]).
Another major application consists in obtaining the compactness for nonlin-
ear scalar conservation laws (in [25]) which allows, for instance, to study the
propagation of high frequency waves ([6]).
Basically, averaging lemma is a result which says that the macroscopic quanti-

ties /f(t, x,v)Y(v) dv have a better regularity with respect to (¢, x) than the

microscopic quantity f(¢,z,v) where f is solution of a kinetic equation.
For example, in [9] and [2], the following result is established.

Theorem [DiPerna, Lions, Meyer — Bézard]
Let f, gr € LP(Ry x RY x RM) with 1 < p < 2 such that

O f + div,[a Z 8kgk, (1.1)

|k|<m

with a € W™ (RM RY) form € N. Let ¢ € W™>(RM) with compact support.
Let A > 0 such that the support of v is included in [—A, AJM. We assume the
following non-degeneracy for a(.): there exists 0 < a < 1 and C' > 0 such that

for any (u,0) € SY and e > 0,
meas ({v c[-AAM: u—ec<alv) o< u—i—e’:‘}) < Ce”.

Then
sty = [ f(ta o)) dv

is in W*P(R; x RY) where s = TR P’ being the conjugated exponent for p.

(+1

Regarding equation ([II]), the obtained regularity is proved to be optimal, see
[23] and [24]. In [11], the gain of a half-derivative in L? context was proved as



optimal. A study in the case of a full derivative with respect to x in the second
member is done in [2I]. We also refer to [10] and [4] for other results about
averaging lemmas. Regularity of f itself is also challenging, for example by
assuming some regularity with respect to v, see [3], [18] and [1] for such results.

Theorem here above says for example with m = 1 that for the equation
Of+aw) -Vuf =g—F(t,x,v) - V,g, (1.2)

the obtained regularity is W*P(R, x RY) with s = 37 When we consider
equation

8tf+a(v) me+F(t,x,v) vvf =9, (13)
that is to say that ¢ = f, it is classical to consider the term F(t,x,v) - V,f
being part of the right-hand side and to obtain the regularity W*?(R; x RY)

a

with s = 5%. But for (L.3), the derivation with respect to v is only on f

through the transport equation and not on an arbitrary term g. That is to
say, the conventional method is losing information because this term is part
of characteristics and the right-hand side terms are in L2, i.e. for m = 0, and

the obtained regularity should be W*?(R; x RY) with s = o

This is the first motivation of this paper and one of the result we get.

Few other papers deal with averaging lemma avoiding to consider the accelera-
tion term as a source, namely [12], [14]. But they are based on a transversality
assumption on a(.) restricting the generality to the case a = 1.

Notations for (L3)) are f(¢,z,v) € Rwitht € R,z € RN, v € RM a : RM — RV,
F:RXxRY x RM — RM and

a(v) - V.f = iai(v) O, [, F(t,z,v) -V,f = %F’i(t,x,v) Oy, f-
i=1 i=1

In this paper, we will prove the following averaging lemmas on equation (L.3)).

Theorem 1 (L? result)

Leta € CNT3(RM RY) F € CVT3 (R xRY xRM RM) | f g € L*(Ry xRY xRM),
satisfying (1.3). Let A > 0 and ¢» € CNT2(RM) be such that the support of ¥
is included in [—A, A]M. We assume that there exists 0 < a < 1 and C' > 0
such that for any (u,o) € SN and e > 0,

meas ({v e[-A, A u—e<alv) o<u+ 5}) < Ce”. (1.4)
Then the averaging
poltia) = [ f(t.a,0pp(v) dv
is in HE2 (R, x RY).
Remark 1.1 We notice that we obtain «/2 instead of the well known a/4 when

the acceleration term F -V, f is considered as a right hand side with no par-
ticular relation to f.



Remark 1.2 For Vlasov equation, the classical application of averaging lemma
is the DiPerna, Lions, Meyer Theorem which gives the compactness for py
with an operator of the kind (1.3) applymg the result with g1 = —F - [ when
F € LS. More precisely, if f*, gt and g} = —F, - f™ are solutions of (ﬂ)

with some bounds in LP, then py is bounded in Ws’p(Rt x RY) with s = el
p

and thus is compact in W P(R, x RY) with s' < s. Forp =2, it is compact in
H? (R; x RY) with ' < $. By this way, paper [§] proves the existence of weak
solutions for Vlasov-Mazwell. With Theorem 1, the obtained compactness is
in Hj) (Re X RY) with s’ < 2.

When the force is constant, we obtain a global regularity result with a less
smooth test function.

Theorem 2 (L? result with I’ constant)

Let a € C'RM RY), F(t,z,v) = F € RM F # 0, f, g € L*(R, x RY x
RM) satisfying (1.3) where we assume that function a(-) satisfies the following
condition with v, which is a positive integer, such that

V(U7U)GRMXSN7 U:(Uo,Ul,"',UN), 5:(01a"'a0N)7

|00 + a(v).5] + Z (F a(v) - 5| > 0. (YND) (1.5)

Let ¢p € CL(RM), then the averaging
st = [ flt o)) do

is in HY7 (R, x RY).

Remark 1.3 The proof of Theorem[2 is not valid when F = 0. So this theorem
does not give an averaging Lemma for the kinetic equation O, f +a(v)-V.f = g.

Remark 1.4 The case of a nonzero constant force field is not without interest,
as it appears for instance when considering gravity effects in the kinetic theory
of neutral gases.

Remark 1.5 [M =1, one dimensional velocity ]

1. The Sobolev estimate for py, comes from optimal bounds in stationary

phase lemma. Then, with only f,g € L* and M = 1, we expect Theorem
@ to give the best Sobolev’s exponent.

