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THE LAGRANGIAN STRUCTURE OF THE VLASOV-POISSON SYSTEM

IN DOMAINS WITH SPECULAR REFLECTION

XAVIER FERNANDEZ-REAL

ABSTRACT. In this work, we deal with the Vlasov—Poisson system in smooth physical do-
mains with specular boundary condition, under mild integrability assumptions, and d > 3.
We show that the Lagrangian and Eulerian descriptions of the system are also equivalent
in this context by extending the recent developments by Ambrosio, Colombo, and Figalli to
our setting. In particular, assuming that the total energy is bounded, we prove the existence
of renormalized solutions, and we also show that they are transported by a weak notion of
flow that allows velocity jumps at the boundary. Finally, we show that flows can be globally
defined for d = 3, 4.
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1. INTRODUCTION

BEEEEERERm==

In the last three decades, there has been a growing interest in the existence of solutions to
transport and continuity equations under weak regularity assumptions, motivated by physical
models where, for example, one can only assume that the total energy of a system is bounded.

The interest in the relation between continuity and transport equations and their La-
grangian structure arises in this setting. In the late 1980s, DiPerna and Lions in [16, [17]
introduced the notion of renormalized solutions and the idea of strong convergence of com-
mutators. There, they proved existence, uniqueness, and stability of regular Lagrangian flows
for Sobolev vector fields with bounded divergence. More than a decade later, Ambrosio ex-
tended this result to BV vector fields with bounded divergence, [4], and in a more recent
paper, Bouchut and Crippa were able to consider vector fields whose gradient is given by

Key words and phrases. Vlasov—Poisson, transport equations, transport equations in domains, Lagrangian
flows, renormalized solutions.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01138v2

2 XAVIER FERNANDEZ-REAL

the singular integral of an L' function, [I3]. Finally, we also mention the work of Ambrosio,
Colombo, and Figalli, [5], where they prove the existence of a unique maximal regular flow
under very mild assumptions on the vector field, including a local integrability assumption.
(We refer the reader to [7] for an extensive summary on the theory of continuity equations
and Lagrangian flows with weak regularity assumptions on the vector fields.)

In this work, we deal with the Vlasov-Poisson system, which when posed globally corre-
sponds to a transport equation with vector field given by a singular integral. The Vlasov—
Poisson system describes the evolution of a nonnegative charge density under the action of
a self-induced electric field under no magnetic field. Given a charge density f = fi(z,v) :
(0,T) x RY x R — [0,00), that is, the density of particles at position z with velocity v at
time ¢, the evolution of f; is given by the transport equation

Oufe(x,v) + v - Vafilx,v) + Ef(x) - Vofe(z,v) =0, in  (0,T) x RY x R% (1.1)

Here, E;(z) denotes the electric field, which is generated by the physical density of particles at
the position z at time ¢, p(z) = [ fi(z,v) dv, through the Poisson equation, —A,V;(z) = p(z)
and Ey(z) = V;Vi(x), so that

Ey(z) = cq /Rd pe(z)

Both equations (LI and (L2) form the Vlasov—Poisson system. In our work, we are inter-
ested in the Vlasov—Poisson system restricted to a physical domain ) with perfect conductor
boundary conditions, so that z € Q C R%, f: (0,T) x Q x R? — [0, 00), and (1)) is fulfilled
in the interior of the domain. The perfect conductor boundary conditions translate into an
electric field with no tangential components at the boundary, or equivalently, the boundary
of the domain is grounded (that is, V;|sq = 0); see also [21I]. Then, the potential is computed
as the solution to the Poisson equation with zero Dirichlet conditions: —A,V;(x) = p(z) for
x € Q and Vi(z) = 0 on 092. The electric field is now given by

% dz, in[0,T) x R (1.2)
xr —Z

Ey(x) =cq /Rd pt(2)VG(x,2)dz, in [0,T) x €, (1.3)

where G(x,z) denotes the Green function of the domain. To complete the description of
our system, we still need to set a boundary condition. Since we will be interested in the
Lagrangian structure of the solution, we set a boundary condition given by pure specular
reflection, so that we have

fil@,v) = fi(z,v —2(v-n(z))n(z)), on (0,00) x N x RY,

where n(x) denotes the inward unit normal vector at = € 5.

The Vlasov—Poisson system has been well-studied. Existence and regularity of classical
solutions for Q = R? were obtained under different assumptions in [25, 26| 10, B5, 39]. In
dimension 3, the existence and uniqueness of classical solutions under a smooth initial datum
is a classical result, [33, B0]. In general, though, these first results required integrability
hypothesis on the initial datum. These integrability hypothesis are needed even to define a
weak solution, as one a priori needs E;f; to be in L!. In [I5], DiPerna and Lions, with the
introduction of new concepts, were able to define a new notion of solution and prove its global
existence under some mild initial integrability condition and boundedness of the total energy.

More recently, Ambrosio, Colombo, and Figalli, in [6], were remarkably able to reduce the
initial condition integrability to merely L' to prove existence, and they also establish that
the Lagrangian structure associated to the transport equation in the Vlasov—Poisson system
is still valid (in some weaker sense, developed in [5]) for renormalized solutions. That is,
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they are able to prove the equivalence between the Lagrangian and Eulerian structure in the
setting of renormalized solutions.

Yet, if Q # R? much less is known, even for classical solutions. In [23], Guo shows that
derivatives of solutions cannot be uniformly bounded near the boundary. Classical solutions
exist under suitable conditions on the initial datum near the boundary and the domain for
both specular and absorption boundary conditions, as shown in [22] 27, 28, 29]. On the
other hand, in [2I], Guo shows the existence of weak solutions for the more general setting
of the Vlasov—-Maxwell system in 3 dimensions, with smooth domains (see also [9, Bl [I] [38]
for existence and stability of weak solutions). Closer to the weak notion of solution that is
considered in this paper, we refer the reader to the work by Mischler [32], where the author
is able to establish existence and weak regularity results for the Vlasov equation in domains
with specular reflection, under weak assumptions on a fixed electric field and source term.
We also refer to [36],[22], and [20], and references therein, for a better understanding of the
state-of-the-art of the problem and applications.

The results by Ambrosio, Colombo, and Figalli in [6] provide a general Lagrangian structure
for weak /renormalized solutions. In the present work, we extend their results to the context
of smooth physical domains with specular reflection. In particular, we introduce the notion of
renormalized solution in a domain and an analogous definition of Maximal Regular Flow that
allows jumps in the velocity component, to account for the specular reflection condition. We
show that this notion of flow transports renormalized solutions, and, in particular, we show
that renormalized and Lagrangian solutions are also equivalent in this new situation.

Thanks to the generality of the techniques introduced in [3, [6], we can deal with the
problem at a local level, and establish that solutions evolve following certain flows far from
the boundary. In order to deal with the boundary region, we note that the existence of
flows coming from vector fields given by singular integrals is quite rigid, in the sense that, a
priori, the theory is not valid for vector fields of the form (L3]), where the Calderén—Zygmund
theory does not directly apply. Therefore, one cannot immediately use the results from [12].
In order to establish the existence of flows around the boundary, we first show that in small
balls centered at the boundary the domain and the electric field are close to the half-space
situation. Hence, we reduce the problem, after some fine estimates, to the half-space case.

For the half-space problem we note that, after a reflection, the electric field has an expression
similar to a convolution against an L' function, and we prove that this is enough to get our
result.

We divide the work as follows. In Section 2], we state our results and introduce the problem
and main definitions. In Section Bl we study the Vlasov—Poisson system in the half-space,
constructing a new problem in the whole space based on the image charge method. In Sec-
tion @ we recall the notion of Maximal Regular Flow, we introduce the notion of Maximal
Specular Flow, and prove some equivalences with the half-space problem. In Sections [6] and
[[l we prove our main results in the half-space situation, in particular showing the existence
of a renormalized solution. Finally, in Sections [, [0 and [0, we show our main result for the
general domains situation. We emphasize that we treat the half-space and the general domain
situation separately, as we believe that the half-space approach in a non-local way has its own
interest.

We would like to mention that we deal with the repulsive case; that is, the interaction
force between particles is repulsive, and can be used to model, for example, the evolution
of positively (or negatively) electrically charged particles under their self-consistent electric
field. In the attractive case, the sign of the electric field changes, and most of our results
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are still valid up to minor modifications of the proofs. As in [6], however, one would need
to consider an effective density instead of the physical one, as we can no longer control the
initial energy and some particles might have infinite velocity and disappear from the physical
space. Similarly, minor modifications of the current work would also allow to obtain analogous
results for the relativistic Vlasov—Poisson system in domains.

Acknowledgements: The author would like to thank Alessio Figalli for his guidance,
patience, and useful discussions on the topics of this paper.

The author acknowledges support of the ERC grant “Regularity and Stability in Partial
Differential Equations (RSPDE)”

2. MAIN RESULTS

Let Q € RY be a C%! domain, with d > 3. We want to study the evolution of a distribution
function fi(x,v) = f: (0,00) x Q x R? under a self-consistent electric field generated by the
Vlasov—Poisson system, assuming a grounded boundary, (i.e., a zero Dirichlet condition). We
will also impose a specular reflection condition on the boundary.

For any point z € 99, we will denote by n(z) = n : 9Q — S?1 the inward-pointing unit
normal vector to 0f) at the point x (we remark that for future convenience we have used the
non-standard convention of taking the inward unit normal). We denote, for each = € 99, the
reflection operator at z as R, : R — R?. With this convention, given a point z € 9, the
reflection of a velocity v € R? is given by

Ryv =v—2(v-n(z))n(x) (2.1)
The problem, then, is the following,

atf+v-V$ft+Et-vat:0 in(O,oo)xQde
fi(z,v) = fi(x, Ryv) on (0,00) x 99 x R,

We define the physical density for t > 0, z € Q, by py(z) = [ga fi(2z,v)dv. The electric
field is then given by E;(x) = —V,V;, where the potential V; is the solution to the following
Laplace equation with zero Dirichlet conditions,

CANi(@) = ) i (0,50) x 9,
Vi(z) = 0 on (0,00) x 082, (2.3)
lim |, oo Vi(z) = 0 for ¢ € (0,00).

(2.2)

The solution to the previous problem can be obtained by means of the Green function of
the domain. Thus, if we denote by G(x1,2z2) : 2 x Q — R>( the Green function of €2, then

V}(:E):/QGQ(x,z)pt(z)dz. (2.4)

Thus, we can rewrite our problem as

Z?tf—i-v-fot—i—Et'vat:O in(O,oo)xQx]Rd
pe(x) = [pa fi(z,v)dv in (0,00) x §2 (2.5)
Ey(z) = — [ VaGalx, 2)pi(z)dz  in (0,00) x Q '
fi(xz,v) = fi(x, Ryv) on (0,00) x 09 x R,
The transport structure is clear, as the problem can be written in the simpler way
atft + bt : Vx,vft =0 in (0, OO) x €) X Rd (2 6)
fi(z,v) = fi(z, Ryv) o (0,00) x 00 x RY, '
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where the vector field b (z,v) = (v, E(z)) : Q x R — R?? is divergence-free and coupled to
fi via (Z3).

This equation can be reinterpreted in a distributional sense when b, f; is in Llloc‘ However,
this is not true in general, and one needs to introduce the concept of renormalized solution,
[15]. This is based on the fact that, in the smooth case, one can consider C'' N L° functions
B : R — Rand B(f;) still solves the equation. That is, using that the vector field is divergence-
free,

{ OB(f) + diveo(BB(f)) =0 in (0,7) x Q@ x R (2.7)

B(fi)(z,v) = B(fi)(z,Ryv)  on (0,T) x 992 x RY,
Notice also that, in general, one still needs in [27)) to make sense of the trace of 5(f) on

(0,T) x 0Q x R?. Let us define some useful sets that will appear recurrently throughout the
work.

Definition 2.1. We define the following sets
’yﬁT = {(t,z,v) € (0,T) x N x R : +v - n(z) > 0},
o7 = {(t,z,v) € (0,T) x 9Q x RY: v - n(z) =0},
Yo = (0,T) x 9Q x RY.

We will also denote do'} the standard surface measure of 9.
Also, given T > 0, we consider the following function space,

Tor = {¢ € CL([0,00) x R*) : supp ¢ € {[0,T) x Q@ x R} \ {(0 x 092 x R") U~¢ r}}-
(2.8)

Finally, we will drop the subscript T' to denote T = oo, and drop the subscript (or superscript)
Q to denote Q@ =R% = {z1 > 0} (e.g., Tr == &ivT’ 79 = 75%,007 vt = ’Yﬁgi,oo)'

Throughout the work we will usually avoid the set 7?27T, which corresponds to velocities
tangent to the boundary, as in (2.8]). We will do that for mathematical convenience (same as
in [21]). Notice that, in this set, the reflection property does not have any effect, and also
notice that the set is lower dimensional in the v space for each fixed x € 02.

We can now define what it means to be a renormalized solution to ([2:6]). A similar definition

appears in [32] and in [21].

