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ABSTRACT. We investigate the Boltzmann equation, depending on the Knudsen
number, in the Navier-Stokes perturbative setting on the torus. Using hypocoer-
civity, we derive a new proof of existence and exponential decay for solutions close
to a global equilibrium, with explicit regularity bounds and rates of convergence.
These results are uniform in the Knudsen number and thus allow us to obtain a
strong derivation of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations as the Knudsen
number tends to 0. Moreover, our method is also used to deal with other kinetic
models. Finally, we show that the study of the hydrodynamical limit is rather
different on the torus than the one already proved in the whole space as it requires
averaging in time, unless the initial layer conditions are satisfied.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with the Boltzmann equation in a perturbative setting as the
Knudsen number tends to 0. The latter equation describes the behaviour of rarefied
gas particles moving on T? (flat torus of dimension d > 2) with velocities in R?
when the only interactions taken into account are binary collisions. More precisely,
the Boltzmann equation rules the time evolution of the distribution of particles in
position and velocity. A formal derivation of the Boltzmann equation from Newton’s
laws under the rarefied gas assumption can be found in [7], while [%] present Lanford’s
Theorem (see [21] and [13] for detailed proofs) which rigorously proves the derivation
in short times.

We denote the Knudsen number by € and the Boltzmann equation reads

Of +v-Vof — é@(f,f),on"ﬂ"ded
(L) = [ o= bleos )17 f — L] dvdo

where f') f,, f/ and f are the values taken by f at v/, v,, v, and v respectively.
Define:

, vt v =,

2 2 — v,
4 o —v| and cos@z<u,a>.
v’:U Vs |V U*O_ \v—v*\
* 2 2
One can find in [7], [%] or [1 1] that the global equilibria for the Boltzmann equation

are the Mazwellians p(v). Without loss of generality we consider only the case of

normalized Maxwellians:
pv) = ——e %
(2m)’®

The bilinear operator (g, h) is given by

Qo) = [ @) blcost) g, hg.] dv.do
R4 xSd—1

1.1. The problem and its motivations. The Knudsen number is the inverse of
the average number of collisions for each particle per unit of time. Therefore, as
reviewed in [11], one can expect a convergence from the Boltzmann model towards
the acoustics and the fluid dynamics as the Knudsen number tends to 0. This latter
convergence will be specified. However, these different models describe physical
phenomenon that do not act at the same scales in space or time. As suggested
in previous studies, for instance [11][11][37],a rescaling in time and a perturbation
of order ¢ around the global equilibrium p(v) should approximate, as the Knudsen
number tends to 0, the incompressible Navier-Stokes regime.

We therefore study the following equation

1 1
(12) atfa + E’U ' sza - g@(fm fa) ; on Td X Rd>
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under the linearization f.(¢,z,v) = p(v) + ep’?(v)h.(t,z,v). This leads to the
perturbed Boltzmann equation

1 1 1
(1.3) Oihe + <0 V;he = SL(h) + <T(he, ).

that we will study thoroughly, and where we defined

L(h) = Q(%M%h)JFQ(M%h,M)] po

Qudg,13h) + Quh, pig)| p.

| —

=

['(g,h) =

N —

All along this paper we consider the Boltzmann equation with hard potential or
Mazwellian potential (v = 0), that is to say there is a constant C'p > 0 such that

P(z) = Co2Y, v€[0,1].

We also assume a strong form of Grad’s angular cutoff [17], expressed here by the
fact that we assume b to be C'! with the following controls

vz e [=11], [b(z)], [V'(2)] < G,
b and @ being defined in equation (1.1).

The aim of the present article is to develop a constructive method to obtain
existence and exponential decay for solutions to the perturbed Boltzmann equation
(1.3), uniformly in the Knudsen number.

Such a uniform result is then used to derive explicit rates of convergence for (h.).~o
towards its limit as ¢ tends to 0. Thus proving and quantifying the convergence from
the Boltzmann equation to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.4).

1.2. Notations. Throughout this paper, we use the following notations. For two
multi-indexes j and [ in N? we define:

b al] - avjamla
e foriin {1,...,d} we denote by ¢;(j) the i coordinate of j,
e the length of j will be written |j| = ). ¢;i(j),
e the multi-index J;, by : ¢;(d;,) = 1 if i = ig and 0 elsewhere.
We work with the following definitions: Lf = L? (T4 x R?), LP = L? (T%) and
Lb = L? (R?). The Sobolev spaces H;,, H; and H; are defined in the same way
e, = > [lo]

l7l+[l<s

and we denote the standard Sobolev norms by ||| ; .

1.3. Our strategy and results. The first step is to investigate the equation (1.3)
in order to obtain existence and exponential decay of solutions close to equilibrium
in Sobolev spaces H; ,, independently of the Knudsen number €. Moreover, we want
all the required smallness assumption on the initial data and rates of convergence
to be explicit. Such a result has been proved in [22] by studying independently the
behaviour of both microscopic and fluid parts of solutions to (1.3), we proposed here
another method based on hypocoercivity estimates.

Our strategy is to build a norm on Sobolev spaces which is equivalent to the
standard norm and which satisfies a Gronwall type inequality.
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We first construct a functional on H; by considering a linear combination of
2 4 , :
H&ZHLQ , for all |j]4|I| < s, together with product terms of the form (615151,-, NV

The distortion of the standard norm by adding these mixed terms is necessary [32]
in order to exhibit a relaxation, due to the hypocoercivity property of the linear
part of the perturbed Boltzmann equation (1.3).

We then study the flow of this functional along time for solutions to the linearized
Boltzmann equation (1.3). This flow is controlled by energy estimates and, finally, a
non-trivial choice of coefficients in the functional yields an equivalence between the
functional and the standard Sobolev norm, as well as a Gronwall type inequality,
both of them being independent of e.

This strategy is applied to the linear part of the equation to prove that it generates
a strongly continuous semigroup with exponential decay (Theorem 2.1). We then
combine the latter method and some orthogonal property of the remainder and apply
it to the full nonlinear model(Proposition 2.2). This estimate enables us to prove the
existence of solutions to the Cauchy problem and their exponential decay as long as
the initial data is small enough, with a smallness independent of ¢ (Theorem 2.3).
We emphasize here that, thanks to the functional we used, the smaller ¢ the less
control is needed on the v-derivatives of the initial data.

However, these results seem to tell us that the v-derivatives of solutions to equation
(1.3) can blow-up as ¢ tends to 0. The last step is thus to create a new functional,
based on the microscopic part of solutions (idea first introduced by Guo [22]), sat-
isfying the same properties but controlling the v-derivatives as well. The control on
the microscopic part of solutions to equation (1.3) is due to the deep structure of
the linear operator L. This leads to the expected exponential decay independently
of € even for the v-derivatives (Theorem 2.4).

Finally, the chief aim of the present article is to derive explicit rates of convergence
from solutions to the perturbed Boltzmann equation to solutions to the incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equations.

Theorem 2.3 tells us that for all € we can build a solution h. to the perturbed
Boltzmann equation (1.3), as long as the initial perturbation is sufficiently small,
independently of . We can then consider the sequence (h.)o<.<1 and study its limit.
It appears that it converges weakly in L{°HSL?, for s > so > d, towards a function
h. Furthermore, we have the following form for h (see [1])

(k. 2,0) = | plt, )+ vault, ) + £ (of? — d)o(t, )| (o)

of which physical observables are weak solutions, in the Leray sense [25], of the
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (p being the pressure function, v and  being
constants determined by L, see Theorem 5 in [11])

ou —vAu+u-Vu+ Vp =0,
(1.4) V-u=0,
010 — KAO +u - VO =0,

together with the Boussinesq relation
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(1.5) V(p+6)=0.

We conclude by studying the properties of the hydrodynamical convergence thanks
to the Fourier transform on the torus of the linear operator L — v - V. This gives
us a strong convergence result on the time average of h. with an explicit rate of
convergence in finite time. An interpolation between this finite time convergence
and the exponential stability of the global equilibria for Boltzmann equation as well
as for Navier-Stokes equations gives a strong convergence for all times (Theorem 2.5).
We obtain an explicit form for the initial data associated to the limit of (h.).~o.

1.4. Comparison with existing results. For physical purposes, one may assume
that ¢ = 1 which is a mere normalization and that is why many articles about the
perturbed Boltzmann equation only deal with this case. The associated Cauchy
problem has been worked on over the past fifty years, starting with Grad [ 8], and it

has been studied in different spaces, such as weighted L?(H!) spaces [12] or weighted
Sobolev spaces [21][19][16]. Other results have also been proved in R? instead of the
torus, see for instance [1][9][35], but it will not be the purpose of this article.

Our article explicitly deals with the general case for € and we prove results that
are uniform in €. To solve the Cauchy problem we use an iterative scheme, like in
the papers mentioned above, but our strategy yields a condition for the existence
of solutions in M, which is uniform in ¢ (Theorem 6.3). In order to obtain such a
result, we had to consider more precise estimates on the bilinear operator I'. Bardos
and Ukai [1] obtained a similar result in R? but in weighted Sobolev spaces and did
not prove any decay.

The behaviour of such global in time solutions has also been studied. Guo worked
in weighted Sobolev spaces and proved the boundedness of solutions to equation
(1.3) [21], as well as an exponential decay (uniform in ¢) [22]. The norm involved
in [21][22] is quite intricate and requires a lot of technical computations. To avoid
specific and technical calculations, the theory of hypocoercivity [31] focuses on the
properties of the Boltzmann operator and which are quite similar to hypoellipticity.
This theory has been used in [32] to obtain exponential decay in standard Sobolev
spaces in the case € = 1.

We use the idea of Mouhot and Neumann developed in [32] consisting of consid-
ering a functional on Hj , involving mixed scalar products. In this article we thus
construct such a quadratic form, but with coefficient depending on €. Working in
the general case for € yields new calculations and requires the use of certain orthog-
onal properties of the bilinear operator I' to overcome these issues. Moreover, we
construct a new norm out of this functional, which controls the v-derivatives by a
factor e.

The fact that the study yields a norm containing some ¢ factors prevents us
from having a uniform exponential decay for the v-derivatives. We use the idea
of Guo [22] and look at the microscopic part of the solution h. everytime we look
at a differentiation in v. This idea catches the interesting structure of L on its
orthogonal part. Combining this idea with our previous strategy fills the gap for the
v-derivatives.



6 MARC BRIANT

Several studies have been made on the different regimes of hydrodynamical limits
for the Boltzmann equation and complete formal derivations have then been obtained
by Bardos, Golse and Levermore [3]. We refer the reader to [37] for an overview on
the existing results and standard techniques. The particular case of incompressible
Navier-Stokes regime has been first addressed by Sone [10] where he dealt with
the asymptotic theory for the perturbed equation up to the second order inside a
smooth domain. Later, De Masi, Esposito and Lebowitz [10] gave a first rigorous
and constructive proof on the torus by considering the stability of Maxwellians
whose mean velocity is a solution to incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Note
that their result is of a different nature than the one presented here. Let us also
mention the works of Golse and Saint-Raymond [15][16] (in R?) and Levermore and
Masmoudi [20] (on T%) where the convergence is proved for appropriately scaled Di
Perna-Lions renormalized solutions [!1].

Our uniform results enable us to derive a weak convergence in H?L? towards so-
lutions to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, together with the Boussinesq
relation. We then find a way to obtain strong convergence using the ideas of the
Fourier study of the linear operator L — v.V,, developed in [!] and [12], combined
with Duhamel formula. However, the study done in [!] relies strongly on an ar-
gument of stationary phase developed in [13] which is no longer applicable in the
torus. Indeed, the Fourier space of R? is continuous and so integration by parts can
be used in that frequency space. This tool is no longer available in the frequency
space of the torus which is discrete.

Theorem 2.5 shows that the behaviour of the hydrodynamical limit is quite dif-
ferent on the torus, where an averaging in time is necessary for general initial data.
However,we obtain the same relation between the limit at ¢ = 0 and the initial per-
turbation h;, and also the existence of an initial layer. That is to say that we have
a convergence in Lf, ,, = L*([0,71) if and only if the initial perturbation satisfies

some physical properties, which appear to be the same as in R? studied in [1].

This convergence gives a perturbative result for incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations in Sobolev spaces around the steady solution. The regularity of the weak
solutions we constructed implies that they are in fact strong solutions (see Lions
[27], Section 2.5, and more precisely Serrin, [35] and [39]). Moreover, our uniform
exponential decay for solutions to the linearized Boltzmann equation yields an ex-
ponential decay for the perturbative solutions of the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations in higher Sobolev spaces. Such an exponential convergence to equilibrium
has been derived in Hj for d = 2 or d = 3 in [11], or can be deduced from Proposition
3.7 in [2%] in higher Sobolev spaces for small initial data. The general convergence
to equilibrium can be found in [29] (small initial data) and in [36] but they focus on
the general compressible case and no rate of decay is built.

Furthermore, results that do not involve hydrodynamical limits (existence and
exponential decay results) are applicable to a larger class of operators. In Appendix
A we prove that those theorems also hold for other kinetic collisional models such as
the linear relaxation, the semi-classical relaxation, the linear Fokker-Planck equation
and the Landau equation with hard and moderately soft potential.

1.5. Organization of the paper. Section 2 is divided in two different subsections.
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As mentionned above, we shall use the hypocoercivity of the Boltzmann equation
(1.1). This hypocoercivity can be described in terms of technical properties on L
and I" and, in order to obtain more general results, we consider them as a basis of
our paper. Thus, subsection 2.1 describes them in detail and a proof of the fact that
L and I' indeed satisfy those properties is given in Appendix A. Most of them have
been proved in [32] but we require more precise ones to deal with the general case.

The second subsection 2.2 is dedicated to a mathematical formulation of the results
described in subsection 1.3.

As said when we described our strategy (subsection 1.3), we are going to study
the flow of a functional involving L2 -norm of = and v derivatives and mixed scalar
products. To control this flow in time we compute energy estimates for each of these
terms in a toolbox (section 3) which will be used and referred to all along the rest
of the paper. Proofs of those energy estimates are given in Appendix B.

Finally, sections 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 are the proofs respectively of Theorem 2.1 (about
the strong semigroup property of the linear part of equation (1.3)), Proposition 2.2
(an a priori estimates on the constructed functional for the full model), Theorem
2.3 (existence and exponential decay of solutions to equation (1.3)), Theorem 2.4
(showing the uniform boundedness of the v-derivatives) and of Theorem 2.5 (dealing
with the hydrodynamical limit).

We notice here that section 6 is divided in two subsection. Subsection 6.1 deals
with the existence of solutions for all ¢ > 0 and subsection 6.2 proved the exponential
decay of those solutions.

2. MAIN RESULTS

This section is divided into two parts. The first one translates the hypocoercivity
aspects of the Boltzmann linear operator in terms of mathematical properties for L
and I". Then, the second one states our results in terms of those assumptions.

2.1. Hypocoercivity assumptions. This section is dedicated to describing the
framework and assumptions of the hypocoercivity theory. A state of the art of this
theory can be found in [31].

