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A CONSISTENCY ESTIMATE FOR KAC’S MODEL OF ELASTIC
COLLISIONS IN A DILUTE GAS

By JAMES NORRIs!
University of Cambridge

An explicit estimate is derived for Kac’s mean-field model of col-
liding hard spheres, which compares, in a Wasserstein distance, the
empirical velocity distributions for two versions of the model based
on different numbers of particles. For suitable initial data, with high
probability, the two processes agree to within a tolerance of order
N~4 where N is the smaller particle number and d is the dimen-
sion, provided that d > 3. From this estimate we can deduce that the
spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation is well posed in a class of
measure-valued processes and provides a good approximation to the
Kac process when the number of particles is large. We also prove in
an appendix a basic lemma on the total variation of time-integrals of
time-dependent signed measures.

1. Kac process. Kac [8] proposed in 1954 a random process to model
the dynamics of a dilute gas. The process models the velocities of N parti-
cles in R? as they evolve under elastic collisions. The case d = 3 is of main
interest, but we will allow any d > 2. Since no account is taken of particle
positions, any physical justification for the model relies on assumptions of
spatial homogeneity and rapid mixing. It is thus impossible to give a phys-
ical meaning to the number of particles N. Yet, on the mathematical side,
we have to make a choice. Hence it is of interest to show consistency for
sufficiently large values of V.

Kac’s process depends on a choice of collision kernel B. This is a finite
measurable kernel B(v,do) on R? x S9=! which is chosen to model physical
characteristics of the gas. The collision kernel specifies the rate for collisions
of pairs of particles with incoming relative velocity v and outgoing direction
of separation o. Since collisions are assumed to conserve momentum and
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energy, for a pair of particles with pre-collision velocities v and v,, and
hence relative velocity v — vy, the post-collision velocities v = v/ (v, vy, 0)
and v, = v/ (v,v,,0) are determined by the direction of separation through

/ / / /
vV U, =0+ Uy, v — v, = v — vyo.

We will often write u for the direction of approach, given by u= (v —wv,)/|v—
vi|. We assume throughout that, for all u € S9=!, B(u,-) is a probability
measure, supported on S\ {—w,u}, and that the following standard scal-
ing and symmetry properties hold. For A € [0,00) and u € S9!, and for any
isometry R of S%1, we have

(1) B(\u, ) =\B(u,-),  B(Ru,-)=B(u,-)o R™%.

Our main results require further that the map w+— B(u,-) is Lipschitz on
591 for the total variation norm on measures on S 1. Then there is a
constant & € [1,00) such that, for all v, € R?,

(2) IB(v,) = B, )l < slv =],

Here and throughout, we denote the total variation norm by || -||. The Boltz-
mann sphere S is the set of probability measures p on R¢ such that?

o) = [ ontae) =0, (ol = [ foPutao) =1

For N € N, write Sy for the subset of S of normalized empirical measures of
the form N1 ZZ]\L 1 0; - The Kac process with collision kernel B and particle
number N is the Markov chain in Sy with generator G given on bounded
measurable functions F' by

GF () = N {F(u7%) = F(u)}u(do)u(dv.) B(o — v, do),
Rd xRdx Sd—1

where
Mvvv*ya =/ + N71{5U, + 57_;; - 5’0 - 51}*}'

The choice of state-space Sy is possible because in each collision the number
of particles, the momentum v + v, and the energy |v|? + |v,|? are conserved.
There is no Kac process on 81 because this set is empty. For N > 2, the
transition rates of the Kac process are bounded by 2N on Sy. Hence, by
the elementary theory of Markov chains, given any initial state /,L(])V € Sn,
there exists a Kac process (11 )¢>0 in Sy starting from 17, the law of this
process is unique, and almost surely it takes only finitely many values in any
compact time interval.

2Here, on the left-hand side, and where convenient below, we use v to denote the
identity function on R¢.



A CONSISTENCY ESTIMATE FOR KAC’S MODEL 3

It is of special interest to model particles colliding as hard spheres. Under
plausible physical assumptions, this leads, by a well-known calculation, to
the choice of kernel B(v,do) o |v|sin3~%(0/2) do, where 6 € [0, 7] is given by
cos = u-o and do is the uniform distribution on S9!, It is straightforward
to check that (1) and (2) hold in this case for all d > 2. Indeed, for d =3, we
can take K =1, and the dynamics have a particularly simple description: for
every pair of particles (v,v.), at rate |v — v.|/IN, consider the sphere with
poles at v and v,; choose randomly a new axis for the sphere, label the poles
v and v), and replace v and v, by v' and ..

Consider the set F of functions f on R? such that

<t f(o) = f@) < o=

for all v,v’, where?

f(o) = f0)/(1+ o).

Define a distance function W on S by

W{(p,v) =sup(f,p—v).
feF

Then W makes S into a complete separable metric space. This is shown in
Section 9, along with the convergence of a natural approximation scheme by
random samples in (S, W). Our first main result is the following consistency
estimate for Kac processes with different numbers of particles. We make no
assumption on the joint law of the processes. They could, for example, be
independent.

THEOREM 1.1. Assume that the collision kernel B satisfies conditions
(1) and (2). Let € € (0,1], A € [1,00), p € (2,00) and T € [0,00). Then
there exist constants a(d,p) >0 and C(B,d,e,\,p,T) < oo with the follow-
ing property. Let N,N' € N with N < N’ and let (u))i>0 and (N )i>o be
Kac processes in Sy and Sy such that

(3) (ol mdy <A (olPug”) < A
Then, with probability exceeding 1 — e, for all t € [0,T], we have
W) < COV (i, 1" )+ N~%).

We have not found a way to prove a similar estimate for p = 2. This is
consistent with the current theory for the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann
equation where also, for p = 2, there is no quantitative stability estimate.
We can improve the rate of convergence at the cost of a stronger moment
condition.

3The notation is chosen as a reminder of the shape of the weight function 1/(1 + |v]?).
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THEOREM 1.2.  Assume further that (u) )e>o and (ul¥')i>0 are adapted
as Markov processes to a common filtration. For p > 8 and d > 3, we can
take o =1/d in Theorem 1.1. Also, for p>8 and d =2, we can replace N~
in Theorem 1.1 by N~Y2log N .

The theorems could be considered as providing a measure of accuracy
for a Monte Carlo scheme, using say N computational particles, for the
evolution of a Kac process having a much larger number of particles N’.

The rates of convergence in Theorem 1.2 are known to be optimal for
the convergence of sample empirical distributions in Wasserstein distance.
Indeed, there is no discrete approximation scheme for a smooth measure
which achieves a rate better than N~/¢. So it seems unlikely that the rates
in can be improved in this context. Our need for the condition p > 8 can
be traced to the stochastic convolution estimates in Section 7. We show
in Section 9 that, for laws in & having a finite pth moment, their sample
empirical distributions converge in the metric W with optimal rates if p >
3d/(d — 1), but this can fail if p < 3d/(d —1). This makes it plausible that
some moment condition beyond p > 2 is necessary for the conclusions of
Theorem 1.2, but we do not know whether this is so.

By combining Theorem 1.2 with Proposition 3.1 below, we obtain the
following estimate.

THEOREM 1.3. For d >3, for all € € (0,1] and all 7,T € (0,00) with
T < T, there is a constant C(B,d,e,7,T) < oo such that, for all N,N' € N
with N < N’ and any Kac processes (Hiv)tzo mn Sy and (,u,{v/)tzo mn Sy,
with probability exceeding 1 — e, for all t € [1,T], we have

W, 1) < COV (') + N1/,

Note that 7 can be arbitrarily small, and we obtain here the optimal rate
N~1/4 without the supplementary moment condition (3). Thus it is only for
the initial evolution of the processes that consistency may rely on a such a
moment condition.

We have avoided so far any mention of the Boltzmann equation, which
classically is the starting point for kinetic theory. We shall show in our
other main results, Theorem 10.1 and Corollaries 10.2 and 10.3, that the
consistency estimate leads quickly to existence and uniqueness of measure
solutions for the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation, and conver-
gence to such solutions of the Kac process in the large N limit. Indeed,
we obtain a more precise estimate of this convergence than was previously
known. This was the original motivation for our work.

In the next two sections, we identify martingales of the Kac process, and
we derive some moment estimates. The difference of two Kac processes, with
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the same collision kernel but different numbers of particles, satisfies a noisy
version of a linearized Boltzmann equation. In Section 4 we develop a rep-
resentation formula for solutions of this equation in terms of an auxiliary
branching process, which we call the linearized Kac process. We use cou-
pling arguments for this process to develop some estimates. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 5.

We develop in Section 6 some further continuity estimates for the lin-
earized Kac process, and in Section 7 some maximal inequalities for stochas-
tic convolutions appearing in the representation formula. These are then
used in Section 8 to prove Theorem 1.2. The relation of our estimates to
prior work on the Kac process and the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann
equation is discussed in Section 10. The final section is a self-contained ap-
pendix, proving a basic result on the evolution of signed measures, which is
used in Sections 4 and 10.

2. Martingales of the Kac process. We compute the martingale decom-
position for linear functions of the Kac process ()" )t>0. Set E'= R? x R¥ x
S9=1 % (0,00). Denote by m the un-normalized empirical measure on E of
the set of all random vectors (V,V,,3,T) such that there is a collision at
time 7T in the particle system (1 );>0 of a velocity pair (V, Vi) with direction
of separation . Denote by m the random measure on E given by

m(dv, dv,, do, dt) = Npl (dv)pl (dve)B(v — vy, do) dt.

Define a random signed measure M” on (0,00) x R? by specifying, for
bounded measurable functions f on (0,00) x R?, the integral?

t
MY = [y = [ s,
A%

(4) =5 AR+ 100 = 1) = 1.0}
X 1o, (8)(m —m)(dv, dvs, do, ds).

Then, by standard results for Markov chains, the process (MtN’f )i>0 is a
martingale. We use the same notation also in the case where f has no de-
pendence on the time parameter. Define for finite measures p,v on R a
signed measure Q(p,v) on R? by specifying, for bounded measurable func-
tions f of compact support in R?, the integral
1Quw) = [ W)+ )~ F0) — (02}
(5) Rd xRdx Sd—1
X p(dv)v(dvy) B(v — vy, do).

We will sometimes write fs for f(s,).
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Then the martingale decomposition for ({f, 1l¥));>0 is given by

t
(6) oy = (Foud) + MM 4 /0 QY 1)) ds.

We note for later use the following estimates. First, by Doob’s L?-inequality,®

E (sup| MY )

s<t

(1 < %E/E{fs(v’) + fo(0)) = fs(v) = fo(v) F Lo, (s)m(dv, dvs, do, ds)

<128 fllact/N.

Next, for the total variation measure |M™| of M”, we have

E / (14 [0]?)| M (ds, dv)|
(0,¢] x R4

<E [ (4 200 + 2010 (5)m + m) v, do., do, d)
E

t
:E// (8 + 4[v|? + 4fv. ) |v — vi| Y (dv) i (dwy) ds
0 JRIxR4

t
< 241[3/ (14 |, uly ds.
0

We used |v — vy] < |v| + |vi| and the fact that p¥ € S for the second inequal-
ity. Finally, for any interval (s,s’] during which (1})¢>0 does not jump,
there is no contribution to the left-hand side of (8) from m, so the same
calculation yields the following pathwise estimate:

!

S
O [P <12 [ ol ) dr
(s,8']| xR s

3. Moment estimates for the Kac process. We derive some moment in-
equalities for the Kac process, which we shall use later. The basic arguments
are standard for the Boltzmann equation and are applied to the Kac process
in [13], Lemma 5.4. We have quantified the moment-improving property and
added some maximal inequalities. We begin with the Povzner inequality. For
all p € (2,00), there is a constant 3(B,p) > 0 such that, for all v, v, € R? and
for u= (v —wvs)/|v — vil,

[ O P = ol? = Py B, )

For the same calculation in a general setting, see, for example, [2], Proposition 8.7.
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(10) —1 —1 —1
< =B+ [velP) + 87 (Jol[oxP7 + 0[P vi]).

Here is a proof for the class of collision kernels we consider. Note first that
[0/ P+ 041 < (ol + [os )"
< [ofP + [P+ C () ([l |ox[P~H + [P~ o).

It suffices by symmetry to consider the case |v,| < |[v|. Set y = |v — vi|(u +
0)/2, then v' = v, +y and |y|? = |v — v.|*t, where t = (1 +u-c)/2. Note that

€ (0,1) for B(u,-)-almost all o. We use the inequalities |[v'| < |y|+ |v.| and
|v — vi| < |v| + |vi]| to see that, for all 6 € (0,1],

W) < (L+8)|yl? 4+ 1+ 6 Y|va)? < (1+68)2tw]> +2(1 + 6 Y)|v.]?