Definition 2.2 (Renormalized solution in a domain with specular reflection). Let T' > 0, let
Q be a CH domain and let b € L%OC([O,T] x Q x R%: R, be a divergence-free vector field. A

Borel function f; € L'([0,T] x Q x RY) is a renormalized solution of (8) starting from fo if
for every B € C* N L>(R) there exists f;ft €L (’YEZ—,T) such that for every ¢ € Ta T,

loc

T
/ o(@, v)B(fo (e, v)) dedo + / / Orpe(@, 0) + Vawipr(@, 0) - byle, 0)]8(fula, v)) dt de dv
QxRd 0 QxRd

+ / v-n(z)(pr(z,v) — @i(z, va))fgt(:n, v) dt do't dv = 0.
e 7

T

(2.9)

A Borel function f; € L>®([0,T] x Q x R%) s a distributional solution to (Z0) if it is
a renormalized solution with ( fized as any smooth bounded continuation of 5(x) = x for
|z < ([ fell zoe-
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Remark 2.3. The previous definition is equivalent to asking S(f;) to solve the Vlasov—Poisson
equation in the Green formula sense, and the reflection property in the distributional sense.
That is, we equivalently say that f; € L'([0,T] x Q x R?) is a renormalized solution of (28]
starting from fy if for every 8 € C' N L(R) there exists fg , € Lﬁf’c(fyg’T U ’Ys;,T) such that
for every ¢ € To,r

T
/ o (z,v)B(fo(z,v))dxdv + / / [Orpr(z,v) + Vo upi(z,v) - be(x, v)|B(fe(z, v))dt de dv
QxRd 0 QxRd
“f

v-n(x) ez, v) (fg"t(x,v) - fg:t(x,Rmv)) dt dostdv = 0.

v-n(x) ez, v)fgt(:n, v)dt dos! dv = 0,
g,TU'Ys;,T

and

/

In the following proofs we will be using both definitions.

QT

Remark 2.4. We are dealing with divergence free vector fields, b;(x,v) = (v, E(x)). In the
more general case where f; solves (2.6]) but with a non-divergence free vector field b;(x,v), the
previous definition should be modified in the following way: A Borel function f; € L'([0,T] x
Q x RY) is a renormalized solution of (ZB) with a general vector field b € Li ([0,7] x Q x

R4 R2d) starting from fy if for every B € C' N L*°(R) there exists f; ;€ Lﬁfc(’y;{j) such that
for every ¢ € To,r, (29) holds with the following right-hand side,

T
_/ / wi(x,v)B(fr(x,v)) divy wb(x, v) dt dx dv.
0 JOxRd

Notice that, in general, for this definition to make sense one needs div,, b € Li ((0,T) x
Q x R9).

Definition 2.5 (Commutativity property). We say that a renormalized solution in a domain
with specular reflection (Definition [Z22) fulfils the commutativity property if there exists a
measurable function f; : ’y;{T — [0, 00) such that

fg:t - /B(ft+)7
for all B € C* N L*>®(R).

Remark 2.6. It is not a priori true that the trace of renormalized solutions can be taken in
the strong sense, i.e., that the commutativity property holds for renormalized solutions. A
counterexample can be found, for example, in [7, Remark 25| for traces taken in the temporal
domain. Nevertheless, this will become true in this case once we introduce the theory of
Lagrangian solutions.

Our first main result establishes that renormalized solutions are, in fact, transported by a
suitable notion of flow. That is, Eulerian solutions are Lagrangian.

Theorem 2.7. Let T > 0, Q@ C R? a C%! domain, and f; € L°°((0,T); Lt (2 xR%)), a weakly
continuous function. Suppose that
(i) either f; € L>((0,T); L™ (Q xR%)) is a distributional solution to Vlasov-Poisson system
in Q with specular reflection, ([Z3));
(ii) or fi is a renormalized solution of the Vlasov—Poisson system in Q with specular reflec-

tion, 28] (see Definition[22).
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Then f; is a Lagrangian solution transported by the Maximal Specular Flow in Q x R? associ-
ated to the vector field by (see Definition[{.3); in particular, f; is renormalized (according to
Definition[22), and fulfils the commutativity property (Definition [2).

Our second main result establishes the existence of a renormalized (and thus, by the pre-
vious theorem, Lagrangian) solution to (23] for a weak initial value fy € LEF(Q x RY), where
Lﬂr denotes the space of nonnegative functions in L!.

Theorem 2.8. Let Q@ C R? be a C*' domain. Consider fo € LL(Q x RY), py(z) =
Jga fo(z,v)dv, satisfying the finite initial energy condition,

/ lv|? fo(z,v) dz dv + Ga(z,z) po(x) po(z) dr dz < 0. (2.10)
QxR QxQ

Then, there exists a global Lagrangian solution of the Vlasov—Poisson system in the domain §2
with specular reflection (2.2)) with initial datum fo, fi € C([0,00); L%OC(QXRd)), transported by
the Mazimal Specular Flow in the domain Q x R? (see Definition [£-3); which is renormalized
(Definition [Z2) and fulfils the commutativity property (Definition [Z1).

Moreover, the physical density p; = [ fidv and the electric field E; are strongly continuous
in LL () pi, By € C([0,00); LL .(2)).

Finally, we show that the initial energy bounds the total energy at all times, and thanks
to that the flow is actually globally defined in dimensions d = 3, 4.

Theorem 2.9. Let @ C R? be a C*! domain. Consider fy € LL(Qy x RY), po(z) =
Jga fo(z,v)dv, satisfying the finite initial energy condition, @I0). Let f; € C([0,00); LL (9%
R%)) be the solution to the Viasov-Poisson with specular reflection [@2) with initial datum
fo from Theorem[Z8. Let p; = [ frdv be the physical density. Then, the following properties
hold:

(i) for every t > 0, the energy is bounded by the initial energy,

/ o2 f, dx dv + / Ga(z, 2)pi(z)pe(2) dr dz <
QxRd QxQ (2.11)

g/ ]v[Qfoda:dv—F/ Galz, z)po(z)po(z) dx dz;
QxR QxQ

(i) if d = 3,4, then the flow is globally defined on [0,00) for fo-a.e. (x,v) € Q x R%;
that is, trajectories do not blow up in finite time, and f; is the image of fo through an
incompressible flow. In particular, the map

N e
QxR4
is constant for any Borel function ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00).
2.1. Notation. Throughout the whole work we will denote R% := {z € R? : z; > 0},
R? := {z € R?: 21 >0} and ORY := {z € R?: 21 = 0} (and analogously with R%). We also
denote the application
RT S RY (21, a0, 2q) (21, T, 2g), (2.12)

corresponding to switching the first coordinate (notice that it is an involution, 2" = (2’) = z).

We will say that a function f = f(z,v) is even (resp. odd) with respect to (x1,vq) if
f(z,v) = f(2',0') (vesp. f(x,v) = —f(a’,0v")). We will similarly say that f = f(z) is even
(resp. odd) with respect to zq or {z1 = 0} if f(x) = f(a’) (resp. f(z)=—f(2')).
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3. VLASOV—POISSON IN THE HALF-SPACE

In the following sections we consider a simpler version of the problem in hand. In particular,
we will be considering the half-space case, that is, {2 = le_.

By doing so, we explore the main ideas of the final result and deduce some intermediate
lemmas that will be very useful in the final proof. We also follow a slightly different approach
by directly dealing with a problem in the whole domain, that has interest in its own.

Our problem considers the case of a grounded boundary, and in the half-space the field £
is found through the method of image charges imposing a zero potential condition on x1 =0
(given that we assume a perfect boundary conductor; see also [21]). The image charges method
is what inspired the choice of the extended problem we consider in this section. When dealing
with general domains, we will proceed with a change of variables to reduce the problem to a
half-space situation locally.

We consider the d-dimensional Vlasov—Poisson system in the half-space: the evolution of
a distribution function fi(z,v) = f : (0,00) x RY x R? — [0,00) under the self-consistent
field generated by the Poisson’s equation in the half-space with grounded boundary. We also
impose a boundary condition given by specular reflection. The problem looks as follows,
where now the Green function of the domain is explicit,

Of+v-Vofir +E -Vyfi =0 in(O,oo)xR;ide

pe(x) = [ga fe(z, v)dv in (0,00) x RZ

Ey(z) = -V, V; in (0,00) x RZ (3.1)
Vi=cald=2)"" fpa pi(y) Iz =P~ = |o' = y"%) dy  in (0,00) x RY

ft(:Evv) = ft(:Ev’U,) in (0700) X aRi X Rd7

where ¢4 > 0 is a dimensional constant such that c;div (a:\x]‘d) = dp.
We will start by proving the statement of our main results, Theorems 2.7 and 2.8] for the
half-space.

Theorem 3.1. Theorem[2.7] holds for {2 = Ri.
Theorem 3.2. Theorem holds for Q = RY.

As already mentioned, we want to reduce the problem to a whole space situation. This
will be accomplished by a symmetrisation. The aim of this section is to prove that (31 (or
alternatively, Problem A) can be equivalently stated as Problem B (see below).

Problem A: This problem corresponds to (B1).

atft+v'vmft+Et'vvft:0 in(O,oo)xR;ide

pg(‘/E) = fRd ft(‘/Ev’U)dU in (07 OO) X Rfli-

pi(x) = —pi (') in (0,00) x RZ (3:2)
Ey(2) = ca Jaa Y (y) gady = pf + K in (0,00) x RY

ft(l','l]) :ft(.il','l]/) in (0700) X aRi XRdv

where we have expressed the electric field as a single convolution of a new density p? against
the kernel K = ﬁ. As defined, pf is the odd reflection of p; with respect to {x; = 0}.

Problem B: In the spirit of the previous definition, we define a new problem in the whole
R9. We consider the evolution of a function g;(z,v) = g : (0,00) x R? x R — [0, 00), even
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with respect to (1, v1), via the following transport problem,

7

gt +v-Vagi + By - Voge =0 in (0,00) xyx R,
pe(x) = f]Rd gt(z,v)dv in (0,00) X }Ri,
Iaf(x) == f]Rd gt(a;,fu)dv in (07 OO) X R;Civ (3 3)
Ei(x) =cq fRd ﬁt(y)ﬁdy in (0,00) X }Ri,
Ei(x) = —cy fRd ﬁt(y)ﬁdy in (0,00) x R?,
[ gt(z,v) = gi(2',0") in (0,00) x R? x R?

This problem is posed so that any solution induces an electric field F such that E; is odd
with respect to z1, and F; for i > 2 is even with respect to x1; that is,

(Ey(z)) = Ey(2’), in (0,00) x RY. (3.4)

Similarly, given a solution with even initial datum such that the electric field is odd in the
first component and even in the others, then the solution must be even. This should reflect
the specular reflection property from the previous problem.

We want to see that solutions to Problem A in (3.2]) correspond to solutions of Problem B
in (33)), and vice-versa. Notice, firstly, that Problem B also presents a transport structure
(similarly to Problem A via (2.6])) given by

(%gt + Et . Vm)gt =0. (35)

where vector field by(z,v) = (v, E(z)) : R* — R?? is divergence-free and coupled to g; via
@3,

For Problem B we need to deal with the notion of renormalized solution in the whole space
(see the analogy with Definition [2.2]). We recall it here for the reader convenience.

Definition 3.3 (Renormalized solution). Let T > 0, and let b € Ll ([0,T] x R?*%;R??) be a
divergence-free vector field. A Borel function g; € L*([0,T] x R??) is a renormalized solution
of BR) starting from gq if for every B € C' N L¥(R) and for every ¢ € C}([0,T) x R??),

T ~
oo(x,v)B(g0(x,v)) dx dv+/0 /de [0t (2, 0)+V g 0Ot (2, 0) b (z,v)]B(g¢ (2, v)) do dv dt = 0.

(3.6)
In the case of Problem B, a function g € L*°((0,T); Ll(Rde) even with respect to (x1,v1)
is a renormalized solution of B3) starting from go if setting by(x,v) = (v, Ey) defined as in

B3) then g4 solves [B.4l).

Remark 3.4. For more general vector fields, b € L%OC([O,T] x R?®:R??), not necessarily di-
vergence free, we say that a function g; € L'([0,7] x R??) is a renormalized solution to the
transport equation in the whole space (0,7") x R? x R%, O,g; + by - Vawge = 0, starting at go, if
for every g € C1 N L®°(R) and for every ¢ € C1([0,T) x R??), [@.6) holds with the following
right-hand side,

R2d

T ~
—/ / divy o (be(z,v)) e (2, v) B(g (x,v)) de dv dt.
0 Jr2

Notice that, in general, for this definition to make sense one needs div, , by € Li ((0,T) x R??).
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3.1. Equivalence between problems. Let us now prove that there exists a relation between
renormalized solutions in the half-space and in the whole space under symmetry conditions.

Lemma 3.5. In the statement of Definition [3.3, in the setting of Problem B, B3, for a
solution g, € L°°([0,T); L*(R?%)) it is enough to consider test functions ¢ € C1([0,T) x R??)
such that

supp ¢ € {[0,7) x R? x R} \ {(0 x ORL x RY) U~9}1. (3.7)

Equivalently, g; € Le([0,T); ~L1 (R2%)) is a renormalized solution of [B3) starting from go if
@B8) holds for by(z,v) = (v, E}) and for any B € C* N L®(R) and for any ¢ fulfilling B.1).
Proof. We start by claiming that, if E, is defined as in B3), then

E € L>=([0,T); LY. (R%)) for some p > 1. (3.8)
Indeed, notice that |Ey(x)] < C(|pi| * |K]|)(x), where K = z/|z|%. Take any p € <1, d;fl)

so that K € L} (R 4). Use a local version of Young’s inequality for convolutions in any ball
Br(0) C R?. That is, by means of Holder inequality,

|mw;wmsc/‘(/rm@me—wapm

o [ ([, (il — o) ac)+ ) s
(/ e —orar) ([ a0 T
(R / ([, K= yprds)ay

gc(|pt|<Rd>) 1115y < 0

LBl

| /\

as we wanted. We are using also that |p;| € LOO([O, T); L' (R)).
Let us define, for h € L>°([0,T); L>®(R??)), ¢ € C}([0,T) x R??), and in the setting of
Problem B, (B3],

T
A, h) = /R2d Po(z,v)h(0,z,v) dx dv+/0 00 (2, 0)+V g (2, 0) -be (, V)| A(t, 2, v) dt da dw.