2.1.1. Assumptions on the linear operator L.
Assumptions in H! . :
(H1): Coercivity and general controls
L:L? — [?is a closed and self-adjoint operator with L = K — A such that:
e A is coercive:

— it exists [|.|[,, norm on L7 such that

vo IhlIzs < vt RIS, < (A(R), h)1z < v lIRIY, ,

v

Vhe L2,
— A has a defect of coercivity regarding its v derivatives:
Vhoe Hy, (VoA(R), Voh)iz = v Vb3, — vt 113, -
e There exists C > 0 such that

Vhoe Ly, Vg € Ly, (L(h), g)1z < C¥ ||kl 9l
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where (v2)1<4<4 are strictly positive constants depending on the operator and the
dimension of the velocities space d.
As in [32], we define a new norm on L2 :

HHA = HHHAU L2

(H2): Mixing property in velocity

¥ >0,3C(0) >0, Vhe HY, (V,K(h),V,h)z < CO)[hl7: + Vb7, .

(H3): Relaxation to equilibrium
We suppose that the kernel of L is generated by N functions which form an or-
thonormal basis for Ker(L):

Ker(L) = Span{¢;(v),...,on(v)}.

Moreover, we assume that the ¢; are of the form R-(v)e"”'Q/ 4 where P; is a polyno-
mial.

Furthermore, denoting by 7, the orthogonal projector in L? on Ker(L) we assume
that we have the following local coercivity property:

IN>0,Vhe L2, (L(h),h)rs < —A|[R] .

where ht = h — w1 (h) denotes the microscopic part of h (the orthogonal to Ker(L)
in L?).

We are using the same hypothesis as in [32], except that we require the ¢; to be
of a specific form. This additional requirement allows us to derive properties on the
v-derivatives of 77, that we will state in the toolbox section 3.

Then we have two more properties on L in order to deal with higher order Sobolev
spaces.

Assumptions in H; , s> 1.:

(HY’): Defect of coercivity for higher derivatives
We assume that L satisfies (H1) along with the following property: for all s > 1,
for all |j| + |I| = s such that |j] > 1,

Vh € H?

T

(OINR), 0 h) 12, > vl |0Fh — v 1Bl

s—1
Hz,v )

where v2 and v are strictly positive constants depending on L and d.
We also define a new norm on Hy

1/2

2
H — Z HalJHA

l71+111<s

(H2’): Mixing properties
As above, Mouhot and Neumann extended the hypothesis (H2) to higher Sobolev’s
spaces: for all s > 1, for all |j| + || = s such that |j| > 1,

Vs >0, 3C(0) >0, Vh e HS (O K (h), 8/ h)12, < C(6)|h]

00

?q;,;l +0 Haz]hHig :
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2.1.2. Assumptions on the second order term I'. To solve our problem uniformly in &
we had to precise the hypothesis made in [32] in order to have a deeper understanding
of the operator I'. This lead us to two different assumptions.

(H4): Control on the second order operator

[: L2 x [? — L? is a bilinear symmetric operator such that for all multi-indexes
j and [ such that |j| + |I| < s, s >0,

{QL@AMNA,ﬁj#o

T 2 L
@I T1e | S\ Gt m Il it =0

Gs, and G¢ being such that G5, < Gl G5 < Gi'! and satisfying the following
property:
)

)

G:.(9.n) < Cr (|l
Gs(g.h) < Cr (I

ug, 1]

x,v

s+ 1h]

H, 9]
dsg € N, Vs > S0, ACr > 0,

HSL2 9] H + |9l HsL2 i

(H5): Orthogonality to the Kernel of the linear operator
Vh, g € Dom(T)NL*, T(g,h) € Ker(L)*.

2.2. Statement of the Theorems.

2.2.1. Uniform result for the linear Boltzmann equation. For s in N* and some con-
stants (b;fl))ﬂ, (o), and (az(.fl))u strictly positive and 0 < & < 1 we define the
following functional on H; ,, where we emphasize that there is a dependance on ¢,

which is the key point of our study:

we=| 2 bie o] i? +> o] iz + Y a3,

[3]+Il<s [1|<s l1<s
511 i.ci()>0

We first study the perturbed equation (1.3), without taking into account the
bilinear remainder operator. By letting m, be the projector in L2 , onto Ker(w) we
obtained the following semigroup property for L.

Theorem 2.1. If L is a linear operator satisfying the conditions (H1"), (H2’) and
(H3) then it exists 0 < €4 < 1 such that for all s in N*,
(1) for all0 < e < eq, G- =L —e""v-V, generates a C°-semigroup on H .
(2) there exist CS), (b(,sl)), (™), (a\?) > 0 such that for all 0 < & < e4:

2y

2 2 2 i 112
s ~ | Fl1Z2, + Do ll0r s+ > llor (I, |-
li|<s ltl+]51<s
l7]>1

and for all h in H?

07

(Go(h), b3 < —C) | — 7. ()|}

HR

This theorem gives us an exponential decay for the semigroup generated by G..
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2.2.2. Uniform perturbative result for the Boltzmann equation. The next result states
that if we add the bilinear remainder operator then it is enough, if € is small enough,
to slightly change our new norm to have a control on the solution.

Proposition 2.2. If L is a linear operator satisfying the conditions (H1’), (H2’) and
(H3) and T' a bilinear operator satisfying (H4) and (H5) then it exists 0 < g4 < 1
such that for all s in N*,

(1) there exist K, K& K (6%, (!, (al(-fl)) > 0, independent of T' and ¢,

7,0
such that for all 0 < e < g4

i~ [ 12, + D2 Ml0, +* D2 1o

ll|<s lt]+171<s
l7]>1

(2) and for all hy, in HE , N Ker(G.)* and all g in Dom(T') N H;
solution h in H; , to the following equation

2
Lo |7

if we have a

1 1 1
then
d s S s S S 2
Il < =K Al + K7 (G2 g, 1) + 2557 (G2 (9. 1)

One can remark that the norm constructed above leaves the z-derivatives free
while it controls the v-derivatives by a factor e.

We emphasize that this result shows that the derivative of the norm is control
by the z-derivatives of I" and the Sobolev norm of I', but weakened by a factor £2.
This is important as our norm |.| 3{5 controls the L2(HE)-norm by a factor of order

1 whereas it controls the whole H; -norm by a multiplicative factor of order 1/e.

Theorem 2.3. Let (Q be a bilinear operator such that:
e the equation (1.2) admits an equilibrium 0 < p € LY(T? x RY),
o the linearized operator L = L(h) around p with the scaling f = p + ep'/?h
satisfies (H1), (H2') and (H3),
e the bilinear remaining term I' = T'(h, h) in the linearization satisfies (H4)
and (H5).
Then there ezists 0 < €4 < 1 such that for any s > s¢ (defined in (H4) ),

(1) there exist (bfl)), (al(s)), (a(.sl)) > 0, independent of T' and e, such that for all

1y

0<e<ey:
2 2 2 P2
e ~ T2+ D00+ >0 o], |
li|<s ’ lil+1j1<s ’
l71>1

(2) there exist 65 > 0, Cs > 0 and 75 > 0 such that for all 0 < e < gq4:
For any distribution 0 < fi, € LY(T? x RY) with fi, = p+ ep?hy = 0, hy, in
Ker(G.)* and
||hm’

e <0,
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there exists a unique global smooth (in H? ,, continuous in time) solution f. =

T

f-(t,z,v) to (1.2) which, moreover, satisfies f. = p+ epu'/?h. = 0 with:
[1Pelge < ([ F2in

—Tst

e
H2

The fact that we are asking hy, to be in Ker(G.)* just states that we want f;, to
have the same physical quantities as the global equilibrium g. This is a compulsory
requirement as one can easily check that the physical quantities

/ fe(z,v)dxdv, / v fe(x,v)dzdo, / | fo(z, v)dxdv
T xR? TdxR4 TdxR4

are preserved with time (see [3] for instance).
Notice that the HZ-norm is this theorem is the same than the one we constructed
in Proposition 2.2.

2.2.3. The boundedness of the v-derivatives. As a corollary we have that the HS(L?)-
norm decays exponentially independently of € but that the only control we have on
the H , is

5y _
Il < =€

This seems to tell us that the v-derivatives can blow-up at a rate 1/e. However, Guo

[22] showed that one can prove that there is no explosion if one controls indepen-

dently the fluid part and the microscopic part of the solution. This idea, combined

with our original one, leads to the construction of a new norm which will only control

the microscopic part of the solution whenever we face a derivative in the v variable.
We define the following positive quadratic form

e = 0 b= m[l, >l oL+ S alea s e
l7]+It<s [1]<s l1<s

Theorem 2.4. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.3, for all s > sq, there
exist (b;‘fl)), (™), (agfl)) >0 and 0 < g4 < 1 such that for all 0 < & < g4:

(1) ] W ™ HHHiv’ independently of e,

(2) if he is a solution of 1.3 in H? , with |||

T,

e < 6L then

1Pe |

HIL S 5;€_TSt7
where 8. and 1. are strictly positive constants independent of .

This theorem builds up a functional that is equivalent to the standard Sobolev
norm, independently of €. Thus, it yields an exponential decay for the v-derivatives
as well as for the z-derivatives. However, the distorted norm used in Theorem 2.3
asked less control on the v-derivatives for the initial data, suggesting that, in the
limit as € goes to zero, almost only the x-variables have to be controlled.

2.2.4. The hydrodynamical limit on the torus for Maxwellian particles. Our theorem
states that one can really expect a convergence of solutions of collisional kinetic
models near equilibrium towards a solution of fluid dynamics equations. Indeed, the
smallness assumption on the initial perturbation does not depend on the parameter
¢ as long as ¢ is small enough.

We then define the following macroscopic quantities



12 MARC BRIANT

e the particles density p.(t, ) = (u(v)"/2, ho(t, 2, v)) 2,
e the mean velocity u.(t,z) = (vp(v)"/?, he(t,z,v)) 2,
={(lv]

e the temperature 0.(¢, z) = = ((|v|* = d)pu(v)*?, he(t, , v))r2.

1
d

The theorem 2.3 tells us that, for s > s, the sequence (h.).~¢ converges (up to an
extraction) weakly-* in L°(H;L?) towards a function h. Such a weak convergence

enables us to use the Theorem 1.1 of [1], which is a slight modification of the result
in [3] to get that

(1) his in Ker(L), so of the form
_ 1, o 12
h(t,z,v) = |plt, ) +vult,z) + 5 (lv]” = d)o(t,2) | p(v)™,

(2) (pe, ue, 0:) converges weakly™ in L°(HE) towards (p, u, d),
(3) (p,u,0) satisfies the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.4) as well as
the Boussinesq equation (1.5).

If such a result confirms the fact that one can derive the incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations from the Boltzmann equation, it does unfortunately neither give
us the continuity of h nor the initial condition verified by (p,u, ), depending on
(Pin, Win, 0in ), macroscopic quantities associated to h;,. Our next, and final step, is
therefore to link the last two triplets and so to understand the convergence h, — h
more deeply. This is the purpose of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Consider s > sy and hy, in H; , such that ||hip,s < ds.
Then, (h.)eso exists for all 0 < & < g4 and converges weakly* in L (HSL?)

towards h such that h € Ker(L), with V,-u =0 and p+ 6 = 0.

Furthermore, fOT hdt belongs to HEL? and it exists C' > 0 such that,

+00 “+oo
/ hﬁ—/ hdtl| < CVETRE).
0 0

HsL2
One can have a strong convergence in LfO7T}HjL% only if hy, is in Ker(L) with
Vi tm =0 and py, + 0, = 0 (initial layer conditions).
Moreover, in that case we have

Ih=hella  mes < CVETRE),

o)

and for all 6 in [0,1], if hy, belongs to HE1OL2,

Sup Hh - hs’ HsL2 (t) < Cgmin(é,l/z)'
te[o,—‘,-oo) z v

This theorem proves the strong convergences for (pe,u., 0.) towards (p,u, ) but
above all it shows that (p,u,#) is the solution to the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations together with the Boussinesq equation satisfying the initial conditions:

e u(0,2) = Pu,(z), where Pu;,(x) is the divergence-free part of w;,(x),
i p(O,ZE) = —9(0,55) = %(pm(x) - em(x))
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Finally, note that in the case of initial data satisfying the initial layer conditions,
the strong convergence in time requires a little bit more regularity from the initial
data. This fact was already noticed in R? (see [/] Lemma 6.1) but overcome by
considering weighted norms in velocity.

3. TOOLBOX: FLUID PROJECTION AND A PRIORI ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section we are going to give some inequalities we are going to use and
to refer to throughout the sequel. First we start with some properties concerning
the projection in L? onto Ker(L): 7. Then, because we want to estimate all the
terms appearing in the H; -norm to estimate the functionals H: and HZ,, we will
give upper bound on their time derivatives. The proofs are only technical and the
interested reader will find them in Appendix B.

We are assuming there that L is having properties (H1’), (H2’) and (H3), that T’
satisfies (H4) and (H5) and that 0 <e < 1.

3.1. Properties concerning the fluid projection 7;. We already know that L
is acting on L2, with Ker(L) = Span(¢y,...,dq), with (¢;)i1<;<x an orthonormal
family, we obtain directly a useful formula for the orthogonal projection on Ker(L)
in L2, 7

(3.1) VheLl, m(h)=)_ (

Plus, (H3) states that ¢; = P;(v)e”1"*/4, where P, is a polynomial. Therefore,
direct computations and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality give that 7y is continuous on
H; , with

(3.2) Vs € N,3Crs > 0,Vh € H ,  |lme(h)llys, < Crs Iy , -
More precisely one can find that for all s in N

(3.3) Vil 4+l = s,Vh e H:,, |87 (h)|

U7

12, < Crs[|APme(m)ll7, -

2 ~
L:c,v

Finally, building the A-norm one can find that in all the collisional kinetic equa-
tions concerned here we have that

(3.4) ICr > 0,Vh € L2, [m (W)} < Cx BT -

T,

Then we can also use the properties of the torus to obtain Poincare type inequal-
ities. This can be very useful thanks to the next proposition, which is proved in
Appendix B.

Proposition 3.1. Let a and b be in R* and consider the operator G = aL — bv.V,
acting on H;’U.

If L satisfies (H1) and (H3) then
Ker(G) = Ker(L).
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Remark 3.2. In this proposition, Ker(G) has to be understood as linear combina-
tions with constant coefficients of the functions ®;. This subtlety has to be empha-
sized since in wa, Ker(L) includes all linear combinations of ®; but with coefficients

being functions of x.

Therefore, if we define, for 0 < e < 1:

1 1
Ga = —2L - —’U.vx,
9 9

then we have a nice desciption of 7, :

N
Vhe L, me.(h)=>_ ( / / ho; dxdv) ;.
i=1 \/T¢JRY

That means that 7g_(h) is, up to a multiplicative constant, the mean of m(h)
over the torus. We deduce that if h belongs to Ker(G.)*, 7z (h) has zero mean on
the torus and is an operator not depending on the x variable. Thus we can apply
Poincaré inequality on the torus:

(35)  VheKer(Go). Im(h)lE, < ColIVam(WZs. < Gy Vahl2 -

3.2. A priori energy estimates. Our work in this article is to study the evolution
of the norms involved in the definition of the operators H? and H?, and to combine
them to obtain the results stated above. The Appendix B contains the proofs,
which are technical computations together with some choices of decomposition, of
the following a priori estimates. Note that all the constants K;, Ky, and K,
used in the inequalities below are independent of £, I' and ¢, and only depend
constructively on the constants defined in the hypocoercivity assumptions or in the
subsection above. The number e can be any positive real number and will be chosen
later.