From this inequality and a similar one for |v,|?, we deduce that, for some
C(p) < oo,

[P < (14 8PPl + C(p)o o,

L < (L4 8L = )2 of? + C(p)d o P.
Then

17+ )P = fol? = [
< B8, )([oP + [ P) + C(p)d ™ (folloe P~ + o~ uu)),
where 8(8,t) = (1 — (1 + 8)PTL(tP/2 4 (1 — t)P/2))F /2. Set B(8) = (6/C(p)) A
Jga-1 B(0,t)B(u,do). Then we obtain (10) for u with 3= () by integrat-

ing (12). But () does not depend on u by the symmetry condition (1) and
B(6) >0 for all sufficiently small §, so we are done.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let (ul¥)i>0 be a Kac process with collision kernel
B satisfying (1). Let p € [2,00) and q € (2,00) with p <q. There exists a
constant C(B,p,q) < oo such that, for all t >0, we have

(13) E((Jo]%, p) < COA+ ) (|0’ 1))
Moreover, there is a constant C(B,q) < oo such that, for all t >0,
(14) E(sup(Jol?, 1)) < (1 + Ct)([ol?, ),

s<t

and there is a constant C(B,p,q) < oo such that, for all t >0,

(15)  E(sup(1+ o ud — D)) < Ol 1ol )
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PROOF. By the Povzner inequality, there are constants 3(B,q) > 0 and
C(B,q) < oo such that, for all v,v, € R?,

o AT = o = 1} B0 0. do)

< =Blv = vl (Jo]? + [va]?) + B o — vl (ol [ + [0 o)
< =BT + o T + C 0|7 (1 + [os]) + (14 v]) o).

Set fo(t) = E((|v|% 1)) and fou(t) = fo(t)/f;, where fy = sup;qfy(t).
Since (|v|?, ) < N2 for all p€ S, we have f,(t) < N2 < oo for all t. The
process ({|v]?, u¥))¢>0 makes jumps of size {|v/|7 + |[v.|9 — |[v]? — v, |7} /N at
rate NulY (dv)ud (dv.)B(v — v, do) dt. Hence

fq(t) :fq(o)

t
+E/ / {10174 oL — [o]? — [ p el (do) (o) B(v - vy, do) ds
0

t t
<10 =28 [ fr(s)ds+20 [ fi(s)ds

By Hélder’s inequality, we have f,(£)7 Pt < f,1(¢)97P f,(t), so we deduce
that

t 11 t
Fun(t) < fap(0) — 26 / (Fyp(s) /07 g5 4 20 / Fo(s) ds
0 0

which implies by standard arguments that, for some C(B,p,q) < co and all
t >0, we have

(16) fap() SO+ fop(0) ATPTT).
Now f5 =1, so by taking p = 2, we obtain (13), for the cases p=2 and p=gq.
In particular, this shows that f < C{|vfP, ud¥) for all p, so (16) implies (13)
also for p € (2,q).

Consider the process (A¢)>o starting from 0 which jumps by {|v||v. |77 +
0|7 uu[}/N when ((Jv]%, 157))e=0 jumps by {[v'|9 + [v(|* —[v|? — [v|7}/N.
Then

t
E(4)=E / / {ollonl?™ 4 ol o Ho — vl (do) (dv.) ds
0 JRAxRA

t
< 4/0 fq(s)ds.

Now sup,<([v|%, u)) < (|v|?, 1)) + C(q) A¢ for all ¢, where C(q) is the con-
stant from (11). Hence we obtain (14) by taking expectations and using the
case p = q of (13) to estimate f,.
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The process ((1+ |v[?, [ — pd¥|))i>0 jumps by at most {4+ [v/|P + |v,|P +
[v[P + [v4[P}/N at each jump of (1Y )¢>0. Consider the process (B;);>o start-
ing from 0 which jumps by {1+ |[v|P + |v.[P}/N at the same times. Then
(1 + [v|P, |pdY — pd’]) < 2PB; whenever s <t and

t
BB) =B [ [ (Ul + o Ho - ol (o) (do.) ds
0 JRIxR4

t
§6/ fpri1(s)ds.

0
So (15) follows from (13). O

4. Linearized Kac process and representation formula. In this section
we introduce a branching process of signed particles in R? which may be
considered as a linearization of the Kac process. A particular case of this
process allows us to write a representation formula for the difference of
two Kac processes (u)¥);>0 and (1) );>0. We use coupling arguments to
obtain continuity estimates for the branching process, which are later used
to control pu — N ". The representation formula rests only on the fact that
(1N — 1N )i>0 solves the linear equation (25) below. It seems possible that
the same conclusions can be reached by a direct analysis of this equation,
but we have not done this.

The branching process will have “positive” and “negative” particles, mak-
ing the following general notation convenient. Given a set V', we denote by
V* the signed space V x {—1,1} =V~ UV ™, by 7 the projection V* — V
and by 74 the bijections V* — V. Note that * does not signify the dual
space. From now on, we set V =R¢%,

The data for our branching process are an initial time s € [0,00) and an
initial type v € V*, together with a process (p¢)¢>0 of measures on R? such
that, for all ¢,

(17) (Lo <1, {jof,p) <1.

The case p; = (ud + p¥')/2 will be of main interest later. Consider the
continuous-time branching particle system® with types in V* where each

5The dynamics of the branching process can be motivated as follows. Fix a large integer
N, and suppose that (Np¢)i>0 evolves as an unnormalized Kac process on N particles.
Consider the perturbed process obtained by introducing one additional particle of velocity
v at time s, where the pairwise collision rules are unchanged and where transitions are
coupled as far as possible with the original. The discrepancy between the original and the
perturbed systems will grow over time approximately as the branching process (A} )¢>s, a
“negative” particle in V'~ corresponding to one present in the original system but removed
by collision in the perturbed system. Formally, the approximation becomes exact as N —
0o. We do not rely on this. The construction of (A}):;>s does not require (p;)¢>0 to be a
Kac process.
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particle of type v in V*, at rate 2p;(dvy)B(v — vs,do)dt for v, € R? and
o € 8?1 dies and is replaced by three particles v'(v,vs,0) and v’(v,vs,0)
in V* and v, in VF. More properly, the rate is 2p;(dvs) B(7(v) — vy, do) dt
and the offspring are (v/'(7(v),v4,0),1), (V. (7(v),v4,0),1) and (v4, —1) when
ve VT and (v (7(v),vs,0),—1), (V.(7(v),vs,0),—1) and (vs,1) when v €
V~. We assume throughout that, for all ¢t > 0,

t
(18) /0 (Jv]3, ps) ds < oo.

We will show that (18) ensures there is no explosion; that is, the time T,
of the nth branching event tends to oo almost surely. So the process is well
defined for all time by the specification of its branching rates, and consists at
all times ¢ > s of a finite number of particles. Write (A}):>s for the associated
process of un-normalized empirical measures on V*. We call this process the
linearized Kac process in environment (pt)e>o starting from v at time s.

Set Ay =Afor~. Then (A;)¢>s is itself the empirical process of a branch-
ing process in V', in which we forget the book-keeping exercise of giving a
sign to each particle. Write E(, ,) for the expectation over (A});>s to recall
that A¥ =0, and that this is not the full expectation in the case that (p;)¢>0
is itself random. Given an initial type v € R¢, without a sign, we will by
default start the process (Af);>s with the positive type (v, 1).

PrROPOSITION 4.1.  There is almost surely no explosion in the branching
construction described above. Moreover, for all p € [2,00), there is a constant
c(p) < 0o such that, for all v € R? and all t > s, we have

t
Es o) (14 0P, Ar) < (1+ \vo\p)eXP{C(p)/ {1+ oI+, pr) d?”}-
In particular we can take c(2) =8.

We will reserve the notation ¢(p) for this constant throughout. We will
also use throughout the notation

A=A —A;, AF=Afonih

Thus A and A; are random measures on R? which are the empirical
distributions of positive and negative particles, and A; is a random signed
measure on R?. Note that A; = A;” + A; . By Proposition 4.1, we can define,
for any s,t > 0 with s <t, a linear map Fy on the set of measurable functions
of quadratic growth on R¢ by

Egf(v)= E(s,v) (f, ]\t>

Note that, by the Markov property, we have FEsFy, = Eg,. We will write
fst for Eg f and sometimes just fs when the value of t is understood. We
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will use the same notation for functions f of polynomial growth, whenever
(pt)t>0 has sufficient moments for this to make sense using Proposition 4.1.
We base our main argument on the following representation formula, which
is proved at the end of this section.

PROPOSITION 4.2. In the case where p; = (ul¥ + pulN')/2 for all t, we
have

t t
(o =) = o g = 1ig") + / (Fot, M) — / (Fotr dMY).
0 0
We will use the following two estimates expressing continuity of the lin-
earized Kac process in its initial data. Write ||f|| for the smallest constant

such that |f(v)] <||f| and |f(v)— f ()| < ||f|||v =] for all v,v’ € R%. Thus
feF if and only if | f|| < 1.

PROPOSITION 4.3.  Assume condition (2). Then
t
[Estfll < 3(1+6r(t — s)) eXp{/ 8(1+ [0, pr) d"”} [nalE
S

PROPOSITION 4.4.  For allv € R? and all s, ' € [0,t] with s < s', we have

|Est f(v) — Es’tf(v)‘
t s’
<5(1+ |’U|3)6XP{/ 8(1+ |U|37pr>d"”}||f||/ 1+ v, pr) dr.

Proor or PrROPOSITION 4.1. Consider first the case p=2 and s =0.
Fix vp € R%, and consider the branching particle system (A¢)t<c starting from
0y, at time 0 and run up to explosion ¢ =sup,, T,,. Note that, at a branching
event with colliding particle velocity vy, the total number of particles in the
system increases by 2, and the total kinetic energy increases by |[v'|? +[v.]? +
|ve|? — |v]? = 2]vs|?. Hence (1 + |[v]?, A¢) makes jumps of size 2(1 + |v.|?) at
rate 2|v — vy Ay (dv)pi(dvs) dt. Set S, = inf{t < (:(1+|v|*,A;) > n}, and
set

g(t) = E(O,’L}o)(l + ‘v‘27At/\Sn>'
Note that S,, <T,,. We use the estimate
(1 [oe*) o = va] <201+ 0]*) (1 + [ou]?)

to see that

Lot Pl = s do)u(do) < 2mae) 1+ ol ),
X
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where m3(t) = (1 + |v|3, p;). Hence, by optional stopping, the process

tASh
(14 [0, Aurs, ) —/ 8ma(s)(L+ [u]?, As) ds
0

is a supermartingale. On taking expectations, we obtain

tASh
9(t) <1+ [uol® + Eoan) / 8ima(s)(1+ |o]?, A,) ds
0

t
<1+ |vp|? +/ 8ms(s)g(s)ds
0

s0 g(t) < oo and then

o0 < 1+ Py expd [ Sma(s) s},

The right-hand side does not depend on n, so we must have S,, — oo almost
surely as n — co. Hence T,, — oo almost surely, and the claimed estimate
follows by monotone convergence.

For p € (2,00), there is a constant C'(p) < oo such that

[P+ [P + [oalP = o < (o] + [0u)2 + ol — Jo]?
< C) ([0~ foal? + s P)
and then, for another constant ¢(p) < oo,
(20)  2lv = v 2+ V7 + WL+ oulP = [0lP) < e(p) (A + [0f) (1 + [vePT).

The argument used for p =2 then gives the desired estimate in the case
s =0. The argument is the same for s > 0. [

We now describe a coupling of linearized Kac processes starting from
different initial velocities, constructed to branch at the same times and with
the same sampled velocities v, and angles o, as far as possible. To simplify,
we begin without the signs. Define sets

(21) Vo=RIxRY  Vi=RIx{1}, Voa=RIx{2}

which we treat as disjoint. Consider the continuous-time branching pro-
cess in Vp U Vi U Vs with the following branching mechanism. For each par-
ticle (of type) (vi,va) € Vp, there are three possible transitions. First, at
rate 2B(v) — v« do) A B(va — vy, do) pi(dvy) dt for v, € R? and o € S471, the
particle (v1,v2) dies and is replaced by three particles (vi,vs), (v],v5) and
(v1,,v5,) in V. Here we are writing v}, for v'(vg, v, o) and vj,, for v} (vg, v«, 0)
for short. Call this a coupled transition. Second, at rate 2(B(vy — vi,do) —
B(vy — vs,do)) " py(dvy) dt, the particle (vi,v9) dies and is replaced by four
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particles v, v} and v}, in V; and vy in V5. Third, at rate 2(B(vy — vs,do) —
B(vy — vy,do))” pi(dvy) dt, the particle (vq,vy) dies and is replaced by vy,
vy and vh, in Vo and vy in Vj. The second and third will be called de-
coupling transitions. Finally, for k£ = 1,2, each particle vy in Vi, at rate
2B (v, — vs,do)pi(dvy) dt, dies and is replaced by three particles, v, v} and
vy, in Vi. It is easy to check, by the triangle inequality, that in each coupled
transition, we have |v] — vh| <|vy — va| and |v], — v, | <|v1 — val.

Fix v,v3 € RY and suppose we start with one particle (vi,v2) € Vp at
time 0. Write (I'Y,T'},T'?);>0 for the empirical process of particle types on
Vo U V4 U V. Then, inductively, T'Y is supported on pairs (u1,us) with |u; —
ug| < vy —ve|. For k = 1,2, write py, for the projection to the kth component
Vo — RY, and write 7, for the bijection Vj, — R?. Define a measure Af on
R? by

AF =1V op/,;1 +TF O7Tk:_1'
It is straightforward to check that (A});>0 and (A?)i>o are copies of the
Markov process (A¢)¢>o starting from 6,, and &,,, respectively.

For k=0,1,2, consider the signed space V; =V, U V,:r =V x {-1,1}.
The process (I'Y,T'},T7);>0 lifts in an obvious way to a branching process
(T TH* T7*)is0 in Vg U Vi U Vs starting from ((v1,v),1) in V5", where
the “v,” offspring switch signs, just as in (A});>0. By lift we mean that I'y =
Iy o~ for the projection m: V;* — Vj,. We write E (0,5, ) for the expectation
over this process. For k=1,2, set

kxR0, —1 k,x —1
A7 =0 op,  +T7 om .