2. Since v > N + 1 (see Proposition[@ for this inequality), with only f,g €
L2, we expect py to belong at most to HY NFD(RYT) when M = 1.

3. With scalar velocity, the condition (YN D) is similar to a non degeneracy
condition given in [13] about averaging for operators with real principal
symbols. More precisely it is the condition (5) of Theorem 4 with t = v
and & = F in [13]. But our result yields a better smoothing effect, the
gain of reqularity for the average is 1/ instead of 1/(2(y — 1)) in [13].



Next Theorem is a comparison between the two previous results. It shows that
Theorem [Il does not give the best Sobolev exponent when M = 1 and that
Theorem [2 is not optimal for M > 1.

Theorem 3 For N > 2 and M = 1, Theorem [J gives a stronger smoothing
effect than Theorem [l for the best v = ope compared with the best o = cvop
since

1 L Qopt 1

Yoot N +1 2 2N’

Conversely, for N = M, Theorem [l can give one half derivative with the best
a=1.

Remark 1.6 For scalar velocity (v € R, M = 1), we characterize in Theorem[3
the best parameter o for the classical non degeneracy condition, namely condi-
tion (1.4). This characterization is mentioned in few works, see [25, [17], but
the proof of optimality is a new result. This kind of chamctemzatzon also gives
new results for scalar conservation laws, see [19].

Finally, we find out two results in L? framework.

Theorem 4 (First L” result with I’ constant)

Let a € CNB3RM RY), F(t,z,v) = F € R¥, f.g € LP(R; x RY x RM),
satisfying (1.3). Let A > 0 and ¢ € CNT2(RM) be such that the support of ¥
is included in [—A, A]M. We assume that there exists 0 < a < 1 and C' > 0
such that for any (u,o) € SN and e > 0,

meas ({v c[-A,AM u—ec<alv) o <u+ 6}) < Ce”. (1.6)

Then the averaging
ot 2) = /R e 0)d(v) dv
e

is in WiE (R, x RY) with s = —.
p

Theorem 5 (Second L? result with F' constant)

Leta € CY(RMRY), F(t,x,v) =F e R F £0, f, g € LP(R; xRY xRM) with
1 < p < 2, satisfying (L3), where we assume that a(-) satisfies the following
condition with v, which is a positive integer, such that

Y(v,0) eRM x SN, o= (09,00, --,0n), &= (01, ,0n),
|00 + a(v a|+Z]FV ()-5|>0.  (YND)
Let ¢ € CHRM), then the averaging

W(t,z) = /R F(t, 2, 0)0(v) dv

is in WP(R; x RY) with s = 2.
vp



Remark 1.7 These results are presented with time dependence because it is
more useful in applications.
In the proof of next sections, we take the following notations. We set X = (t,x)
and b(v) = (1,a(v)). Then (I1.3) can be rewritten as follows:

b(v) - Vxf+ F(X,v)-V,f =g, (1.7)
where X € RN*1 v € RM,
Here is how the paper is structured.
In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1 for a smooth force field. In Section 3,
we prove Theorem 2 for a constant and non zero force field. In Section 4,

we compare both results (Theorem 3) and finally in Section 5, we prove the
extension to LP spaces for contant force (Theorem 4 and 5).

2 First Theorem in the L? framework

We first recall the following classical averaging lemma (see [15], [5]).

Proposition 1 (Golse, Lions, Perthame, Sentis)
Let a € L2 (RM RY), f.g € L*(Ry x RY x RM) | such that

loc
Of +a(v)-Vof =g. (2.1)

Let ¢p € L>®(RM), with compact support in some [—A, A|M, such that there
exists 0 < o <1 and C > 0 such that

meas ({v c[-AAM: u—ec<alw)-o<u+ 6}) < Ce” (2.2)

for any (u,0) € SN and € > 0. Then the averaging

polti) = [ f(t.z,0pp(v)dv
is in HY%(R, x RY) with the estimate

loullzers < CN) (Il + VEI$ll=) (1f1lz2 + lgllzz) -

We use this averaging lemma to prove an other result, which deals with test
function depending on (¢, x,v).

Proposition 2 (Averaging Lemma with test function in (X, v))
Let a € LS. (RM RY), f,g € L2(Ry x RY x RM) | such that

loc
Of +a(v)-Vof =g. (2.3)

Let ¢ € L(RM WNT2eo(RNTLYY wyith compact support with respect to v in
some [—A, AJM. We assume that there exists 0 < a < 1 and C > 0 such that

meas ({v c[-A, A u—ec<al) o<u+ 5}) < Ce* (2.4)



for any (u,0) € S and £ > 0.
Then, for any compact K, there exists a constant C(N, K) such that the av-
eraging

o) = [ f(ta, 0t 0)do
is in HX2 (R, x RY) with the bound

lpyll oo < CN, K) (1 fll2 +11gll22) 191l 200, w200y

Proof. We fix a compact K on X. We take K =[5, S]V* such that K C K
and x a €' function such that x = 1 on K and 0 outside K. Finally, we set

v =y
Since v has a compact support with respect to X, we can extend it by pe-
riodicity in these variables. Then the Fourier expansion with respect to X

gives
D(X0) = Y ep(v)eSiE
BEZNJA
We write this formula through
oiSB-X

dx 0= 3 (WHB050) - [

ﬁeZN+1

with r = N/2 4+ 1. We set
IS8 X

¢p(X) = TF A

and ¢g(v) = (1+|B]")es(v).

We use the decreasing of Fourier coefficients for WN+2o0(RYT)

is to say that

function, that

Ch
|Cﬁ(’U)| >~ (S|ﬁ|)N+2Hw( )||W)J(\f+2,oo.