We would like to study both linear and non-linear models but they appeared to
be very similar. In order to avoid long and similar inequalities we will write in
parenthesis terms we need to add for the full model.

Let g be a function in H? ,. We now consider a function h in Ker(G.)* N H? , for

T,

some s in N*, which is solution of the linear (linearized) Boltzmann equation:

Lo (+§F(g, h)) |

1
@h + —’U.vxh = 3
£ e

We remind the reader that the following notation is used: ht = h — 7 (h).

3.2.1. Time evolutions for quantities in H, . We write the Lgm—norm estimate

d A 1
(3. Sz, <=5 I (45 (€ m)).

Then the time evolution of the z-derivatives

d A 2 1 2
a7) S, <=5 1 (43 @)’

and of the v-derivatives
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Kdz

A
2 v 2
= IVahllzy, — 5 VRl

1+

K
2 1
|VvhHL§,v < 2 ‘

68 o

(% (@Luto.m)?).

3

Finally, we will need a control on the scalar product as well, as explained in the
strategy subsection 1.3. Notice that we have some freedom as e can be any positive
number.

d Cle 2 1 20t
£<Vzh, Vih)rz, < = N z ||Vxh||igv T VR
e 2
(3.9) <+@ (G.(g9, 1)) ) :

3.2.2. Time evolutions for quantities in H;,. We consider multi-indexes j and [
such that |j| + |I| = s.

As in the previous case, we have a control on the time evolution of the pure a-
derivatives,

A 1
2w<—gMthi(+xwﬁ%mf).

(3.10) %me

In the case where |j| > 1, that is to say when we have at least one derivative in
v, we obtained the following upper bound

d a2 v o2 3 ")
L R R <ol ol AT

2 Ks—l
—||h
‘A + g2 7]

2
Hi ot
’L',Ci(j)>0

(3.11) <+§A (G2..(g, h))Q) .

5

We may find useful to consider the particular case where |j] = 1,

A
3vq

A A
Vs

Ks—l
82

. 2
)5, h |+ 7]

loballz; , +

A
S _Z_Z Hal&iéih ?{;;1

2
s,

d
prdl
(3.12) (55 @uta )" )

Finally we will need the time evolution of the following scalar product:

d s cr 1

gt hahye, < = lloph |y - llofhl
e s 2

(3.13) (+az @ile.m)").

where we still have some freedom as e is any positive number.

20 s 2
PR A
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We just emphasize here that one can see that we were careful about which deriva-
tives are involved in the terms that contain I'. This i

controls the H*(L?)-norm by a mere constant whereas it controls the entire H, o
norm by a factor 1/e.

3.2.3. Time evolutions for orthogonal quantities in H; ,. For the theorem 2.4 we are
going to need four others inequalities which are a little bit more intricate as they
need to know the shape of 7, as described in the subsection above. The proofs are

written in Appendix B and we are just looking at the whole equation in the setting
g = h.

We want the time evolution of the v-derivatives of the orthogonal (microscopic)
part of h, as suggested in [22] this allows us to really take advantage of the structure
of the linear operator L on its orthogonal:

d Ki >
v < S I+ KL NVahl,, — 55 IVt

(3.14) +3 (G (h))?

Then we can have a new bound for the scalar product used before

d

1 112
£<Vzha Vvh>L3w < + m vah HA
1 4C, 2

where e is any number greater than 1.

As usual, we may need the same kind of bounds in higher degree Sobolev spaces.
The reader may notice that the bounds we are about to write are more intricate
than the ones in the previous section because they involve more terms with less
derivatives. We consider multi-indexes j and [ such that [j| + |[| = s. This time we
really have to divide in two different cases.

Firstly when |j| > 2,

d - 2

K e o <u0 ( H o,

(3.16) +Ey Y |on %(9;,U<h,h>)2-
[I|<s—1

Then the case when |j| =1

d s AL LKL
R an s < =S oty + K Do lloRnlly, + =5+ ]

|'|=s

3

(3.17) F0 (G ()

5
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Finally we give a new version of the control over the scalar product in higher
Sobolev’s spaces.

d s K+ 2 1 : 2 1
g Osh e, < pelldhHly + ga—m ota - 5z 1o
1 2 2C% | L4 2
(3.18) o 2 lobally, + = (G ),

[I]<s—1

for any e > 1.

4. LINEAR CASE: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1
In this section we are looking at the linear equation
O,h = G.(h), on T x R%.

Theorem 2.1 will be proved by induction on s. We remind here the operator we
will work with on H;

e in the case s = 1:
Il = AllRlZ: 4+ allVahls + 02 (Vb7 +ae(Vah, Vih) 1z,

e in the case s > 1:

IRl = > b 2\Whhgv+z NoPnlls, + > alle@shoh
[7]+1l<s ll|<s l1|<s
l7]>1 i,c;(1)>0

The Theorem 2.1 only requires us to choose suitable coefficients that gives us the
expected inequality and equivalence.

Consider hy, in H , N Dom(G.). Let h be a solution of 9;h = G.(h) on T¢ x R?
such that A(0,-,-) = hi,(-,-).

Notice that if h, is in H; ,NDom(G.) NKer(G.) then we have that the associated
solution remains the same in time: 9;h = 0. Therefore the fluid part of a solution
does not evolve in time and so the semigroup is identity on Ker(G.). Besides, we can
see directly from the definition and the adjointness property of L that h € Ker(G.)*
for all ¢ if h;, belongs in Ker(G.)*.

Therefore, to prove the theorem it is enough to consider hy, in H; , N Dom(G.) N
Ker(G.)* .

4.1. The case s = 1. For now on we assume that our operator L satisfies the
conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) and that 0 <e < 1.

If (H3) holds for L then we have that 2L is a non-positive self-adjoint operator
on wa. Moreover, ¢ 'v - V, is skew-symmetric on Lfc’v. Therefore the L%v—norm
decreases along the flow and it can be deduced that G. yields a Cy-semigroup on
L2, for all positive e (see [23] for general theory and [12] for its use in our case).

Using the toolbox, which is possible since A is in Ker(G.)* for all ¢, we just have
to consider the linear combination A(3.6) + «(3.7) + b£2(3.8) + a(3.9) to obtain
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1

d 1 2 2
Lty < L k-3 + L [CPea - xa) [Van

L
1) |2 = 0 | I i = ] 19

Then we make the following choices:

(1) We fix b such that —vib < —1.

(2) We fix A big enough such that [bK; — AA] < —1.
(3) We fix a big enough such that [bK4, — a] < —1.
(4)
(

4) We fix e big enough such that [@ — bz/é\] < -1

ab

2
5) We fix a big enough such that [C*ea — Aa| < —1 and such that { ab i "

This leads to, because 0 < ¢ < 1:

d
g 1B < = (I I+ Vb 3+ IV RIE + V2R, )

Finally we can apply the Poincaré inequality (3.5) together with the equivalence
of the L%v-norm and the A-norm on the fluid part 7, equation (3.4), to get

C (113 + 5 IVl )

<
3C,C" > 0,
19,0l < € IVl + 319013, )

Therefore we proved the following result:
d e 1 2 2
K >0.¥0<e <1, Zhlz < ~CG (I3 + [ Vashlly) -
With these constants, [|.||,,; is equivalent to
2 2 2 2 \1/2

(135, + IVl , + 29013, )

since a? < ab and b < « and hence:
b
2 2 2 2
AlllEs, +5 (IVhlEs, +2IVhlls, ) < Al

and

3a
2 2 2 2
Bl < AlBIE;, + 5 (IVahll3s, + 2 IV0RI3;, )

The results above gives us the expected theorem for s = 1.
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4.2. The induction in higher order Sobolev spaces. Then we assume that the
theorem is true up to the integer s — 1, s > 1. Then we suppose that L satisfies
(H1"), (H2’) and (H3) and we consider ¢ in (0, 1].

Let hi, be in HS N Dom(G.) N Ker(G.)* and h be the solution of d;h = G.(h)
such that A(0,-,-) = hi,(-, ).

As before, h belongs to Ker(G,)* for all ¢t and thus we can use the results given
by the toolbox.

Thanks to the proof in the case s = 1 we know that we are able to handle the case
where there is only a difference of one derivative between the number of derivatives
in x and in v. Therefore, instead of working with the entire norm of H; ,, we will
look at an equivalent of the Sobolev semi-norm. We define:

B(t) = Y @Bloihl, +B > Qul),
e D50

Quit) = allah], +be |95 hlly +as(@pshofh)s

where the constants, strictly positive, will be chosen later.
Like in the section above, we shall study the time evolution of every term involved
in F in order to bound above dF/dt(t) with negative coefficients.

4.2.1. The time evolution of Q);;. We will first study the time evolution of @);; for
given [j| + || = s. The toolbox already gave us all the bounds we need and we just
have to gather them in the following way: «(3.10)+ be?(3.12) +as(3.13). This leads
to, because 0 < € < 1,

20%q

d 1 A
%Ql,i(t) < ? [CL@G - )‘O‘] HathLHi + [ - Vé\b] Haléi&hHi

s—1 .
Hz,v

?)V{X 0712
. {Wb— a] |0R|2, + Koxblinl
5 Y0 ’

One can notice that, except for the last term, we have exactly the same kind of
bound as in (4.1), in the proof of the case s = 1. Therefore we can choose «, b,
a, e, independently of € such that it exists Ko > 0 and C;_; > 0 such that for all
0<e<:

o Quilt) ~ FRI5s, +<2 (|05 n s -

o £Quilt) < —Kq (I0PnI} + |9F s h12) + Cov I

where we used (3.4) (equivalence of norms L2, and A on the fluid part) to get

s—1
Hz,v ’

Jornll, < o (ot I+ b, )
4.2.2. The time evolution of Fy and conclusion. The last result about @);; gives us

that
9 )
Ei(t)~ ) o], +< > [lofn]
[I|=s 1|+]5]=s
l7]>1

2
Lo’
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To study the time evolution of F; we just need to combine the evolution of @);; and
the one of H@lth; which is given in the toolbox by (3.11).

:

d A i1 )2 3(1/{\ °d 2 j—05
G0 < Bl Y g Y [
5 0

A
3| +1tl=s FIERUEE i,¢i(5)>0
l71>2 l71>2
(4:2) S LA S (e
i,c‘i”(l:)S>0
+| > KeaB+ Y BCoy| bl

li|+lt=s lt]=s
l71>2 ici(D)>0

Then we choose the following coefficients B = 2/vf and we can rearrange the
sums to obtain

d 6d(v 1 ; 2 6d I/{\ 2 2 , . 2
b < X (S ute T (S )

l3]+1t1= |3]+]t=s

\J|>2 lj1=1

+ 3 (—KoB) ||oin|[ + C¢ V(B (=
[7]+t=
Ij\=0

Therefore we can choose the remaining coefficients:
(1) eq = min{l, (62“3(:0)) },
(2) we fix B’ big enough such that KoB' > 1 and (fdfylA)Qed KQB’> < —

Everything is now fixed in C (B’ ) and therefore it is just a constant C
that does not depend on ¢. Therefore we then have the final result.

; 2
w22 Mol

l71+1l=s

VO<e< Fy(t) < ¢V |hl

Ed s 7
Dt

Then, we know that ||.||, controls the L*>-norm. And therefore:

d s o2 P2
vo<e<e Anm<ct [ X o) - [ X el

7]+l <s—1 |7 1+1l=s

This inequality is true for all s and therefore we can take a linear combination of
the F, to obtain the following, where C is a constant that does not depend on &
since C'J(f) does not depend on it.

d - s 2
vo<oges (;cpw) <—ci [ S Janl?

l71+10I<s
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We can use the induction assumption from rank 1 up to rank s — 1 to find that
this linear combination is equivalent to

2 0 (12 2 i 112
e, + D00+ > 9l
l1]<s lt]+]5]<s

[71>1

and so fits the expected requirements.

5. ESTIMATE FOR THE FULL EQUATION: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.2

We will prove that proposition by induction on s. For now on we assume that L
satisfies hypothesis (H1), (H2’) and (H3), that I" satisfies properties (H4) and (H5)
and we take g in Hy .

So we take h;, in H ;UHKer(GE)L and we consider the associated solution, denoted
by h, of

1 1 1

One can notice that thanks to (H5) and the self-adjointness of L, h remains in
Ker(G.)* for all times.

Besides, while considering the time evolution we find a term due to G, and another
due to I'. Therefore, we will use the results found in the toobox but including the
terms in parenthesis.

5.1. The case s =1. We want to study the following operator on H; ,
1012 = ARI2, 4+ alIVahl2y + 02 [Vohl, |+ as(Veh, Vb s,

Therefore, using the toolbox we just have to consider the linear combination
A(3.6) + «(3.7) + be*(3.8) + as(3.9) to yield

d 1 1
L, < Lok A L [Cea ]
2Ctq
5.) |25 = | I + 8 — 9.0
Avh o 2 avlt  viea 1 2
+m (G2(g, )" + {m + CL—V(/)\:| (G:(g, 1))
3vhh L, 2
Vé\yé\ (g:c,v(gu h))

One can see that we obtained exactly the same upper bound as in the proof of
the previous theorem, equation (4.1), adding the terms involving I' (remember that
G2 is increasing in s). Therefore we can make the same choices for A, «, b, a and e,
independently of I' and g, to get that

2 2 2 2
10 ~ Al + IV.hI2 + & VRl

and that, once those parameters are fixed, there exist Kél), Kfl), K2(1) > () such that
forall 0 <e <1,
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d 2 2
o 1l < =557 (IR + 190hl3) + K57 (Galg, 1)+ £2K57 (G2 (9. 1)
which is the expected result in the case s = 1.

5.2. The induction in higher order Sobolev spaces. Then we assume that the
theorem is true up to the integer s — 1, s > 1. Then we suppose that L satisfies
(H1"), (H2’) and (H3) and we consider ¢ in (0, 1].

Since hy, is in Ker(G.)*, h belongs to Ker(G.)* for all ¢+ and so we can use the
results given in the toolbox.

As in the proof in the linear case we define:

Bty = 3 EBllaihlL, +B > Qu),
iy e

Qui(t) = « Ha?h}}i%m + be? Hafiéihuigv +ag(0) 5 h, Ol h) 1z,

where the constants, strictly positive, will be chosen later.
Like in the section above, we shall study the time evolution of every term involved
in Fy in order to bound above dF/dt(t) with expected coefficients.

5.2.1. The time evolution of Q;;. We will first study the time evolution of @);; for
given [j| + |I| = s. The toolbox already gave us all the bounds we need and we just
have to gather them in the following way: «(3.10)+ be?(3.12) +as(3.13). This leads
to, because 0 < e < 1,

d 1 2C* A
GQul) < i [cFea—a] ot + |20 =) ol

3 A
#[ b o] lothl, + Kol
570 )

s—1
Hz,v

A A A
avy  vyea < 9 3uph
it SIS il h

+ {I/é\)\ + CLI/(/)\} (Galg,h)™ + Vé\yé\

2 (G2 (g, 1))*.