Then (Af ™)i>0 is a linearized Kac process with environment (p;)¢>o starting
from (vg,1).

LEMMA 4.5.  Assume condition (2). Then
E(O,Ul,v2)<1 + ‘U‘Q7F% + F?>
t
< 62+ |v1|* + |v2)?) o1 — 2 exp{/ 8(1+ |v, ps) ds}.
0
Moreover, for all p € (2,00), there is a constant C(p) < oo such that
E(O,’U1,U2) <1 + ‘U‘pv Ftl + F§>

t
< COYRHL+ ol + oa]P) o — v2|exp{ [ e+ \v\PH,psms}.
0

PROOF. The decoupling transition (uy,us) — (uf,u),,v.;u2) occurs at
rate

orY (d(uy,u2))(B(uy — vy,do) — B(ug — vy, do)) " py(dv,) dt



14 J. NORRIS

and increases (1 + |[v]?, T} +T%) by 4 + 2[v.|? + |u1)? + |uz/>. On adding
the rate for the other decoupling transition (u1,ug) — (u1;uh,ub,,vs), we
see that a decoupling transition which increases (1 + |v|?, '} +T?) by 4 +
20v4]? + [u1|? + |uz|? occurs at total rate

2T (d(uy,u9))||B(ur — v, ) — Blug — vs, )| pe(dus) dt.
By condition (2),
[ B(u1r = vs,+) = B(uz = v, ) || < Klur — ug] < Klvy — va

for all pairs (u1,us) in the support of I'Y for all ¢. Hence the drift of (1 +
|v]2,T} +T%) due to decoupling transitions is no greater than

6r|v; — va| (2 + \u1|2 + \uz|2,I‘?,>.

On the other hand, by the same estimates used in Proposition 4.1, the drift
of (1+ [v|?,T} +T%) due to branching of uncoupled particles is no greater
than

8m(t)(1+ [v[*, Iy +T7 ).

Hence the following process is a supermartingale:

t
(1+ |1)|2,I’,2L +Ft2> — 6k|v; — v2|/ (2+ \u1|2 + |uQ\2,I‘2>ds
0

t
_ / 8ma(s)(1+ [v]?, T 4 T2) ds.
0

Set g(t) = E(0,1,00)((1 + [v[%, T} +T%)). Since I} op, ! <Af, by Proposi-
tion 4.1

t
E00,09) (2 + |u1|* 4 |2, T9) < (24 o1 |* + |v2]?) exp{/ 8ms(s) dS}-
0
Then

t s
g(t) < 6K(2+ v | + |v2]?)|vr — v2|/ exp{/ 8ms(r) dr} ds
0 0

+ /0 8ms(s)g(s)ds,

and the first of the claimed estimates follows by Gronwall’s lemma. For
p > 2, a straightforward modification of this argument, using |[v'|P + |v,|P <
C(p)(Jv]P + |v«|P) and (20), leads to the second estimate. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.3. For all f € F and all v,v’ € R%, we have

FOISIHPE,  1f(0) = F0)] < @+l + D) - .
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To see the second inequality, note that
() = F@)] = (14 o) f(v) = (1 + 1) ()]
< (L+ ) f(0) = F@) + o = [Pl ()]
< (L ol + [o] + [0 o — ']

and then symmetrize. We write the proof for the case ||f||=1 and s =0.
Set fo = Fo.f. By Proposition 4.1, for all v € R?,

(22) |fo(v)] < (14 |v|2)exp{/0t 8ms(s) ds}.
We have
fo(v1) = fo(v2) = E(guy ) ({(f op1 — Fopa, TY) + (f o w1, TE) — (f o ma, TE)).
So, since |uy — ug| < vy — vo| for all (u1,us) € supply,
[ fo(1) = fo(v2)l < Eo ) (2 [* +[uz]?, TY) [or —va |+ (14 [v]*, T; +T7)).
By Proposition 4.1,

E(0,01,0) (2 + lua[* + [ug], T7)

< E(gu)(1+ v, Ag) + E0,05) (1 + v[?, Ay)

t
< (24 |ui]? + \vg\Q)exp{/ 8ms(s) ds}.
0
We combine this with Lemma 4.5 to obtain
t
| fo(vr) = fo(v2)| < (1 +6kt)(2+ [v1]* + [v2]*) [ — 02 exp{/ 8ms(s) d8}7
0

which implies that

t
| fo(vi) — fo(v2)| < 3(1+ 6kt)|v1 — va| exp{/ 8ms(s) ds}
0
and in conjunction with (22) gives the claimed estimate. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.4. It will suffice to consider the case || f|| = 1.
Write fs = Eg f. Let (A¢)i>s and (A});> be independent linearized Kac pro-
cesses starting from d,, at times s and §', respectively. Write T" for the first
branch time of (A);>s and Vi, V', V/ for the velocities of the new parti-
cles formed in (A¢)¢>s at time T'. By the Markov property of the branching
process and using Proposition 4.1, on the event {7 < s'},

|E(<f7 ]\t - [\2>|T7 V*7 Vlv V*/)|
= fr(V') + fr(V) = fr(Vi) = fs (vo)]

t
<<4+|vo\2+\v*\2+|V/|2+|v::|2>exp{ / 8m3<r>dr}
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while
E((f,A; — AT >s")=0.
Now |[V'|2 + V]2 = |vo|? + |Vi|?, so
[fs(vo) = for(wo)| = [E(f, Ay — A}))|
t
< B((4-+ 2unl + 2V Pl resy) exp [ simalr)ar
and, using the inequality |v — v.|(4 + 2[v]? + 2|v.]?) <5(1 + [v[2) (|1 + |vs]?),

we have

E((442Jvol* + 2[Val*) 1{r<sy)
S/
< / /d v — vu| (4 + 2Jvo|* + 200, [*) pp (dv, ) dr
s JR

S/
<5(1+ \u0|3)/ m(r) dr,

o) = Feton)] <50+ oy [ smatryar} | Cmsrydr

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. Recall that now p; = (u + p')/2 and
my(t) = (14 |v|*, u¥ + uN') /2. In particular ms(t) < 1+ (N')%/? < oo for all ¢.
Set M = MN — M, and write M= for the positive and negative parts of
the signed measure M on [0,00) x R%. Consider a branching particle system
in V*, with the same branching rules as (A});>s above, but where, instead
of starting with just one particle at time s, we initiate particles randomly
in the system according to a Poisson random measure on [0,00) x V* of
intensity

o(dt, dv) = So(dt)ug (dv) + M (dt, dv), on [0,00) X VT,
T Goldt)d (dv) + M~ (dt,dv),  on [0,00) x V.

We use the same notation as above for the empirical measures associated
to the branching process, and signify the new rule for initiating particles by
writing now E for the expectation. Define, for ¢t > 0, a signed measure \; on

R? by

(23) N=BR) = [ B (R0(ds,do).
[0,t]xV

Then, by Proposition 4.1,

t
(1+ ‘UP, IAe]) < exp{/ 8ms(s) ds} / (1+ \v\2)|9(d5,dv)\
0 [0,{] xR4
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and, by estimate (8),
/ (1+ [o]?)|6(ds, dv)|
[0,t] xR
<P ) [ A P M s, )] < oc.
[0,t] xR

We see in particular that (1 + |v]?,|\|) is bounded on compacts in .

Under E, ), the pair of empirical processes of positive and negative par-
ticles (A, A; )i>s evolves as a Markov chain, which makes jumps (&, + 0y —
8u,0,) at rate 2A; (dv)py(dvy) B(v — vy, do) dt and makes jumps (3y, , 6, +
0y, — 0y) at rate 2A;_ (dv)p;(dvy) B(v — vy, do) dt. So, using Proposition 4.1
for integrability, under F(, ., for any bounded measurable function f, the
following process is a martingale:

~ t ~
(f Ay — / (. 2Q(pn Ay dr, s

Taking expectations and setting fs;(v) = Ex f(v) = E(s )(f, A;), we obtain

(24) fuw) = F(0) + / (F.2Q(prs By (Ar) dr.
Then

(F.A) = /[OJ]XVE@,U) (f, A0 (ds, dv)

, t
= (ol — i) + /O (fur, dML)

t
= (ol — i)+ (M) + / (F,2Q(prs Ao dr-

Here, we used (23) for the first equality, and for the third we substituted
for for and fg using (24) and then rearranged the integrals using Fubini
to make )\, as given by (23), appear on the inside. Since f is an arbitrary
bounded measurable function, we have shown that

t
(25) N =)+ M+ [ 20000 ds.
0

Note the estimate of total variation,

QA <4 [ o= wulprldo) el do) < 61+ o

Re xR
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For the second inequality, we used (1,p;) = (|[v|?,p;) = 1 and 2|v — v,| <
2+ [v|? + |v4|?. For any interval (s, ] on which neither (1Y )i>0 nor (u) )i>o
jump, using estimate (9), we deduce that

t
(1 + v, | M; — M) §24/ ms(r) dr.
S

t
<1+m2,/ \Q(pr,)\r)|dr>—>0

as t ] s, for all s> 0. Hence from equation (25) we deduce that (1 + |v]?))\
is right continuous in total variation.

Set M, = u — u', and note from (6) that (\,);>o also satisfies (25). We
subtract to see that d; = A\; — A} satisfies

On the other hand

t
5t:/ 2Q(ps,ds) ds.
0

Set 1 =2Q(pt,6:). Then |[14]| < 12(1 + |v|%,|6:]) and, on any interval (s,
when neither (1¥);>0 nor (1N )i>o jump,

[ = vsll = 112Q(ps: At = As) | < 12(1+ o], [ A = As)).

The process of signed measures (14):>0 is thus locally bounded and right
continuous in total variation. Hence the measure fOT |ve| dt + |vr| is finite,
and 14 is absolutely continuous with respect to this measure for all ¢ € [0, 7).

We apply Lemma A.1, with pg = 0, to obtain a measurable map o : [0, 00) X
V — {—1,0,1} such that 0; = 04|d;| and |0;] = fot osvsds. Set gs(v) = (1 +
|v]?)as(v). Then

{1+ o], 16:])
— / 2{Gs(v") 4+ 5(v)) — Gs(v) — Gs(v4)}
E

X 1(0,(8)B(v — vs,do) ps(dvs)ds(dv) ds

t
<[ A Pl - opd(dv) 5| (do) ds
0 JRIxR4

t
< / 401 + [v|?, 05 )yms(s) ds.
0

But fg ma(s)ds < oo, so 0; =0, for all t. O
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will write the proof for d > 3, leaving the
minor modifications necessary for d = 2 to the reader. Fix p € (2,00) and ) €
[1,00). Suppose that ()i and (u¥ );>0 are Kac processes in Sy and Sy,
respectively, with (|[v|?, ud) <X and (Jv|?, ud") < . Set pr = (u¥ + u¥')/2.
Fix t € [0,T] and a function f; € F. Define a random function f on [0, 7] x R%
by

f(S,U) = fs('U) = E(s/\t,v) <ft7]\t>7

where (A}):>s is a linearized Kac process in environment (p;)¢>0. Note that
we have extended f as a constant in time from ¢ to 7. We have, by Propo-
sition 4.2,

t t
@6) (e =iy = oo =i+ [ (eart) = [ igant),
Write mg(t) = (14 |v|?, pt), as above. By Proposition 3.1, for ¢ < p+1, there
is a constant C'(B,p,q) < oo such that

T
(27) E / my(s)ds < C(TPT9 4 T\,
0
Set
T

(28) A=3(1+6kT) exp{/ 8ms(s) ds}.

0
By Proposition 4.3, for all s <t, we have
(29) /sl < A
SO
(30) (for iy — 1") < AW (i, 113,

The main step of the proof is to bound the second and third terms on the
right in (26), uniformly in t € [0,7] and f; € F. We will derive estimates for
the second term, which then apply also to the third, because N < N’. The
notation conceals the fact that the integrand fs depends on the terminal time
t. Worse, fs depends on (ulY + ,ufnvl)sgrgt, so is anticipating, and martingale
estimates cannot be applied directly even at the individual time ¢.

For p >3, set 8 =1 and Z = supycpoyms(t). By Propositions 3.1 and
4.4, we have E(Z) <1+ (1+CT)A and, for all v € R? and s,s’ € [0,T] with
s<s,

(31) [fo(0) = fo @) S AL+ [oP)(s = 5)°,

where

(32) A'=57 exp{/OT 8ms(s) ds}.
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For p € (2,3), set 8= (p—2)/2, and set

Z =2 sup ms(t)+ 22(’871)”1571 sup  ma(t).
te[1,T] reN te[2—¢,2-+1]

By Proposition 3.1, there is a constant C'(B,p) < oo such that, for ¢t <T,

E( sup mg(s)) < CMHP3 VTN
s€(t,T)

SO

(33)  E(Z)<CA <T +) 2031)@2@(?3)) =CNT +1/(2° —1)).
£eN

Note that m3(t) < (Bt°~1+1)Z/2 forall t < T, so for s < s’ < T with s’ —s <
L,

/S ma(t)dt < ((s' —s)° + (s —s)Z/2< (s — 5)° Z.

Hence, by Proposition 4.4, (31) remains valid for p € (2,3), provided s’ — s <
1 and B and Z have their new meanings.