R2d
(3.9)
Let £ € C*([0,00)) be a monotone increasing function, with £ = 1 in [1,00), £ = 0 in
[0,1/2] and ¢ < 3 in [1/2,1]. Let us define £&° € C'(R?) as

() —¢ (M),

€

Notice that, given any test function v € CL([0,T) x R2%), then 1 £ (z1,v1)E% (21,t) fulfils
the condition [B.7) for any € > 0. Let &, := (a1, v1) and &, := &°(x1,t). Our lemma is
then equivalent to seeing that

A(¥ (1= €0&) ) = AW, h) — AW &, h) = 0 as e L0, (3.10)

for any h € L*([0,7); L>(R2%)). Let us check it by taking limits term by term in the
definition of A, B3), and assuming supp+ C [0,T) x Br x Bp for Bg C R%.
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For the first term, notice that (1 — £§U£§t) = 0 whenever |z1| > ¢, and therefore

Yo(z,v) (1 — &5,&50) (0, 2, v) dudv < C dr =Ce—0asel0,
R2d Br{|z1]<e}

for some constant C' depending on the L° norm of ¢y and h, and the volume of Bpg.
For the term corresponding to 0y, we have

T
/ / Or (n(1 — €5, hdt de dv <
0 RZd

T T
g/ / / 10u(0) | dt dar dv +/ / e 0EE It da dv = T+ ITy.
0 JBr JBr{|zi|<e} o Jred

The term I; can be treated as before, and I; — 0 as € | 0. For the second term, notice that

1 t
|0:E54] = - ¢ <%>‘ =0if |z1] >cort > e,

and is bounded by 3/e otherwise. Therefore,
C 15
IIlg—// dtde < Ce —0ase 0.
€ Jo JBgrn{|z1|<c}

We now check the terms corresponding to v10;,%; and E~'t718v1 1. The rest of the terms
follow in a similar manner.

T
/ / 0100, (Go(1 — €,65)) hdt da do <
0 Jr2

T
< / / / 1|0z, () |hdt dx dv
0 Br BRO{‘:El‘SE}

T T
4 / / R, D, €, B dt dar dv + / / V1| O, €5, 165, B dt d dv.
0 R2d 0 RZd

Proceeding as before, the three terms go to 0 as € | 0.
Finally, let

T
/ E; 10y, (wt(l — f;vfit))h dt dx dv <
0 R2d

T T

5/ / / |Et 1l - |0u, (¥1)|hdt dx dv +/ / |Eia] -y - 100,65, €5 h dt da dv
0 Br J Brn{|z1|<e} 0 R2d

= Iy + 1l>.

We have that, by Holder’s inequality and thanks to the initial claim (3.8]),

T _ _ p—1 1
p<c[ [ Boa(@) dide < Ol By inoyesay (T2 (B (i <)) 7 =G
0 BRO{‘:El‘SE}
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Therefore, Is — 0 as € | 0. For the second term,

c [T ~
II, < —/ / / |Ey 1| (x)dtdvdx
€ Jo JBgrn{|z1|<e} JBrn{|vi|<e}

T ~
< 2 Ban{ln|<eh & / / By | () dtdvda
€ Jo JBrn{|zi|<e}

-1
p p—1

< Ol lromm - (T2 (Brn {lm <)) 7 =<5 0 as < L0,
so that ([BI0Q) follows and the result is proved. O

Remark 3.6. Notice that the previous lemma holds true for more general vector fields, not
necessary built as an electric field. That is, we only require E € L*((0,T); LE(R%)) for some
p > 1. Moreover, the condition can actually be reduced to asking

T
et / / / |Ey(x,v)|dtdxdv — 0, ase— 0,
0 JzeD} JveD?

where D! and D? are domains of volume e. Other fields, like E € L>((0,7); L% ,(R??)) for
q > 2 or linear combinations of the previous ones, also work.

Proposition 3.7. Let f; € L>((0,T); L} (R% x R?)) be a renormalized solution of Problem
A according to Definition 2.2 starting from fy. Let g; be the even extension with respect to
(z1,v1) of fi to the whole space. That is,

{ gi(z,v) = fi(x,v) in (0,7T) xRTferd (3.11)
gi(z,v) = fi(2',v)  in (0,T) x R x R4, ’

Then g; is a renormalized solution of Problem B according to Definition [33.

Proof. First of all, for the sake of readability we will assume that f; € L>((0,T); L= (R x

R%)). Thus, instead of considering 3(f;) we can consider directly f; (analogously with g;).
Let us define by(x,v) = (v, E(z)) from g as in Problem B, [@3)). We similarly define

be(z,v) = (v, E(x)) from f; as in Problem A, ([3.:2]). Notice that by definition of g;, we have

Ei(z) = Ey(x) in (0,7) x @

(Bu(@)) = By(@) in (0,T) x A (3.12)

That is, E~'t~ is just an extension to the whole R% of E, fulfilling the symmetry property
(Ei(z)) = Ey(2)).

Let us also define, for hy € L*°([0,7); L°(RL x R?)), ¢ € Tr, and in the setting of
Problem A,

A(p, hy) ::/ wo(z,v)h1 (0, z,v) dx dv

R% x R4
T
+ / / [Orpt(x,v) + Vg ppr(x,v) - be(z, )] (t, , v) dt dz dv. (3.13)
0 JRY xR

Similarly, for hy € L>([0,T); L (R??)), ¢ € C1([0,T) x R?*%), we define A(t, hy) as in (33).
Now fix any ¢ € CL([0,T) x R??). Thanks to Lemma 3.5 we ‘can assume that supp ¢ €
{[0,00) x R% x R} \ {(0 x ORL x R?) U~ }. We want to check A(¢,g:) = 0.
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Let % = ¢y, >0y, and ¢~ = ¢ly, <oy Consider 3~ defined as 3 (¢, z,v) = ¢~ (t,2/,7') in
[0, T]xR??. Thus, ¢t and ~ can be thought as elements of 7. Now, since f; is a renormalized
solution of Problem A, we know from Definition 22l that there exists f;” € L>(v;) such that

At fi) + /+ (o (z,v) — ¢f (,0")) fi7 (z,v)v1dt dog dv = 0.
I
Similarly for @,
A@, f) + /+ (@7 (z,v) =%, (2,0)) fi7 (z,v)vidt dog dv = 0.
I

Now notice that on v}, B, (z,v) = ¢; (x,0) = ¢; (x,0'), so that adding the previous two
equalities we obtain
Ale™ f) + A@, fr) = 0.
On the other hand,

T
/ / (00 (x,0) + v - Vi (z,0) + Ep(z) - Vooi(x,v))gs (2, v) dt do dv =
0 JRZ xR
T ~
— [ [, e )+l (T ) + Bl ) (9606 o iy

T
=L o) o Vg )+ Bila) - Vi o ola(a,) dede do
+>(

We have used here the symmetry property on E, BI2), and BII). Thus, recalling the
definition of A, (39]), we get

A((b?gt) = A((p—i—a ft) + A(@t_7 ft) = 07
as we wanted. O

We also want the converse result. Before proving it, let us state the following lemma,
regarding the existence of a trace for the solution to Problem B.

Lemma 3.8. Let g, € L°°((0,T); L>=(R??)) be a distributional solution of Problem B starting
from go, (in particular, even with respect to (x1,v1)). Then g; admits a unique trace function
['(gt) € L*®(yr) in the sense of the Green formula,

T ~
/ wo(z,v)go(x,v)de dv + / / [Orpi(x,v) + Ve wpr(x,v) - b(x,v)]ge (2, v) dt do dv
R¢ xR4 0 JRYxRd

—l—/ vipe(x,v)I(g¢)(z,v)dt do, dv = 0,
g
’ (3.14)

for every test function ¢ € C1([0,T) x R? x RY).
c +

Proof. Notice that we can rewrite the expression (3.14]) using the operator A defined in (B.I3])
with b restricted to (0,7") x R% x RY. Thus, we have to prove that there is some I'(g;) € L>(vr)
such that

Algrg) + / orge(, )T (g0) (, v)dt dog dv = 0, (3.15)
Yr
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for any test function ¢ € C}([0,7) x R? x R?). One can see, as in Lemma 5] that it is
enough to consider ¢ € Tp (defined in Definition 21).

Thus, given any test function ¢ € Tp, let us define now for any € > 0, a test function in
the whole space as

Rd

oi(z,v) in (0,7) x RY x
@i (z,0) = ¢ (1+2) ¢ ((0,22,...,2q),0) in (0,T) x [~£,0) x R x RY (3.16)
0 in (0,T) x (—o00, —¢) x R¥™1 x R,

Notice that ¢} being Lipschitz and compactly supported can be used as a test function for
Problem B. That is,

0= A(¢",g0) = Al g1) + / 5(2, )90 (@, v) d dv

D
T
n / / 105 (2, 0) + Va0 (2, ) - Bi(, 0)]gi (0, 0) dt da v, (3.17)
0 e

where D, := {(z,v) € R?: —¢ < 1 < 0}. We are using here again the notation introduced

in the proofs of Lemma B3] and Proposition 5.7, (5.9)-(B.13)).
Now letting ¢ | 0 and using that g, € L, and F € LY. for p = d_‘i/z (see (B8) in

Lemma B.H), we get that, for (3I5) to be true we must have

lim — / / v19¢((0, 22, ..., 24),v)gt(x,v) dt dx dv = / v1(z, )T (gt)(x,v) dt doy, dv,
el € B ViU
(3.18)

for some I'(g;) € L (vf Urg).
In order to do so, define, for any test function p = p(t, 2, ..., z4,v) € C}((0,T) xR xR?)
compactly supported in {v; # 0},

T
Gp(z1) :/ /Rd /Rdl p(t,zo, ..., xq,v)gt(z,v)dzs ... drgdodt, a.e. in R.

We claim that G, has a continuous representative and, in particular, there exists a function

D(gi) € L™®(v4 Uy ) satisfying (BI8).
Indeed, it is enough to check for p of the form p = ps(t)pz(x2,. .. ,:L'd)pv1 (v1)pz(v2y ..., vq)
)

with pt(0) = py, (0) = 0, where we denote T = (z2,...,xq) and 0 = (ve,...,vq). Let py, (z1) €
CL(R) be a test function for G,, and compute
/ 8x1px1 Gpdazl.
R

By using that g; is a solution for Problem B with p = p;ps, pzpuv, po as test function, where
lam = Puv;y /U1, and we get

T
/ampmGpdxl :/ / Ulgt(x7v)ax1/5dtdx dv
R R2d

/P:cl{/ / 3t,0+v pr—i-Et va> dtdmdv} dx,
R2d—1 ’U1

where we are using that p = p,, p/v1. Notice that

{/ / 8tp—l—v Vazp + E, - Vv,o> dtdz dv} (r1) € L%OC(R),
R2d—1 1)1
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because g /v, € Loo(suppr) and F € LY. Thus, G, € I/Vlicl, and in particular, it is continuous
almost everywhere. Let G, be the continuous representative. One can then define the linear
operator Lr(g:) : L'(vf U~gp) — R via Lr(g)(p) = G,(0), and noticing that |G,(0)| <
lgellzollpllr we get that Lr(g:) € (L'(vf U 7{))* >~ L>®(v4 U~y). This implies that, for

some I'(g;) € L>®(v4 U~r), BI8) holds by taking p = v1¢p as the test function. O

Proposition 3.9. Let g; € L>®((0,T); L' (R?*Y)) be a renormalized solution of Problem B
according to Definition starting from go € LY(R??). Let f; be the restriction of g; to
0,7) x RY x R4,

Then, for every B € C' N L>®(R) there exists fg,t € L>®(v}), such that B(f;) and fg,t
are a distributional solution to Problem A; i.e., f; is a renormalized solution according to

Definition 22

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition BT, we assume that g; € L°°((0,T); L°(R??)) to avoid
the use of 8 throughout the proof. We also recall that, by definition, ¢g; is even with respect
to (xlyvl)7 i'e-a gt(x7v) = gt($l7vl) in [OvT) X R2d'

We will see that f; is a renormalized solution according to Remark 2.3l That is, we want
to check that there exists some f;" € L°°(y4 U~z ) such that for any ¢ € Tr,

A+ [ v o) w,o)dtdoy do = (3.19)
YU
and
/ vig(z,v) (ff (@,0) — fi (2,0)) dt doy dv = 0. (3.20)
Tr

We keep using the notation introduced in the proofs of Lemma and Proposition B.7]
(33)-@I3). The first part, (3I9]), corresponds to the result in Lemma B.8l
To see ([B20), let us consider a smooth and compactly supported extension of ¢ to the whole

[0,T) x R??. That is, we consider ¢ € C1([0,T) x R??) such that p = ¢ in [0,T) x RTi x R%.
Let ¢~ = ¢lz <0y, so that defining @; (x,v) = ¢; (2/,v") in [0,T) x R? x R?, then we can
treat ¥, as a test function for Problem A, since @, € Tr. By Lemma 3.8 again,

0=A@@", /1) +/ v1; (x,v)0(g¢) (2, v) dt dog dv. (3.21)
73 Urr
Combining this with ([B19)),
/ 01y (z,v)I'(g)(x,v) dt doy dv + / vi(z,v)T(ge)(x,v) dt do, dv = 0. (3.22)
+ = + =
Y Y YU

We have used here that, as in the proof of Proposition B.7 and since g; is an even solution
to Problem B,

A(p,gt) = Alp™, fr) + A, fi) =0.
From [B22)), using @; (z,v) = ¢¢(z,v') on v Uz,

/+ v, v) (D(ge)(w,v) = T(ge)(,v")) dt dog dv =0, (3.23)
v Urr

and assuming ¢; is supported on 7, we have shown that (3.20]) holds. O
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4. MAXIMAL REGULAR FLOWS WITH SPECULAR REFLECTION: THE MAXIMAL SPECULAR
Frow

We would like to establish a suitable notion of flow associated to ([B.2]), and more generally
to the problem in a general domain with specular reflection, ([Z3]). Let us start by recalling
the definition of a Maximal Regular Flow in R? associated to a Borel vector field b = b;(x) :
(0,T) x R? — R? (see [5]), which contrary to Regular Flows, allows blow-ups at any time
after the initial condition. This definition will be useful in the context of Problem B, ([B3),
but we will require another notion of flow to deal with the specular reflection.