One can notice that, except for the term in [|h| zs-1, we have exactly the same

kind of bound as in the case s = 1, given by (5.1). Therefore we can choose a, b, a,
e, independently of ¢, I' and ¢ such that it exists K¢, Kri, Kre > 0 and Cs_y > 0
such that for all 0 < e < 1:

o Qult) ~1IoPhlZ;  + 5 hll, -

[ )
d < —Ko (118°R17 = 110% . mlI? ) + K (G5 (g, h)?
EQl,Z(t) X Q(Hl HA+H 1—6; HA)+ Fl(g:c(ga ))
42Ky (G2, (9,1))" + Coy |11

where we used (3.4) (equivalence of norms L2 , and A on the fluid part) to get

b2 < o (lapnIl, + llopmll2, )

s—1
Ha:,v )
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5.2.2. The time evolution of Fs and conclusion. The last result about );; gives us

that
NGNS 1 PR S 71

|l]=s lL]+]5]=s
l7[>1

so it remains to show that F} satisfies the property describe by the theorem for some
B and B'.

To study the time evolution of Fy we just need to combine the evolution of @);;
and the one of H@lth; which is given in the toolbox by (3.11).

Crm < AR 304)%d g0 I’
S < Z —vs B|o/h][, + Z A Z i+ 1|
l31+lil=s g+ l1l=s i,e5(5)>0
=2 =2

~KoB' Y (Jlofn]y + o ll})

[l]=s
’L',Ci(l)>0

(5.2) +| Y KB+ Y BC. ||l

[7]+l=s |l]=s
l71>2 i,¢i(1)>0

+ Y B'Kni(Gi(g,h)
ll]=s

’L',Ci(l)>0

2
Hit

g 3t ,
2 , 1 s
- l1]= Bl _;_ I/é\yé\B (gac,v(ga h)) .
ici(D>0 "li>2

One can easily see that, apart from the terms including I', we have exactly the
same bound as in the proof in the linear case, equation (4.2). Therefore we can
choose B, B’ and ¢4 like we did, thus independent of I' and g, to have for all
0<e<egy

d (s—1)
— <
ORI 1

02
w = |2 97Rly

lil+1tl=s

+Kr1(G3(g, ) + 2Krs (G2.,(9, 1)),

with C'J(f_l), Kri and Kro positive constants independent of ¢, I' and g¢.

To conclude we just have to, as in the linear case, take a linear combination of
the (F},) . and use the induction hypothesis (remember that both G2  and G are

pP<Ss
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increasing functions of p) to obtain the expected result: V0 < e < g4,

d _ S ] s s
i (Son0) < - w0 S ) s @y
p=1 FIRRUIRSS
+ 2K (G, (g,h)7,

with this linear combination being equivalent to

1lZ2, + > llor| ; +et Y |lo]

lll<s lt]+151<s
li|>1

2
L.

and so fits the expected requirements.

6. EXISTENCE AND EXPONENTIAL DECAY: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3

One can clearly see that solving the kinetic equation (1.2) in the setting f =
@+ ep'/?h is equivalent to solving the linearized kinetic equation (1.3) directly.
Therefore we are going to focus only on this linearized equation.

The proof relies on the a priori estimate derived in the previous section. We shall
use this inequality as a bootstrap to obtain first the existence of solutions thanks
to an iteration scheme and then the exponential decay of those solutions, as long as
the initial data is small enough.

6.1. Proof of the existence of global solutions.

6.1.1. Construction of solutions to a linearized problem. Here we will follow the
classical method that is approximating our solution by a sequence of solutions of
a linearization of our initial problem. Then we have to construct a functional on
Sobolev spaces for which this sequence can be uniformly bounded in order to be able
to extract a convergent subsequence.

Starting from hg in Hj, N Ker(G.)*, to be define later, we define the function
hyy1 in Hj , by induction on n > 0 :

1 1 1
Ol + EU'Vzhn-i-l = gL(h'n-i-l) + gr(hm Prs1)

(6.1)
hn+1(07 z, U) - hln(xv U)a

First we need to check that our sequence is well-defined.

Lemma 6.1. Let L be satisfying assumptions (H1"), (H2’) and (H3), and let T be
satisfying assumptions (H4) and (H5).

Then, it exists 0 < g4 < 1 such that for all s > so (defined in (H})), it exists
ds > 0 such that for all 0 < e < &4, if ||hin] Hr S ds then the sequence (hy)nen is

well-defined, continuous in time, in H?, and belongs to Ker(G.)*.

v

Proof of Lemma 6.1. By induction, let us suppose that for a fixed n > 0 we have
constructed h,, in H; ,, which is true for h,.
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Using the previous notation one can see that we are in fact trying to solve the
linear equation on the torus:

1
athn—i-l = Ga(hn—i-l) + gr(hna hn—i—l)

with h;, as an initial data.

The existence of a solution h,, has already been shown for each equation covered
by the hypocoercivity theory in the case ¢ = 1 (see papers described in the intro-
duction). It was proved by fixed point arguments applied to the Duhamel’s formula.
In order not to write several times the same estimates one may use our next lemma
6.2 together with the Duhamel’s formula (instead of considering directly the time
derivative of h, 1) to get a fixed point argument as long as h;, is small enough, the
smallness not depending on ¢.

As shown in the study of the linear part of the linearized model under assumptions
(H1"), (H2’) and (H3) G. generates a C%-semigroup on H . for all 0 < ¢ < e4.
Moreover, hypothesis (H4) shows us that I'(h,, -) is a bounded linear operator from
(H;WE(» to ( 07 H |HS ) Thus hn—i—l Is in H;,v‘

The belonging to Ker(G.)* is direct since T'(hy,-) is in Ker(G.)* (hypothesis
(H5)). 0

Then we have to strongly bound the sequence, at least in short time, to have a
chance to obtain a convergent subsequence, up to an extraction.

6.1.2. Boundedness of the sequence. We are about to prove the global existence in
time of solutions in C(R™, [|.||;;,). That will give us existence of solutions in standard
Sobolev’s spaces as long as the initial data is small enough in the sense of the H:-
norm,which is smaller than the standard H; -norm. To achieve that we define a

new functional on H7
:, / I1(3)1g )

Lemma 6.2. Let L be satisfying assumptions (H1"), (H2’) and (H3), and let T be
satisfying assumptions (H4) and (H5).

Then it exists 0 < 4 < 1 such that for all s > so (defined in (H4)) it exists 65 > 0
independent of €, such that for all 0 < & < g4, if ||hin| e S 05 then

(E(hn) < (53) = (E(hn+1) < 58)‘

Proof of Lemma 6.2. We let t > 0.

We know that h;, belongs to HS ,NKer(G.)*. Moreover we have, thanks to Lemma
6.1, that (h,) is well-defined, in Ker(G.)* and in H} ,, since s > sg. Moreover, I
satisfies (H5). Therefore we can use the Proposition 2.2 to write, for ¢ < g4 (g4

being the minimum between the one in Lemma 6.1 and the one in Proposition 2.2),

(6:2) E(h) = sup (nh

teR+

d s S s s
ol < =BG il + K17 (G2 o)) 4+ €K7 (G2 (s o))
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We can use the hypothesis (H4) and the fact that

2 2 i 112 2
(6.3)  Con [ za, + DN+ D 071 | < Ml < Car [y, -
|l|<s \l\‘fl\i\lﬁs
]/

to get the following upper bounds:

S 02
(@l b))’ < (Woallis Il + Wl Nl )
2
)

s .
(G2l o))’ < 55 (]

Therefore we have the following upper bound, where K; and K, are constants

independent of e:

|

2 2 2
C Hs hn+1| H + th—i-l’ Hs
m

b < K o

2
H3 + Kl th’

2
HS + K» th+1|

|

d 2 2 2
a Hh'n-i-1| Hs hn+1’ Hs HS

Ty KB (i) ||

< [KiB(ha) = K§] o]

2
HR -

We consider now that E(h,) < K§¥/2K.
We can integrate the equation above between 0 and ¢ and one obtains

K(S) t
et o [ o
0

This is true for all ¢ > 0, then we define C' = min{1, K"’ /2}, if E(h,) < C/2K
we have

th-i-l’

2
H3, ds < |[ho

2+ KByt E(hy).

2
C

Therefore choosing M®) = min{C/2K, K /2K, } and 6, < min{M®C/2, M®}
gives us the expected result.

E(hni1) < = [lhol

2
HE

O

6.1.3. The global existence of solutions. Now we are able to prove the global exis-
tence result:

Theorem 6.3. Let L be satisfying assumptions (H1"), (H2’) and (H3), and let T" be
satisfying assumptions (H4) and (H5).

Then it exists 0 < g4 < 1 such that for all s > so (defined in (H4)), it exists s > 0
and for all 0 < e < g4:

If [[hinll s < 05 then there exist a solution of (1.3) in C(R*, E(-)) and it satisfies,
for some constant C' > 0,

E(h) < Cllhin|

2
Hs -
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Proof of Theorem 6.3. Regarding Lemma 6.2, by induction we can strongly bound
the sequence (h,)nen, as long as F(hg) < Js, the constant being defined in Lemma
6.2 . Therefore, defining hy to be hy, at t = 0 and 0 elsewhere gives us E(hg) =
Hhm, Hs < 55‘

Thus, we have the boundedness of the sequence (hy)nen in L°H;, N L{HS. By
compact embeddings into smaller Sobolev’s spaces (Rellich theorem) we can take
the limit in (6.1) as n tends to 400, since G, and I' are continuous. We obtain h a
solution, in C(R*, E(+)), to

1 1 1

h(0,z,v) = hip(x,v).
L]

6.2. Proof of the exponential decay. The function constructed above, h, is in
Ker(G.)* for all 0 < € < 1. Moreover, this function is clearly a solution of the
following equation:

O = G.(h) + %F(h, h),

with T" satisfying (H5). Therefore, we can use the a priori estimate on solutions of
the full perturbative model concerning the time evolution of the H*-norm (where we
will omit to write the dependence on s for clearness purpose), Proposition 2.2.

d
— ||k
i

2 < —Kol|h]

T+ K1 (30, h)) + €28 (G5, (h, )

Moreover, using (6.3) and hypothesis (H4) to find:

G < 2 i, i,

(G, < 2 I I
Hence, K being a constant independent of e:

Sz, < (K IRl — Ko) 112

3{3 < Ko/2K then we have that [|A]

decreasing in time. Hence, because the A-norm controls the L2-norm which controls
the H-norm:

Therefore, one can notice that if ||h;,| s 18
€

d . 2 Ko ) 2
%Hhh{g = _THh’H;\
KO Vé\ ||h’2
h 2 I/{\CM He

Then we have directly, by Gronwall’s lemma and setting 7, = Kov/4viCy,

12l < Ml €727

2
Hs €
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as long as [|h,| 72% < Koy/2K, which is the expected result with 0, < /Ky/2K.

7. EXPONENTIAL DECAY OF v-DERIVATIVES: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4

In order to prove this theorem we are going to state a proposition giving an a
priori estimate on a solution to the equation (1.3)

1 1 1

We remind the reader that we work in H; , with the following positive functional

2 y 2 2 :
e = > Wl = mo ) +D a5, + D alle(@s e,
1] +111<s Cls ’ l<s

One can notice that if we choose coefficients (bg.fl)), (o), (agfl)) > 0 such that
2 . .
g 8 equivalent to

Z H&{(Id - WL)'H;TU + Z HalOHi%U

uﬁmss l]<s
=1

then for all € less than some &, |*| iSL is also equivalent to the latter norm with

equivalence coefficients not depending on e.

Moreover, using equation (3.3), we have that

|07hl1 s, < Crallofhllz,, +lloin"]

12, < 20w |oPRIL, + ofh]

> ||gf(1d — 7)) iz + HazOHig

uﬁmss li|<s
=1

2
L.

and therefore

is equivalent to the standard Sobolev norm. Thus, we will just construct coefficients
(b)), (g and (af?)) so that |||
small enough we will have the equivalence, not depending on &, between ||-|
the H; -norm.

3{1 is equivalent to the latter norm and then for ¢

2
. and
HEJ_

7.1. An a priori estimate. In this subsection we will prove the following proposi-
tion:

Proposition 7.1. If L is a linear operator satisfying the conditions (H1%), (H2’)
and (H3) and T' a bilinear operator satisfying (H5) then it exists 0 < €4 < 1 such
that for all s in N*,
(1) for hi, in Ker(G.)* if we have h an associated solution of
1 1 1
@h + —v- Vzh = —2L(h) + —F(h, h),
£ £ £

(2) there exist KO(S), Kfs), (bfl)), (ozl(s)), (al(.fl)) > 0 such that for all 0 < e < g4
o [

~ [
S S
HeJ_ H»"C»U;
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o Vhi, € H, N Ker(G.)*-,

d s) (s 2
7 lInl + K7 (G )

+ 2 [

1<|lI<s

N
e, < K7 = |l

Remark 7.2. We notice here that in front of the microscopic part of h is a negative
constant order —1/e® which is the same order than the control derived by Guo in
[22] for his dissipation rate.

We will prove that proposition by induction on s.
So we take h, in HS , N Ker(G.)" and we consider the associated solution of (1.3),

denoted by h. One can notice that thanks to (H5), h remains in Ker(G.)* for all
times and thus we are allowed to use the inequalities given in the toolbox

7.1.1. The case s = 1. In that case we have
2
113, = AR, +alIVahlZs + 6|Vt |7, +ac(Vah, Vib)zs

with A, a, b and a strictly positive.

Therefore we can study the time evolution of that operator acting on h by gather-
ing results given in the toolbox. We simply take A(3.6) + a(3.7) 4+ b(3.14) + as(3.15)

d 1 1
Dy, < koAl (e — aa] [0

1 1 a v L
e e L R
(71) —|—K(A, «, ba CL) (g;,v(h’ h))2 )

with K a fonction only depending on the coefficients appearing in hypocoercivity
hypothesis and independent of e.

We directly see that we have exactly the same kind of bound as the one we
obtain while working on the a priori estimates for the operator ||hll,,, equation
(5.1). Therefore we can choose of coefficients A, «, b, e and a in the same way (in

the right order) and use the same inequalities to finally obtain the expected result:
ElKo, K1>0,V0<5<1,

d 1
Sl < =K (U + 1T I+ ST+ 1920 )

D(GL (hh))?,

with the constants KO and K ) independent of £, and thih equivalent to |||, +

|V oh]| 12+ HVUth ;> - Therefore, for all ¢ small enough we have the expected
result in the case s = 1.
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7.1.2. The induction in higher order Sobolev spaces. Then we assume that the the-
orem is true up to the integer s — 1, s > 1. Then we suppose that L satisfies (H1),
(H2') and (H3) and we consider ¢ in (0, 1].

Since hy, is in Ker(G.)*, h belongs to Ker(G.)* for all ¢t and so we can use the
results given in the toolbox.

As in the proofs of previous sections, we define on Hy

; 2
E) = > Blant|,, +B Y Qu),
li]+ 11 =s ’ T
2 A 2 A
Q) = alohl, + bl ht 2, +ac(ofsh .
where the constants, strictly positive, will be chosen later.

Like in the section above, we shall study the time evolution of every term involved
in F§ in order to bound above dj} (t) with expected coefficients. However, in this
subsection we will need to control all the @);;’s in the same time rather than treating
them separately as we did in the proof of Proposition (2.2), because the toolbox tells

us that each @);; is controlled by quantities appearing in the others.