Fix r € (0,1] and R € [1,00) such that T'/r and R/r are integers, and
set n=(T/r) x (R/r)%. Set B(R) = (—R, R]%. There exist s1,...,s, €[0,T)
and vy,...,v, € B(R) such that B;U---U B,, = (0,7] x B(R), where By, =
(58, v) + (0,7] x (—r,r]9. Write

n
F= arf®+yg
k=1

where ay, is the average value of f on By and f®)(s,v) =15, (s,0) = (1 +
|v[*)15, (s,v). Then

(34) / (fs,dMN) ZakM / (gs,dMNY,
where

t
Mt(k) :/ <fs(k)>dMsN>-
0
Now, by (29), for all k, we have |ai| < A and, for v,v" € By,
) = H)| < Ao — v/| < 2V/dAr.
By (31), we have, for (s,v) € By,
(14 1) fs(v) = ar(v)] < A'(1+ [v]*)r
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where aj(v) is the average value of f on (s, sp +7] x {v}. Hence, for (s,v) €
By,

195 ()] = (L+ [0]*)[fs(v) = ar(v) + ar(v) — a]
<A1+ [oP)r? +2VdAQ + [vf*)r.
On the other hand, |gs(v)| < A(l + [v|?) for all v € R?\ B(R).
Set Qr=QN =>"71_, |M |2 Then

Z akMt(k) < A/ nQy.
k=1

Fix g € (3,p+ 1). Note that, for s € (0,7],

zn:{fs(k)(v’) + () = £ () = 19 (0,)}?
k=1

(35)

< 4Z{i3k(s,v') + in(s,v;) +1p,(s,v)+1p,(s,v4)}
k=1
= 4{13 (U/) + iB( )(UI) + 1B(R) (v) + iB(R) (vs) }
<CRO=D (14 o7t 4 [u,]7h)
for some constant C' < oo, depending only on d and g. So, by Doob’s L?-

inequality,

E(sup Qi) < QZE / {FP W) + P W) = 1P ) = [P ()}

t<T

(36) x Lo,7)(s)m(dv, dvs,do, ds)

(5—q)t T
< SB[ (el s
0

On the other hand

(37)

t T
N\t _ _
/0 <gs,dM§V>\sc<A'rﬂR<4 D% 4 Ar 1+ ARS) /0 (1+ Jole, [dMN])
and

T
E / (14 ol M)
0

2 _ _
< B [ T o )
E
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x 10,7 (s)m(dv,dvs, do, ds)

T
<CE [ (ol ds.
0

We combine (26), (27), (28), (30), (32), (33), (34), (35), (36), (37) and
(38) to see that, for all € € (0,1], there is a constant C' < oo, depending
only on B,d,e,\,p,q and T, such that, for all N, N’ € N with N < N’, with
probability exceeding 1 — €, we have, for all ¢ € [0,7],

W (N, uNy < W d , 1) + / RO-0Tn/N + rRA-D" 4 R3-9),

An optimization over ¢, r and R now shows the existence of an «(d,p) >0
for which the estimate claimed in Theorem 1.1 holds.

For large p, the reader may check the optimization yields a value for
a(d,p) close to 1/(d + 3). The proof given can be varied by replacing the
one-step discrete approximation by a chaining argument. See the proof of
Proposition 9.2 for this idea in a simple context. This gives a(d,p) = 1/(d+1)
for p sufficiently large. We omit the details because Theorem 1.2 gives a
stronger result. Here d+ 1 is the dimension of space-time, reflecting the fact
that we maximize over a class of functions on [0,7] x R?. This is wasteful
because, in fact, we only need to maximize over a certain process of functions
(fs:s €]0,t]) associated to ¢t € [0,7] and f = f; and then over a class of
functions f on R%. In the next three sections, we exploit the structure of the
process (fs:s €[0,t]) to obtain an improved bound.

6. Continuity of the linearized Kac process in its environment. We
showed in Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 that the linearized Kac process is con-
tinuous in its initial data. For the proof of our main estimate with optimal
rate N~1/¢ we will need also continuity in the environment. The following
notation will be convenient. For p € [2,00) and a function f on RY, we will
write f® for the reweighted function f® (v) = f(v)/(1 + |v|?) and write
| fll(py for the smallest constant such that, for all v,v" € RY, we have

PO fllgys  1FP ) = FP) < fll gyl =o'

Denote by F(p) the set of all functions f on RY with || fllpy < 1. We earlier
wrote F for F(2) and || f[| for || f]|(2). We will use the cases p=2 and p = 3.
Suppose that (p})i>0 and (p?)i>o are processes of measures on R? both
satisfying (17). Given ¢t >0 and a function f of quadratic growth on R
define for s € [0,#] and v € R?, and for j = 1,2,

ELf(v) = B (f, A,
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where (AJ*);>, is a linearized Kac process with environment (p/);>0 starting
from v at time s. We will use the following notation:

dp(t) = L+ [P oy —pil),  mp(t) = (L+ W], oy + ).

PROPOSITION 6.1.  For all p € [2,00), there is a constant C(p) < oo with
the following properties. Let f be a function on RY with | f(v)| <1+ [v|P for
all v. Then, for all s,t >0 with s <t and all v € R?, we have

L 1) - F2 (o)
<O+ P e] o D [ st )ar | [ ity

Assume that the collision kernel satisfies condition (2). Then C(p) may be
chosen so that

t t
1B f = Esefllpiny < COIENF ) eXp{C(p)/ mp+2(r)dr}/ dp41(r) dr

Our first step toward a proof of Proposition 6.1 is to describe a coupling of
(Atl’ )e>0 and (A ™)¢>0 when both process start from v at time 0. For this, we
take as type space the set Vo U V4 U Va, where V R? x {5} for j =0,1,2.
Particles with types in Vo are called coupled, the others are uncoupled.
Consider the branching process with the following branching transitions.
For a particle v in ‘70, there are three possible transitions. First, at rate
2(p} A p2)(dv.)B(v — v, do) dt, we replace v by three particles v,, v/ and
v in Vp. Second, at rate 2(p} — p?)* (dv,)B(v — vy, do) dt, we replace v by
three particles vy, v and v} in Vi and one particle v in Vs. Third, at rate
2(p? — p1) T (dvy)B(v — vy, do) dt, we replace v by one particle v in V; and
three particles vy, v" and v/, in V5. The second and third are called uncoupling
transitions. The transitions for uncoupled particles are as in the original
branching process; that is, for j =1,2 and v in VJ, at rate 2p](dv,)B(v —
vy, do’) dt we replace v by partlcles vy, v' and v, also in V For v € R? and s >
0, and for j =0,1,2, write F 7 for the un-normalized empirical distribution of
partlcles in V when we initiate the branching process with a single partlcle
v in Vo at time s. Define analogously the lifted processes (I‘J )t>s in V
For j=1,2, set

Ajﬂ*_AO* ~—1 ]7 ”—1
Ay =T, o7, —I—F ;

where 7; is the bijection VJ* — V*. It is straightforward to check that

(AJ*);>s is a linearized Kac process with environment (p)y>q starting from
v in VT at time s. We have burdened the notation with hats so that we
can later refer simultaneously to this coupling and to the coupling for two
different starting points.
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LEMMA 6.2. For all p € [2,00), there is a constant C(p) < co such that

E(O,v0)<1 + |’U|p¢f‘% + f‘?>

<C(p)(1+ Ivo\”“)exp{/otc(p)mpw(S)dS}/Otde(S) ds.

PROOF. The process (1+|v[?, T} +T?) starts at 0 and makes jumps both
at uncoupling transitions and due to the branching of uncoupled particles.
Uncoupling transitions occur at rate 2B(v — vy, do)TY_(dv)|p} — p?|(dv.) dt
and result in jumps of 4 + |v/'|P + |[vL|P + |[v|P + |v«[P. Uncoupled particles
branch at rate 2B(v — vy, do)(TL_(dv)p} (dv,) +12_(dv)p?(dv,)) dt and result
in jumps of 2 + [v/|P + [V} [P + |vs]? — |v[P. We use the inequalities

A+ [0+ [P+ [vfP + [oP < Cp) (1 + [vfP + [va]P)
and
(14 [o? + [0 ) o = va] < C(p) (1 + [P (1 + [va]P*)

to see that the drift of (14 |v|?,I'} +T?) due to uncoupling transitions is no
greater than C(p)d,11(t)(1 + lo[P*1, 19 ). On the other hand, inequalities
(19) and (20) show that the drift of (1 + |v|P,T'} +I'?) due to branching
of uncoupled particles is no greater than c(p)my,1(t)(1 + [v[?,T}_ +T7_).
Hence the following process is a supermartingale:

t
(1+v|P, T} +T32) — C(p)/O (14 [Pt T d, 1 (5) ds

t
—elp) [ (o B B2y (5) s,
0
On taking expectations, we obtain
t
g(t) </O {CP) fpr1(s)dpr1(s) + c(p)mpi1(s)g(s)} ds,

where g(t) = Eg.0)(1 + [v[P,T} +T?) and f,(t) = E(uy) (1 + [v]?,I9). By
Proposition 4.1, we have

t
Foer(£) < (1+ w0l exp /O e(p+ )iftpsa(s) ds,

so, for some constant C'(p) < oo,

o) < COI+ P exp{ o) [ mpa)arf [(daras
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The second ingredient needed for Proposition 6.1 is a coupling of four
linearized Kac processes, with environments (p});>0 and (p7)i>0 and with
starting points v1 and vy. We will specify this coupling in detail, at the cost
of some heaviness of notation, the understanding of which may be guided
by the thought that the coupling is the obvious one for typed branching at
different rates and is an elaboration of the couplings described in the case of
a single environment or a single starting point above. To define the coupled
processes, we consider a type space which is the disjoint union of nine sets,

(Voo U Vo1 U Viz) U (Vip U Vip U Vig) U (Voo U Vg U Vag).

Here, for k=0,1,2, we take Vo =V as at (21) and, for j = 1,2, we take
Vik = Vi x {j}. The first index refers to the environment, a 0 indicating a
particle present in the branching process in both environments. The second
index refers to the starting point.

The branching rules for a particle (v1,v2) in Vpg are as follows. There are
nine possible transitions. First, at rate 2(pf A p?)(dvs ) (B(v1 — vy, do) A B(vg —
Uy, do))dt (for all v, € R? and all o € S971), we replace (v1,v9) by three
particles (vy,vy), (v],v5) and (v],,v5,) in Vio. As above, we are writing v}, for
v’ (Vg, vy, 0) and v}, for v/, (vg, vy, o). Second, at rate 2(p; — p7)*(dv,)(B(v1 —
Vi, do) A B(vy — vy,do))dt, we replace (vi,v9) by three particles (v.,vy),
(v}, vh) and (v],,v),) in Vip and one particle (v1,v2) in Vag. Third, at rate
2(p} A p2)(dv.)(B(vi — vi,do) — B(vy — vy, do))tdt, we replace (v1,v2) by
three particles vy, v} and v/, in Vp; and one particle vg in Vio. Fourth, at rate
2(p} — p?) T (B(vy — vs,do) — B(va — vy, do)) T dt, we replace (v1,vs) by three
particles vy, v} and v}, in Vi1, one particle v in Vi3 and one particle (v, v2)
in V5g. The second and third transitions each have an obvious counterpart
by swapping 1 and 2, while there are three variants of the fourth transition
by swapping 1 and 2 in the environment or in the collision intensity or in
both.

On leaving Vyg, either the coupling with respect to environment is broken,
or that with respect to the starting points. This corresponds to transitions
on the one hand to Vi, or Vy for some £, or on the other hand to Vj;
or Vjo for some j, respectively. Once the environment coupling is broken,
a particle branches as in the starting point coupling, while if the starting
point coupling is broken, a particle branches as in the environment coupling.
Thus the transitions in Vj; for j =1,2 are as described above for V, while
those in Vj;, for k= 1,2 are as described above for ‘A/J

For j,k=0,1,2, write (Egk)tzo for the empirical distribution of particles
in Vjr when we initiate the branching process just described with a single
particle (vi,v2) in Voo at time 0. Write gj;, for the bijection Vj, — V. For
k= 1,2, write pj;), for the projection (v, va,j) — (v, 5): Vjo — Vj, and write
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gjx for the bijection Vi — f/] Note that 7; o pjr = pi 0 gjo on Vjg and 7o
Gjk = TR o qji, on Vji for 7=0,1,2 and k=1,2. For j,k=1,2, set

j0 _ =00 j jk ~0k —jk
17" =20 gy +=I° Oqjov )" =E% o qp, + 5 Oq]k
and
0k __ =00 =0k ik _ =30 -1 | —=jk
Y =22 o pge + 5 0 doy s I =5 opj +5 Oqjk7
and set

Agszgoom;l—kfgkopk Ft oy —i—F A_l

It can be checked that (A' )t>0 is a copy of the branching process (A¢)¢>0
startmg from vy, at time 0 in the environment (p!);>o. Moreover (FgO,I‘g "
s Ji=0 is a copy of the starting point coupling in environment (p])e>o0,
and (9% T}k T'2F),50 is a copy of the environment coupling with starting
point vg. As in the earlier constructions, we lift to processes (27%%);5¢ in
the signed spaces Vi =V U V]k =V, x {—1,1}, initiating with a particle
(v1,v2) in Vi and with the v, particles switching signs. Then, for j,k =1,2
the associated process (Ag ")i>0 in V* is a linearized Kac process with

environment (p});>o starting from vy.