We recall here the definition of local Mazimal Regular Flow from [5 Definition 4.4]. That
is, we consider the trajectories of a given Maximal Regular Flow (see [6] Definition 4.2]) inside
an open set A C R?. There is no specular behaviour at this point.

As in [5], in order to identify the boundary of A we define a potential function Py : A —
[0,00) by

Pa(z) = max{[dist(a;, R\ A)]7L, \x!} ,

which satisfies

lim P =
g, Palw) = o,

in the sense that, for any M > 0, there exists K € A such that P4(A\ K) > M.
We also have to define the notion of hitting time and entering time with respect to A.

Definition 4.1 (Hitting and entering time in A at time s). Let 7 > 0, s > 0, A C R? open,
andn: (s — 7,5 +7) = R? continuous. The hitting time of n in A at time s is given by
R (n) :=sup{t € [s,s+T): Il[laf( Pi(n) < oo},
’ t

)

while the entering time of n in A at time s is

hy () =inf{t € (s — 7, 5] : n[f;aT{PA(n) < 00}

We put hj(n) = h(n) = s if n(s) ¢ A.

We note that we will refer as functions of bounded variation (or BV functions) to the func-
tions whose distributional derivative is a finite Radon measure. We will refer as absolutely
continuous functions (AC) to the functions of bounded variation whose distributional deriva-
tive does not have a singular part (with respect to the Lebesgue measure). Finally, given two
metric space X, Y, and a Borel map f : X — Y, we denote the push-forward of a measure
p e M(X)as fapu € M(Y), which is given by fuu(B) := u(f~1(B)) for any B C Y Borel,
and fulfils the change of variables formula

/ b(fan) = / bo fdu, (4.1)
Y X
m

for any ¢ : Y — [0, 00| Borel (see [7]).
Now we are able to provide the definition of local Maximal Regular Flow in A, given by

Definition 4.2 (Local Maximal Regular Flow in A, [5]). Let b =b; : (0,T) x A — R? be a
Borel vector field. Let s € (0,T), and let X = X(t,s,2) : (0,T) x (0,T) x A — R? be a Borel
map. We call X(-,s,+) a local Maximal Regular Flow (associated to b = b;) in A starting
at time s if there exist two Borel maps t:X : R — (5,T] and tox R — [0,5) such that
X(-s,2): (t;X(x),t:X(x)) — R? satisfies
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(i) X(-,s,x) € AC’lOC((t;X(:E),tIX(x));Rd) for a.e. x € RY. Moreover, X(-,s,x) solves the
ODE £ X(t,s,2) = b(X(t,s,2)) for ae. t€ (t;X(a:),tIX(x)), with X (s,s,x) = x,
(ii) for allt € [0,T], and for any A’ € A,

X(t,s,)u (fdl_{h_,7s(X(-,s,x)) <t< h*,’S(X(-,s,a:))}) < oA,

for some constant C' depending only on X, A’, and s, and where hy, . and hz, s are
defined in Definition [{_1] 7 7
(iii) for a.e. x € R? the following dichotomy follows:
o cither t:’X =T (resp. t,x = 0) and X(-,s,z) can be continuously extended to
t =T (resp. t =0) and therefore X(-,s,2) € C([s,T];R?) (resp. X(-,s,x) €
C([0, s];RY)),
e or

lim Py (| X (t,s,2)]) = oo, (resp. lim Py (|X(¢,s,2)|) = 00).

!y tlt, 5

We will simply refer to a Maximal Regular Flow whenever A = R?. Moreover, when the set
A is clear from the context we will simply write t;t x-

The previous definition is consistent with what we intuitively understand as a flow that
might blow up, requiring local in time boundedness with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
local absolute continuity, and the fulfilment of an ODE at those points. Condition (ii) ensures
that there is not too much production of mass, and that sets with finite Lebesgue measure
go to sets with controlled Lebesgue measure. In our case, the divergence-free condition will
ensure that the constant C' = 1, and the inequality in (ii) is actually an equality (mass is
transported).

In a similar manner we can define what we call a Maximal Specular Flow. In this case,
we would like a definition analogous for flows in Q x R? that may have jumps in a velocity
coordinate, corresponding to specular reflections on the boundary. Thanks to the restrictions
imposed on these jumps we can still talk about a solution being transported by the Maximal
Specular Flow.

However, since we are now talking about velocities and positions at which reflections occur,
we need a particular structure for the vector field considered. In this case, we will talk about
a Mazimal Specular Flow in a domain Q x R? associated to a Borel vector field b = b;(x,v) :
(0,T) x 2 x R — R? x R? of the form by(z,v) = (v, E¢(x,v)), for some Borel vector field
E = Ey(z,v) : (0,T) x Q x R — RL Thus, the velocity coordinate will correspond to the
temporal derivative of the position, while the force field might still depend on all the variables.

Still, the following definition is analogous to Definition of Maximal Regular Flow in-
troduced in [5]. Namely, the only difference is that in the velocity component the absolute
continuity in time holds everywhere except at the boundary. This is encoded in (ii) from the
following definition: the singular part of the temporal derivative of the velocity exists only
at the boundary, and has a very particular structure due to the specular reflection condition.
Away from the boundary, (X, V') is absolutely continuous, and the following definition coin-
cides exactly with the definition of Maximal Regular Flow, and one could still have trajectories
blowing up in finite time.

Definition 4.3 (Maximal Specular Flow in a domain). Let s € (0,T), and let us consider a
Borel map
(X,V) = (X,V)(t,s,z,0) : (0,T) x (0,T) x Q x RY = Q x R<.
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Let b = by(x,v) = (v, Ey(z,v)) : (0,T) x Q@ x R* — R x R? be a Borel vector field with
E = Ei(z,v):(0,T) x QxR? - R Let Q € R? be a OV domain. We call (X,V)(-,5,-,) a
Maximal Specular Flow in Q x R? (associated to b = b;) starting at time s if there exist two
Borel maps tzxy QxR = (5,T] and toxy X R? — [0, s) such that (X,V)(-,s,2,v) :
(t;X’V(az,v),t:X’V(w,v)) — Q x R? satisfies

(i) for a.e. (z,v) € Q x R?

X(-,s,x,v) € ACIOC((t;X,V(x7U)7t:,X7V(x7U));Q)
V('787$7’U) € BViOC((t;X,\/($7’U)vt:X,V(‘/Ev’U));Rd)‘
Moreover, (X,V)(-,s,z,v) solves the ODE

i(X,V)(t,s,a;,fu) = b (X (t,s,2,v),V(t,s,z,v)), forae te (t;X7V(1’,U),t:X7V(1’,U)),

“ (4.2)
with (X, V)(s,s,x,v) = (z,v),
(ii) for a.e. (z,v) € Q x R4,

DtV('7 87:177’0) = V(7 S,:E,’U)dt + va(7 S,:E,’U),

where Vdt denotes the absolutely continuous part with respect to the (temporal) Lebesgue
measure, and DV is the singular part. Moreover,

supp DV (-, s,x,v) C {1 € (t;Xy(m,v),t:Xy(x,v)) : X(7,8,2,v) € 00}

that is, |D{V'| is concentrated on X (-, s,z,v) € OQ (jumps in velocity only occur at the
boundary), and is of the form

DjV (., s,x,v) = QZAjétj,
JjeEN
for some (tj)jen C (ts_’Xy(a:,v),t:X’V(x,v)), where &, denotes the Dirac delta at tj,
and
A; = —limn(X(t;,s,z,v)) [V(t; — 7,5,2,0) - n(X(tj,s,2,v))]. (4.3)

70

(ii1) for all t € [0,T],
(X, V)(t, 5, )u <$2d L{tyy <t< tIX,V}> < o™,

for some constant C' depending only on (X, V') and s.
(iv) for a.e. (z,v) € Q x R? the following dichotomy follows:
e cither tzxy =T (resp. tzxy =0) and (X,V)(-,s,2,v) can be continuously ex-
tended to t = T (resp. t = 0) and therefore (X,V)(-,s,z,v) € C([s,T];R% x R?)
(resp. (X, V)(-,s,z,v) € C([0, s];R? x RY) ),

® or
lim |(X,V)(t,s,z,v)] = oo, (resp. lim |(X,V)(¢,s,z,v)] = o0).
tTt:X’V tU;X,V

Remark 4.4. Note that for the half-space situation, €2 = Ri, in condition (i) above we also
have that

Vi(sys,x,0) € AClOC((t;X’V(x,v),tzxy(x,v));R) forie{2,...,d}.
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Moreover, a quick check shows that in condition (ii) above the singular part of D;V; is con-
centrated on X7 = 0, that is Xy (-, s,z,v)|D;Vi| =0, and

DiVi(-, s,z,v) = 22 0y,
jeN

for some (;)jen C (t;X7V($,v),tIX7V(x,v)), where a; = lim, 4, Vi(7,s,7,v).

The previous definition is constructed according to what we intuitively perceive as a flow
with a specular reflection condition on a boundary in the z-coordinates: it coincides with
the definition of Maximal Regular Flow at all points away from the boundary. At boundary
points, moreover, we impose specular reflection of the vector field (namely, ([£3])), so that
the resulting vector fields are absolutely continuous everywhere, except at reflection points
where the vector field is at most BV. Notice, moreover, that the jump induced only occurs
in the velocity components, and it occurs in the component normal to the boundary (i.e.,
if the boundary is a half-space with normal vector e;, then the velocity will be AC in all
components except in Vi, which will be BV).

Notice that, if b; is Lipschitz, then the previous notion coincides with building the standard
flow away from the boundary, and imposing specular reflection boundary conditions. Indeed,
away from the boundary (2] holds pointwise and when reaching a boundary point, ([Z3)
ensures that the velocity component instantly changes in the right specular way.

It is a priori not clear whether the restriction of even (with respect to (z1,v1)) Maximal
Regular Flows to {z; > 0} induces a Maximal Specular Flow in Ri x R%: one needs to check
that the V; component of the velocity flow behaves in the expected way. That is why we need
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let s € (0,T), and let
(X,V) = (X,V)(t,s,z,0) : (0,T) x (0,T) x R x RY — R% x R?

be a Borel map such that (X,V)(-,s,-,-) is a Mazimal Regular Flow starting at time s asso-
ciated to b = by(z,v) = (v, By(z,v)) : (0,T) x R x R — R? x R? for a Borel vector field
E = Ey(z,v) : (0,T) x R x R — R<.

Suppose that for a.e. (z,v) € R? x R we have that

(i) toxy(@,v) =t x(2',0') and t;X’V(x,v) = t:,X,V($/7,U,) ,
(ii) fort € (t;Xy(:E,’U),tIX’V(:E,’U)), and for a.e. (z,v) € R x RY,

(X, V(t,s,z,v) = (X,V)(t,s,2/,0). (4.4)
Then, the map
(X, V)= (X,V)(t,s,2,0) : (0,T) x (0,T) x RL x R — RL x R?
defined as

Xi(t,s,z,v) = X;(t,s,x,v), for ie{l,...,d},

V(t,5,2,0) = 5K (t,5,2,0),

is well defined, and (X,V)(-,s,-,-) is a Mazimal Specular Flow in ]Ri xR? (see Definition[]-3)
starting at time s associated to b = by(xz,v) = (v, Ey(x,v)).
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Proof. In order to check that (X, V)(-, s, -,-) is a Maximal Specular Flow, it is enough to check
that

Vil s,x,0) € BVioe((t5 x v (2, 0), t:x,v(xv v)); R), (4.5)

and that Definition Z3)ii) (more precisely, Remark FL4) holds for Vi; the rest of assumptions
follow trivially from the definition of Maximal Regular Flow and the symmetry of (X, V),

E3)

Let us fix s € (0,7), (z,v) € R? x R%, and let t* := t;'fxy(x,v). Let
h(t) == X1(t,s,z,v),

so that h,dih € AC,(t™,tT) for a.e. (x,v) € RY x R? by assumption (note that d;h =
Vi(t,s,z,v)). We first want to show (43H]), that is, we want to prove

Or|h| = sgn(h)dh € BVige(t™,tT). (4.6)
Let ¢. € C*°(R) be an approximation of the sign function,
pe(t)=—1fort < —g, @(t)=1fort>e,
©e(t) is non-decreasing, 0 < . < g

In order to check (6] it is enough to prove the following bound,

/b |0; {0:h(s)pe(h(s))} ds < C(h,a,b), for all (a,b) € (t,t), (4.7)

a

for some constant C'(h, a,b) depending on h and the endpoints a and b, but independent of e.
Notice that, since dyh € Li _ and |p.| < 1,

b
/ B4 [0 ()] < 19411y, (48)

a
where in the limit € | 0 the equality is attained, and it would correspond to the absolutely
continuous part with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
Let us now bound, independently of e, the other term in (4.7]), ff ©L(h)(9;h)?. Since O;h is
continuous, {|0;h| > 0} N (a,b) is an open set in R, and in particular, it is a countable union
of open disjoint intervals I; = (a;, b;); that is,

{|och| > 0} N (a,b) = U I;, such that 9;h > 0 or O;h < 0 in I;, for each i € N.
€N
Now consider a fixed interval I; = (a;, b;) for some ¢ € N, and suppose that d;h > 0 in I;.