Thus we have

L, T lws)Pd

Be(ZN+1)*

< [, X Qs d

RM BE(ZN+1

4|5|2r )

< d
- S2N+4 /]RM Z¥+1 ‘5|2N+4H¢( )H N+2 v

40,
< S2N+4 > N+2H1/’||L2(WN+2OO)<+OO. (2.5)

ZN+1 ‘ﬁ|



On K, we notice that

polX) = [ FX.0)(X.v)dox(X)
_ /R FOX,0)(X, v) dv
= fXov) Yo ¢s(X)vs(v) dv

M
R BezZN+1

To apply Fubini’s Theorem, we need that, for a.e. X,

/ S (X, 0)es(X)s(v)| dv < +oo.

ZN+1

It comes from

/]RM > (X v)es(X)s(v)| dv

BE(ZN+1)*
< [ FEDL S 10s(X)s(o)] do
BE(ZN+1)*
< \//RMf(Xav)sz\l/RM( ) \¢ﬁ(X)¢B(U)|) dv

Be(ZN+1)*

[¥(v)[? dv
)"

ZN+1) ZN+1

< ||f<X,->||LgJ > Josx |2/RM >
BE(

< ||f<X,.~>r|Lg¢ S e X s <o

pe(@N*)x pe(@N*)
since 2r > N + 1 and from (2.3). Thus we can write, on K,

pe(X) = > 6(X)py,(X),

ﬁGZN+1

poaX) = [ FOX0)s() do
The classical averaging lemma (Proposition [I) gives that
1065l grer2 < CN) (112 + VCIsllz=) (112 + llgllze)

We now use the following property: For u; € C*(2), ug € H*(R2), with s €]0, 1],
with © a bounded open set of RN ! we have ujus € H*(Q) with

Cs

s < Cslluy |

[|urus|



This result gives, for s = /2,

1Pyl o2
< Y 08llgureo e
BEZN+1
< G ) Aoslleers (Wsllze + 1¥slloe) (1112 + llgllz2) + Callpyoll oz
Be(@N+1)* "
]_ ||wH(L2ﬂLoo)U(W)1;7+2,oo) ~
< G| > T (A llz + Mlgllz2) + 1l oy

BE(ZN+1)* |ﬁ|r—a/2

1
< Cs ( > ) [B[N2-ar2 A lle2 + Nlglle2) 191l panpoc), qrarzey + (191l oy

pe(zN+1

Since N +2 — «/2 > N + 1, the proof is completed. O
With this Proposition now stated, we can go into the proof of our first Theorem.

Proof of Theorem [I. Let K be a compact in RYt'. We set £ = K x

[—A, A]™. We perform locally a change in variables in order to rewrite equation
(L7) without the term V, f and to apply previous result. For any (X, v) € K,
using the characteristics since b(v) = (1,a(v)) # 0, there exists Bx, C K a

neighborhood of (Xp,v) and a CV*3 diffeomorphism

(I)(] : B(] — BO,
(X,w) = (X, w) = (X, Vp(X,w)),

such that on By we have
b(Vo(X,w)) - VxW(X,w) = F(X,V(X,w)). (2.6)

Let us explain more precisely how to define the diffeomorphism ® from equa-

tion (2.6). Since b(v) = (1,a(v)), X = (¢t,z) and Xy = (to, z0), equation
can be reformulated as a nonlinear hyperbolic system (where w is a parameter

O Vo(t, z;w) + a(Vo(t, z;w)) - Vo Vo(t, xyw) = F(t,z, Vo(t, z;w)), (2.7)
completed by the initial data
Vo(to, z;w)) = w. (2.8)

By the classical method of characteristics, for each w, there exists a neighbor-
hood of (tg, zg) where Vj is well defined and smooth. The characteristics are
smooth with respect to the parameter w, thus Vy(¢, x,w) is well defined on a
neighborhood of (tg, zg; vg). Notice that 9, Vy(to, x; w) = idgm, with idgam the
identity operator on RM, and det(D®,) = det(d,,Vp), so reducing if necessary
the previous neighborhood, ® is a diffeomorphism on B,.

Denoting by fo(X,w) = f(X, Vo(X, w)), go(X,w) = g(X, Vo(X, w)), bo(w) =
b(Vo(X,w)), the equation (7)) rewrites

bo(w) - Vx fo = Go- (2.9)

) |



Now, there exists a finite number of B! to recover this compact, i.e. there exists
{(Xy,v) }i=1....1, with the associated diffeomorphim ®; : B, — B!, &;(X,w) =
(X, Vi(X,w)), such that I C l_lu LBI. For this recovering, we use a partition

of unity, we have
L
f(X,0) = f(X,0)Ic(X,0) = f(X,v)xi(X,v)
=1

where function x; are C*° and have a compact support in B.
Denoting again by fi(X,w) = f(X,Vi(X,w)), Gi(X,w) = g(X,Vi(X,w)),
by(w) = b(Vi(X,w)) on B, and

I'X] = {veRrM such that (X,v) € B'},
I[X] = {weRrRM such that (X,w) € By},

—

we have the following decomposition. It is
L
pulX) = 3 / R )X, 0 (v) do
= Z f (X, v)xi(X, )¢ (v) dv

_ Z/f FOX w)a(X, Vi(X, w)o(Vi(X, w) Jy(X, w) duw.

where we can perform the variable change v — w = V(X v) on every neighbor-

hood B! corresponding to [ and denoting by J;(X,w) the associated jacobian,
ie. J; = |det D®)| = |detd, V.