LEMMA 6.3. For all p € [2,00), there is a constant C(p) < co such that

E(O,vl,v2)<1 + |U|p7 Etll + :t12 + ‘:t21 + :§2>

t
< CIR(L+ [or[P* 4 foa o — v exp{c<p> [ mpats ds}
0

t
X / dpr1(s)ds.
0
=11

Proor. It will suffice by symmetry to consider (1+ |v|P,=Z;"). The pro-
cess {1+ |v[P,EH) makes jumps due to uncoupling transitions from Vp; and
V10 and also directly from V{yg, and it makes further jumps due to the branch-
ing of particles in Vi7. Jumps of 3+ [v] [P + |0}, [P + |v.[P occur at rate

2B (01 — v., do)E% (dv) (0} — p)* (dv.) dt
+2(B(v1 — vy, do) — B(va — vy, do)) " 210 (dvy, dvo) pr (dv,) dit
+2(B(v1 — vs,do) — B(vg — vs,do)) T2 (dvy, dvy) (pt —

Jumps of 1+ \v1|p occur at rate
2B(v1 — v, do)EN (dvy) (pr — p?)~ (dv.) dt

p2) (dv,) dt.

+2(B(v1 — vs,do) — B(vy — vy, do))

=10 (dvy, dvg)pi (dvy) dt
+ 2(B(v) — v4,do) — B(vg — vs,do)) "EX (dvy, dvs) (p) —

)t (dv,) dt.
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Jumps of 2 + [v|P + [V, |P 4 |vs]P — [v|P occur at rate
2B(v — vy, do) =1 (dv) p; (dvy,) dt.
Fix a starting point (v1,vs) in Voo. Recall that = and Z}° are supported
on pairs (ug,us) with |u; —ua| < |v1 — va|. We use the inequalities
(39) 3+ |7+ [ + P < Cp) (1 + [of + [0 ]?)
and
(L+[ofP)o = ve] < (14 ol + [osP) v = vu] < C) (L + [P+ fouPF)

to see that the drift of (14 |v|?,Z}!) due to uncoupling transitions from Vg
is no greater than

Cp)(L+ [P EL ) dpi (1)
We use (39) and the inequalities
L4 [ofP ST+ 0P + JouP < (T oP) (1 + [0 |7)

to see that the drift of (14 |v|P,Z}) due to uncoupling transitions from V3o
is no greater than

C(p)k|vr — v (1 + |v|?, :%9 °P1p >mp(t)

while the drift of (1+ |v|?,Z}) due to uncoupling transitions from Vg is no
greater than

C(p)rlvr — va| {1+ |vl?, =2 0 pgr')dp(2).

Finally, by (19) and (20), the drift of (1 + |v[?,Z}!) due to branching in Vi3
is no greater than

Clp) (L + [vfP, 2t ympga ().
Set

Byealt) = )] Cp)mpen(s) s},

where C(p) < oo remains to be chosen. By Lemma 4.5, we can choose C(p)
so that

E0,01,00) (1 + o+, E?1> < B0 0)(1 + Elians F11>
< kt(1+ ‘Ul‘pﬂ + ‘U2‘p+1) p+2( )|v1 — val.
By Lemma 6.2, we can choose C(p) so that, moreover,
E(0,1,05) (1 + [0, 25" 0 pry)
< B (1 + [0, T

< (14 [0r[PH) Epa(t) /0 Ay (3) ds.
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By Proposition 4.1, we can choose C(p) so that, moreover,
E(00,.00) {1+ [0, 2% 0 i) < Eg ) (L4 [0P, AfY) < (14 [01]7) Epa(2).

Set g(t) = E(0.01,00)(1 + [v[°,E{!). The three estimates just obtained give
us control of the expected drift of (1 + |[v[P,Z}), so we obtain a constant
C(p) < oo such that

t
g(t) < OP)K(1 + |vg [T+ uaP ) vy — vz\Ep+2(t)/ dpy1(s)ds
0

t
+C0) [ mypa ()9l ds,
0
which gives the claimed inequality by Gronwall’s lemma. [J

Proor orF PROPOSITION 6.1. It will suffice to consider the case where
s=0. Set f} = E},f. We use the coupling of linearized Kac processes for
environments (p)+>0 and (p?)¢>o described above. By Lemma 6.2,

|fo(v) = f5(v)]
(40) = |E(O,v) <f7 Atl - [\t2>| < E(O,v)(‘f‘7f% + ft2> < E(O,v)<1 + ‘v‘paftl + f%>

t t
<co)1+ b en] [ Cwmpatsras) [ daoas
0 0
Assume now that f € F(p). Then

|f(v1) = f(v2)] < p(L+ 01 [P + [va|P) |1 — vg

for all vy, vy € R%. On the other hand, if ¢ satisfies this inequality, together
with |g(v)| <1+ |v[?, then [|g[/(,) < 3p. We now use the coupling of four
linearized Kac processes for the two environments and two starting points
v1 and vy. For j = 1,2, the measure Eto’* is supported on pairs (u1,ug) with
\ul _U2| < ‘Ul —U2|. So

(fopr— fopa, E1"%) < plor — va|(1+ |ug P + ual?, Z°)
< plor —val (14 [ofP, T + T4%).
By Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3,
(fo = 13)(01) = (fo = f3)(v2)
= E(O,vl,vz) <f¢ A%l - ]\tw - ]\31 + ]\%2>
—11,x =12 —=21,% | —22;%
= E(07v17v2) ((f: = — 5 — 5y +o >

—10% =20,
+(fopr— faopa, B " —E;T))
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< B0 (14 0P, 2 + 22+ EF + E77)

+ plvy — v (1+ |v|p,f’%1 —l—f? + f?l + f?2>)
< Cp)r(L+ o P+ Jup [T

t t

X |1 —v2|exp{/ C(p)mpi2(s) ds}/ dpt1(s)ds.
0 0

Here, there are no terms in E(t)k’* for k=0, 1,2 because these are the empirical

distributions of particles, or pairs of particles, with unbroken environment

coupling, which cancel completely in the considered integral. On combining

this estimate with (40), we deduce that

t t
153 = Bl <30@men] [ Compatis) [dueas

7. Maximal inequalities for stochastic convolutions. The key formula for
our analysis is shown in Proposition 4.2. For all £ > 0 and all functions f in
our weighted Lipschitz class F, we have

! ! t t !
(foud =iy = (for, iy — ud") + / (fst,dMN) — / (fst,dMN'),
0 0

where

fst(v) = Estf(v) = E(s,v) (fa At>
N

and where (A})¢>s is the linearized Kac process in environment ((u; +
1) /2)i>0 starting from v at time s.

The notion of stochastic convolution has been extensively studied in con-
nection with infinite-dimensional stochastic evolution equations; see, for ex-
ample, [3, 7]. The operator

t
fro /0 (Eutf,dMY)

shares some features with stochastic convolutions, namely that EgFEy, =
Fy, for s <t <wu and that good estimates rely on exploiting martingale
properties of the integrator. In this section, we prove a maximal inequality
for this operator in Wasserstein norms, in the case where the environment
((u + u")/2)¢>0 is replaced by a nonrandom process (p;)i>0. The proof of
Proposition 9.2 below uses some of the same ideas in a simpler context.

We will use the following inequality for a function f on R? which is Lip-
schitz of constant 1. For B = [0,27%]¢, we have

(41) Ifw) = (f)Bl<27%ca,  vEB,



30 J. NORRIS

where (f)p is the average value of f on B and where ¢y = E|X|, with X
uniformly distributed on [0,1]%. To see this, set ¥ =27¥X, and note that

[f(v) = (V)| <|o Y| <|Y]s0 [f(v) = (f)B] = [E(f(v) = f(Y))| <E[Y]|=

27FE|X|. By a similar calculation, we have also

(42) [(f)B — (f)2B] <27"ea.

It is the scaling properties of inequalities (41) and (42) which will be critical
for our argument, rather than the value of the constant cg.

Let (p¢)i>0 be a nonrandom process’ satisfying (17). Write, as above,
my(t) = (1 + |v[?, p), and set

m*(p) = supmy(t).
t>0

Then, by Proposition 4.1, for all s >0 and all vy € R¢, and for the linearized
Kac process (A}):>s in environment (p¢):>0 starting from vy at time s, we
have

E(s,vo)<1 + ‘U‘vat> < (1 + |U0‘p)ec(p)m*(p+1)(tfs)'
Thus, whenever m*(p + 1) < oo, we can define, for s <t and f € F(p),
fst(v) = Estf(v) = E(s,v) <f’ At>

PROPOSITION 7.1.  For alld>3, p€ [2,00) and all 6 € (0,1], there is a
constant C(d,d,p) < oo such that, for all T € [0,00), we have

t
sup sup /(fst,dMsN>
t<T feF(p) /0

2
(43)

T 1/2
< C/@Nfl/decm (p+3+0)T <E/ <‘U‘2p+5+26’#£\f> ds) )
0
The same inequality holds for d =2 if we replace N—Vd py N—1/2 log N.

Here we have written || - ||o for the norm in L?(IP). This estimate will be
applied in the next section, using the moment estimates derived in Section 3
to control the right-hand side. We will use also the following comparison
estimate for two nonrandom processes (p})i>0 and (p?)i>o satisfying (17).
Fix p € [2,00). Write

m*(p) = sup(l + [v|?, p} + ).
t>0

"We will in fact use only the case where (p¢):>o is constant.
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We assume that m*(p+1) < oo. For j =1,2 and f € F(p), define for s,t >0
with s <t

() = ELf(v) = B, (f. A]),

where (A]™);>s is a linearized Kac process in environment (p});>¢ starting
from v.

PROPOSITION 7.2.  For alld>3, p€ [2,00) and all 6 € (0,1], there is a
constant C(d,d,p) < oo such that, for all T € [0,00), we have

t
sup sup / (for — fo,dMY)
1<T feF(p) Jo

2

(44) < CeN~Yim*(p+2+6)
~ T 1/2
« TeCm (p+3+0)T (E/ <|U|2p+5+26’HéV> d8> ]
0
The same inequality holds for d =2 if we replace N~Y by N=1/21og N.

A small variation of the following proofs would allow the insertion of a
factor of d*(p+3+4J) on the right in (44), where d*(p) = sup;~o {1+ [v|?, |pf —
p?|), at the cost of replacing p in all other terms on the right by p+ 1. We
omit details as this variation is not needed for our main result.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.1. Assume for now that d > 3. It will suffice
to consider the case where N > 224, We first prove a simpler estimate, where
the function fg is replaced by fsr on the left-hand side. Set L = [logy N/d],
and note that L >2. For k € Z, set By, = (—2%,2*]%. Set Ay = By, and for
k>1,set Ay = By \ Br_1. For k > 1 and any integer ¢ > 2, there is a unique
way to partition Ay by a set Py of otd _ 9(t=1)d translates of By_s. Also,
there is a unique way to partition Ay by a set Py of 24 translates of B_.
Fix p € [2,00) and f € F(p). Then, for all v,v’ € R we have

FP@I=1f @)/ +RP) <1, P - P ) < -,

For B € P,a, set ag = (f)) 5, and note that |ag| < 1. For £>3 and B €
P, set ap = (fehp — <f(p)>,r(3), where 7(B) is the unique element of
P ¢—1 containing B, and note that |ag| < k=1, Set ¢, =4V (2¢cq), then
lap| < 2]“_36& for all B € Py, for all k>0 and all £> 2. Fix § € (0,1], and
for B € Py 4, set

KB (v) = 2059k (1 4 |u|P)1p(v).
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Define a function g, supported on Ay, by
L
fla, = Z Z ap(1+ [v[P)1p(v) + gk.
(=2 BEPy, ¢

Fix K €N, and set g = Zk 09k + flpg . Note thatg f(p (f )>B on
B for all B € Py 1. For v € Ay, we have |v] > 2871 5o

197 ()] < 25 Leg < 2754 204(1 + o)),

For v € BS;, we have [v| > 251 so |f®)(v)] < 27K+ |y|. Set ¢ = (8cq) V 4.
Then, for all v € R?, we have

lg() {27 Peg(1+ o) + 27 o} 1+ [v?) < (7% +275) (1 + o).
Now

L K
F=33" 3 27 UkappP 4y

=2 k=0 BEPy ¢

SO

t
/0 oz, dM)

L K t
=33 3 o [ptan)+ [[gna)
=2

k=0 BEPy ¢ 0

(45)

where hSBT = FE,rh®P and gs7 = Esrg. It will be convenient to set
E(p) = exp{c(p)m*(p+ 1)T}
and
e(d,0)=(1-272) 2, A=@K +27 ) BEp+1).

Note that 2-(1+9) Flag| <274 Sk ¢f y for all B € Py, and Py has cardinality
at most 2%, so

Z > (2 Hkgp)? <20=De(d 5)2,
k=0 BEPy, ¢
Also, by Proposition 4.1, for all s € [0,T], we have

|gs7(v)| < AL+ o).
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We use Cauchy—Schwarz in (45) to obtain

t
sup sup / (o dMN)
t<T feF(p)J0

2) 1/2

L
(46) 322(d/2 Vee(d, ) (Z Z sup
(=2

k=0 BePy, o (ST

/ sTvdMsN>

T
Ly N YA}
0

Set

K
h(v) = (L+[o]?) Y 20+%1 4, (v)

k=0
—Z > W
=0B€Py¢

Note that 1V |v| > 28! for all v € A;, and all k. Set ¢g=p+ 1+ 6 and
A" =8F(q). Then

h(v) <2V o)) (14 Jof?) < 8(1+[0]9),
so by Proposition 4.1,
Es,0) (h, Ar) < A'(1+ [v]).
Note that |hZ.(v)| < E(sﬂ,)<hB,AT>7 SO
2 "2 )2

Z Z h S (s,v)(thT>) S(A) (1+‘U‘ ) .

k=0 BEPy ¢
Hence, for some constant C(q) < oo, we have

K
Z Z (B (') + hBr(v)) — B (v) — W (v,)}?

k=0 BEPy
K
4y > ARG W)+ W (0))? + ki (0)* + b ()}
k=0 BEPy ,
( N2E(@){(1+ [V + (14 [0l ) + (14 [0])? + (1 + [v.|9)*}
Clq) (A (14 [0*? + Ju. ).