Let I7 = I; N {|h| < e}, which is still a single open interval because h is continuous and 0.h
has constant sign in I;. Then compute, by changing variables s — r = h(s),

/ L (h($))(D1h(s))2ds = / L(h(5)) (Buh(s))%ds

I; IiE

- / () O(h~L(r))dr
h(If)

< sup Aih(s) [ L(r)dr = 200h(s,)

sely —&
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for some §; € If. We are using here that ¢, o h = 0 outside {|h| < e}. If 9h < 0 in I; we
would have obtained 2|0,h(3s;)| instead, so that in general,

/ L (h())(@h(s))2ds < 200uh(5:) — Dh(b)],

I;

where we are also using that by continuity d;h(b;) = 0. Thus, using that the integrand is

non-negative
I
and thanks to the absolute continuity of 0,h,

b
b b; b
/ S m) o) <2y / 1Ouh(s)|ds < 2 / Ouh(s)|ds < Clh,ab).  (4.9)
a ieN /i @

ieN €N ieN

Combining (48] and (49)), yields (A7) which gives the desired result ([£.6]). We now want to
understand the structure of the distributional derivative of 9;|h]|.

Notice that we can consider two different cases according to whether h(I;) contains the
value 0 or not (that is, A has a root in I;). On the one hand, if |h| > 0 in I;, then for
some ¢ small enough, I7 = @ and fli ¢L(h)(d;h)? = 0. On the other hand, if 0 € h(I;) then
sup,e = Oh(s) — Oph(ri) as e | 0 for the unique r; € I; such that h(r;) = 0. That is, if (ri)ien
denotes the set of roots of h in (a,b), then

b
/ <,0’E(h)((‘9th)2 — 22 |O¢h(r;)|, as el0.

1€N

This corresponds to the singular part of the measure. Combining with (48] this gives

b
[ 10ulhl()] ds = ouhlz10sy +2 3 1060
a ieN
for any (a,b) @ (t7,t"), and for (r;);en the set of roots of h in (a,b).
Interpreting this in terms of X (¢, s, z,v) and Vi(¢, s,x,v) we obtain the desired result. [J

5. UNIQUENESS OF THE CONTINUITY EQUATION

In this section we address the problem of uniqueness of the continuity equation associated
to Problem B, ([B.3]). Namely, we want to check that the vector field in the mentioned problem
satisfies the condition (A2) from [6] Section 4.1].

Let us rewrite the problem here in a more convenient way,

gt +v - Vagi + By - Vg = 0 1n(0 o0) x R? x R?
() = sen(1) i g, v)do 1 (0, 00) x B!
Ei(x) = sgn(xy)ey fRd ﬁt(y)ﬁdy in (0, 00)
gt(x,v) = ge(a',0) in (0,00)
In particular, gy (z) = —py(x'), and Ey(z') = (Ey(x))’.
The existence and uniqueness of a Maximal Regular Flow (see Definition L2)) transport-

ing the solution of the continuity equation with vector field b is discussed in [6] under the
assumptions on b induced by the results from the same authors in [5].
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More precisely, in order to construct a Maximal Regular Flow associated to a general Borel
vector field b : (0,7) x RY — R, it is sufficient that the following assumptions are satisfied

(see [A]):
(A1) fo s, be(z)|dzdt < oo for any R >0,

(A2) for any nonnegative i € LS’f(Rd) with compact support and any closed interval I =
[a,b] C [0,T], the continuity equation
d
e + div(bu) = in (a,b) x R? (5.2)
has at most one weakly™ continuous solution I > ¢ + p; such that p, = g and
Usela,pjSupp pit € RY.
We want to check that assumption (A2) is satisfied whenever the vector field b is of the
form b = by(x,v) = (v, EBy(z)) coming from (&T).

Theorem 5.1. Let b: (0,T) x R?? — R24 be a vector field given by by(x,v) = (b1 4(v), bas()),
where

bre(v) € L=((0,T); Wy® (RGRY))
by,t(x) = sgu(w1) K * pr,

with K = x/|z|? and |p| € L>((0,T);
is, for any Borel set E C R, p(E) = —
p({z1 =0}) =0.

Then b satisfies assumption (A2), that is, the uniqueness of bounded compactly supported
nonnegative distributional solutions of the continuity equation.

ML (RY) an odd measure with respect to x1; that
p(E") (where x € E' & 2/ € E). In particular,

Proof. This proof follows along the lines of [0, Theorem 4.4] where Ambrosio, Colombo, and
Figalli, deal with a vector field by given by a full convolution. At the same time, it is a variant
of a result by Bohun, Bouchut, and Crippa, [12].

Since our vector field by is almost a convolution, we will be able to repeat the proof in [6]
Theorem 4.4] in many steps. For the sake of completeness we repeat the main steps of their
proof here, which after small adaptations, help us bound all but the first component of by. In
order to get the results for the first component, we need to proceed differently and use the
precise form of by and the symmetry of the problem with respect to x7.

For the sake of readability, we do not explicitly write the time dependence on the vector field
b. Let us denote #(X) the space of probability measures on X, and e; : C([0, T];RF) — R*
the evaluation map at ¢, e;(n) := n(t), where k = d or 2d depending on the context.

Let us denote 'y := C([0,7);R?*?), and T% = {y € T'r : 4(0) = z}, for x € R*. The
proof is based on the superposition principle, [8, Theorem 8.2.1], which says that nonnegative
solutions to the continuity equation p; (with a suitable vector field) starting from fi can be
represented by probability measures n € Z(I'r) concentrated on curves ~ solutions to the
A(t) = be(y(t)). More precisely, we can write

/de @ dpi = /FT wo(t) dn(y) = /de (/T go(v(t))dnx(y)) dfi(z),

where i = egxn. We have also considered the disintegration of 1 with respect to the map
eo (i.e., the initial value), so that n = 1, ® di(x). Notice that, in particular, if there was a
unique solution to the ODE starting from z, then 1, = ¢,,, and the unique solution to the
continuity equation starting from z would be given by p; = e;4n, with n = 0,, ® du(z).
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To prove uniqueness, suppose that p} and p? are compactly supported solutions to the
continuity equation, and let 1; and 72 be the corresponding measures in & (I';) given by the
superposition principle. Define n = W If we can prove that 7, (the disintegration with
respect to ep) is a Dirac delta for fi-a.e. x, then this implies that (1), and (13), are also a
Dirac delta and hence, 11 = 12 and @1 = pso.

In our case, we need to consider the extended superposition principle under local integrabil-
ity bounds, [6, Theorem 5.1]. Let Br € R? and € 2(C([0,T); Br x Bg)) be concentrated
on integral curves of the vector field b with the no concentration condition (e;)n < Co-£*? for
any t € [0,T]. Then, arguing as before, by [6l Theorem 5.1], in order to show that assumption
(A2) holds, it is enough to prove that 7, is a Dirac delta for eg4n-a.e. z.

Let 6,¢ € (0,1) be two small parameters to be chosen. Let ¢t € [0,77], fi := (eg)xn, and we
denote y(t) = (y'(t),7%(t)) € R x RY. Define

2 2
s ¢ (1) ///bg <1+ 7 ( ) gl ko 55 (t)|>dnx(fy)dnx(§)du(a;). (5.3)

In order to simplify the notation, we denote du(z,&,7) = dn,(€)dn.(v)dp(x) for p € P (R4 x
C([0,7);R%?). As seen in [6, Theorem 4.4], if we assume that 7, is not a Dirac delta for
p-a.e. x then there exists some constant 0 < a < 27" and some ¢y € (0,7 such that

(1)574(150) log (1 + 25—T> (5.4)
and we want to get a contradiction. By dlﬁerentlatlng B3), we get
d<I>5< <|b1 - bl(fz( ) | Clba(v' (1) — 52(51(75)))
= [[] (G im e G ) e 69

The first term in the previous sum can be bounded by means of the Lipschitz regularity of by

in B as
[b1(~=(2)) — b1(§2( t)) V01| o< ()
I G eyt < >0

For the second term, we will see that, as in the proof of [6, Theorem 4.4], in order to get a
contradiction it is enough to show

[b2(y" (1) — b2(§ @)l < < 1 >>
/] <5+w i M=t (5.7)
for some constant C' depending only on d, |p|(R%), and R. Notice that we just need to bound
[b2(7" (£) — ba(€"(1))]
d .
/// wetwe O+ P -] e )

where 71 (t) and &} (¢) denote the first component of v!(¢) and &!(t) respectively. Indeed, if
AL ()EL(t) > 0 then

[b2(7 (1)) = b€ (1))| = | K * p(v' (1) — K % p(€" ()],

and we are in the situation treated in the proof of [0, Theorem 4.4], where the authors deal
with vector fields given by full convolutions.
Now suppose j € {2,...,d} fixed. Let us show that,

(0 ) — b @)l (1
///V}(t)ﬁ%(tko RE OO =5=’Y)§C<1+1g<®>>, (5.9)
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where by () = (b(l)( ), b(d)( )). We will also denote K = (K71, ..., Ky) = (x1/]z|% ..., xq/|2|%)
(as an abuse of notatlon here x € R?, while in the integral, = € de)
It follows by noticing that under these hypotheses, b(])( ) = ( (2, ]b (’y (t)— b(] (EL(t)| =

5 (41 (8)) = b5 (£1(8)')] = | K % p(72 (1)) — K # p(€1(2)) andh() 1) > L) — L),

so that
(2 (1)) 05 (€1 (1)
////1(1&51 (1)<0 C5_|_|7 () fl(t)| d#(%é’ﬁ)ﬁ

K+ p(yH (1) — K+ p(€ @)
///y ()€l ()< C(S—i—‘fyl(t)_é‘l(t)/‘ du(,&,7),

and it follows again as in [6, Theorem 4.4]. We have critically used here that p is odd with
respect to x1. The fact that we are integrating with respect to ; and not &] does not play a
role in the proof of [6 Theorem 4.4].

In all, we just need to bound

K1 p(' () + K1 % p(€' (1))
///, $<0 45+|71()_£1()| du(z,&,v) <

= ///yll(t JEL(t)<0 |I§:-p|71 ///yl(t )L (1) <0 |I§2:-p|(€£1(())|)|du

We are using here that, since 71 (¢)é1(t) < 0 then |y1(t) — €1(t)] > |vi(t)| + |€1(¢)]. By
symmetry, it will be enough to bound the first term in the previous sum. Thanks to the
no-concentration condition (e;)xn < Co-£4,

KL p(3 (1) ) Ky % pla)|
///wgl oo COT ) = F <BR)/BR ot o]

Let us find a bound of the kind (5.7]) for R = 1 (other values of R > 0 follow analogously).
We define I := [ |K1* p(x)|(¢O + |z1])"tdx, and let Ay := [0,27%] x Bid_l), where Bid_l)

denotes the d — 1 dimensional unit ball. Define also Uy, := [27%, 27F+1] x BY[—I). Then, for
any N € N,

= Ja, C5+|$1| (0 + |1
N

1 1
< —|IK p E — ||K Pdy -
<% | K1 p”Ll(AN’jd) + 2 R || Kq * pHLl(Uk,fd)

(5.10)

L1 (Ag,21)

Notice that [|Ky1+#pll 1y, 20y < 1K1 *pllpia, , ey We will see that it is enough to
bound ||K1 * pl| 14, 2a) for any k € NU{0}. Indeed,

151 bl oy = |

AkXRd

Kilo =)o@ dzda <2 [ 1ol [ 1K1 = 20l @IKilzsca, 0
k

Also, with the notation HK1HL1 = | Kl ay,29)s

2— k
dl‘d dys...d d —
by = [ oo [ e = [ g < ook,
BY |zl 0.2 Hx B (1492 + -+ +12)

(5.11)
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for some constant Cy that depends only on the dimension d. Thus, for any N > 1,

C 92— k+1 C
< .
I—2N§5+CZ<5+2k—2N<5 + CN. (5.12)

Choose N such that 2V¢§ = 1, so that N = C'log (Cié)’ then

1<t ().

This proves the bound (5.7). From here, one can proceed as in [6, Theorem 4.4] to get a
contradiction with (5.4]). Indeed, combining (B.5]), (5.6]), and (57) we have

di?’c(t)§C<C+C+Clog <<5>> (5.13)

for some C' that depends only on d, R, |p|(R?), and Vb1l oo may- Integrating from 0 to to,
and using ®5¢(0) = 0 (1 is concentrated on curves with fixed initial datum), we reach

Ps¢(to) < Cto <% + (+ Clog <%> + Clog (%)) '

Now choosing ¢ > 0 such that Cto¢ < 57, and letting § | 0 we get a contradiction with

GA). O

6. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS FOR PROBLEM B

In this section we want to show the existence of renormalized solutions to Problem B, and
its Lagrangian structure. In particular, we will show the analogous of Theorems 2.7 and
for Problem B, (B.3).