7.1.3. The time evolution of »_ (Q);;. Gathering the toolbox inequalities in the fol-
lowing way: «(3.10) + b(3.17) + a&(3.18). This yields, because 0 < ¢ < 1 and
Card{i, ¢;(I) > 0} < d,

T | < SR ot

l1)=s li|=s
’L',Ci(l)>0

1 1 a . 2
t5 [m;—”?b] > oty

[l]=s
’L',Ci(l)>0

+ [k — S| S llofnlly, + 5 D ot

[l|=s [l]<s—1

2
L3,

1
+st—l Z 1 Hhi‘

52
[t+]j]=s
’L',Ci(l)>0

i{;—vl + K(aa b7 a, 6) (g;,v(hv h))2

with K a fonction only depending on the coefficients appearing in hypocoercivity
hypothesis and independent of e.
One can notice that except for the terms in ||A|

et and S ||OPR|5, | we have
x,v ‘l‘gs—l x,v

exactly the same bound as in the case s = 1, equation (7.1). Therefore we can

choose a, b, a, e, independently of ¢ and I' such that it exists K > 0, K] > 0 and

Co, C1 > 0 such that for all 0 < e < 1:
) 2
o ¥ Quir~ X (IoRnl,, + 0, ).

[l]=s [l]=s

i,ci(l)>0 ’L',Ci(l)>0
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[}
d y 1 8Ohl 2 1 86i hJ_ 2
S s - K[ S s X ot
o0 = o0
+> ol
[l|=s
C ) (s
+ :Q}}hL}imﬁcl 3 Ha?h}}i%ﬁf(l (G2, (h, ).

[l]<s—1

7.1.4. The time evolution of Fy and conclusion. We can finally obtain the time
evolution of Fj, using % Ha;hﬂ}; , equation (3.16), so that there is no more &

in front of the I" term:

d

SR < sy o7 n -]y + B3 Vlz i Z \aﬁf’”‘lH
m+m Gt llI=sd,ci
2 17122

1 1 _
KB N 2 ot o+ 3 lepl,

l1|=s lt|=s lt|=s
Z,Cl(l)>0

+| > BEz+BC | Y H&?h”i%v
\jI\;‘!;s ll|<s—1 ’

+5 | S BEE 4 BG| |0

2

my!
li|+U=s
l71>2

3B
§ Ayl BK/ (gzv(ha h)>27
. Vo Vs ’
[3]+]t=s
|71>2

Therefore we obtain the same bound (except > H@?h”ig ) as in the proof of
ll|<s—1 o
Proposition 2.2, equation (5.2), and so by choosing coefficients in the same way we
have that it exists C’J(r >0,0<eg;<1and K (s0) 0, none of them depending on
g, such that for all 0 < ¢ < gg4:
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s [ 1 ;
gbm< A5 X lontl+ 3o llarlly,,
7]+l <s—1 |l]<s—1
1 .
o E N LG
l7]+]i|=s |l|=s

+K{ (G5 (h )"

This inequality is true for all s and therefore we can take a linear combination of
the F to obtain the required result. Using the induction hypothesis on F} up to
F,_1 we also have the equivalence of norms.

7.2. The exponential decay: proof of Theorem 2.4. Thanks to Theorem 2.3,
we know that we have a solution to the equation (1.3) for any given h;, small enough
in the standard Sobolev norm. Call i the associated solution of hy, € Hj, to (1.3).
Since the existence has been proved we can use the a priori estimate above and the
Proposition 7.1.

Thus we have

d s 1 2 s s
g 1l < =557 1l + D2 llobnlly,, | + K1 (G2 ()

1<|l|<s
As before we can use (3.4) (equivalence of norms L2 , and A on the fluid part) to

get, for |I] > 1,
loPr3 < ¢ (e I3 + ll20nll5. )

and for the case |I| < 1 we can apply the Poincare inequality (3.5) together with the
equivalence of the L2 -norm and the A-norm on the fluid part 7, (3.4) to get

In; <o (B + S IVahI,,)
<O (Va3 + 51V, )

3C, 0" > 0,

Then we get that

d S ] S S
bl < =G| T ot + DO | + KA (G b))
wﬁ!fs ll<s
< =K Bl + KL Gk, )

Then for s > sg, defined in (H4), and because I' satisfies (H4) we can write

d S S*
Bl < (KPCE RN, — K67) A

2
HR
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Because ||h| pe, and |k, are equivalent, independently of &, we finally have
d 2 s 2 S* 2
I, < (KGO I, — K67 bl
Therefore if (o)
K Sk
1hinll3ee, < ===
= 2K\YC:EC
we have that ||h] iSL is always decreasing on Rt and so for all t > 0
(s%)
M, < S Il
2K, C:C

And the Hi-norm controls the H; ,-norm which is equivalent to the #?, -norm. Thus
applying Gronwall’s lemma gives us the expected exponential decay.

8. INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES LIMIT: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5

In this section we consider s > sg, 0 < ¢ < g4 and we take h;, in H3, such that
||hzn’ Hs < 53-
Therefore we know, thanks to theorem 2.3, that we have a solution h. to the lin-
earized Boltzmann equation

1 1 1
—. = —L -T
atha + gv vxha 82 (ha) + c (haa ha)a

with h.(0,2z,v) = hi,(x,v). Moreover, we also know that (h.) tends weakly-* to h
in Loo(HSL?).

The first step towards the proof of Theorem 2.5 is to derived a convergence rate
in finite time. Then, as described in Section 1.3, we shall interpolate this result with
the exponential decay behaviour of our solutions in order to obtain a global in time
convergence.

8.1. A convergence in finite time. In Remark 8.13, we define Vy(¢) and prove
the following result

VI'>0, Vp(e)= sup ||he —hl|je;2 — 0, as € = 0.
te[0,T] v

Thanks to this remark we can give an explicit convergence in finite time.
Theorem 8.1. Consider s > sy and hy, in H3,, such that ||h, ||, < 0s.

Then, (h:)e=o exists for all 0 < € < g4 a;zd converges weakly* in LY°(HSL?)
towards h such that h € Ker(L), with V,-u =0 and p+ 60 = 0.

Furthermore, fOT hdt belongs to HSL? and it exists C > 0 such that for all T > 0,

T T
‘ / hdt — / hedt
0 0

One can have a strong convergence in L[QO’T]H;;’Lg only if hy, is in Ker(L) with V, -
Uin = 0 and pip + i, = 0 (initial layer conditions). Moreover, in that case we have,

for all T >0,

< Cmax{ye, VTe, TVr(e)}.
H3L3

1= hell s, meay < Cmax{VE, VTVi(e)},
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and for all § in [0,1], if hi, belongs to HS*° L2,

sup [h = helgrepe (8) < C max{e™n®1/2) V. ()}
te[0,T

Remark 8.2. We mention here that the obligation of an integration in time for non
special initial condition is only due to the linear part e 2L — e ‘v - V,, whereas the
case T' = +o00 is prevented by the second order term I.

We proved in the linear case, theorem 2.1, that the linear operator G. = e 2L —
e lv - V, generates a semigroup e'“s on H; ,. Therefore we can use Duhamel’s
principle to rewrite our equation under the following form, defining u. = I'(he, h.),

t
1
he = e%hy, + / =%y (s)ds
0 €
(8.1) = Uhi, + Y (u.).
The article by Ellis and Pinsky [12] gives us a Fourier theory in x of the semigroup

¢! and therefore we are going to use it to study the strong limit of Uk, and W#(u.)
as ¢ tends to 0. We will denote by F, the Fourier transform in = on the torus (which
is discrete) and n the discrete variable associated in Z2.

From [12], we are using Theorem 3.1, rewriten thanks with the Proposition 2.6 and
the Appendix I1 with 6 = A/4 in Proposition 2.3, to get the following theorem

Theorem 8.3. There exists ng € R*+ there exists functions
.)‘j [ TLO,TL()]—>C —1< 2 Cc=
e ¢;: [—ng,ngl xS¥! —> L% ,—1<j<d, C®in¢and CY inw,
Cw) — el w)
such that
(1) for all =1 < j < 2, X\;(Q) = ia;¢ — BiC* + 7,(C), where a; € R, with
ag=az =0, f; <0 and |;(Q)] < Cy ¢ with |;(O)] < 5 I,
(2) forall -1 < j<d
o ¢;(C,w) = egj(w) + Cerj(w) + Ceg;(Cw), 2
o co1(w)(v) = ot (—w)(v) = A (1= wo + L) (o),
(3) we have €% = F\U(t/e2, en, v)F, where
2
U(t,n,v) = Z U;(t,n,v) + Ur(t,n,v)

j=—1
with the following properties
L fOT —-1< j < 27 Uj@?”? U) - X|”\<n0€t>\j(‘n|)Pj (‘n| ) ﬁ) (U),
o for 1< j < LA (Il &) = e (Inl, &) @e; (Inl, ).
d

e (01.) = o ) 0 (7).
o for—1<j<2P <\n\ , \n|> = Py <w>+|n| P ( >+|n| Py <\n| ; w)
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2
[ ] Z Poj:TFL,

j=—1
o it exists Cr,0 > 0 such that for allt € R and all n € 72,

[1Ur(t,n,0)/l]1z < Cre™".

Remark 8.4. This decomposition of the spectrum of the linear operator is based on
a low and high frequencies decomposition. It shows that the spectrum of the whole
operator can be viewed as a perturbation of the spectrum of the homogeneous linear
operator. It can be divided into large eigenvalues, which are negative and therefore
create a strong semigroup property for the remainder term, and small eigenvalues
around the origin that are smooth perturbations of the homogeneous ones.

This theorem gives us all the tools we need to study the convergence as ¢ tends
to 0 since we have an explicit form for the Fourier transform of the semigroup. We
also know that this semigroup commutes with the pure z-derivatives. Therefore,
studying the convergence in the L2L2-norm will be enough to obtain the desired
result in the HSL2-norm.

We are going to prove the following convergences in the different settings stated by
Theorem 2.5
(1) Ufhyy, tends to V (¢, z,v)hy, with V(0,z,v)h;, = V(0)(hiy)(x,v) where V(0)
the projection on the subset of Ker(L) consisting in functions g such that
Vs -u,=0and p, + 0, =0,
(2) W¢(u.) converges to W(h,h) with U(h,h)(t =0) = 0.

8.1.1. Study of the linear part. We remind here that we have
Uth;, = ]—"z_lffg(t, n, v)ﬁm(n, v)
with

Us(t,n,v) = Z £(t,m,0) 4+ Ug(t,n,v),

~ Qo t\n\_ n n n D n
US(t,n,0) = Xjenjenge =2t rmllen) {Po”' (W) el By (W’WH '

We can decompose Uj into four different terms

~ o t\n\ n
Ue t’ , — —/BJt‘”| P
2(t,n,v) e Tl

e t\n\ t
(8.2)  Xjenlnge e ot <e§w(|m|)_1> R, (ﬁ)
n

iozjt\n\

FXjenjange £l lenbe 1) By (‘5%%)
mn

100 t\n\
+ (X|5n|<n0 - 1) e 5 _B]t‘n|2POJ <‘ﬁ|) .
n
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Remark 8.5. One can notice that U, and Uj, do not depend on €, since ag = ay =
0.

We are going to study each of these four terms in two different lemmas and then
add a last lemma to deal with the remainder term Ugh;,. The lemmas will be proven
in Appendix C.

Lemma 8.6. For o; # 0 (j = £1) we have that it exists Cy > 0 such that for all

T € [0, +o0]
T
‘/ Ugjhindt
0
2

Moreover we have a strong convergence in the L[07+M)L§Lg-norm if and only if hip
satisfies Vi - wjp = 0 and py, + 0, = 0. In that case we have Ugjhm = 0.

2

< Coe? th’n||2Lng :
L2L3

Lemma 8.7. For —1 < j < 2 and for 1 <1 < 3 we have that the three following

inequalities hold for Uf;
T
/ Upihindt
0 LZL3

2
e 3¢ >0, HUlgjhmHL[?O+ | L3L2 S 01,52 HhmHinga

o V5 €[0,1),3C" > 0,vt > 0, HUfjhm(t)Him < CP¥ | hinll s

2

e 1C) > 0,VT > 0, ‘

< Cie® [hinl 72 2

Lemma 8.8. For the remainder term we have the two following inequalities

T 2
/ Ut
0 L2L2

¢ 301> 0, UhinllZy | rars < Cie Mg

e 3C, > 0,YT > 0, < C4TE || hin 32 12,

C,
o Vio > 0,3C, > 0.5 > to,  [Urhin()lI% 10 < ~=e Bl o
v /to v

Moreover, the strong convergence up to to = 0 is possible if and only if hy, is in
Ker(L). In that case we have

8 € [0,1],3C5% > 0,9t > 0, |Ushinll2re < CEVe [hin|Frars -

Therefore, gathering lemmas 8.6, 8.7 and 8.8 and reminding Remark 8.5, we
proved that, as € tends to 0, (etGE hm) converges to

(83) V(t7 T, U)hm(xa U) = Fm_l |:6_60t|n2P00 (%) + 6_52“”'2P02 <ﬁ):| thzn
n n

The convergence is strong when we consider the average in time and is strong in
L2H:L? ((and in C([0, +00), HEL?) if hy, is in HSTOL? ) if an only if both conditions
found in Lemma 8.6 and Lemma 8.8 are satisfied. That is to say h;, belongs to
Ker(L) with V, - u;, = 0 and pjy, + 0, = 0.

Moreover this also allows us to see that V(0,z,v)h;, = V(0)(hi,)(z,v) where
V(0) is the projection on the subset of Ker(L) consisting in functions g such that
V.- -uy, =0 and p, + 0, = 0.
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8.1.2. Study of the bilinear part. We recall here that u. = I'(h., h.). Therefore, by

hypothesis (H5), u. belongs to Ker(L)*. Then we know that for all =1 < j < 2,
Py (4
Fourier space,

n . n R n ~
P; (\&m\ : m) Ue = |en| Py (m) G + |en|? Py <|5n| , m) U

Thus, recalling that

is a projection onto a subspace of Ker(L). Therefore we have that, in the

t

1

\Ile(ua):/ —et=9Cq,_(s)ds,
0 €

we can decompose it

W) = 3 () + O (u),

j=—1
with

o (t—s)|n|

t
Ui(ue) = Ty Njenj<no / e B (e ) (P 4 e |n| Py) di(s)ds.
0

= ¢8j(ua) + 95 (ue) + V5, (ue) + ¢§j(ua)7
where we have used the same decomposition as in the linear case, equation (8.2),
substituting ¢ by t — s, Py; by |n| Pi; and Py; by |n| Pyj. And

1??3(“5) - /0 éUE(t - 8)u5(8)d8.

Like the linear case, Remark 8.5, 95, and 15, do not depend on ¢ and we are
going to prove the convergence towards W(u) = F, [, (u) + U5, (u)] F, where
u = I'(h,h). To establish such a result we are going to study each term in three
different lemmas and then a fourth one will deal with the remainder term. The
lemmas will be proven in Appendix C.

Lemma 8.9. For a; # 0 (j = £1) we have the following inequality for 1g;:
2

T
3Cy > 0,YT > 0, H / g (ue)dt < CoT?2E(he)*.
0 1313

Remark 8.10. We know that (h.).~o is bounded in L HSL? (see theorems 2.3 and
2.4).

This remark gives us the strong convergence to 0 of the average in time and the
strong convergence to 0 without averaging in time as long as h;, belongs to Ker(L)
in Lemma 8.9.