IN
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DS <sup / (hF, M)

2>
k=0 BePy, ST

iy [ [+ ntpet) - o) - oy

k=0 BEPy ¢

X B(v — vy, do)p_(dv)pd (dv,)ds

o) / / [L+ 102+ o2} o — Y (do)p (du) ds

< SO g [ oty as.

On the other hand, we have

\ /\

T
/ (1+ o]t M)
0

T
< [ [ R P Py
0
x (m+m)(dv,dvs, do,ds),

where the measures m and m are as defined in Section 2. We split the
integral using m +m = (m — m) + 2m and use the L?-isometry for integrals
with respect to the compensated measure m — m to obtain

o] 0o

T
< C(PE / / (L4 o™ + o, P12 dm
0

(47) —i—C(p)E(‘/OT/{l o o 2)

T T
<o [ <|v|2p+3,u§>ds+c<p>la' [l iy as
0 0

2

T
< C(p)(1+TE / (o273, Yy ds,
0

where the constant C'(p) < oo varies from line to line. In the final inequality,
we dealt with the second term on the right by writing |[v[P*2 = |v||v[P*!,
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applying Cauchy-Schwarz and then using the fact that (1, u¥) = (|v|?, ul¥) =
1. We take L2-norms in (46) to obtain

¢
sup sup /(fsT,dMSN>
t<T feF(p)

2

L /
< (Z 2(4/2Vle(d, 5) A’ (%) Oy ACp)+T1)" 2)
£=2

T 1/2
x (E [t yas)
0

Recall that A= (27X +271)//E(p + 1), A’ =8E(q), L = |log, N/d] and
=p+1+46. Note that 2(@/2-DLN-1/2 < N~1/d ynd 2-L < 2N~1/4 Hence,
on letting K — oo, we deduce that, for some constant C'(d, d,p) < oo,

t
sup sup /(fST,dMSN>

t<T feF(p)J0

2
(48)

T 1/2
< CNfl/deCm*(erera)T <E/ <‘U‘2p+3+26’#8 >d8> )
0

This is not the inequality (43) we seek because fsr rather than fg appears
on the right-hand side. However, it will prove to be a useful first step.

We now turn to the proof of (43). It will suffice to deal with the case where
T =277 for some Jy € Z. Set 7;(t) = 277[27t]. Then, for all t € (0,7, we
have 7, (t) =T so, for J > Jy and s € [0,1],

J
fst:fsT+ Z (fSTj(t)_fSTj_l(t))+(f$t_fSTJ(t))

j=Jo+1

and hence

t
sup sup /(fst,dMSN>
t<T feF(p)JO

2

t
< |lsup sup / (for,dMN)

t<T feF(p)J0

2

t
sup sup / (Fsrsty = Fory_1 () AMY)
t<T feF(p)

Z

=Jo+

2

_l’_

sup sup / {fst = fory(t)» dMY)
=T feF(p) /0

2
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Fix j > Jy+ 1 and, for i =0,1,...,2/T, set t; = i277. Note that, for t €
(ti,hti], we have

fti_fti s leISOdd,
Jorjt) = fsrj_i(t) = {OS s

Set f() = f — Jtitiy,- We can take s =t;, t =1;11 and pL=pp, p2=0 for all
r in Proposition 6.1 to obtain

||f(i)||(p+1) < A"27,

if 7 is even.

where
A" = C(p)reC @I 2T x4 1),
For s € [0,t:], set £ = By, fO = fo, — fut,,,. Write
t .
T
tG(ti_l,ti] fG.F(p) 0

and note that

t
sup sup /<fs7—]-(t) — for 1, M) < sup X5
t<T feF(p)J0 i<29T

Set

T 1/2

A — CA//N—l/dGCm*(erBJré)T <E/ (|U|2p+5+26,uN> d5> ’

0
where C'is the constant C(d,d,p + 1) from (48). We replace T' by t;, p by
p+1and f by fO/]fO 1) in (48) to see that

[ Xijll2 <277 A",

Then

(50) sup Xjj

J
< (2jT)1/22—jA/// < 3TA,”,
i<20T 2 Z

j=Jo+1

j=Jo+1
so there is a constant C(d,d,p) < oo such that

J

t
sup sup /(fSTj(t)_fSTj_l(t)vdMsN>
t<T feF(p) /0

Jj=Jo+1 2

(51

' s

T 1/2
< Om*(p + 1) TN~ dCm" (p+3+9)T <IE / (JoP+520 ) ds> .
0



A CONSISTENCY ESTIMATE FOR KAC’S MODEL 37

Finally, we can take t = 7,(t), p. = p, and p? = prlip<yy for all 7 in Propo-
sition 6.1 to obtain

1 fst = Forytylpan) < A"277
for all s <t <T'. Hence

t T
/O ut = Fory(odMN) <277 A'E /O (L+ [ofP, jangN),

so estimate (47) shows that, as J — oo,

— 0.
2

t
sup sup / (fst = Fory ), AMY)
t<T feF(p)Jo

Hence (43) follows from (48), (49) and (51). The proof is the same for d = 2
except that we get N~1/2log, N in place of N~%/¢ in (48) and (51). O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.2. Fix p € [2,00) and f € F(p). We follow
the preceding proof to obtain, for ¢t <T',

/0 <fST7 dMév>
(52)

L K
ZZ Z 9~ (149) aB/ (hB. dM™Ny + /Ot<§ST,dMsN>,

where for = (Bl — E§T) f, hB. = (Bl — E%)hP and gor = (EL, — E2.)g.
By Proposition 6.1, we have

|Gs7(v)] < A1+ [v[PF?),

where

A= 2Ky o7 B)dioTd* (p + 2)eC™ P+3)T
and C' =C(p+ 1) < co. Note that

|h ( | ‘ sv)(hBJX%_[\%H SE(s,v)<hBuf%“+f%>7
so by Lemma 6.2,

Z > (AZr(v0))? < 64(Bpy ) (1+ [0l T+ T3)% < () (1 + ool 7,
k= OBGPk[

where

A =CTd(q+1)e”™ @7
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and C'=C(q+ 1) < co. We continue to follow the steps of the preceding
proof to arrive at

t ~
sup sup /(fST,dMSJ\[)
t<T feF(p)JO

2

L 1/2
(d/2-1)e,, vl C i 1/2
< (;22 (d,8)A (N) +A(C(14T)) )

T 1/2
. (E [t ds) .
0

Replace fl, A , L and ¢ by their values and let K — oo to deduce that, for
some constant C(d, d,p) < oo,

t ~
sup sup /(fsT,dMSN>
t<T feF(p)/0

2

(53) <CTd*(p+2+ 5)N—1/d60m* (p+3+8)T
T 1/2
X (E/ (JuPH5+25 Ny ds) .
0

Now
b N
sup sup /(fst,dMS>
t<T feF(p)J0O 2
t
< ||sup sup / (For,dMY)
t<T feF(p)J0 2
(54)
J t o ~
+ sup sup /(fSTj(t)—fsrj_l(t)ydM§V>
j=Jo+1 t<T feF(p)/0 2
t ~ ~
=+ |[sup sup /<fst_fSTJ(t)7dMéV> )
t<T feF(p)J0O 2

and the final term tends to 0 as J — oo. We consider the case where p} = p;
and p? =0 for all ¢, from which the general case follows by the triangle
inequality. Then fs2t = f for all s and ¢, so fsrj )~ fsrj,l(t) = fsrj ) — fsfjil(t) .
We then use (53) for the first term on the right in (54), use (51) for the sum
over j and let J — oo to obtain the claimed estimate. [

8. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We seek to show that, for p > 8 and ¢ > 0,
for N < N’ and any two Kac processes (1Y )i>0 and (ul' );>0 with collision
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kernel B, which are adapted to a common filtration (F;)>0, with probability
exceeding 1 — ¢, for all t € [0,T], we have

W, u') = sup{f. pt =)y < CW (ud, wd") + N7Y9)
(S

for some constant C' < co depending only on B,d,e, \,p and T', where X is an
upper bound for (Jv[P, ) and (Jv[P, 11)"). Recall the representation formula
of Proposition 4.2. For all f € F, we have

t t
<ﬁﬂy—ﬂy>:U&Mg—#g>+/kﬁuﬂwyf—/kﬂuﬂﬁy%
0 0
where MY is given by (4) and f(v) = Eg.f(v) = Esn (f, 1~\t>, with (A} )i>s a
linearized Kac process in environment p; = (N + uN') /2. We showed a suit-
able bound for (fo, i — pdY") in Section 5. We now show that the stochastic
convolution estimates just obtained allow us to control fot (fst,dMY) with

rate N~1/4 notwithstanding the fact that the functions fy depend on the
random environment (p),c[s and therefore are anticipating.

It will suffice to consider the case where p € (8,9] and T'= 2770 for some
Jo€Z. Set 6 =(p—8)/6. Set 0(t) =277|27t], and note that o,,(t) =0 for

all t <T. Set p] = Po;(t), and define

Egtf(v) = E(s,v) <f7 [\i>7

where (AJ™);>, is a linearized Kac process in environment (p/);>o starting
from v. Then, for t <T and J > Jy, we have

¢ ¢ J t ) .
/ (Bof. dMN) = / BBy ¢ Y / (S, - BN M)
0 0 iZge o
(55) t
4 / (Ew — E2)f,dMY).
0

Note that p;] Y= pg for all t <T'. Take p =2 in Proposition 7.1 to see that,
for some constant C(d,d) < co, we have

t
supsup/ (Eiof,dMéV>
t<T feFJo

2

. 1/2
< CrN-VdeCU+p po)T <E/ (1+ \v\9+25,#£{>ds>
0

Fix j, and set t; =4i277. Note that, for ¢ € [t;, t;11),

j i—1 0, if 7 is even,
pt—p = o
Pt; — Pti_1> if 7 is odd.
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We have
t . .
/0 (B, — E3Y) 1, dM ™)

129t] -1

tit1 . . t . .
=3 [T ma s [ e,

o;(t)

EJ

For s <t;j41 <t, WehaveEt—E b

; so, for all feF,

stiq1
t . .
/0 (B, — EI7Y) 7, d™)

[29¢]—1

_ titr1 .
< 3 IBLd ~E g [ S

LQ]tJ,l t:

_ i+1 . 1
£ 3 IE L s / (B, — B ) f,dm)
7=0

123

t . )

[ - B R,
o (t)

Fix A > 1, and consider the event Q¢ = Q1 N Qs N N3, where

0 = {sup<1 + 0], py) < A},
t<T

T
92:{/ 1+ w2, |pl = pl M) dt < A277079) for allj>J0+1}
0

T
{ <1+|v|3,\pz’—pt\>dt5A2J}.
0

By Proposition 3.1, there is an absolute constant C' < oo such that

Q3

B (sup(1+ ™)) SCAL+T). E((L+ ol oy = pul)) < CAlt =

SO

T
E/ L+, |pl = pl ) dt < CTA27,
0

T
E / (L4 [of, 17 — polydi < CTAZ.
0

Hence

P(Q\ Q) <CAX1+T)A™L,  P(Q\Q3) <CATA™!
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and

P(Q\ Q) < Z CTAAT12770 = CT XA (20 — 1)
j=Jo+1
Hence we can choose A(e, \,p,T) < oo such that P(Qy) > 1—¢/2. By Propo-

sition 6.1, there is an absolute constant C' < oo such that, for f € F and
i<oj(t)—1,

IEL, of = EL L fll s
< C’fﬁ;exp{C/ (14 o], o)+ p 1) ds} / (14 o], |7 — p 1]} ds
tir1 tit1
Also, by Proposition 4.1,
t
B A1 <30+ 0m— i) exp{s [ loP.pd ) as)
tir1

So, on €2y, for some absolute constant C' < oo, we have

t . .
sup sup / (B, — BN £.dMY)
t<T feFJO

20T7—1 tiv1 '
< CAke“AT Z (2 10=9) sup / (Egti+1f,dMéV>
=0 feF@)

t ) )
+  sup sup/ ((Egt—Egtl)f,dMsj\[)).
tG[ti,ti_‘_l}fG]: t;

Set Fy = o {u, N : s €[0,t]}. We apply Propositions 7.1 and 7.2 condition-
ally on F;, to obtain, for some constant C(d,d) < oo,

t
j N
lejl%) / (B f, dM ) Lo+ ,pr )< A)

» tit1 1/2
< Cre®2 ]N_l/d<E/ <‘U\9+257/~L£V>d5>
t;

2

and

t

. 1
sup SUP/ (BL = B3 FdMY )1 o < A)
tE[ti,ti_‘_ﬂfG]'— ti ¢ 2

) . tir1 1/2
< CA27 T ReCA27 N—1/d <E/t (|02, Ny ds ) .
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By Proposition 3.1, there is a constant C'(B,p) < oo such that

tit1 tit1 . )
E / o+ 1Nyds < CAN1 + P97y dt = CN(277 + 27497 /(49)).
t;

t;

Hence, for constants C'(B,d,p) < oo,

t . .
supsup/ ((Egt—ngl)f,dMéV>1QO
t<T feFJo

2
(57) < CAANV2R20ATI(270(1=0) 4 9=i)(279/2 4 §=1/29=2%%) Ny —1/d
SA/\I/QKQGCAT(Q—]'(S+2—j/2)N—1/d'

Here, we absorbed 46/2C AT into €47 in the second inequality by chang-
ing the constant C'. By Proposition 6.1, there is an absolute constant C' < 0o
such that, for all fe F and s <t <T),

B3 (0) = Ea f(v)]

T t
SCﬂ(lﬂv\g)eXp{C/ (1+\v\47p{+pt>dt}/ (14 (v, 0] = prl) dr.
0 s

So, on €2y, we have
B f(0) = B f (v)] < CAre“T277 (14 o),

and so as J — 00,

t
supsup/ (BY, — Eg) f,dM)1q,
t<T feFJO

2
(58)

< CAreCATo~7 — 0.