We set (X, w) = xi(X, V(X,w))(V(X,w))J;(X,w). Since a and F have
CN*3 regularity, J; has CV*2 one. Furthermore v € CN*+2 thus ¢, € (L* N

L) (RM W N+200(REFL)) . 'We apply previous result, namely Proposition 2]
on the averaging

loc

X) = /M f(X7 w)%(X, UJ> dw which is in Ha/2(]R§+1)'
R
Finally the inequality [|py[| /2 < >, HPEH o2 concludes the proof. [
K =1 K

3 Case of a constant force field

When F' is a non zero constant vector, we can obtain a different result. The
way to get it is quite different and we have to be restricted to the case of a
constant force field. A key tool here is a generalized uniform version of the
classical method of the stationary phase. We work on equation (L7 with F

10



constant, ' € RM F # 0. Let us denote a directional v—derivative along
vector F' by

D = F-V, (3.1)

The smoothing effect depends on (yN D) assumption of Theorem 2l Indeed, it
is exactly the following non-degeneracy condition about D-derivatives of b(.):

v—1
Y(v,0) € RM x SN, > ’Dkb(v) : O” > 0. (YND)
k=0

Before proving the Theorem 2 we give some useful results about oscillatory
integrals following Stein’s book [26].

Proposition 3 ([26]) Suppose ¢ € C**L(R,R) so that, for some k > 1,

d*¢
%(v) > 1, Yo €]a, B (3.2)
Then
/j M) dy| < C W%/k
holds when
1. k>2 or

2. k=1 and ¢' is monotonous.
Furthermore, the bound c; 1s independent of X and ¢.

This Proposition can be found in [26] p 332. Elias M. Stein obtains ¢, <

5-2k=1 — 2 in his proof. Notice that c; is independent of the length of the
interval |a, B[. For |A| < 1, the bound for the oscillatory integral blows up.
Indeed, for £ = 1, we can relax the monotonous assumption on ¢ by the
following bounds

B
6/(0)] >8>0, Voela,f, & =21 5—1/ 167 (0)|do,

Indeed, integrating by parts and using the inequality
min(a, 5b) < min(1, §) max(a,b) for all non negative a, b, 5, we get

B8 .
/ 62)«;5(1}) dv

Furthermore, the bound given in Proposition Bl blows up for small X\, so we
replace it by the length of the interval and get the following Corollary.

1
DG

< max(|f — af,¢) - max(1, =) - min(1,

J

11



Corollary 1 Let § > 0. Suppose ¢ € C*1(R,R) so that, for some k > 1,

dko
W) 24, Vo €la, 4. (3.3)
B .
Then / eZA‘i’(”)dv} < max(|8 — af, &) - max(1, 511/k)mm( ’ |)\|11/k)’

where ¢ is independent of X, ¢ and |o, B[ for k > 2
B
and ¢, =2+ 5_1/ |¢” (v)|dv.

Notice that, for k > 2, ¢, = ¢ is given in Proposition [l
Following Stein’s book (Corollary p 334), we obtain the following Proposition.

Proposition 4 ([26]) Let v € Wli(la, B]), ¢ € C*YR,R) such that, for
somed >0 and k > 1,
d*¢

w(v) >0, Yv€la, .

Then
B .
/ Y(v)eWdy| <

e

max(\ﬁ - Oé|, Ek)
min(1, 0/F) max(1, [A[V/*))

where ¢, is independent of X, ¢, ¢ and |a, B] for k > 2,
B
and & =2+ 5—1/ 167 (v)|dv.

(lell =gty + 191122 et

B )
Proof. This is classically proved in writing the integral / P(0)e™Vdu as

ﬁ [0
/ P(v)I'(v)dv, with I(v) = / () gy, integrating by parts and using the
uniform estimate for |I(v)| from previous Corollary. O

Now we generalize Proposition [ in the case with parameters and a (yN D)
like assumption.

Proposition 5 Suppose P is a compact set of parameter p, A > 0, ¥(u;p)
belongs to L*(P, W, (] — A, A])) and ¢(u;p) € CT (R, x Py, R), such that,
for all (u,p) in K =[—A, Al x P,

Y

Then, for any |a, B[C] — A, A[

z)\qbup
[ ot

) 1
S d,\/~mlﬂ <1,W> (HwHLoo

> 0. (3.4)

Fullpoo(p,L1(-4 A[))) ’

12



82
where constant d., is independent of X and only depends on A, sup a—f

K |Ou
ok

uk

)

1 il
inf —
K vi4

Proof. Since K is a compact set, we can choose 0 < ¢ < 1 such that,
everywhere on K:

1 v

0<d< - >

k=1

¢

ouk

Let us define the open set Z, = {(u;p), |0%¢(u;p)| > &}, for k = 1,---,7.
v

(u;p).

Necessarily K C U Zk, and then there exists a partition of unity such that
k=1

N
Z pr =1 on K and such that the support of p; is included in Z;. Let us
k=1

b )
define ¢, = pyp and I = I, + - + I, where Iy(p) = / Dp (s p)ePOwP gy,

We apply Proposition @] on each I, where the exponent “’” denotes 9,:

| < max(2A4, ¢)

/
= 0Vkmax(1,|\|/F) s%p (||¢k('>p)||L°°G—A,AD + Hwk('ap)HLl(}—A,A[)) .