Lemma 8.11. For —1 < 7 < 2 and for 1 <1 < 3 we have that the three following
inequalities hold for |y

e 3C, > 0,¥T > 0, HfOT @bfj(ug)dt‘ < OT2E(h.)?,

2
LIL3
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~ € 2 A2 2
e 3C) > 0,VT > 0, H%A%W%ﬂ@%<cﬁfy@7
o V|5| € [0,1],3C" > 0,VT > 0, 5 () D)2 < COeBE(90h,)2.
Lemma 8.12. For the remainder term we have the three following inequalities
~ T 2 ~
o 30, > 0,YT > 0, H 15 sz(ua)dt) yaps < CiTeB(R),
© 30, > 09T >0, [[W5(usllzs 1 < CieE(he)”
© 3C{ > 0,97 >0, |[Wh(u)(D)|721y < CYeE(he)*,

Gathering all Lemmas 8.9, 8.11 and 8.12 gives us the strong convergence of
Ue(u.) — U(u.) towards 0, thanks to Remark 8.10. It remains to prove that we
have indeed the expected convergences of W(u.) towards W(u) as € tends to 0.

We start this last step by a quick remark relying on Sobolev embeddings and
giving us a strong convergence of h. towards h in Lig LeL% for T > 0.

Remark 8.13. We know that h. — h weakly-* in L°HEL?, for s > so > d/2.
But we also proved that for all t > 0 that (h.). is bounded in HSL?. Therefore the
sequence (||he| 2, > 0) is bounded in HS and therefore converges strongly in H?
forall 8 < s. ’

But, by triangular inequality it comes that

172 |

H'L2 — ||h| H' L2

< |[Iellzg = Dl

,
s
HCE

s'r2
ws'rz- The space HF Ly is

This means that we also have that lin% el o 2 = [|B]
e— x S

a Hilbert space and h. tends weakly to h in it, therefore the last result gives us that
in fact h. tends strongly to h in HS L?.

This result is for allt > 0 and all s < s. Furthermore, s > d/2 and so we can
choose s > d/2. By Sobolev’s embedding we obtain that h. tends strongly to h in
L*L2, for all t > 0. Reminding that h. — h weakly-* in L¥*HSL? and we obtain
that we have

VI'>0, Vp(e)= sup ||he —hl|;er2 — 0, as € = 0.
te[0,T) v

Lemma 8.14. We have the following rate of convergence:
~ T T 2 ~
¢ 3C; > 0.vT >0, || [T U(u.)dt — |, \If(u)dtHLm < CsTVi(e)?,
e 3CL > 0,YT > 0, || W(u.) — (us) 7z, 12z < CLTVr(e)?,
o ICY > 09T > 0, |[W(u.) — U(uc)|72, (T) < CiVir(e)?.

Thus, those Lemmas, combined with the study of the linear case (Lemmas 8.6, 8.7
and 8.8) prove the Theorem 2.5 with the rate of convergence being the maximum of
each rate of convergence. Moreover we have proved

h(t,z,v) = V(t,z,0)hp(x,v) + V(t,2,v)(T(h, h)).
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8.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. Thanks to Theorem 8.1 we can control the conver-
gence of h. towards h for any finite time 7. Then, thanks to the uniqueness property
of Theorem 2.1 and the control on the remainder of Theorem 2.3 in [22], in the case
of a hard potential collision kernel, one has

VT > O, VT(€) < C\/&.

Finally, thanks to Theorem 2.3, we have the exponential decay for both h. and h,
leading to

Hha - h’ H3L2 <2 Hhm’ HeE e
We define
1 €
Ty=——n|——7—
Ts (2 || Fvin| H€>
to get that
VT>TMa Hha_h|HsL2 gg-

This conclude the proof Theorem 2.5, by applying Theorem 8.1 to T);.

APPENDIX A. VALIDATION OF THE ASSUMPTIONS

As said in the introduction, all the hypocoercivity theory assumptions hold for
several different kinetic models. One can find the proof of the assumptions (H1),
(H2), (H3), (HY’) and (H2’) in [32] directly for the linear relaxation (see also [0]),
the semi-classical relaxation (see also [31]), the linear Fokker-Planck equation, the
Boltzmann equation with hard potential and angular cutoff and the Landau equation
with hard and moderately soft potential (both studied in a constructive way in [30]
and [2], for the spectral gaps, see also [19] and [20] for the Cauchy problems):

e The Linear Relaxation

O +0V.f =1 [( / “f v*>dv*) ulv) - f] |
e The Semi-classical Relaxation
O +0uf = 2 [ =670 = (1= 317 o,
e The Linear Fokker-Planck Equation
Of +0.5uf = 2V0 (Vo + o),

e The Boltzmann Equation with hard potential and angular cutoff

3

of +v.V.f= E/Rd - b(cosO)|v — v |7 [f' fi — [ [+] dvido,

e The Landau Equation with hard and moderately soft potential

of 05,7 = 29, ( [ 0 vlo =0 PR LD - 190)1]).
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Assumption (H4) is clearly satisfied by the first three as in that case we have
either |.[[,, = [.l[;2 or I' = 0 (see [32]). Moreover, (H5) is obvious in the case of
a linear equation. It thus remains to prove properties (H5) for the semi-classical
relaxation and (H4) and (H5) for the Boltzmann equation and the Landau equation
(since our property (H4) is slightly different from (H4) in [32]).

A.1. The semi-classical relaxation. In the case of the semi-classical relaxation,
the linearization is slightly different. Indeed, the unique global equilibrium associ-

ated to an initial data fj is (assuming some initial bounds, see [32])
_ ook

where ko, depends on fj.

Thus, we are no longer in the case of a global equilibrium being a Maxwellian.
However, a good way of linearizing this equation is (see [32]) considering

Fe fope Y=l

14 0Kooft

Using such a linearization instead of the one used all along this paper yields the
same general equation (1.3) with L and I' satisfying all the requirements (see [32]).
Indeed, one may find that Ker(L) = Span (f/+/ft) and then notice that this is not

|v]?/4

of the form needed in assumption (H3). However, this is bounded by e~ and

therefore we are still able to use the toolbox (section 3, thus all the theorems.

Let us look at the bilinear operator to show that it fulfils hypothesis (H5). A
straightforward computation gives us the definition of T’

(g.h) = %

\/7 — D [hg. + h.g|dv,.

Then, multiplying by a function f , integrating over R? and looking at the change of
variable (v,v,) — (v, v) yields

o Roo s \/,[_L
r , = V . S N i -~
(T(g,h), f)r2 Rwd 1) (ghy+g.h) {flw%u* f T dvdy

Therefore, taking f in Ker(L) gives us the expected property.

A.2. Boltzmann operator with angular cutoff and hard potential. Notice
that, compared to [32], we defined T" in a way that it is symmetric which gives us,
using the fact that p.pu = p, i/,

1

T(g,h) =5 / B(u'?).[g.h + g'l, — g.h — gh.)dv,do,
2 RdX(S)d 1
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A.2.1. Orthogonality to Ker(L): (H5). A well-known property (see [1] for instance)
tells us that for all ¢ in L? decreasing fast enough at infinity and for all ¢ in L? one
has

1 AN /1.1
[ remeuwd=g [ Bl g - g gh
Rd (Rd)QXSd 1

(%) + (W2 = (') — (') )dvdv.do.

1/2

As shown in [32] or [3] we have that Ker(L) = Span(1,vy,..., v, [v|*)u!/? and

therefore taking ¢ to be each of these kernel functions gives us (H5).

A.2.2. Controlling derivatives: (Hj). To prove (H4) we can define

) = [ B dvdo
Rdx (5)d—1

' (g,h) = — / B(1*?),g.h dv.do.
Ré x (S)d—1

By using the change of variable © = v — v, we end up with 6 being a function
of uw and o and v = v + fi(u,0) and v, = v + fo(u,0), fi and fo being functions.
Therefore we can make this change of variable, take j and [ such that |j] + |I] < s
and differentiate our operator I'~.

o 5 2 /Rdxgdl (cost)|ul" 8" (u(v —u)'"?) &]! g.. 02 dudo.

J0+J1+J2 =Jj
l1+la=l

Then we can easily compute that, C' being a generic constant,

|8 (v = w)"?)| < Cpv — )™,
Moreover, we are in the case where v > 0 and therefore we have

[ul 1o — ) <O+ [o]) o — ).
Combining this and the fact that || < C} (angular cutoff considered here), mul-
tiplying by a function f and integrating over T¢ x R yields, using Cauchy-Schwarz
two times,

Gr=(g,0), fruz | < © Z / 1+\v|)‘*}6{;h}|f|(/ W |0f1 g, dv*)dvdas
< Gl .

with

G*(g,h)=C V |87? gl dl} -

|Jl\+|ll\+|J2|+\12|<S

At that point we can use Sobolev embeddings (see [5], corollary I.X.13) stating
that if £ (s¢/2) > d/2 then we have Hi? < L.
So, if |j1] + |l1| < s/2 we have
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oo, < s ool <. lotall)| .
z€Td x
(A1) < O Z Z /Td N alj11+plg 8lj11+mg dvdzx

Ip|<s/2 p1+p2=p
< Csllgl

2
Hi

by a mere Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
In the other case, |ja| + |l2| < s/2 and by same calculations we show

|0%h|[; < Cullh]

Therefore, by just dividing the sum into this two subcases we obtain the result
(H4) for I'", noticing that in the case j = 0 equation (A.1) has no v derivatives
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality does not create such derivatives so the control
is only made by x-derivatives.

2

The second term I'" is dealt exactly the same way with, at the end (the study
of G*), another change of variable (v,v,) — (v',v]) which gives the result since
(I+ )" <@+ o))"+ (1 + |o.])7 if v > 0.

A.3. Landau operator with hard and moderately soft potential. The Lan-
dau operator is used to describe plasmas and for instance in the case of particles
interacting via a Coulomb interaction (see [15] for more details). The particular case
of Coulomb interaction alone (v = —3) will not be studied here as the Landau linear
operator has a spectral gap if and only if v > —2 (see [19], for not constructive
arguments, [33] for general constructive case and [2] for explicit construction in the
case of hard potential v > 0) and so only the case 7 > —2 may be applicable in this
study.

We can compute straightforwardly the bilinear symmetric operator associated
with the Landau equation:

1
Dlg.h) = 5=V, - / S0 — 0.) [0.Voh + 7 Vog — g(Voh)s — h(Vug). duv.,
Vi R4

where ® : R? — R? is such that ®(z) is the orthogonal projection onto Span(z)*

SO
(2)ij = b — 733
and ~ belongs to [—2, 1].

A.3.1. Orthogonality to Ker(L): (H5). Let consider a function ¢ in C7. A mere
integration by part gives us

(T(g, 1), )1z = _% /R Rz (%) (VA — 0,)[G]) dvudo,

G = g¢.Vo,h+h.Vi,g— g(Vih). — h(Vy9)s.

where
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Then the change of variable (v, v.) — (v.,v) only changes V,(¢/\/11) to [V, (¥ //R)] ,
and G becomes —@G. Therefore we finally obtain

ot [(5.(5) -5 ()]

As shown in [32] or [3] we have that Ker(L) = Span(1,v1,...,vg, |v|*)p'/?. Com-
puting the term inside brackets for each of these functions gives us 0 or, in the case
02 /i, 2(0 — ).

However, by definition, ®(v — v,)[G] belongs to Span(v — v,)* and therefore ®(v —
v,)[G] - (v —v) = 0. So I' indeed satisfies (H5).

A.3.2. Controlling derivatives: (Hj). The article [19] gives us directly the expected
result in its Theorem 3, equation (35) with # = 0. The case where there are only
x-derivatives is also included if one takes 5 = 0.

APPENDIX B. PROOFS GIVEN THE RESULTS IN THE TOOLBOX

We used the estimates given by the toolbox throughout this article. This appendix
is to prove all of them. It is divided in two parts. The first one is dedicated to the
proof of the equality between null spaces whereas the second part deals with the
time derivatives inequalities.

B.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1: We are about to prove the following proposition.

Proposition B.1. Let a and b be in R* and consider the operator G = alL —bv -V,
acting on H;,v'

If L satisfies (H1) and (H3) then
Ker(G) = Ker(L).
To prove this result we will need a lemma.

Lemma B.2. Let f: T x R? — R be continuous on T? x R? and differentiable in
x

Ifv-Vif(z,v) =0 for all (x,v) in T? x R? then f does not depend on .

Proof of Lemma B.2. Fix z in T and v Q-free in R%.
For y in R? we will denote by 7 its equivalent class in T¢.

Define g: R — R )
t — flxz+1tv,v)
We find easily that g is differentiable on R and that ¢'(¢t) = v.V,f(x,v) = 0 on R.
Therefore:
Vit € R, f(z + tv,v) = f(z,v).

However, a well-known property about the torus is that the set {z +nv,n € Z} is
dense in T? for all  in T? and v Q-free in R?. This combined with the last result
and the continuity of f leads to:

VyETd, f(y,v):f(x,v).
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To conclude it is enough to see that the set of Q-free vector in R? is dense in R? and
then, by continuity of f in v:

vy e T Vo e RY,  f(y,v) = f(x,v).

Now we have all the tools to prove the proposition about the kernel of operators.

Proof of Proposition B.1. Since L satisfies (H1) we know that L acts on L? and that
its Kernel functions ¢; only depend on v. Thus, we have directly the first inclusion

Ker(L) C Ker(G).

Then, let us consider h in H, , such that G(h) = 0.
Because the transport operator v - V, is skew-symmetric in Liw we have

0= (G(h), )2, = a /T (L), Rz

However, because L satisfies (H3) we obtain:
0= X [ hz,.) —mr(h(z, ), do.
Td

But A is strictly positive and thus:

d

Vo e T, h(z,-) =mp(h(z,) =Y cl(x)d.

i=1

Finally we have, by assumption, G(h) = 0 and because h(x, ) belongs to Ker(L)
for all z in T? we end up with

Y(z,v) € T xR?, wv-Vyh(z,v)=0.

By applying the lemma above we then obtain that h does not depend on z. But
(¢i)1<i<a 18 an orthonormal family, basis of Ker(L), and therefore we find that for
all 7, ¢; does not depend on .

So,we have proved that:

d

V(z,v) € T x R, h(z,v) = Zci@(v).

=1

Therefore, h belongs to Ker(L) and only depends on z. O



FROM BOLTZMANN TO INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES ON THE TORUS 45

B.2. A priori energy estimates. In this subsection we derive all the inequalities
we used. Therefore, we assume that L satisfies (H1%), (H2") and (H3) while I" has the
properties (H4) and (H5), and we pick g in HE . We consider h in H , N Ker(G.)*
and we assume that h is a solution to (1.3):

Oh + lU.V:,;h = %L(h) + 1F(g, h).

€ € €
In the toolbox, we wrote inequalities on function which were solutions of the linear
equation. As the reader may notice, we will deal with the second order operator
just by applying the first part of (H4) and Young’s inequality. Such an inequality
only provides two positive terms, and thus by just setting I' equal to 0 in the next
inequalities we get the expected bounds in the linear case (not the sharpest ones
though). Therefore we will just describe the more general case and the linear one is
included in it.