T
| i an)
0 2

Finally, we use estimates (56), (57) and (58) in (55) and let J — oo to obtain
a constant C'(B,d,e, \,p,T") < oo such that

<CN1/4d,

¢
supsup/ (Egf,dMNM)1g,
0 2

t<T feF

An analogous estimate holds for N/, and Theorem 1.2 then follows by Cheby-
shev’s inequality.

9. Properties of the distance function. Recall that W:S8 x S — [0,4] is
defined by

W(p,v)= ;gjg(f,u - V),

where F is the set of functions f on R% such that |f(v)] <1 and |f(v) —
f@" < |v—1'] for all v,v', where f(v) = f(v)/(1 + |[v]?).
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PROPOSITION 9.1.  The metric space (S,W) is complete and separable.

PRrROOF. Write P for the set of Borel probability measures on R¢, and de-
fine ®:S — P by ®(p)(dv) = 3(1+|v]|?)p(dv). Write W] for the Wasserstein-
1 metric on P associated with the bounded metric p(v,v") =|v —v'| A2 on
R, Then W (u,v) = 2W[(® (1), ®(v)) for all p,v € S. Now (P, W{) is com-
plete and separable, and ®(S) is closed in P under W/, so (S,W) is also
complete and separable. [

We will prove two approximation schemes for a measure p in the Boltz-
mann sphere S, by empirical distributions of systems of N particles. The
first uses the empirical distribution p¥ = % Ef\i 1 0y; of a sample of N inde-
pendent random variables Vi,...,Vy with distribution p. The convergence
of " to p has been extensively investigated for standard Wasserstein dis-
tances; see [4] or [5]. We modify some of the simpler ideas from [5] to obtain
estimates for the weighted Wasserstein distance W used in this paper. The
sample empirical distribution p!V is not, however, a random variable in the
Boltzmann sphere. Set

N N
_ 1 1 — 9 ~ —1/2 ¥
szﬁzzgvi, SNzﬁiZI\Vi—V\ L V= Sy Vi ).
On the event {Sy > 0}, define the rescaled empirical distribution i~ =
+ sz\il dy.- On the event {Sy =0}, we take iV to be some arbitrary el-
ement of Sy. Then iV is a random variable in Sy. We will quantify the

convergence of i’V to u in weighted Wasserstein distance, using the conver-
gence of u as an intermediate step.

PROPOSITION 9.2.  For alld >3 and all p € S, we have E(W (1, 1)) —

0 as N — oco. Set
o o (p_2)/(p+d)7 pr€(273d/(d_1))7
ﬁ_ﬁ(p)_{l/d, if pe[3d/(d —1),00).

For all pe (2,00) \ {3d/(d — 1)}, there is a constant C(d,p) < oo such that,
for all N € N,

(59) E(W (1™, 1)) < C(JvfP, i) N,

For d=2 and p € (2,00)\{3d/(d—1)}, or for d>3 and p=3d/(d—1), the
same estimate holds with an additional factor of log(N + 1) on the right-
hand side. In the case when both d =2 and p =6, the additional factor is
squared.
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PROPOSITION 9.3. The conclusions of Proposition 9.2 remain valid if
u!Y is replaced by i and 3 is replaced by B =B A ((p—2)%/(3p—4)). More-
over, the constant C' may be chosen so that, for all N € N, there is an event
Q(1/4), of probability exceeding 1 — C(|v|P, p)N~®P/HDNP2=1) " sych that

E((Jv[?, i) aq/a) < C{of?, 1),

It is simple to check that = whenever d > 2 and p > 3. The following
example shows that the exponent §(p) cannot be improved for p € (2,3d/(d—
1)) and hence that the moment threshold p = 3d/(d—1) for convergence with
optimal rate N~Y¢ also cannot be improved. Fix p > 2 and ¢ > d + p, and
consider the measure p(dv) = clyjy|>ry|v| "7 dv where ¢ and r are determined
so that € S. Then (|v|P, u) < co. Define

fv(v) = (dist (v, supp ™) A T)(L + o).
Then fy € F, so
E(W (1, 1) 2 E((fns 1= ™)) =E((fn, ).
There are constants a < oo and ro > r such that u({u € R%: |u —v| >1}) >

,a|v|—q

whenever |v| > ro. Then dist(v,suppp’¥) > 1 with probability at

—Nalv|~4

e

least e . Hence

o
E((fN7M>) > Co’dl/ e—Nat*qtd_Fl_q di

70
o —-q

:cole_1+(d+2)/q/ e gdtlma g
ToNfl/q

Consider the limit ¢ — p+d in the case p < 3d/(d—1). Then 1 — (d+2)/q —
(p—2)/(p+d) <1/d, so we have justified the claims made above.

PrOOF OF PROPOSITION 9.2. The following estimate is known for the
N-sample empirical distribution uév of a probability measure pgy supported
on By = (—1,1]¢. For all d >3, there is a constant C(d) < oo such that, for
all N € N, we have

(60) E(W1 (1), 110)) < C(d)N 4.

Here, W7 denotes the Wasserstein-1 distance for the Euclidean metric on
R?. For completeness, and since it may be read as a warm-up for the proof
of Proposition 7.1, we give a proof. Fix L € N. For £=0,1,...,L —1, we can
partition By as a set Py of 2/ translates of (—27¢,27. Fix a function f
on R? with f(0) =0 and |f(v) — f(¢")| < |v — /| for all v,v’ € By. Then we

can write

L1
F=>> aplp+y,

(=0 BEPy



A CONSISTENCY ESTIMATE FOR KAC’S MODEL 45

where ap, = (f)B, and ap = (f)p — (f)~(p) for B € Py and £ > 1. Here we
have written (f)p for the average of f over B and w(B) for the unique
element of P;_; containing B. By (41) and (42), we have |ag| <2 *1¢q for
all B € P, and all ¢, and |g(v)| <27 5*2¢4. So, by Cauchy-Schwarz,

L—1
(foug —poy =Y Y ap(u (B) = po(B)) + (g, 115 — ho)

/=0 BEPy
L-1 1/2
<200 Y20 (0 G (B) -l B))?) +seaz
=0 BePy

The right-hand side does not depend on f, so it is an upper bound for
Wi (1, o), by duality. Note that var(ud' (B)) < po(B)/N. Now take expec-
tations and use Cauchy—Schwarz again to obtain

L—1

E(W1 (1), p10)) < 24 Y 2122 NTI2 4 807

(=0
We optimize at L = [logy(N + 1)/d] to obtain (60). The same argument
produces N ~1/21log,(N + 1) on the right when d = 2.

Set By, =2FBy. Fix K € NU {co}, and partition R as Uszo Ay, where

Ag =By, A, = B\ By_; for 1 <k <K, and Axg =R\ (r_,' 4r). Set
pr = u(Ag) and write uy for the conditional distribution of u on Aj. Write

Ny, for the number of elements of the sample falling in A; and write ,u]kV’“ for
the empirical distribution of this sub-sample. Set pr, = Ni/N. Then

K K
N - N,
=Y pei 1= Py
k=0 k=0

Fix a function f on R such that |f(v)| <1 and |f(v) — f(v')| < |v — /| for
all v,v’, where f(v) = f(v)/(1 + |v|?). Then, for all k and all v,v’ € By, we
have

()] <1+ a2,
(W) = fOO < @+ [0 + [ o =] < 2(1+ d2%)]o =],

Hence
K—1
ot =) = prlfo ™ — ) + B — pe) (f k) + (Fr PRI — prcirc)
k=0
K—1

< (1 2PV 2 W (k) + [Br — pi|}

il
o

. N
(14 o) LAy, Preit ™ + Prcpire)-
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Note the inequalities

~ _ 1-1/d ~1—1/d 1-1/d
Elpr — pr| < (2px) A (pe/N)Y? < 2N~y /,E(pk /)Spk /4

Estimate (60) scales from By to By to give, on the event {Nj > 1},
—1/d
E(W (", )| Vi) < 2 C) N, .

Hence, on taking the supremum over f and then the expectation, we obtain

K—-1
EW (1™, 1) < 3 22(1 + 229 )O(d) N~V V4 2((1+ [0 Ly, 1)
k=0

Since p1 € S, the final term on the right is small for large K, so B(W (Y, 1)) —
0 as N — oo. If (|v|P, u) < oo for some p > 2, we can control the right-hand
side using the bounds

K-1

S 2D < (ol ), (1 + o) Ly ) < 27K DE24 (o ),
k=1

Finally, we optimize at K = [logo(N +1)/(d +p)| when p < 3d/(d —1) and
K =00 when p > 3d/(d — 1) to obtain the claimed estimate. [J

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 9.3.  Set Qn = N~' SN |V;[2. Fix § € (0,1/4],
and consider the event

Q(6) = {|Qn — 1| <8 and [Vy| < ).

Note that Qy = Sy + [Va|?2. On ©(6), by some simple estimation, we have
\5&1/2 — 1] <40, so |V; — Vi| < (4|V4] + 2)8. Hence, in particular, there is a
constant C(p) < oo such that

E((Jo?, i) 1ays) < COE([of?, 1Y) = C(p){|vl?, ).
Now, for all f € F, we have
FOR) = FOV) < (W5 = Vil )@+ [TAf + Vi) < 24(6+01VA) A1+ Vi)
and so
1L, - 24 &
o = 1) = = SR = F) < 5 ST+ AV A (1 + Vi)
i=1 i=1
Hence
(61) E(W (i, 1) 1)) < 24({(6 + o)) ATH(1 + [v]*)p) = 0

as 0 — 0.
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Since (v, u) =0 and (Jv|?, ) =1, we have P(Q\ Q(5)) — 0 as N — oo for
all 0 >0 by the weak law of large numbers. For p > 2, there is a constant
C < oo, depending only on d and p, such that E(|Vy|P/?)? < E(|]Vy[P) <
C/{|v|P, u)N~?/2. Hence

B(|T| > 6) < Clol?, p)6~P/2N P/
For p > 4, since (|v|?, ) = 1, C' may be chosen so that also E(|Qx — 1|P/?) <
C(|v|P, ) N—P/* and so
P(|Qn — 1] > 8) < C(jul?, pyo /2N P/,
For p € (2,4] we use a different estimate. Set R =+JdN and write X; =
ViPARand X = N“'S°N | X; and 2 = E(X)). Then E(X?) < ([v|?, u) R*P
and
|z — 1| <E[X — Qn| < ([o]* 1oz ry, 1) < {J0IP, p) R*P
SO
P(|Qn — 1| >8) <P(|Qn — X| >6/3) + P(|X — 2| > §/3) +P(|lz — 1] > §/3)
< 12(|v[P, p)d—P2N—®/2=1)

Here, for the second inequality, we estimated the first term using Markov’s
inequality, the second using Chebyshev and noted that the third term van-
ishes except in cases where the final estimate exceeds 1. We combine these
estimates to see that there is a constant C' < oo, depending only on d and
p, such that, for all 6 € (0,1/4],

(62) P(Q\Q(8)) < C5P2(jofP, ) N~WONERZD,
Now, from (59), (61) and (62), for all p € (2,00) \ {3d/(d — 1)}, all § €
(0,1/4] and all N € N, we have
E(W (i, 1)) SEW (1", 1)) + EW (@™, 1) 1ogs)) +4P(Q\ 2(5))
< C(N—P 4 602N 4 5=p/2 N=0/ONR2=1)Y (P 4y,

Hence E(W (iV, ) — 0 as N — co. Moreover, on optimizing over §, the
terms 6P~DN and §-P/2N—@/DAP/2-1) can be absorbed in the term N7,
except possibly when p € (2,3), and in that case we can take 6 = (1/4) x
N—(=2)/Gp=4) for the desired estimate. O

10. Spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation. Given an initial state
1o in the Boltzmann sphere S, one can ask whether there exists a process
(p¢)e>0 in S such that, for all bounded measurable functions f of compact
support in R? and all ¢ > 0,

(63) (ﬁMZU#@f/U@WM@M&

t
0
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Here @ is the Boltzmann operator, defined in equation (5). Such a pro-
cess would then be called a measure solution of the spatially homogeneous
Boltzmann equation. While the existence and uniqueness (in law) of the Kac
process is elementary, the existence and uniqueness of measure solutions is a
hard question, but one which, extending a long line of prior works, including
[10, 14], has been positively answered by Lu and Mouhot [11], Theorem 1.5.

After Kac [8], important contributions to understanding the behavior of
versions of the Kac process were made by McKean [12] and Tanaka [16, 17].
Sznitman [15] gave the first proof for hard spheres that the Kac process con-
verges weakly to solutions of the Boltzmann equation. Mischler and Mouhot
[13], Theorem 6.2, proved a quantitative refinement of Sznitman’s result,
using a Wasserstein distance on the laws of k-samples from the empirical
distribution. In recent work, Fournier and Mischler [6] and Cortez and Font-
bona [1] have proved Wasserstein estimates for some other particle systems
associated to the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation.