Since for any fixed p and J =] — A, A[, we have

(e Pl + 4GPl ascn)
< (lowllzow + ol ) (18C )y + 19 C o)) »
it is enough to take

max(2A4, ¢)
dy = Xk: Sk (Hpk||L°°(K) + ||aupkHL°°(P,L1(J)))

to conclude the proof. O
We are now able to prove the second Theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2L

The proof is splitted in three steps. First, we choose a suitable variable asso-
ciated to D. Secondly, we use Fourier transform with respect to X and solve
a linear ordinary differential equation with respect to v;. Third, we obtain
Sobolev estimates for p,, with Proposition [3

Step 1, change of coordinates: With a suitable choice of orthonormal co-
ordinates, we assume, without loss of generality that
0
81]1

D=F.V,=|F|

13



where |F'| is the euclidean norm of vector F' and v = (v1,vq, - - -, vpr) = (v1; w).
Notice that the jacobian for an orthonormal change of variables is one, thus the
estimates on py, are invariant through such choice for v;. With such notations,

equation (IL7) becomes
0
o) Vxf +IFISE — g (3.5)

Step 2, linear o.d.e.: Denoting by F(f) the Fourier transform of f with
respect to X, and by Y the dual variable of X, equation (3.5]) becomes

FlgmF () +i00) - VIF() = Flo) (36)

For almost all fixed Y, we solve an ordinary differential equation with respect
to v1. For this purpose, we chose the initial v1, namely v) €]0, 1], such that

/Rgﬂxmjfl ‘f(f>|2(yu U?; w)dew
= / \F(f)P (Y5015 w)dY dwdv,.
R

N+l pM—1
v YRy TTXRy,

(3.7)

Existence of such v{ is a consequence of Fubini’s Theorem.
Indeed, let h(v,) = / /R O FHP v w)dY dw > 0.

RN+1
Function h is defined almost everywhere, belongs to L!(R,,) and satisfies
17|21 ®,) = IIfIl72 . Since h function cannot be everywhere greater than
X,v

1
its mean value on )0, 1], there exists v{ €]0, 1] such that h(v]) < / h(vy)duvy,
0

which confirms (8.7)).
We finally write an explicit formula for F(f) with B(v) being a primitive with
respect to vy of —b/|F|:

Bo) = Blou) = - [

FHVviw) = FHEw)e Y
./_"(g)(Y', U, w)ei(B(Ul;w)_B(U;w))'Ydu_

du

1w
_'__
| F[ S

Step 3, HY7 estimates with oscillatory integrals: We decompose py(t,x) =

/M f(t,x,v)Y(v) dv in two parts from the explicit expression of F(f) in step
R
2: F(py) = ps + pg- The first term is

V) = [ FO ) [ s w)e Y dudw,

u

In this integral, there is an oscillatory integral which is parametrized by w and
Y = Mo with A = |Y] and o € SV it is

Osc(Y,w) = / ¥ (u; w)eMBEwo gy, (3.8)

u

14



To use the Proposition [, we set p = (0, w) which belongs to the compact set
P =8 x[-A AM~! with A > 1 > v} > 0 such that suppy C [—A, A]M
Condition of Proposition [l for oscillatory integral (B.8]) is

which is exactly the (yND) assumption for b(.). Thanks to the (yND) as-
sumption and Proposition[d] there exists a constant L such that for all (Y, w) €

R? x [—A, AJM~1 and for all o, 8 such that —A < a < 8 < A, we have

8’“Bu w)‘

O’| >0

B .
max(l,\Y|1/“’)\[/ Y (u;w)erBEw gyl <L (3.9)

Using constant L and the compact support of ¢ we have
1Y Y5y <L/ FUY, 0% w)|dw.
max(L V"5 (0] < L IFD ol
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

max(L VPV < @AMTL [ IF( o) P

Finally, since v? satisfies (3.7)), we obtain

/R max(L Y[ Fdy < (24)M71 / IF(f)(Y,0)Pdvdy,

RN+1wRM
which gives p; € HY/".
The second term p, is bounded in the same way. More precisely, we set
5,(Y) = /R H(Y.w)dw
with
HY.w) = o / / )Y, g w) B =B Y gy gy,
Using Fubini’s Theorem and notation

V(Y,uw) = pluzw)ePey,

we have another expression of H (Y, w):

1 A , A
HY,w) = m F(g)(Y, u;w)e Blusw)y (/ U(Y, vq; w)dm) du
'Ul u
\F| / (Y, u; w)e Bluw) Y (/_: U(Y, vy; w)dm) du,

15



A
where there are two oscillatory integrals / U(Y, v1; w)dv, and / U(Y, v1; w)dvy
which are uniformly bounded thanks to inequality ([B.9). Then we have

max(1, [Y |V H(Y;w)| < |F|/ (Y, w;w)| du.

With Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

2AL% A
max(LIYP)HY ;o) < e [P0 ) du

and finally

max(L VP, 0F < @AM [ IF) 0P

Then p, € H /7, thus finally py is also in this space, which concludes the proof
of the Theorem. []

4 About non degeneracy conditions

Theorem [1l and Theorem [2] assume two different non degeneracy conditions
on vector field a(v) € RY, v € supp ¢» C RM. Those conditions involve two
parameters, namely o = a,y €]0,1] in (L) and v = 740y, r € N* in (L),

directly linked to the smoothmg effect for the averaging in H loé or H/7. In
this section, we give some optimal upper bounds for a and 1/ to compare both
results obtained by different ways. Indeed, for M = 1 and N > 2, Theorem
gives a better smoothing effect than Theorem [Il. Conversely, when N = M,
Theorem [I] is stronger than Theorem [2l In this part, we study these various
properties and in particular, we prove Theorem 3.

More precisely, let A be positive, we obtain the optimal a and 7, namely
aopt(N, M) = sup a,
a(.)eC>=([-A,A]} RY)
Yot M) = eom maPBBD, permygoy !
We start by obtaining the easiest estimate which is a lower bound for ~.
Proposition 6 For all N, M, we have v > You(N, M) = N + 1.