B.2.1. Time evolution of pure x-derivatives. The operators L and I" only act on the
v variable. Thus, for 0 < |I] < s, ? commutes with L and v - V,. Remind that
v -V, is skew-symmetric in L2 (T¢ x R?) and therefore we can compute

d 2 2 2

We can then use hypothesis (H3) to obtain

2 2\
SALOPR), )z, <~ @03

We also use (H3) to get (0Ph)*+ = dPht.
To deal with the second scalar product, we will use hypothesis (H4) and (H5),

which is still valid for T since 77, only acts on the v variable, followed by a Young
inequality with some D; > 0. This yields

2
g(alor(ga h)a aloh>L%v = <alor(ga h)a athJ_>L%m

NCROIN )

< 26200 |0,
Dy . 1 2
< ?l(gz(g,h))szD—lgHa?hLHA.

Gathering the last two upper bounds we obtain

d (o002 1 22 yorsyz . Dioer oo
e, < |- - 5] lepw 1+ 2 @ty
Finally, taking Dy = ¢/ gives us inequalities (3.6), (3.7) and (3.10).
B.2.2. Time evolution of |[V,h||3, . For that term we get, by applying the equation
satisfied by h, the following: ’

d 2 2 2
7 IVohlzz, = S(VoL(h), Voh) == (Vo0 Vah), Vih)iz + (VT (g, h), Vih)rz,,.

And by writing the second term on the right-hand side of the equality and integrating
by part in x, we have

<vv(’U : Vzh), vvh>L%7v = (th, Vvh>L§m‘
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Therefore the following holds:
d 9 2 2 2
E ||Vvh||L%’U = §<VUL(h), vvh>L§7U — g<vzh, vvh>L§’U + g(VUF(g, h), Vvh>Lg N

Then we have by (H1) that L = K — A and we can estimate each component thanks
o (H1) and (H2):

~(VoA(h), Voh)rz, < vt lIkllZe, — v VAR
(VoK (1), Voh)iz, < C@) [Ihll7s, + 8V,

T,v

where ¢ is a strictly positive real that we will choose later.
Finally, for a D > 0 that we will choose later, we have the following upper bound,

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:
2 D 2 I/A 2
——(V.h,V,h < — ||Veh —— ||[V,h||5,
_ yrz, < IVahllz, , + Dz IVuhl[y

A
using the fact that |.|[7, < 4 I.IIx. Finally, another Young inequality gives us a
x,v 0
control on the last scalar product, for a Dy > 0 to be chosen later

2 D, 2 1 2
“(V,I'(g,h),V,h <= (G (g,h — |V A% .
(VAL(9, 1), Vol 1z, < 2 (Ghul0, 1) + = IVl

We gather here the last three inequalities to obtain our global upper bound:

d 1 D
SV, < (v +200) [0, + = IR,

ve 2ud v 1 s Dy, 2
- V.h — Jh))™.
(200 -2 e o) IVl + 22 (0Lt )

We can go even further since we have ||h]3, = thHiQ + |mn(h)))3s .
z,v z,v Ry

But because h is in Ker(G.)* we can use the toolbox and the equation (3.5) about
the Poincaré inequality:

Ire (W2 < CylIVahlZs

This last inequality yields:

d A C D
alVebli, < g (2 +200) th1+[—5 vt +300)+ L] 1w,

iy 2uh v 1 2
— V.h — :
B R e L\ (Rl AR
Therefore, we can choose § = Vvl /6v, D = 3vite/vivd and Dy = 3¢/vd to get

the equation (3.8).
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B.2.3. Time evolution of (V,h,V,h)r2 . In the same way, and integrating by part
in z then in v we obtain the following equality:

d

2 2
T (Ve Vuh)iz = S{L(Vh), Voh) iz, = (Vo0 Vi), Vil 4 <v T(g,h), Voh) 2.

By writing explicitly (V,(v - V,h),V h)rz =~ and by integrating by part one can
show that the following holds:

1
<vv(v'vxh)> VIh>L%v = 5 ||Vxh||igm

Therefore we have an explicit formula for that term and we can find the time
derivative of the scalar product being:

d 2 1 2
SV, Vulihiz = SULVah), Tolibiz, = = IVahls + Z(V.(9,h), Tuliiz,

We can bound above the first term in the right-hand side of the equality thanks
to (H1) and then Cauchy-Schwarz in z, with a constant n > 0 to be define later.

2 2
?<L(Vzh), VJZ)L%’U = €_2<L(Vzhj_)7 Vvh'>L% v
Cr i
< a2 2||Vah HA IVohy, da

I + = LIV

Then applying hypothesis (H4) and Young’s inequality one more time with a
constant D3 > 0 one may find

Z(VLI(g,h), V)2 < =2 (GHg, )" + — [|V.h|> .
(VLT (g.h), Vuhsz,, < 2 (G0 0)" + = .3

Hence we end up with the following inequality:

d Chn 2 C

+% (Ga(g. h))2.

Now define n = e/e, e > 0, and D3 = ¢/C" to obtain equation (3.9).

B.2.4. Time evolution of H&;h”; for|jl = 1 and|j|+|l| = s. This term is the only
term far from what we already did since we are mixing more than one derivative in z
and one derivative in v in general. By simply differentiating in time and integrating
by part we find the following equality.
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2
=2

d .. . . 2 .
Sl = SHOILR). Oy, — S (0.5 ah), Sz,

™

+

€<6]F(g> )7 aljh>L2
(8 L(h), 8] h) 1z

(‘ﬂll\D

X @i,

ci(g)>

(‘ﬂw| O

2 . :
+g<5zjr(g> h), 0/ h) Lz -
We can then apply Cauchy-Schwarz for the terms inside the sum symbol. For
cach we can use a D;; s > 0 but because they play an equivalent role we will take
the same D > 0, that we will choose later'

(6%6] iz, < o 900+ H oo

> P46,

Then we can use (H1) and (H2’), Wlth a 0 > 0 we will choose later, to obtain

2 , 2 2 [ovh 2
SOLI), oMz, < S(CE) + 1) Il + 5 (— - ) lo7hl] -

Finally, applying (H4) and Young’s inequality with a constant Dy > 0 we obtain
2 i ; D2 s 2 1 ; 2
~(OT (g h), Mz, < — (G2.(9,)" + Dot 107 A} -

Combining these three inequality we find an upper bound for the time evolution.
Here we also use the fact that the number of ¢ such that ¢;(j) > 0 is less or equal to

d.
vid 2 (ovd 1 2
< {D;VA 5 (V—OAI - v?) + o | el

3(0(5) I SYIA
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H

i,¢i(j

+& (g;v< n)*.

Hence, we obtain equations (3 11) and (3.12) by taking D = 31/1 €/V0 1/5 , D2 = 3€/V5
and § = vi v /612, Also note that in (3.11) we used H z+5

l+6

CE’U

B.2.5. Time evolution of (3} 5 h, OPh)

2. With no more calculations, we can bound
this term in the same way we did for C%(Vxh, Voh) 2 . Here we get

d s Ctn 2 o
Liop sz, < Sl |2 + L]?

1 0
Lo

1 5 2
" ﬁ} 055
D
+— (G (9. )"

Now define n = e/e, e > 0, and D3 = ¢/C" to obtain equation (3.13).



FROM BOLTZMANN TO INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES ON THE TORUS 49

In the next paragraphs, we are setting g = h.

B.2.6. Time evolution of HVUthiz . By simply differentiating norm and using
(H5) to get T'(h, h)* = T'(h, h), we compute

d 2
o IVoht][;: = 2(Vu(Gelh)*, Vohb)rz, + (VL (). Vb ) g,

By applying (H4) and Young’s inequality to the second term on the right-hand
side, with a constant D, > 0, and controlling the L2 -norm by the A-norm we
obtain:

2 D 1
g<vvr(h7 h), vvhJ_)L%,v < ?2 (gi,v(]% h))2 + 6—192 vahJ‘Hi ’

Then we have to control the first term. Just by writing it and decomposing terms
in projection onto Ker(L) and onto its orthogonal we yield:

2

2<VU(G5(h))J‘,VUhJ‘>L%U - €_2<VUL(h)avvhl>L§,v_
2

= 6—2<VUL(hl),Vth>Lgm—

2
~= (0 VoV (h), Vih )iz,

2
+g(vm(v - Vah), Voh) e .

Then we can control the first term on the right-hand side thanks to (H1) and
(H2), 6 > 0 to be chosen later:

2(C(9) +v4)

A2

N\

2 (9,10, Vs, I+ 2 (22— ) .
0
We apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the next term, with D to be chosen later:
2 D 2 1% 2
— (Vb Vb < = ||V — L[|V,
R N LR A
For the third term we are going to apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then use
the property (H3). The latter property tells us that the functions in Ker(L) are of
the form a polynomial in v times e~1*/4. This fact combined with the shape of 7,
equation (3.1), shows us that we can control, by a mere Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

the third term. Then the property (3.3) yields the following upper bound:

2 D 1
~S 0 VoV (h), Vol )z, < ;||U-vm(vzh)||§%v+~—vahi\;
5 Dé« z,v
.5C7|—1 2 l/{\ 1 2
< V.h v
= Vel + s 1Vl

Finally, we first use equation (3.3) controling the v-derivatives of 7y, and then
see that the norm of 7y (v.f) is easily controled by the norm of f (just use (H3)
and the definition of 7, (3.1) and apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality) by a factor Cy
(increase this constant if necessary in (3.3)):
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2 D
g<VU7rL(v.Vrh),Vvhl)Lgm < —]|Vv7rL(v.th)Hi%w+
D’ Cﬂ'l

1
< IV + = 9o,

D'C,r 2
< S Vahliy, + —D IVl Iz

We then gather all those bounds to get the last upper bound for the time derivative
of the v-derivative.

d 2 v D DC 5@
GV, < o v+ 200) W+ | S+ = L I9AE,,
vde 2 111 1 e
i w i (or it 5) v 19
D
=2 (G (h 1)

Therefore we obtain (3.14) by taking D = D' = D = 9uvle/vdud, 6 = vivd /6u)
and Dy = 3¢ /v
B.2.7. A new time evolution of (V;h,V,h)2 . By integrating by part in  then in
v we obtain the following equality on the evolution of the scalar product:
d
dt<
We will bound above the first term as in the previous case and for the second
term involving I we use (H4) and Young’s inequality with a constant D3 > 0:

1
2Vl (b h), Vah)rz , < Dy (G5,(hs )" + - Vb3

P
Voh Vohiis, = 2AVoGe(h), Vohiz , + (V0 (h 1), Vohg,

We decompose V,h thanks to 77, and we use (3.4) to control the fluid part of it,
1 Cr
AV, h), Vah) iz, < Ds (Gho(h ) + o= [Vah [y + 52 [ VahllZ:
3 3 :

Finally we obtain an upper bound for the time-derivative:

Cx
€D3

d Ctn cr 1
STy, < [ vt Siwang+ [ S - 2 v,

dt

But now, we can use the properties (3.3) and (3.4) of the projection 7, to go
further.
2
2|V} + 2| Vom (B2
2||Vuht [} + 2Cm Cr mn (B3,
< 2| Vbt + 200 ChCy VL1

IVahlly <
<
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where we used Poincare inequality (3.5) because h is in Ker(G.)*.
Hence we have a final upper bound for the time derivative:

d Cly

AVah, Vih)iz - < {6—2 + 5} |V.h |
20t 2 20LCHCC Cr 1
F HV“thA + { 52; "t eD; e Hvzhnii,v
D

Thus, setting n = 8¢C*C1C,C, /e with e > 1 and D3 = 4C, we obtain equation
(3.15).

B.2.8. Time evolution of H&’hLHLQ , 7 =1 and|j|+ ]l =s. We have the following

time evolution:
d .. . . 92 .
o, = 200 (G o e, + (AT (), e,

As above, we apply (H4) for the last term on the right hand side, with a constant
Dy > 0,

. , I
2<aljr(ha h)aal]hJ_)L%,v < D2 (g;,v(h’ h))2 + 32 Hal]thi ’

Then we evaluate the first term on the right-hand side.

(O L(R). 00" 1z, — (0] (0.Vuh)" )z,

2
€

200 (Ge()* 0 W)z, =

(ﬂll\D

9
%(@JL(hi),a;hﬂ 2 = (v Oy (Vah), ") 1

2O @ o) e

i,ci(j)>0

2, j
+g<6l]7TL(’U . Vzh)7 al]hJ_)Lg% v

Then we shall bound each of these four terms on the right-hand side.
We can first use the properties (H1’) and (H2’) of L to get, for some 0 to be chosen

later,
2 (VM6 2
s+ 2 (0 =2 ) oty

For the three remaining terms we will apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and use
the properties of 7, concerning v-derivatives and multiplications by a polynomial in
v.

First

2 , 2
AL), o) < 5 (CO) + ) 1]

£ ’ 9
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(ool (Vah), oY)z, < 9Hv@im(vxhwigv+LHWHZ
DCﬂ'S

< 187 + AD HajthA
DC’7TS )
> [|opn o iflil=1
[l'|=s
<
= DC._, v 2 ..
== > o 217U+V0Ab€ |07 h*|[, if 1] > 1,
[I|<s—1
where we used that |I| = |s| — |j|. Then
2 o .
_g<al]+6izh’aljhl>L§ 6Z+§h L2, + AD/ Ha]thA

o

D vs, can be decomposed

In the case where [j| > 1 we can also use that ‘

thanks to 7, and its orthogonal projector. Then the fluid part is controlled by the
x-derivatives only.

And finally
2 15 gL D j 1
g@l mr(v-Vih), 00h ") < — Ha (v Vg h) + = |
£
< DC“ 1o0%,
Dvle
)
DO S ot if |5 = 1
£ :
V|=s 0
S\ be
SN Al if]j| > 1,
© e 0
\

We are now able to combine all those estimates to get an upper bound of the
time-derivative we are looking at. We can also give to different bounds, depending
on the size |j]. We also used that the number of i such that ¢;(j) > 0 is less than d.
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In the case |j] > 1,

d , 2 2 (VA6 v 1 d 1 1 - 2
i < B4 b il
D’l/l ZhLH

21/054
1,¢i(4)>0

> ok

DC,. D'C,. DC,,
+ +
2¢ € €

> Jlfn?

[I]<s—1

2(C(0) + 1) Hhi‘
£2

+

HL!
D
+?2 (g;,v(h> h))2 :

And in the case [j| =1,

dgp pLl? 2 (vo 7 S B TN U U
ity < (5005 -8) ik (5 o p) + o) 1ol

g2 5
DC,, D' DC,, 0112
il B s ];Z::SHM
2(C(6) + v
GAEO TV v HE

g2

F2 (201

By taking D = D = 9V1€/V01/5, Dy = 3g/vd, 6 = vpvd/6v) and D' =
Iuie /uivd if 7| = 1, or D' = Quide /v{vd ) if || > 1, we obtain (3 16) and (3.17).