Our consistency estimate allows a further strengthening of Sznitman’s
result. In the convergence theorem below, we obtain a pathwise estimate,
expressed in terms of a Wasserstein distance on the empirical distribution it-
self, and we are able to show, under suitable moment conditions, that the rate
of convergence is the optimal one for discrete approximations in Wasserstein
distance. The convergence results of both Sznitman and Mischler-Mouhot
are expressed in terms of propagation of chaos, while our estimate may be
applied to any initial N-particle system. For p > 2, define

S(p) ={neS: (|, u) < oo},
and call a solution locally bounded in S(p) if (|v|?, i) is bounded on compact
time intervals. We know from [11], Theorem 1.5, that, for all py € S, there
is a unique solution (p)¢>0 in S to (63). Sznitman’s theorem assumes pg €
S(3). The convergence result of Mischler and Mouhot, which has good long-
time properties, assumes compactly supported initial data or at least an
exponential moment.

THEOREM 10.1. Assume that the collision kernel B satisfies conditions
(1) and (2). Let ug € S(p) for some p € (2,00). Then there exists a unique lo-
cally bounded solution (jit)i>0 to (63) in S(p) starting from pg. Let € € (0,1],
A > (v, uo) and T € [0,00). Then there exists a constant C(B,d, e, \,p,T) <
oo with the following property. For all N € N and any Kac process (,uiv)tzo
in Sy with {|v|P, 1)) <\, with probability exceeding 1 — ¢, for all t € [0,T],
we have

W(:U‘ikut) < C(W(H6V7HO) + N_a)7

where «(d,p) is given in Theorem 1.1. For p>8 and d > 3, we can take
a=1/d. For p>8 and d =2 the estimate holds with N~ replaced by
N-Y2]og N.
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ProoFr. We will prove the first assertion on existence and uniqueness for
completeness, while noting, as discussed above, that a stronger statement is
already known. Let (V;:i € N) be a sequence of independent random vari-
ables in R? of distribution to. Write Vi for the sample mean and Sy for
the sample variance of Vi,...,Vy. For each N € N, set

1 N
N _
=y 25wy

on the event {Sy >0}, and set v}’ equal to some arbitrary element of Sy
otherwise. Conditioning on 1", let (14/¥);>0 be a Kac process in Sy starting
from v{¥. Choose sequences (¢;:k € N) in (0,1] and (T} :k € N) in [0, 00)
such that ), e, < oo and T}, — co. By Proposition 9.3 and Theorem 1.1,
there exists an increasing sequence (N :k € N) in N such that, for all £ € N,
with probability exceeding 1 — ¢y,

<|v|pvy(])\7k> S C(‘U‘pnu0>? W(V(J)anuO) S C(‘U‘pvuo>5k
and then for all t < T},
(64) W (M, v 1) SOV (g, g ) + ).

By Borel-Cantelli, almost surely, these inequalities hold for all sufficiently
large k, so the sequence ((l/tN *)t>0:k € N) is Cauchy in the Skorohod space
D([0,00), (S,W)), and hence converges, with limit (14)>¢ say, since D([0, 00),
(8, W)) is complete.

By Fatou’s lemma and the moment estimate (14),

E(Supﬂv\p, 1/5>> < lirr}ginfE<sup(\v\p, ALY

< 0
o<t o<t {<\v\P,uéVk>s0<\v\P,uo>}> ’

$0 (1¢)1>0 is locally bounded in S(p) almost surely. Fix a function f on R?
satisfying | f(v)] <1 and |f(v) — f(¢v")| < |v —2'| for all v,v’ € RY. From (64),
since ||f|| <2, we see that (f, I/tNk> — (f, )0 uniformly on compact time
intervals almost surely. Consider the equation

t
ooy = (Fd) + MY 4 /O (. QWY vN)) ds

with N = Nj, in the limit k¥ — co. Estimate (7) implies that MtN’“’f —0
uniformly on compact time intervals in probability. Moreover,

(£, QW )y — (£,Q(ur, 1)) = (g1, vk — 0,

where

(@)= [ L)+ 00 = F0) = F0)} B0 = vesda) (" + ) )
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and, by some straightforward estimation, ||g:|| < max{16,12 + 8x} for all
t > 0. Hence, we can pass to the limit uniformly on compact time intervals
in probability to obtain
t
()= L) + [ (FQUuasra)) ds

0
for all t > 0, almost surely. A separability argument shows that almost surely,
this equation holds for all such functions f and all ¢ > 0. So, almost surely,
(v¢)e>0 is a solution, and in particular, a locally bounded solution in S(p)
exists.

Now let (ut)¢>0 be any locally bounded solution in S(p) starting from o,
and let (uf")i>0 be any Kac process in Sy. Then

t
AT (uév—uo)JthNJr/ 2Q(ps, 1Y — ps) ds,
0

where now p; = (u; + pY)/2. The argument of Section 4 applies without
essential change to show that, for all ¢ > 0 and all functions f; on R? we
have

t
<ftvuiv_ut>:<f0>#(])\[_#0>+/0' <f57dMs]V>7

where fs(v) = E(s ) (ft, A4)) and where (Af)s>s is a linearized Kac process in
environment (p;)¢>0. Next, the argument of Section 5 applies to show that,
for all € € (0,1] and all T € [0, 00), for all N € N, with probability exceeding
1—¢, for all t <T, we have

(65) W (N, ) < COW (ud) , o) + N~dP)),

where C' < oo depends only on B,d,e, \,p and T', where A is an upper bound
for (|v|?, po) and (Jv|P, ud’). Convergence at rate N~/¢ could be proved for
p > 8 by checking that the arguments leading to the estimate for W (uY, N b
apply also when (ufY /)tzo is replaced by (f1¢)¢>0. Alternatively, we can find N’
so that (N')~2(@») < N~/ and, by Proposition 9.3, W (", o) < CN~1/4
with probability exceeding 1 — e. Then, by Theorem 1.1 and (65), with
probability exceeding 1 — 3¢, for all t <T', we have

W (i’ ) < W (i) + W (@Y o)
< CW (') + WY o) + N1 4 (7)o
< C(W (', o) +4N~19).

Finally, we can take ,uiv k= l/tN k and let k — oo to see that u; = vy for all

t >0, so (v)i>0 is the only solution which is locally bounded in S(p). O
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We can combine Theorem 10.1 with Proposition 9.3 to obtain the fol-
lowing stochastic approximation for solutions to the spatially homogeneous
Boltzmann equation.

COROLLARY 10.2. Assume that the collision kernel B satisfies condi-
tions (1) and (2). Let o € S(p) for some p € (2,00), and let (j1t)i>0 be the
unique locally bounded solution to (63) in S(p) starting from uy. Write ul
for the random variable in Sy constructed by sampling from pg as in Propo-
sitton 9.3, and conditioning on ,uév, let (,u{v)tzo be a Kac process starting
from pd’. Then, for all € € (0,1], all X\ > (|v|P, po) and all T € [0,00), there
are constants a(d,p) >0 and C(B,d,e,\,p,T) < 0o, such that with proba-
bility exceeding 1 — ¢, for all t <T,

W ) < ON°

For p > 8, we can take o =1/d when d > 3, and the estimate holds with
N~Y2log N in place of N~ when d = 2.

On the other hand, if one views the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann
equation as a means to compute approximations to the Kac process, the
following estimate provides a measure of accuracy for this procedure.

COROLLARY 10.3. Assume that the collision kernel B satisfies condi-
tions (1) and (2). Fiz d >3, € € (0,1] and 7,7 € (0,00) with 7 <T. There
is a constant C < oo, depending only on B, d, €, T and T, with the fol-
lowing property. Let N € N and let (,u,{v)tzo be a Kac process in Sy with
collision kernel B. Denote by (put)e>r the solution to the spatially homo-
geneous Boltzmann equation with collision kernel B starting from pl at
time 7. Then, with probability exceeding 1 — e, for all t € [7,T], we have
W, ) < CN-Y. The same holds for d =2 if we replace N~V by
N‘lf2 log N.

PrOOF. Use (13) to find a constant A\(B,,¢) < oo such that (Jv]?, u¥) <
A with probability exceeding 1 — /2. Then apply Theorem 10.1 with /2 in
place of € to find the desired constant C'. [

APPENDIX

We state and prove a basic lemma on the time-evolution of signed mea-
sures, which allows us to control the evolution of the total variation when
the signed measures are given by an integral over time. Let (E, &) be a mea-
surable space. Write M™ (resp., M) for the set of finite measures (resp.,
signed measures of finite total variation) on (E, ). For u € M, write |u| for
the associated total variation measure and ||| for the total variation.
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LEMMA A.1. Assume that (E,€) is separable. Let T € (0,00). Let pg €
M and \g € M™T be given, along with a measurable map t+— v;:[0,T] — M
such that vy is absolutely continuous with respect to Ao for all t € [0,T] and
S el dt < oo. Set

t
utzuo+/ vsds.
0

Then there exists a measurable map ¢ :[0,T] x E— {—1,0,1} such that, for
all t €10, T, we have py = o] and

t
el = [l +/ ooy ds,
0

A version of the lemma, without the hypothesis of separability and for the
case where t +— 1 :[0,T] — M is continuous in total variation, was stated by
Kolokoltsov in [9], Lemma A.1. The proof given in [9] contains a gap, which
we have not been able to fill. The case where (E,€) is R? with its Borel
o-algebra and where ¢ +— 14 :[0,7] — M is continuous in total variation, has
been proved by Lu and Mouhot [11], Lemma 5.1. We will use a substantially
different argument, which allows us to replace this hypothesis of continuity
with the existence of a reference measure \g.

PrROOF OF LEMMA A.1. There exists an increasing sequence (&, :n € N)
of finite o-algebras generating £. Write A, for the partition of F generating
&n- Consider the finite measure A = \g+ | o] + fOT |vi|dt on (E,E). By scaling
we reduce to the case where A is a probability measure. For each t € [0,T7],
define &,-measurable functions o' and 3;' by on E by setting

ai (x) = p(A)/AA), B (x) = ve(A)/A(A)

if x € A for some A € A, with A(4) >0 and setting o' (z) = Bj*(z) =0 if
there is no such A. Then, for all € E, the map ¢+ ;"(x) is integrable on
[0,7] and

o () = o (z) + / 87 (x) ds.

For each t € [0,T], we have || < A so |af| <1 and o\ = p; on &,. More-
over, the sequence (af :n € N) is a A-martingale in the filtration (&, :n € N).
So, by the martingale convergence theorem, there exists &; € L'(\) such that
o = a¢ as n — 00, A-almost everywhere and in Ll()\). Then ayA = py on
(U,, € and hence on &€ by uniqueness of extension.
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For 7 = {tg,...,tn} C[0,T] with typ < --- <ty and any function (o (x):t €
[0,T],z € E), define a function |a|; on E by
N—1
|O“T = ‘Oé()| + Z ‘atk+1 - atk“
k=0
Then, for all A€ A,, on A, we have

N-1
AA) ", = [pol(A) + Y 16,y — pe ] (A) < A(A)
k=0

so |a™|; <1 everywhere.

Fix Ey € € with A(Ep) =1 such that o} (x) — & (x) as n — oo for all
t€[0,7]N(TQ) and all =z € Ey. Write T for the set of finite subsets of
[0,7]N(TQ). Then, for all x € Ey and 7 € T, we have |&|-(z) <1, so the
map ¢+ & (x):[0,7] N (T'Q) — [—1,1] has total variation bounded by 1.
Hence, for x € Ey, we can define a cadlag map ¢ — ay(x):[0,7] — [-1,1] by

lim as(x), te0,7),
Oét(l‘) _ { s—t,s€(t,T)N(TQ)
ar(z), t="T.

For z € E'\ Ey, set ay(z) =0 for all t € [0,7]. We have ar\ = arA = ur as
we showed above. For ¢ € [0,7") and s € (¢,7) N (TQ), we have in the limit
s—t

S
oA = puel| < flaed — Qs Al + [lss — pae| <<|at—&5|,)\>—|—/ ([ || dr — O
t

80 ayA = pup. Define 0:]0,7] x E — {—1,0,1} by o(x) =sgn(as(x)). Then o
is measurable and p; = o¢|pe| for all ¢t € [0, 7.

For any function ¢ on [—1,1] with continuous bounded derivative, we
have

t
w(a?(fﬁ))=1/)(a6‘(m))+/0 V(o () B¢ () ds

for all t € [0,7] and all x € E. Since 14 is absolutely continuous with respect
to A for all t € [0,7], we have on &,

t
Y(ad)A = (o)A + /0 (0" )vs ds

for all t € [0,7]. Since vg(dx)ds is absolutely continuous with respect to
A(dzx)ds, we have af () — as(x) as n — oo almost everywhere for vs(dz) ds.
Hence, on letting n — oo, we obtain on | J,, &,

slaor=vlan+ [ W (as v ds
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for all te [0,T]. The identity then holds on € by uniqueness of extension.

Set Y (x \/x2+1 . Then 9y (z) — |z| and 9y, (x) — sgn(z) as k — oo
for all = E [—1,1]. By dominated convergence, for all A € £ and all t € [0,7],
we have

()14, A) = (Ja[1a,2) = [ [(A)

and

t t t
/ (. (as)1a,vs) ds — (sgn(as)lA,Vs>ds:/ (0s1a,vs)ds.
0 0 0

Hence, on taking ¥ = ¢, above and letting k — oo, we obtain the desired
identity. [
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