Proof. We use notations from Section Bl Following this section, the (yND)
condition can be rewritten and means that we cannot find ¢ € S% such that
o L b(w), o L Db(v), ..., 0 L D"7'b(v). There are y conditions to satisfy.
Since b(v) belongs to R¥*! we necessarily have v+ > N + 1. Indeed N +
9 b(v) =
81)1’ v =
(1, 01,03, -, o), with v = (vy,v9, -+, vpr), we have Yo = N +1. [

1 is the minimal possible value for 7. For instance, if D =

The optimal « is more difficult to get and it is obtained in the following
subsections, see also [19]. The evaluation of exponent « also implies new
asymptotic expansions involving piecewise smooth functions in [20].
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4.1 M =1, one dimensional velocity

1
Proposition 7 For M =1, we have a < app(N,1) = N

To obtain this optimal o for M = 1, we need some other notations and the
following results. The proof of Proposition [7 is achived at the end of this
subsection [4.11

Let ¢ € C*([a,b],R) and v € [a, b], the multiplicity of ¢ on v is defined by

mylv] = inf{k € N, o (v) £ 0} € N=NU{+oo}.
It means that if kK = m,, then p® (v) # 0 and ¢V (v) =0 for j = 0,1,-- -, k—1.
For instance m,[v] = 0 means p(v) # 0; my,[v] = 1 means p(v) = 0, ( )#0

and m,,[v] = 00 means V) (v) = 0 for all j € N.
Set the multiplicity of ¢ on [a, b] by
m, = sup myv] €N.
vEla,b]

Notice that the case where ¢ only belongs to C*, m, is well defined only if
my[v] < k for all v € [a, b].

Lemma 1 Let ¢ € C*([a,b],R) with a < b, and

Z(p,e) = {velal], [p(v)] <e}.
If my, is well defined (my, < k) then there exists C' > 0 such that, for alle > 0,

meas(Z(p,€)) < Ce®  with « = L (4.1)
My
meas(Z (g, €))

B = +00

Furthermore, if my, is positive, for all 3 > o, we have lin%
e—

(Optimality).

Proof. The case m,, = 0 is clear enough since there is no zero in this situation.

Quantity m,, is positive simply means that the set Z(p,0) of roots of ¢ is not

empty. Since any root of ¢ has a finite multiplicity, the compact set Z(i,0)

is discrete and then finite: Z(p,0) = {z1, -, 2, }. For each z; and h > 0, let
Vi(h) be |z; — h, z; + h|N[a, b]. For any 0 < h < |b — a|, we have

h < meas(V;(h)) < 2h.
For any root z;, there exists h; €]0,|b — a|[, A; > 0 and §; > 0 such that

<lp(zi +h)| <

for all h € V;(h;), (4.2)

with k; = my[z]. This is a direct consequence of Taylor-Lagrange formula.

Let V be | JVi(h;) and gy = min (1, r[nlbl]l\v lo(v )|> By the continuity of ¢
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on the compact set [a,b] \ V, gq is positive. Then for all 0 < & < gy, we
have Z(p,e) C V. If € > |p(z; + h)| for |h| < h;, then from (A2]), we have

(¢/8;)"/% > |n|. This last inequality implies for 0 < € < g9 < 1 that Z(y,¢) is
a subset of | J Vi((g/58;)"*) and then

meas(Z(p,€)) <23 (e/8;)* < (225;1/'“) glfme.
i=1 i=1

It gives inequality (4.1]). To obtain the optimality of a, let z; be a root of ¢ with
maximal multiplicity i.e. m,[z;] = m, = k. Again from @2), V;((c/A;)V*) is
a subset of Z(ip, ¢) for all € €]0,&0[. Then we have (g/4;)* < meas(Z(ip,¢)),
which is enough to get the optimality of a = 1/k and concludes the proof. [

An upper bound of a,,:(N, 1) is a consequence of previous Lemma.
Lemma 2 For all N, we have ayp(N,1) < 1/N.
Proof. For any a(.) € C*°(R,,RY) and A > 0, we set

plv;u,0) = a(v)-o0—u=>b)-(-u,0),

defined for v € [—A, A], with v € R, (—u,0) € SV, b(v) = (1,a(v)) € RNV !
and m = Sup  My(u0)-

(—u,0)eSN
Let v be fixed, we choose (—u, o) such that my[v] > N in order to obtain a
lower bound for m.
Since rank{b(v),t'(v), --, bV (v)} < N, there exists (—u,c) such that
uw? + |o|> = 1 and (—u,0) L {b(v),V'(v),---,bN "V (v)}. Then with such u
and 0, My(ue)[v] > N which implies m > N and consequently, from the op-

1
timality obtained in Lemma [Il, we get o < arppe(IV, 1) < N 0

When function v — ¢(v;p) depends on a parameter p, some results are ob-
tained in the two following Lemma to bound quantity C' of Lemma [Ilindepen-
dently of p parameter.

Lemma 3 Let k > 1, I an interval of R, ¢ € C*(I,R) and § > 0.

If |¢®) (v)| > § > 0 for all x € I then there exists a constant T, independent of
o, 1,0 such that

meas(Z(p,¢e)) < (5/5)1/k where Z(p,e) ={v € I, |o(v)| < e}.