6.1. A regularised problem. In this subsection we prove the existence and conservation of
energy of solutions to a regularisation of Problem B, (B.3).

In order to find a solution to Problem B we will need to solve regularised versions of the
same problem to generate an approximating sequence. In the classical Vlasov—Poisson in the
whole space, the existence and conservation of energy of solutions to a regularised problem
(obtained by regularisation of the convolution kernel) is known (see, e.g., [18]), and follows
by a fixed point argument in the Wasserstein metric.

In this case, the same approximation also works. The only detail one has to consider is
the choice of the regularisation of Problem B. Moreover, a small error will appear on the
conservation of energy coming from the regularisation of the odd density.

Theorem 6.1. Let ho(z,v) = hy € CX(R? x RY) be even with respect to (x1,v1), that
is, ho(z,v) = ho(2',v'). Let H € C®(RY) be a rotationally invariant (H(z) = H(|z|))
reqularisation of H(z) = +4|x[*7¢, and let § € C*°(R) be an odd regularisation of sgn(z1), the
sign function. Then, the following problem has an even (with respect to (x1,v1)) distributional
solution gy = g(t,z,v),

atgt + v- ngt + By - Vg =0 in (0,00) x R? x R?
pt(x fRd gi(z,v)dv, pY(x) = sgn(x1)pe(x) in (0,00) X R,
Ey(x ) = —S(xl)(VH* (P7))(x) (6.1)

= —58(z1) [VH(z —y)pf(y)dy i (0,00) x R?
go = ho in R% x R,
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Moreover,

[, peatas [ [ @ a= 62

t
— [, WlPw(eodedos [ (B @pe) o+ [ K58 h) dr
Rd x Rd R 0
for any t > 0, where K, is defined as

ICT(§7 H7 hO) = 2/

R4 xR
for g the solution to ([G.I)) with initial datum hy.

(sgn(z1) — 5(z1)) v - [Vﬁ * ﬁﬁ] (2)gr dx dv, (6.3)

Proof. We divide the proof into the two parts of the statement. In the first step we prove
the existence of a distributional solution, while in the second step we check that the energy
defined in (6.2]) is conserved in time up to an error.

Step 1: Existence. To prove existence we proceed with a standard fixed point argument
where we build functions iteratively that converge to a distributional solution to the previous
problem.

Let Ty > 0 to be chosen, and let ™! : (0,Tp) x R? x R? for n € NU{0} defined iteratively
as the solution to

Qp ™+ v Vgt - BV ut T =0 in (0,Tp) x RY x R?

pr (@) = [ga pit(z,0)dv,  py" (x) = sg(z1)pf () in (0,Tp) x R (6.4)
Ep(x) = —5(x1)(VH * (")) in (0,7p) x R ‘
1ot = ho in R% x RY,

with Y = hg for t € (0,7y). By standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory, if b (x,v) = (v, E(z)),
then there exists a regular flow Z,, : [0, Ty] x R? x R — R? x R?, Z,(t) = (X,,(t), V,,(t)), such
that it solves

LZ,(t) =bMZ,(t)) in (0,Tp) x RY x R (6.5)
Zn(0)(z,v) = (z,v), in R?x R, '
and the solution xf™ is given by the push-forward pf ™ = Z,,(t)4ho.

We will prove that ,u?“ converge to some p; a distributional solution to the continuity

equation. Since each ,u?“ is even with respect to (r1,v1) by construction and uniqueness of
(64]), if the limit p, exists, it must also be even with respect to (z1,v1).

To do so, we study the convergence of the flows in the L' norm. Before doing that,
let us define the following distance from the Wasserstein metric Wp. That is, given vq,10 €
L>=((0,Ty); My (REx R%)) such that v (t)(R? x RY) = vy(t)(RY x RY) = C with C independent
of time, we define

Wy (v, ) i= sup Wi(w(t), va(t))
t€[0,To]

= sup sup {/ o(z,v)d(vy — vg)(z,v) : Lip(p) < 1in RY x Rd} :
t€[0,To] R xRd

Analogously we also define W, °(py, pa) for p1, pa € L®((0,Tp); My (R%)). We want to com-

pute WITO ("1, ™) (notice that conservation of mass for ™ follows from the fact that the

vector field (v, E') is divergence-free). Let us call L := {p € C°(R?) : Lip(yp) < 1}, and fix

t e [0, TO].
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Notice that

Wi ) = sup [ {o(Zu(®) — e(Zaa @) dho < [ 1Z0(®) = Zua(0)ldho,  (66)
peLy
so that, in particular,
2 sw [ 12,0~ Zua(Oldho = WG ). (6.7
te€[0,To]

This is the term whose convergence we want to study. On the other hand,

/ Zo(t) — Zoa (1)) dho < / {/ bz (Zn_l(s))]ds} dho
<t + / {/\E” — E"(X,_1(s ))ydh0+/|E" B 1|dus}ds,

from which

/ | Zn(t) — Zn_1(t)|dho < CtZ! + tho(R?Y)  sup  |E™(z) — E Yx)|. (6.8)

s€[0,t],z€R?
We have used here that E7' are uniformly Lipschitz independently of s and n by construction,
and that the total mass is fixed for any n and for all times in [0,7p]. The constant C, then,
is fixed depending only on the regularised functions H and s.
We can now compute

sup  |El(z) — EY 7 (2)] =
s€[0,t],z€R?

= sup
s€[0,t],zeR?

/s(ml)V}_I(a: — ) [p?n(y) PO 1( )] dy| < wa(po,n7po,n—1)7

where we have used that 5 and VH are globally Lipschitz, and they do not depend on n. Let
us now see that, for any s € [0, ],

Wi (5). 97" (5)) < Wap"(5). 9" (). (6)

o,n—1

Indeed, since ps" — pg is odd with respect to x1, then for any ¢ € L¢,
/ p(y) (p2" = p2" 1) (y)dy = / —o(y) (0" = p" ) (y)dy
Rd Rd

W) =) [ om  om—
:/Rd ly) —ely) 5 ( )(ps —p2" 1) (y)dy,
and therefore

Wi (5), 9" (5)) = sup { [ sent 2 () <y>dy} < Wi (s), o 1(5)),

peLY 2
where we have used that if ¢ € L% then Sgn(yl)%p(yl) € L{. Thus,

sup  |ED(x) — BN ()| < CWH(pom, pomL) < OWurn, =ty < Oy,
s€[0,t],zeR?
where in the last inequality we have used (6.7]).
Putting all together and taking the supremum over t € [0, 7] in ([6.8) we get

gTO < CTO

To
_l—CTa@p
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for some constant C' depending only on the choice of regularisation functions 5 and H, and
on ho(R??). Thus, for some Ty > 0 small enough we have constructed a contraction for the
sequence (QFHTO)H, and since Tj is independent of n we can repeat the argument to reach any
positive time. In particular, this yields the L' convergence of flows with respect to n. Using
the bound ([6.7)), we get a limiting measure p; of the sequence uy'.

One can easily check that Ej'(z) converge uniformly (in time and space) to

E(z) = 5(x1) {Vﬁ * pf} (x),

where p? = sgn(z1) [ pudv. Thus, taking limits in ([6.4) we obtain that g solves (G.1]) in the
distributional sense, and is even with respect to (z1,v1) by construction, so that we have
constructed our solution g;. Note, moreover, that by Cauchy-Lipschitz theory, g; is smooth.

Step 2: Conservation of energy. This is standard. We refer the reader to the proof of
Step 2 in Theorem [10.2] for a similar situation. O

6.2. Existence of solutions. We start by introducing a rather general result involving either
bounded or renormalized solutions to the reflected Vlasov—Poisson problem (B3)).

This theorem essentially uses the results of [6], where the authors establish a general princi-
ple on the conditions necessary to have equivalence between renormalized and Lagrangian solu-
tions. They present an analogous statement for the Vlasov—Poisson system without boundary
in [6l, Theorem 2.2].

In particular we use [6, Theorem 5.1]. This result proved by Ambrosio, Colombo, and
Figalli, states that bounded or renormalized solutions to a continuity equation whose vector
field satisfies certain conditions, are transported by the Maximal Regular Flow. Thus, we just
need to check that solutions to our reflected Vlasov—Poisson system (B.3]) fulfil the hypotheses
from [6], Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 6.2. Let T > 0, and g € L*°((0,7); Lt (R*)) a weakly continuous function.
Suppose that
(i) either g, € L>®((0,T); L>(R?*®)) is a distributional solution to the reflected Viasov—
Poisson system, Problem B (B.3)).
(i1) or g is a renormalized solution of the reflected Viasov—Poisson system, Problem B ([3.3))
(see Definition [3.3).
Then g¢ is a Lagrangian solution transported by the Maximal Regular Flow associated to the
vector field by; and in particular, g; is renormalized.

Proof. To prove it we simply apply [0, Theorem 5.1] noting that the vector field b; fulfils
the conditions (A1) from Section Bl and (A2), as proved in Theorem [B.I} and therefore, the
solution is transported by the Maximal Regular Flow.

In particular, by [6], Theorem 4.10], a solution transported by the Maximal Regular Flow
is renormalized.

Theorem 6.3. Let d > 3, and consider gy € Lt (R*?) even with respect to (z1,v1), p§(z) =
8n(71) fa 90(2, v)dv, satisfying

/ lvgo(z,v) dz dv +/ H x pg pgdzr < oo, H(x) = %]w\%d. (6.10)
R xRE R4 -

Then, there exists a global Lagrangian solution (transported by the Mazximal Regular Flow)
even with respect to (z1,v1), g € C([0,00); LL (R??)), of the reflected Viasov-Poisson system
B3) with initial datum go. Moreover, the physical density p, = [ gidv and the electric field
Ey = sgn(z1) pf x K are strongly continuous in LL _(R?); py, By € C([0,00); L (R%)).
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Proof. The proof follows along the lines of the proof of [6, Corollary 2.7] with the modifications
introduced until now for our vector field. In this case, the choice of the approximating sequence
plays a more relevant role. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1: Approximating sequence. Let (H,)nen with H,(z) = (¢, * H)(z) € C®°(R?) be
a sequence of even functions approximating H(z) with v, (z) = n%)(nz) and ¢ a standard
rotational invariant convolution kernel in C°(R%), +(x) = v(|x|), decreasing with respect to
|z|. Let (g8)nen with git € C°(R9) a sequence of nonnegative even functions with respect to
(1,v1) approximating go; that is

H, - H in L'(RY),
96 — 90 in L' (R?d).
Suppose also that (8, )nen With 8, = 8, (1) € C*°(R) is a sequence of functions approximating
sgn(x1), such that, for a positive sequence 7, | 0 as n — 0o to be chosen later, we have
|sn] <1, and 5p(z1) = —8,(—z1), forz €R
Sp(z1) =1, for xy > 1y, Sp(z1) = -1, for x; < —rp, (6.11)
So(x1) = sgn(zy) in LY(R).

Denote by g;* the solutions (even with respect to (x1,v1)) of the regularised reflected Vlasov—-
Poisson system constructed in Theorem [6.7]

Ogi +v-Vag! + EF - Vgl =0 in (0,00) x R? x R?
Pi(2) = [gagi'(z,v)dv,  p)°(x) = sgn(z1)p}(z) in (0,00) x RY, (6.12)
Ep(z) = —5p(x1) (VHy * p%) (2) in (0,00) x RY,

with initial datum gg. Using the notation of Theorem 6], we are taking H = H, and 5 = 5,,.

Notice that the vector field b}(x,v) = (v, E}*(z)) is Lipschitz and divergence-free, and
therefore, by standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory, there exists a well defined and incompressible
flow Z"(t) : R? — R?? transporting the solution,

gt =gyoZ™t)"t, fort € (0,00), (6.13)

and
HP?HLl(Rd) = HgfuLl(RZd) = ”g(y]LHLl(]RQd)’ (6.14)
In particular, by assuming that gg are equiintegrable with respect to n, we have that g*
are equiintegrable independently of n € N, ¢ € (0,00); but more importantly, independently

of the choice H,, and 5,. That is, there exists a sequence (&,,)men with &, | 0 as m — oo
such that

/ 9t Ligrsmy do dv = / 981{93>m} drdv <e&, —0, asm — oo, (6.15)
Rd x R4 Rd x R4

for all t € (0,00) and n € N. The sequence (&,,)men depends only on the initial datum, go.

Step 2: Choice of the approximating sequence. In this step we choose the approximat-
ing sequence in such a way that we keep a control on the kinetic energy of the system. Recall
that, from (G.1I), we have

/ lv2g (z, v)dzdv + / [Hn * p?’o] (x)py"°(x)dx = (6.16)
R x R4 Rd

t
= [, bl et + [ [Hog| @ @+ [ K e
R4 xRd Rd 0
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for any t > 0, where IC; for 7 € (0,t) is defined as

Ko (5 s ) = 2 /

(sgn(z1) — 5p(z1)) v - [VHn * p?’o] (2)g? dx dv. (6.17)
RIxR4

Proceeding as in [6, Lemma 3.1] there exists a sequence g € C°(R2?) and Hj,, for k,, — oo
as n — 0o, such that

lim (/ |v|2ggdxdv+/ Hkn*pg’opg’odﬂj> :/ |v|2god:17dv—|—/ Hxp§ pg dz. (6.18)
R2d Rd R2d Rd

n—o0

Notice that we can assume, without loss of generality after relabelling the indexes, that
suppgy C B, (0) and ||VHy, || pec(ray < My for a given sequence M, — oo as n — oo.
Moreover, since

d n _n n
52" ) =b(2"(1)),

with b (z,v) = (v, Ef*(z)), and HEt”HLoo(Rd) < HggHLl(de)Mn, we have
d n n
Lyzvw) < 12701+

Together with (6I3]) and supp gy C B, (0), this implies supp gy C By, et(0). We can
now bound ||,

o s ) <2 [ [sa(an) = sntan) - o] - [VH, 7

(#)lg7 | da dv

supp g7
< OV |z 7 1 / o] - |97 dz do
supp g7
< M2 g8 s oy / 19| dz do.
{—rn<z1<r,}N{supp g7}

Now notice that, for every m € N, there exists &, | 0 as m — oo coming from (G.I5)) such
that

/ 98| dzdv < m L ({—r, < @1 < 1) O {supp g?}) + m
{~rn<z1<rn}n{supp g7}

< 22dmrne(2d—1)TM5d—1 Y&

Fix m = n, and putting all together,
s (Sny Hpy g5)| < 4eTHggHL1(de) <22dnrne(2d_1)TMn2d+l + M3€n> .