B.2.9. A new time evolution of (Bfi5ih, OPh) 2 . By integrating by part in z then
in v we obtain the following equality on the evolution of the scalar product.

d s . 2 s
L0 o) 1z, = 200 Gulh), )z, + 200, T 1), O

We will bound above the first term as in the previous case and for the second term
involving I we use (H4) and Young’s inequality with a constant D3 > 0. Moreover,
we decompose 9k into its fluid part and its microscopic part and we apply (3.4) on
the fluid part. This yields

A 1 Cr

Finally we obtain an upper bound for the time-derivative:

0s
al 05

|

. cL cL
5Ol h)e | < [—”+—] ot +

o + ( % _é) loPhllZ,
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Now we can use the properties of 7, concerning the v-derivatives, equation (3.3),
the equivalence of norm under the projection 7, equation (3.4), and Poincare in-

equality get the following upper bound:

2
L.

lotsnlly < 2llorsht|y+2 08 s m )]
< 2| [y + 20mCx [ s (W7,
< 2ffofts bt 420 Ce DT (19005, -
|<s—1 ’

Therefore,
d s Ctp 1 2 20F | 5 2 C. 1
Gt < |Gl o] et I+ 25 okt + (S - 2) lltl

2C*C,,Cy Ds

= 2 Nl + 2 (@)

[I|<s—1

We finally define n = 8¢C*Cr Crd/e, with e > 1, and D3 = 2C, to yield equation
(3.18).

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THE HYDRODYNAMICAL LIMIT LEMMAS

In this section we are going to prove all the different lemmas used in section 9.
All along the demonstration we will use this inequality:

(C.1) Vt>0,keN'. ¢q>0,p>0, a2 et Cp(a)t?™?.

C.1. Study of the linear part.

C.1.1. Proof of Lemma 8.6. Fix T in [0, +00|. By integrating we compute

. € in.x . io‘jt‘n‘—ﬁ-t\m2 noya
/ Usihindt = Y e™ / e—e At ar| By, ol Bin(n, v)
0 0

neZi—{0}

£ ioij\n\

= D e 5 {e e ATl _ 1] Pojhin(n,v).
nenisqoy Loyl —eb;nl

The Fourier transform is an isometry in L2 and therefore

T n .

0
Finally, we know that, like ey, Py, is continuous on the compact S~ and so is
bounded. But the latter is a linear operator acting on L? and therefore it is bounded

2 9 2
<e Z 2 1
L2712 nezd—{0} 0@2’ |TL‘ + €2B]2 |n|

L3
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by My, in the operator norm on L?. Thus

T
/ U hindt
0

2 g8]\4—02]22

«
L2L3 J nezd—{0}

han (2, -)‘

L3

07 2
< 52(1—?] [hin (s ) 722

which is the expected result.

Now, let us look at the L?-norm of this operator, to see how the torus case is
different from the case R? studied in [1] and [12].
Consider a direction n; in the Fourier transform space of the torus and define ¢, =
F 1 (em™). We have the following equality

~ A ~ iajtlng| 2 ni ~
<U§jhma¢n1>Lg = <U§jhm,¢m>L% =e = Hitml Py; (m) hin(n1,0).
1
If we do not integrate in time, one can easily see that this expression cannot have
a limit as ¢ tends to 0 if Fp; (%) hin(ni,v) # 0, and so we cannot even have a

weak convergence. The difference with the whole space case is this possibility to
single out one mode in the frequency space in the case of the torus. This leads to
the possible existence of periodic function at a given frequency, the norm of which
will never decrease. This is impossible in the case of a continuous Fourier space, as
in R¢, and well described by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma.

Therefore we have a convergence without averaging in time if and only if Py, (ﬁ) Rin(n1,v) =
0, for all j = £1 and all direction n;. This means that for all j = +1 and all ny,

eoi | ,izm 12 = 0. By the expression known (see theorem 8.3) of egi1, this is
J ‘TL1| v
true if and only if V, - u;, = 0 and py, + 65, = 0.

C.1.2. Proof of Lemma 8.7. This lemma deals with three different terms and we
study them one by one because they behaviour are quite different.

The term Uj;: We remind that we have

re 2 fgtitl g i [t~ n\ -
Ulgjhm = Xlen|<no€ ¢ Byt <6€2%(‘€n‘) - 1) POj <w) hm(na U)'

If we take T' > 0, by Parseval identity we get
2 2

T i t\n\
/ Ulajhindt Z X|en<no| / € ~itlnl < 7%(‘&1‘ )dt' HPOJ in 2
0

‘ niy nezd—{0}
But then we can use the fact that |e® — 1] < |a] €9l the inequalites satisfied by ;
and the computational inequality (C.1) to obtain
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T io; t\n\ ‘ t (‘ D T 3 tBj 2
/ ez Pitnl’ <esm en —1) dt| < C'Wa/ tin| e 2" " qt
0 0

T
y 1 ] 2
< CeCypy <%)/ e L gy
0

. +oo 1 8,
< 07603/2 (%) %e_Tdt,
0

which is independent of n and is written Ie. Therefore we have the expected in-
equality, by using the continuity of F;,

T
0

The last two inequalities we want to show comes from Parseval’s identity, the
properties of 7; and the computational inequality (C.1):

2
2[2MJ Hhm||L2L2 .

L3L2

2
€ 2 — ; n2 L n 2 n 7

HUljhmHIﬂL? — Z X|en|<no€ 2B;t|n| 652%\6 | _ 1 POj (W) Rin

2L3 i n L2
< Mg]CQ ’ Z Xlsn\<not2 ‘n‘ it Hh ’
nezd—{0}
(C.2) < MgCle 202( ) Z Xienj<no 2" € L2
n€zd—{0} :

Finally, if we integrate in ¢ between 0 and +oc we obtain the expected second
8;t
inequality of the lemma. If we merely bound e~ 5 Inl by one and use the fact that
Xen|<no < 1 and Xjen|<no€ |n\2 < nd we obtain the third inequality of the lemma for
0 =1 and 0 = 0. Then by interpolation we obtain the general case for 0 < < 1.
The term Uj;: Fix T'> 0. By Parseval’s identity we have

2

T T o t\n\ 2 ~ A
‘ / Us;hindt = Z Xlen|<ny / e —Bytin?+ 5 (lenl) 3¢ |€”|2H Pyihin
0 L3} nezd—{o}
4 ~ n\ . |2
< Y ——lenP||Py (lenl, ) han|
nezd— {O}/B | ‘ |n| L%

where we used the inequalities satisfied by v and integration in time.

Then, P; is continuous on the compact [—ng, ng] x S¥~ and so is bounded, as an
operator acting on L? by Mi; > 0. Hence, Parseval’s identity offers us the first
inequality of the lemma.

~_The last two inequalities are just using Parseval’s identity and the continuity of
Plj' Indeed,

L3
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2
2 o t\n\ —8; t| ‘ ~ 2
€ o nl+ -5 (len|)
HUthmHLsz - E Xlen|<ng |€ ! ? ! |5n| Pl] )hzn
nezZi—{0}
2 2 —t8;|n|?
S Mye § : Xjenf<ng 1| €51 L2
nezZi—{0} v

We recognize here the same form of inequality (C.2). Thus, we obtain the last
two inequalities of the statement in the same way.

The term Us;: We remind the reader that

) gt
Us; = (X\Enléno — 1) e —B;t|n|? P, (‘n‘) .
n

We have the following inequality

}X|en|<n0 - 1‘ < —.

Therefore, replacing Plj by - o Foj and B35 by 25; (since 5;(|en|) < gj \n|2) in the
proof made for U3; we obtam the expected three inequalities for Us;h;,, the last one
only with § = 1.

To have the last inequality in ¢, it is enough to bound } Xl|en|<no — 1‘ by 1 and then
using the continuity of Fpy; to have the result for 6 = 0. Finally, we interpolate to
get the general result for all 0 <0 <1

C.1.3. Proof of Lemma 8.8. Thanks to Theorem 8.3 we have that

~ ~ 2
[Ushanl332 = ||Ont/e% en, o)l < CRe™% a2y

L2112

But then we have, thanks to the technical lemma C.1, that e 2% < 01/2(20)%,

which gives us the last two inequalities we wanted. For the first inequality, a mere
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yields

T
/zg%ﬁ
0

which gives us the first inequality by integrating in .

2

T
<T/!W%m&q%
0

LIL3

Now, let us suppose that we have the strong convergence down tot =0. At t =0
we can write that e/“s = Id and therefore that:
2

n N
Id = Xlen|<no Z F)] (|€TL‘ > m) + UR(O, en, U).

j=-1

We have the strong convergence down to 0 as € tends to 0. Therefore, taking the
2

latter equality at ¢ = 0 we have, because » Py =7z,
j=—1

Ur(0,0,v) = 1d — 7.
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Then Ughy, tends to 0 as  tends to 0 in C([0, +00), L2L2) if and only if hy, belongs
to Ker(L).
In that case, we can use the proof of Lemma 6.2 of [1] in which they noticed that

2
Us(t, z,v) = 9 UL(0, z,v) = ' [}";1 (Id — Xen|<no Z Pj(en)) ]-"x] .

j=1

Thanks to that new form we have that, if h;, = 71 (hin),

2
U}%(t?xa U)h'm = etGE [‘Fm_l ((1 - X\EnKno) - |€77,| Xlen|<no Z Plj(gn)> hm] ’

i=—1

2
because 7, = Y Fy,.

j=—1
Therefore we can redo the same estimates we worked out in the previous lemmas
and use the same interpolation method to get the result stated in Lemma 8.8.

C.2. Study of the bilinear part.

C.2.1. A simplification without loss of generality. All the terms we are about to
study, apart from the remainder term, are of the following form

fj(ue):/o Z g(t, s, k,x)P(n)u.(s, k,v)ds,

neZi—{0}

with P(n) being a projector in L?, bounded uniformely in n.

Looking at the dual definition of the norm of a function in L? ,, we can consider

fin € (T? x R?) such that || f||,, =1 and take the scalar product with ¢ (uc).
This yields, since P is a projector and thus symmetric,

Wi Nz, = [ [ X atts kP fgds

nezd—{0}

©3 - [ [ X stk P s

n€Zi—{0}

We are working in L2L? in order to simplify computations as they are exactly the
same in higher Sobolev spaces. Therefore, we can assume that hypothesis (H4) is
still valid in L2 without loss of generality. This means

(C.4) (e, P(n) f) iz < IAll g2z [2lla, (1P(2) F ], -

Finally, in terms of Fourier coefficients in x, P(n) is a projector in L? and uni-
formely bounded in n as an operator in L2.
Thus, combining (C.4) and the definition of the functional E, (6.2), we see that
T 2
/ it
0

LIL3

-
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at (C.3), we can consider without loss of generality that the following holds (even
for the remainder term) for all 7" > 0:

is a continuous operator from C(R*, L2L2 F(-)) to C(R™, L2L%, ||| ;2,2)- Looking

G = [ stk ks

n€Zi—{0}
T
J

C.2.2. Proof of Lemma 8.9. For the first inequality, fix 7" > 0 and integrate by part
in ¢ to obtain

T ' T o oajtos) ) .
JRE T S| ( | e meonm |n|fa(8)ds) it
0 0 0

nezd—{0}

T
X £ ,aj(Tfs) 2 ~
_ in.x i n|—(T=s)B;jIn|" _ ]_) f d :|
E e - e S)as| .
iaj n| = epB; |n] Vo ( )

nezd—{0}

with
~ ]2
dt < M;E(h.)*.

g
L3L3

Finally we can use Parseval’s identity

2 2

T 2 T
£ A~
g (u)dt < —T/ 2 ‘ fa(s,n,v)’ ds
‘ /0 ! L%L% nEZg—:{O} 626]2 ‘n‘2 + a]Q 0 L12)
2M2.
< —21]T€2E(h5)2,
%

J

where we used the subsection above and Parseval’s identity again. This is exactly
the expected result.

C.2.3. Proof of Lemma 8.11. We divide this proof in three paragraphes, each of
them studying a different term.

The term ¢f;: We will just prove the last two inequalities and then merely applying
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality will lead to the first one.

Fix t > 0. By a change of variable we can write

. t ;s 4. 2 s . " N
Vi (ue) = Z 6zk.zX€n<n0/0 e < Inl=Assinl <662%(|6 b — 1) In| f-(t — s)ds.
nezZi—{0}

By the study made in the proof of Lemma 8.7 we have that

t i s s ~
/ o 22 ]~ sl <€gwj-<\an\> _ 1) in| f-(t — 5)ds
0

¢
Bis\ 12
4 e
< Gy n| 5/ se oI
0

Then we use the computational inequality (C.1) and a Cauchy-Schwarz to obtain
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t
/ o % n|—Bjs|n|? (65%"/j(|6n|)_1> |n| ti.ds
0
<eC Cl (&) \n| / J % |n? f )ds
0

4 t e S) 1/2
(C.5) <eC,C4 (&) In|? 5 {/ e = ds] :
B Inl” LJo

We can obtain the result by using Parseval’s identity, denoting C' a constant
independent of € and 7', the continuity of P;; and the computational inequality

(C.1).

Byt=s)s
Hwi]( HL2L2\C Z Xlen|<no€ ‘n‘/ Jt

n€Zi—{0}

(s ) L ds.

Bj(t S)|n\2

If we merely bound e~
Xjen|<no€2 |n|° < n2 we obtain the third inequality of the lemma for § = 1 and § = 0.
Then by interpolation we obtain the general case for 0 < ¢ < 1.

If we integrate in t between 0 and a fixed T" > 0, a mere integration by part
yields the expected control on the Ltw o-norm. Finally, from the latter control and
a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we deduce the first inequality.

by one and use the fact that x|.n<n, < 1 and

The term ¢5;: As in the case zﬁlj, we are going to prove the third inequality only.
FixT >0, a change of variable gives us

T
)= 3 6““‘“’”xm|<n0/ ¢ L ml=Bialnl®+ 5 enD g 2 £ (T — 8)dis
0

n€Zi—{0}

We can see that

T
/ e 2% ) Bjsln|*+57;(lenl) |n\ f(
0

f(T - s)) ds.

T .
ot [
0

This bound is of the same form as equation (C.5). Therefore we have the same
result.

The term ¢3;: As above, we will show the third inequality only.
Fix T' > 0, we can write

. T o ;s ) 2 ~
P5(us) = Z e (X|enj<no — 1)/ e = M=Bssinl | F(T — s, n,v)ds.
0

nezi—{0}

Looking at the fact that }X|m|<n0 — 1‘ g'"' , we find the same kind of inequality as
equation (C.5). Thus, we reach the same result



FROM BOLTZMANN TO INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES ON THE TORUS 61

C.2.4. Proof of Lemma 8.12. We remind the reader that

t
1
Wilu) = [ LUR(E - 9)f(s)ds.
0
and that, by Theorem 8.3,
Uz follZ2 e < CRe™*2 [1fellZase -

Hence, a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives us the third inequality for ||, (u.)(T) ||ig 125
and then the two others inequality stated above.

C.2.5. Proof of Lemma 8.14. We remind the reader that
U(u) = Fy ' [W5o(w) + ¥ (w)] F

As above, and because in that case a; = 0, we can write ¢, (u. — u)(T), for some

T > 0, and apply a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

T 2
/ el P (he — b, he + h)ds| dv
0

€ 2 2
i =y @) = Y Wl [
nezd—{0} R
M 2
< 57 Sup [T(he = by he + 1) 722 -
j te[0,T]

But because T¢ is bounded in R? and thanks to (H4) and the boundedness of
(h.). and h (both bounded by M) in H:L? (Theorem 2.3), we can have the following
control:

IT(he = o he + 1)} < AMPCEVolume(T?) |[he — A s

Therefore we obtain the last inequality and the first two just come from Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality.
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