Proof. Since the result is independent of interval I and of ¢*~Y(0) sign, let
us suppose that I = R with |[¢®(v)] > § > 0 on R, and ¢*~D(0) < 0.
We first treat the case k = 1. If ¢/(v) stays positive, we have ¢(0) + dv < ¢(v)

for 0 < v and since QS( ) < 0, there exists a unique ¢ > 0 such that ¢(c) = 0.
In the other case, ¢'(v stays negative, and we find a unique ¢ < 0 such that

¢(c) = 0. Then |¢> \ > 5|v—c\ for all v, and |p(v)| < ¢ implies |v —c| < /8
ie. Z(p,e) Clc—e c+5/5 So the lemma is proved for k = 1 with ¢, = 2.
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We now prove the Lemma by induction on k. Let us suppose that the case
k is known. As for k = 1, there exists a unique c¢ such that ¢ (c) =
0. Thus for all v we have [¢®)(v)| > v —¢|. Let n > 0 and set W =
Z(p,e)Nc—=mn,c+n], U= Z(p,e)N (] — o0,c —n[Ulc + n, +c[). We have
meas(W) < 21 and by our inductive hypothesis, since |¢*)(v)| > §lv —c| > n
on U, meas(U) < G(e/(0m))"*. Now the relation Z(¢,c) = W U U gives
meas(Z(p,¢)) < 717213 (277+5k(6/(5n))1/k) which implies by a simple compu-

tation of the minimum that meas(Z(¢,¢)) < ¢pp1(e/0)Y* Y where ¢y =
/(41 (k4 1) kY E+D=12 "V EHD which concludes the proof. [

Lemma 4 Let P be a compact set of parameters, k a positive integer, A > 0,
V =[-AA], K=V x P, ¢(v;p) € C°(P,C*(V,R)), such that, for all (v,p)
i the compact K, we have

k

>

=1

&¢

507 | (ip) > 0.

Let Z(p(.;p),e) = {v €V, |p(v;p)| < e}, then there exists a constant C' such
that

sup meas(Z(o(.;p),e)) < CeV/k.
peEP

Proof. Since K is a compact set, we can choose 0 < § < 1 such that,

1 & o
everywhere on K, we have 0 < 2 < T > a—qf (v; p).
i=1 |0V
For each (v;p) € K, there exists an integer i € {1,---,k}, a number r > 0
and an open set O, with p € O, C P such that |0/¢| > ¢ on U(v,p) =

Jov —r,v+r[x0,. Therefore, we have

meas(Z(¢(.;p),e)Nv — v + 7[) < @(e/0)V <zel/*/s

using Lemma [3, where ¢ = max ;.

7':17"'7

By compactness of K, there exists a finite number of such sets U; = U(vj, p;)

such that K C |J U;. Thus, for each p, Z(¢(;p),e) intersects at most v
j=1

intervals |v; — rj,v; + ;| where Lemma [ is applied. This allows to write

meas(Z(¢(.;p),e)) < vee'/?/6 for all p and to conclude the proof. [

Lemma 5 Let a(v) be the field (v',v?, -+ 0™) then aq) = 1/N.

Proof. From Lemma 2 we have yet a,.y < 1/N. So, we just have to prove
that o = 1/N satisfies (I.4) to conclude.

For all v, rank{d’(v),---,a™)(v)} = N, thus it is impossible to find ¢ € S¥~!
such that o L {d'(v),---,a™(v)}. Let p(v;u,0) be a(v) - o — u. Since
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N
do(viu,0) =a¥(v)- o for j > 1, we have everywhere Y |#¢(v; u, 0)| > 0.
=1
Furthermore, for |u| > 14amaz, Where a0, = sup |a(v)], we have |o(v;u, o)| >
lv[<A

1 for any v € [—A,A] and ¢ € SV~!. Thus we can apply Lemma [ with
0 <& <1 on the compact set [—A4, Al, X [~@mae — 1, Gmaz + 1]u x SY¥~1 which
concludes the proof with o,y =1/N. O

Proof of Proposition [T With Lemma [2, we have a,p(N,1) < 1/N. From
Lemma [B] necessarily ap(N,1) =1/N which concludes the proof. 0O

4.2 M =N

The case when space dimension is equal to velocity dimension is the most
physical one and then is very important. In this case, we can get the best
smoothing effect with o@ = 1.

Proposition 8 For N = M, we have app (N, N) = 1.

Proof. Since a < 1, it is enough to find a(.) such that o = 1.

Let a(.) : RY — RY be a global diffeomorphism, A > 0, (u,0) € SV and
o) = a(v) -0 —u. Let Z(p,e) = {|v] < A, |p(v)| < e}. Since Da(v) €
GLy(R) and o # 0, then V,p # 0 and the set Z(p,0) is empty or a manifold
of dimension N — 1.

Notice that for any v, there exists (u, o) € S¥ such that a(v) -0 —u =0, i.e.
Z(p,0) # 4. For instance, let & belong to S¥~! and set u = a(v) - 7, then
— (u, o) satisfies the conditions.

u?+1

We thus consider that Z(¢p,0) is not empty.

There exists § such that 0 < § < |V,o(v)| < 1/ for all |v] < A, u®+ |o|* = 1.
jv—v'|

5 )

(u> U) =

Using the mean inequality, we obtain dlv — v'| < |p(v) — p(v')| <
which implies for all € < 1, with B(x,7) = {y, | —y| < r} C RY, that
U B(zde) CcZ(pe)c  |J Blze/d)

2€Z(p,0) 2€Z(p,0)

and Z(p,0) is diffeomorph to a piece of a hyperplane, so meas(Z(p,¢)) is of
order . More precisely, there exists a constant C' > 0, only dependent on A,

Z
d and ||Da(.)|| p(o,4) such that 0 < C' < meas(g(go,a)) <O
Notice that if a(.) is a local diffeomorphism, « is still 1. O
Incidentally, we also have (N, M) =1 for all M > N.

5 Theorem in the L? framework

Let us now deal with L” case. It will be an interpolation result of the L2
obtained bound and an estimate in L' using some operators in Hardy spaces.
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We note H'(RVT!) the Hardy space and H!'(RY x R) the product Hardy space
as done in [2] (see [26] for more details about such spaces).

We will use the two following Propositions. The first one is an interpolation
result (see [22], [2] and [5]) and the second one is about multiplier ([2]).