2d—1
2 4

—-1/4 _
/ —o0oasn — oo, and 7, =n"“eyp

Now choose M,, = e,
T € (0,1),

— 0 as n — o0, so that, for

\Kr(5n, Hnyg5)] — 0, as n — oo, (6.19)
uniformly for 7 € (0,1).
In particular, from (G.I6]), we have that for the sequence of functions constructed

t
/ |2 g, v) da dv —l—/ [Hn * p?’o} (z)py"’(x)dx < C + / K (5p, Hn, g§)dr, (6.20)
R xRY Rd 0

for some constant C' independent of n and ¢, thanks to (6I8]), and the hypothesis (6.10).
From here, a uniform bound on the kinetic energy follows by noting that

sgn ([Hn * pl""} (w)) = sgn(z1) = sgn (py"°(z))
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so that the second term of the sum in the left-hand side of ([6.20]) is nonnegative, and therefore,

¢
/ lv[2g?(z,v) dzdv < C —I—/ K+ (Sn, Hp, g5 )dT, (6.21)
Rd xR 0
for some C' independent of n and ¢. Thus, for any fixed ¢, using (6.19]) we obtain

lim inf |2 gl (z,v) dx dv < C, (6.22)
n—oo JRdxRd

for some constant C' independent of n and ¢.

Step 3: Limiting solution. Once we have the approximating sequence, we need to build
the limiting solution. To do so, we proceed as in the proof of [6 Theorem 2.6], so that we
can look at each approximating solution as a transport for each level set. That is, for every
k € N (without loss of generality, £?¢({fo = k}) = 0) we have
7k = 3
90" = Lnegpakt1}90 = 90 = Lk<gorr1yo, in L'(R??), (6.23)
so that, from (GI3)), for any n,k € N, t € (0, 00),

n,k

gy = 1{k§g(’}oZ"(t)*1<k+1}g(T]L o Zn(t)_l

is a distributional solution of the continuity equation with vector field b}; and

n,k n,k
9 HLl(RZd) = |l99 HLl(RZd)-

By construction, for each n, k € N, ¢™F is nonnegative and bounded by k + 1, so that there
exists some gF € L>((0,00) x R??) nonnegative such that, up to subsequences,

gt —~ g weakly* in L>((0,00) x R*?) as n — oo, for all k € N. (6.24)
Proceeding as in [6], Theorem 2.6],
||£7f||L1(R2d) < ||9§||L1(R2d) for all ¢ € [0, 00).
Defining
[ee]
g:= ng in (0,00) x R*,
k=0
then, again as in [6l Theorem 2.6], we have
gl grzay <Y NGF N prqraay < > g6l rzay = gollpr ey for ace. t € [0,00),  (6.25)

k>0 k>0

and
n

g" — g weakly in Li ([0, T] x R??), (6.26)
for every T > 0.

Step 4: Limiting densities. Let us now study what happens in the limit of the se-
quence of densities {p"}nen. Since p” are bounded in L%°((0,00);.#+(R?)), we already
know that they converge, up to subsequences, weakly* in L>°((0,00);.#, (R?%)), to some

p* € L>®((0,00); .4+ (R%)). This is not enough, as we would like to identify the limit.
Let us define

prlx) = / ge(w.v)dv, for € R%,t € [0, 00),
Rd
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and let us show that for some subsequence, the limit p* coincides with p. We will prove a
stronger result, namely,

T T
lim / / ppy dxdt = / / opidedt, for all p € L([0,T] x RY), (6.27)
R4 0 Jrd

n— o0 0

for any T" > 0, and where LZ° denotes the space of L> functions with compact support.

To do so, we have to exploit that we already know g7 is weakly converging to g in L',
and that from the bound on the kinetic energy, problems do not arise from integrating the v
variable.

First of all, from the lower semicontinuity of the kinetic energy and from ([6.22)), we have
that for any 1" > 0,

T T
/ / lv|? g; d dv dt < hmmf/ / |v|? gi* daz dv dt < CT, (6.28)
0 JRIxRI n—reo R xR

for some C' that depends only on the initial bound of the kinetic energy. Let us check (627)).
Let us consider, for each m € N, a nonnegative function &,, € C>°(By,+1) such that &, =1
in B, and 0 < &, <1 in R%, and compute

o(t,x) (g7 — gt) Em(v) dvda dt

o) (o) — py) de dt\ <

R xR4

/ /B et (1= 6 (0) dodadt

m

et - o) dodsan

Now we take the liminf in both sides. Note that,
T
liminf/ / ot 2)g7 (1 — Em(v)) dvda dt <
B&, xR4

n—oo
< H(’DHLM li mf/ / ]v[ dvdazdtﬁCTH(’Dng
RIx R4 m

n—>oo

R4

for every m € N, thanks to m, and the same occurs for the last term. This, together with
the weak convergence of ¢" to g in L', gives the desired result, (6.27). We, therefore, have
that, up to subsequences and for every T > 0,

/,0"(,0 — /p(p for all ¢ € L([0,T] x R%). (6.29)
Combining this with the fact that p;"’ = sgn(z1)p} and p? = sgn(x1)p;, we also get that
/ P00 — / p°¢  forall o € L([0,T] x RY). (6.30)

The key point in reaching this conclusion has been the avoidance of accumulation of mass for
p around 1 = 0, thanks to the bound on the kinetic energy.

Step 5: Limiting vector fields. Define the limiting electric field E; as
Ey(z) = —sgn(z1)(p¢ * VH)(x) = sgn(z)(p? * K)  for z € RY, (6.31)

where K (z) = cqx/|z|?. At this point, we would like to apply the stability results (analogous
to [I7, Theorem I1.7]) to each bounded function g* (defined in (6:24])) to check that they
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are distributional solutions of the continuity equation with vector field b; = (v, E;) and with
initial datum g (defined in ([6:23])). That is, we have to check that

b — b weakly in Li((0,00) x R?¥; R?*) (6.32)

and

Ef(x+h) = Ep(z)  as [h] = 0, in Lie((0,00); Lipo(R?)), (6.33)
uniformly in n. To prove it, we proceed along the lines of [6, Theorem 2.6]. In this step we
will prove ([6.32)), and in the next step we will prove (G.33]).

Recall that the sequence (H,,)nen is formed by terms of the form H,,(z) = (¢, * H)(x), for
some sequence of convolution kernels in R%, 9, (z) = 9,,(|x|), converging to a Dirac delta. Let
us call K, (x) = VH,(x) = —(¢, * K)(x), and we start by checking that { E"},cn is bounded,
for 1 <p< dfl, in LI ((0,00) x R%; RY) uniformly in n; which will yield that b” has a weak
limit.

Indeed, applying twice the local version of Young’s inequality for convolutions introduced
in the first part of the proof of Lemma B.5]

1B | e () = 180 (1) (K % pr°) (@) Lo () < Nt0m % K % pi"°ll Lo (5y)
< oe N @aylon * Klloory < 11087l a9l L1 @ay 1K | Lo (8R)
< o6l ey |1 K Lo ()

which is bounded independently of n for every R > 0. We have proceeded as in the proof
Lemma [35] by using that ¢ is rotationally invariant and decreasing with respect to |x|, and
the same occurs with v, *x K.

Thus, {b"},en converges weakly in LI ((0,00) x R*;R??), and we want to check that the
limit is, indeed, by = (v, E}). That is, we will show

lim / / El'pdzdt = / / Eypdzdt, for all p € C°((0,00) x RY). (6.34)
Rd 0o Jrd

n—oo 0
Let
(E} — Et)tpdxdt‘ <I,+1II,+1III,,
Rd
with
I = Rd{ senlen) ) K 7 = (n(on) ) K « g7} dod
y {p{"" K = (sgn(z1) @) — pf K * (sgn(a1) o)} dz dt|,
11, = y {(sgn(z1) @) K * p;° — (sgn(z1) ) K = p;"%} da dt‘
[ e samlan) ) = 4K (o) )} do dt' |
and
111, = | [7 [ () B = senlion)e) B 1 77} doc
R
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where we have used standard convolution properties and the fact that K(z) = —K(—x) and
K, (z) = —K,(—x).

In order to bound the first term, notice that K * (sgn(z1)¢) is bounded and continuous
(being the convolution of an L' function and an L> function), decaying at infinity and with
compact support in time; thus, from the weak convergence (G30]) we get

I, —0 asn— .

For the second and third term, we start by claiming that, for any fixed ¢ € C°((0, 00) x R?),

Tim [|K * (9 50(21)) — K * (580(20))l| o0 00y cmt) = 0. (6.35)
and
T K # (9 8(21)) — Ko % (380(0)) | o (0.0 50) = 0. (6.36)

and in particular, (psgn(zq)) * K is continuous.
Indeed, denoting R? 3 D,, = {—r, < x1 <7} N (Ussosupp ¢;), with r,, from (GII), then

‘ /Rd(sn(yl) —sgn(y1))e(t, y) Kn(z — y) dy( <

< 2|l oo ((0,00) x4 /Rd P (2) i K(x—y—2)dydz— 0 asn — oo, uniformly in z € R?.

It similarly follows that
lim [ Ky + (sgn(z1) @) — K (sgn(z1) ©)| Lo ((0,00)xre) = 05 (6.37)

n—oo

using that [i, * (sgn(z1)e)] (y) converges to sgn(yi)e(y) whenever y; # 0, and is bounded
otherwise.

Thus, in order to bound the second term, I1,,, we use that p;"° are uniformly in L°°((0, c0); L' (R%))
(with respect to n) and that, by E31), K, * (sgn(z1)¢) converges uniformly (in z) to
K * (sgn(x1) @), so that

I, -0 asn— oc.

Finally, for the third term we simply use that p;" is uniformly in L((0,00); L' (R?)) with
respect to n together with (6.36]) to get

111, -0 asn — oco.

In all, we have proved (6.34)), which at the same time implies (6.32]).

Step 6: Proof of the second stability condition. We now want to prove (6.33]), which
we rewrite as

(5091 % Kn) (@ +h) = (5,017 % Kp) () as [h] =0, in Lig((0,00); Lo (RY)),  (6.38)

uniformly in n.
Let us denote, for f : R? — R, &, f(z) := f(z+h) — f(x). We will prove that, for Bg C R,

/ 16 (50 10 % ) ()] — 0, as k] — 0, (6.39)
Br

uniformly with respect to n € N and ¢ € (0,00). By triangular inequality and the definition
of 5,

10 (8 pi”™" # Kp) ()| < [6n5n ()] - |0} % Ko ()] + |05 (1" % Kn) ()] (6.40)
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Let us first prove the convergence of the second term. Given o € (0,1) and p € [1, ﬁ),
then K = cqz/|z|? € WP(R?), so that by Young’s inequality,

lor" % Knllwer(sg) = 107 * ¥n * Kllwersg) < Cllpt Il @ayl|¥nll o1 ey < C,

for some constant C that depends on R, d, p, «; but is independent of n and t.
Now, from a classical embedding of W®! into the Nikolskii space N®! (see [2, Chapter 7])
we obtain

/ 16h (1 5 K) ()] d < ClR|® = 0, as [h] =0, (6.41)
Bpr

for some constant C' that depends only on d and R, and |h| < R.
Let us now bound

| s 16 ko) da

Br
Notice that [0,5,| < min{2,2|hy|/r,}, and that §,5,(z) = 0 whenever |z1| > 7, + |h1].
Moreover,

1087 % Yn % Kl 01 ((lay |<rat b p0Br) < 190 102 @2y KLt (floy|<rotiha30BR)

and [|gy || 11 24y < C for some constant C' that depends only on go. Let

lr(C) = 1K1 ((y)<cynBr) — 0, as ¢ =0,
thanks to the local integrability of K. Putting all together we have that

/ |0nSn ()] - |p?’o * K ()| de < Cmin{2,2|hy|/rn} x (rn + |h1])- (6.42)
Br

We denote

m(hy) ;== min{m € N:r,, < |h1]|} = 00, as |hi|— 0.
Taking the supremum with respect to n in ([6.42]) (separating the cases |hi| > r, and |hy| < 1ry,),
we get

| ousala)l |« Ko(a) do < C (Exc(2lial) + 26 ) >0 as 0] 50, (6.43
Br

independently of n and t.

Thus, combining (6:40)- ([6-41))-([@43]) we get ([€39), which yields (6.38]), as we wanted to

see.