Proposition 9 (Bézard, Interpolation) LetT be a C-linear operator, bounded
mn
L*(R, x RN, x RM,)) — WH2(R, x RY),
and in
L'(m)', H' (RY x R)) = HI (R,
for some v > 0. Then T is bounded

LP(R; x RY x RY) — W*P(R, x RY),

for1 <p <2, withs=28/p.

Proposition 10 (Bézard, Multiplier on H') Let m(y,yn+1) be a function
of (Y, Yns1) € RN X R which is C* out of [y = 0 or yy11 = 0], and verifying
for all o, (3,

Cop

0y )| <
N Ve

then m defines a bounded Fourier multiplier on H'(RY x R).

Proof of Theorems 4 and 5.
For Theorem 4 (respectively Theorem 5), we use the averaging lemma of The-
orem 1 (respectively Theorem 2) which gives that T'(f,g) = py is bounded

from L? to H{/? (respectively H/7).
We now focus on estimate in L'. We denote by F the Fourier transform
with respect to X. Taking this Fourier transform in b(v)-Vx f+F(X)-V,f = g,

we have
Flg) = F(F-Vuf)
i(b(v)-Y)

Let x € C(R), x(0) =1, x’(0) = 0 and x”(0) # 0 be an even, non increasing
function in [0, +0o[. We set L such that suppy C [—L, L]. We have

F(f) =

f(Y> 'U) =

HX(b(@) - Y)F()(Y,0) + (1= x(b(v) - V) F(f)(Y,v)]
X)) F()(Yv)]

+7[(0= xot) - v TSI,

-
-

and then, in order to bound operator f /M f(Y,v)(v) dv, we have to
R

bound the three following operators

Q:f = [ FHxb) - Y)F()Y,0)|e(v) dv, (5.1)

RM
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Pl 1

) v) T W U)] W (v) dv (5.2)

and

x(b(v) - Y)
b(v) - Y)

Rifr— [ F? ll_i( .F(F-va)(Y,v)] v dv.  (5.3)

As in the classical case (by this we refer to [2], [5]), we transform the operators
in order for them to involve only one direction in X. Indeed, the manipulation
of product structure for Hardy space which depends on a moving direction is
difficult to deal with. Thus, for any v, we take R, an orthogonal transform in

RV *1 such that b(o)
v

where ey 1 is the very last vector of the canonical base, and we set

f*(X,U) = f(R;l(X),U)

and

Since f — f. is an isometry on L% = we have now to study Q. instead of Q.
We perform similar transformations for the two other operators and we get W,

and R,.
For the two first operators, as in the classical proof, we have

Q2 @y+1y < Cll fllor @y 32 @y xwy)s
and
W3l @v+y < Cllgllor @y 2 @™ xry)-

The new term is the third one (operator R). We use the following rewrite of
R(f) in order to bound it. This is

1 —x(()-Y)
i(b(v) - Y)

wnw) = -7 [ | P 0| o)
)

= (e [ o v SN D )] @)

_ <F L F D) Z&(f)( %Y) V(o) d“)

+F! (F : /R CF(DY0) mo(b(w) - Y V() - Y) $(0) dv)
(5.4)

with

(5.5)
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We denote by F(R;f) and F(Raf) the two terms of this decomposition. We
perform as previously orthogonal transformations and we have to study the
obtained (R;). and (Rs)..

The term (R;). is the same than W, but with V4 instead of ). Thus we have
the same result thanks to the regularity assumption on .

Now, setting T' = myV,, we have

(R0 = Fo [ FFENRO), 0 T(0) V) ) b0 do

= o[ FHFERM 0 T(Rb) - R(Y)) ) wl)do
= P [ FHFERE) T () lewa - R(Y)) ) v(0) do

thus, setting T; = m0,,, we get

I(Ra)«(Fll2r @)

< XIBl [ M (FRE® DTl BW))| ]
< Z_ B L [P (PO s V)| wld
< aXIB [, [P (FEe o B ))| ),

using the invariance under orthogonal transformation in H!(R¥*1) and thanks
to the continuous injection of H'(RY x R) in H'(RVT).
We use now Proposition [I0] with the term

m;(y, yn+1) = Ti([b(v)lens1-Y) = mo(|b(v)[yn+1)00, ([b(v) Jynt1,  for j =1,---

Those terms rewrite

a(v) - 0y,a(v)

m; (Y, Yn41) = m0(|b(v)|yN+l)WyN+l~

Now mq(z) e —=X"(0), therefore mg is C*°. The terms in (5.E) with y have

a compact support and the other term is 1/y?, then every derivatives of my is
bounded at infinity.
We differentiate m; with respect to yny1, it gives

sl mia) = O (00l )0

+ kmd D ([b(0) [y ) b)),
There exists some constants C' and C}, such that

)<, () lalv) - Oya(v)] < C
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for v in the compact support of 1. Thus
195 v )| lywa [F < G (Cmg (D) lynsa)ywer + kg ™ (1) lyn 1) ) -

For |yns1| > (R4 1)/C, we have mo (|b( )lyn+1) = 0 for any j, and then

m () lyn1)yn 1 + kmd ™ ([b(w)|yns1) = 0 for [ynsa| > (R +1)/C.

_ R+1
Furthermore [m{” ([b(0) yx-1)yav+1 + kmi ™ ([b(0) [yx-41)| < [lmg” oo =g +

kllmg" |l for [ynsi| < (R +1)/C. Finally, for any (y,yn+1), we get

k—1)
0% ) lyna < Ci (1m§ oo (R + 1) + Kllm{ ™)

uniformly with respect to v in the support of ¢». Then, we can apply Proposi-
tion [I0] to get the boundary of (Ra)..

The interpolation result concludes, since f = «/2 (respectively § = 1/v), that
the obtained regularity is s = «a/p’ (respectively s = 2/(yp/)). O
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