Step 7: Conclusion of existence. Since conditions (6.32))-(6.33]) are fulfilled, we can apply
the stability result by DiPerna-Lions, [I7, Theorem II1.7] (see also [5, Proposition 6.5]), to get
that the vector fields b, are converging strongly in L'. Therefore, weakly continuous bounded
solutions of the approximating problems converging weakly™ in L° are distributional solutions
in the limit. In particular, for every m € N, GI* = "JL g (recall g defined in (6.24))) is a
distributional solution of the continuity equation with initial datum G§* = >/, gg; as it is
bounded by m + 1.

By Theorem (i), since G™ is bounded, it is a renormalized solution and it is transported
by the corresponding Maximal Regular Flow. Since G™ converges to g; in L{ ((0,00) x R?),
the limiting ¢g; is also a renormalized solution; and by Theorem (ii), it is transported by
the Maximal Regular Flow. Moreover, by [6, Theorem 4.10], g; € C([0,00); L{ _(R??)).

Step 8: Strong LllOC continuity of density and electric field. We finally prove that
Pt Et S C([07 OO), Llloc(Rd))'



36 XAVIER FERNANDEZ-REAL

Let us start with the physical densities, p;. Fix a time ¢, € [0,00), and let (¢,)nen be a
sequence such that t,, — t5,. Let R > 0 be fixed; then

/ Pt — Proc] dr < / / |Gt — Gtoo| dv d:
Br
/ / ‘gtn gtoo‘ d'U dx + / / —2 ftn + ftoo) dv df];
Br BR RNBx R

3/ / |9tn—gtoo|dvdx—|—_—2, for all R > 0,
Br J By R

for some constant C' that depends only on the initial bound of the kinetic energy. We have
used here the bound on the kinetic energy in the limit, that follows, as in the Step 4, from
the lower continuity of the kinetic energy and (6.22]). Taking limits on both sides, using that
gt € C(]0,00); Li (R?%)), and that the previous inequality holds for all R, we obtain

loc

lim Pt = Proc| dz = 0;

n—o0 BR

that is, p; is strongly continuous in L] In particular, p? = sgn(z1)p; is also strongly
continuous in Lloc

On the other hand, we recall that F; = sgn (21)p§ * K, with K = 2/|z|%; and we want to
check the strong continuity of F; in Llloc. As before, we consider to, € [0,00) and a sequence

(tn)nen with ¢, — too. Let us fix some R > 0. Then, we have

/rEtn—Etw\dx—/ K % (5%, — pf_)|da
Br

/ / ( =yl -1pt,(y) — pi. (y)|dy dz
By Jrd
- /]Rd 102, () — i (W Zr(lyl) dy,

loc®

where we have defined, for y € RY,

Za(ly]) = /B K(@ )| de = /B s
R R\Y

Note that the previous definition depends only on |y| and not y. It trivially holds that Z is
bounded and decreasing, going to 0 in the limit ly| = oo.
Now, for any R > 0, and due to the bounds on the densities, prHLl(Rd) < C, we have

/ | By, — too\dxﬁc</
Br B

0%, () — i ()] dy + ZR(E)) , forall R >0,

i

for some constant C' that depends only on the initial datum mass, [|po/11(ray. Now, taking
first limits as n goes to infinity, using the strong continuity of p¢ in L. (R?) and letting R go

loc
to infinity, we get the desired result,

lim ‘Etn — Etoo ’ dr = 0,

n—o0 BR

that is, I is strongly continuous in Llloc(]Rd). O
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7. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS IN THE HALF-SPACE

In this section we prove the main results in the half-space, Theorems Bl and B2l Through-
out the proofs we will be using the equivalence between Problem A (B:2)) and Problem B (B.3)
studied in Section Bl Notice that Problem A ([32]) corresponds to (B1).

Proof of Theorem [31l Extend fy evenly with respect to (x1,v1) to the whole space; that is,
consider go(z,v) = fo(z,v) in {x1 > 0} and go(z,v) = fo(2',v") in {1 < 0}.

Now notice that Theorem [3.1] corresponds to Theorem combined with Lemma and
Proposition B.71

Indeed, once we have a renormalized solution in the whole space, g;, transported by (X¢, V4),

then, for any ¢ supported in @ x RY,

/ o(x,0) fy (v, v) drdo = + / ¢ (2, 0)ge (, v) da dv
RY xR4 2 JRad

- % R2d qbe(Xt ($’ U)’ ‘/t((l}‘, U))QO (ZE, U) d$ d’U

= / H( Xy (2, 0), Vi(z, ) fo(z,v) dz dv.
R% xRd

Here, ¢¢ denotes the even extension with respect to (z,v) of ¢ (¢¢(2/,v") = ¢°(z,v)), and
(Xt, f/t) denotes the Maximal Specular Flow as in Lemma [Z5l Notice that the hypotheses of
Lemma are fulfilled, i.e., the flow has the desired symmetry in its domain of definition,
since using the symmetries on g; for all ¢ > 0,

- (X} (z,v), V{(x,v))go(x,v) dw dv = - ¢ ( Xy (2,0, Vi(2',0")) go(x,v) dz do,
for any even test function ¢°.
The only thing that remains to be checked is that f; fulfils the commutativity property
(Definition [Z3]).
That is, we want to check that the weak trace of g; at {z; = 0} found in Lemma 3.8 can
actually be taken in the strong sense. In order to check the commutativity property it is
enough to show (using the same notation as in Lemma [B.8]),

lim [ p(B(g(t,21,2,0)) — BI(g)) dtdi dv =0, (7.1)

x1—0

for all p € C°((0,T) x R¥~! x R%) compactly supported in {v; # 0}; and for all 8 € C*NL>®.
We are assuming that g; € L, otherwise take arctan(g;) instead. If x; is small enough, and
since in the support of p, |v1|,t > d(p) > 0 is strictly positive depending only on p, there
exists a flow in x,

Fy = (T, X0y, V) : Dp C (—,€) x (0,T) x R x RY — (0,T) x R x R,

such that T'(g) = g(x1, Fy,) = g(Te,, 71, Xuy, Vay ). That is, we can look at the flow as a
function of x; instead of ¢, if x; is small enough, and then ¢ is flowed in x7 through the
path (7%,, 21, Xml , V). This flow in 1 can be taken thanks to the inverse function theorem
applied to the standard flow in time for g, since in the domain of p, |v1| > 0 allows us to
invert the flow with respect to x; (the derivative of the X; component in the original flow,
Vi, does not vanish in the domain).

Now, simply use that for zy small enough, I'(8 0 g) = B o g(x1, Fy,) = B(I'(g9)), and ([T
follows from the fact that we already know that I'(g) is the trace of g in the weak sense. [
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Proof of Theorem [3.2. This directly follows again by switching between Problem A ([B.2]) and
Problem B (B3] and using Theorem That is, combine Lemma and Proposition
with Theorem to get the result. The commutativity property follows as in the proof of
Theorem B.11

One also needs to notice that

[ teomdr=2 [ (H@ =)~ HG — 9)plaln(y) dedy,
R¢ R xR4

and the term H(z — y) — H(2' — y) corresponds to the Green function in the half-space. [

8. GENERAL DOMAINS

We want to use the ideas developed for the problem in the half-space to this problem. To do
so, we notice that the regularity theory for the existence and uniqueness of a Maximal Regular
Flow developed in [5] is completely local. Thus, we can consider small open sets around the
boundary, change variables, and encounter a situation close to the half-space solution. If a
local Maximal Regular Flow exists in each of such open sets, we have a flow in the whole
domain.

Let T'> 0, and let us suppose that we have f; a renormalized solution to

8tf—|—v'fot+Et-VUft:O in(O,T)xQx]Rd

pi(z) = [ga fe(z,v)dv in (0,7) x (8.1)
Ei(z) = — o VaGal(z,2)pi(z)dz  in (0,T) x Q '
fi(z,v) = fi(x, Ryv) on (0,T) x 09 x R%,

Suppose that the domain € fulfils the exterior and interior ball condition uniformly at each
boundary point with balls of radius 2 (otherwise, we can rescale). Let us also assume, without
loss of generality, that

0€9Q and n(0)=e;. (8.2)

Let us now consider a change of variables (to be determined) to go to a half-space situation.

Let
y=o¢(x)=¢: By —R?
be such that ¢(2 N Bg) N By = {z1 > 0} N B;. We also define the inverse,

r=1vY(y)=1:=¢': B — Ba.
Let J be the Jacobian of the change of variables,

9¢1 9¢1
or1 oxg
J($) = )
9¢q 9¢q
or1 Oxg

and we can assume that there is a constant Cy > 1 depending only on d such that

1
— <detJ(x) <Cyq, in Bj. (8.3)
Cq
We change the velocities accordingly, so that the change of variables becomes,
(z,0) = (y,w) = ((x), J(z)v). (8.4)

Let
9t(y, w) = fi(x,v). (8.5)
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One can formally check that, under this situation, g; fulfills the following equation

o

gt (y, w) +w - Vyge(y, w) + { [(J‘l(w)) e

T
:| w+ J(‘T)E(‘T)} : vwgt(yaw) =0, (86)

for (y7w) S (Bl N {yl > O}) X Rda T = w(y)y and

Owy Qwgq
S 89.01 .. .. 89'01
Oz owq Owy
Oxyg e Oxy

ow

Notice that we can also rewrite the term containing 7 in terms of the Hessian of the

change of variables as

owl?
[(J_l(:v))T—w} w = v D2, (8.7)
ox
in the sense
(WT'D%*¢pv); = v D?¢; v, for all e € {1,...,n}.

If the specular reflection at the boundary was conserved, we could repeat the arguments
from Proposition B.7 and construct a renormalized solution in By with respect to a reflected
vector field.

We claim that the following change of variables preserves the reflection, which will be seen
in the proofs below. In particular, we will be using equations ([89]) and (RI0]).

Consider a diffeomorphism ® : R* — R? such that ®(99) C {x; = 0}. In order to construct
¢ sending €2 to a half-space, we simply consider the orthogonal projection onto 952, use ®,
and translate in the e; direction the same distance we projected. That is, if z €  and
mq : 0 — 0N is the orthogonal projection onto 0f2, then

o(x) = (mo(x)) + dist(x, T (z))e;. (8.8)

Notice that such operation is only a diffeomorphism in a uniform neighbourhood of 952,
which we will denote €2, and we can extend by any other diffeomorphism in the rest of the
domain Q N Bs.

Notice that, in particular, we have for any x € 052,

Jn(z) = ey, (8.9)
and

v-n(z)=Jv-ep. (8.10)
Equation (8I0) above follows as in [27, Section 2]. Equation (89]) follows by noticing that
points of the form x + tn(x) go to points of the form ¢(z) + tey for all z € 9Q. Similarly, the
previous equalities also hold for points in .. That is, if we denote by N(x) the unit vector
pointing inwards € in the direction of the projection (N (z) = Vdist(z, d2)), then (89)-(810)
also hold for N(x) in Q.. We remark that the size of the neighbourhood Q, depends only on

the domain © and its local C™! norm.
In the next proposition we show that this change of variables allows an even extension of

the solution to solve a new distributional problem, constructed analogously to the half-space
situation.

Proposition 8.1. Let T' > 0, let Q be a C*' domain as described above, [82), and let
fr € LL ([0, T] x @ x RY) be a renormalized solution to (ZB) (see Definition[Z2). Under the
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above change of variables, ([84)-B0)-[B8]), define the even extension with respect to (y1,w1)
Of gt n Bl)

9 (y,w) = { gig}ffu),) 2%1 i 8_ (8.11)

Let j(y) := det J(¢¥(y)), and define also j.(y) as the even extension with respect to y1 of j(y);

Je(y) = () if y1 > 0 and j.(y) = j(y') otherwise.
For any B € C* N L*°(R), let

g’ (y,w) = Blgf (y,w))i 2 (y). (8.12)

Then, gg’ﬁ 1s a distributional solution to the continuity equation
0ugt (g, w) + divy (Bily, w)gf(y,w0)) =0, in (0,T) x By x RY, (8.13)
where by(y, w) = (w, b7 (y,w)) : (0,T) x By x R — R x RY,
) = [0@) 2w s (5.14)

Jor (y,w) € (ByN{y1 > 0}) x RY, & = (y), and where b>° is defined as

b7 (y, w) ify1 >0
b2,0 y,w) = { t ’ . -
CWO = @) i <o,
that is, the odd extension with respect to (y1,wy) to y1 < 0.

(8.15)

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of Proposition B.7l Let us assume for simplicity
that f; € L>((0,T); L>(Q x R%)), so that we can forget about the function 3, and denote

g] = gvj 2. We know that there exists f;" € L (%J{’T) such that for every ¢ € To r,

loc

/ wo(z,v) fo(z,v) drdv+
QxR
T
* / / (Orpt(2,0) + Vot (@,0) - bi(w, )] fy(w,v) dtdzdv (8.16)
0 QxR4

+ / v-n(z)(p(z,v) — oz, Ryv)) fi (@, v) dt dot dv = 0.
'VE;,T

We now perform the change of variables, (x,v) — (y,w) = (¢(z), J(z)v), with Jacobian
determinant j=2(y), that is dz dv — j72(y)dy dw. Let n:(y, w) = @¢(x,v), and let us suppose
that 7 (y, w) is supported in [0,T) x (B1 N {y1 > 0}) x R%. Thanks to ®I0), n; € Tz, the
space defined in ([Z8). Similarly, due to (8I0), we also have that 7;5;[ becomes 7} (see
Definition 2.T]).

Proceeding as in (86]) by changing variables in (8I6]) we get

/ 10(y, w)go(y, )i~ *(y) dy dw +
{y1>0} xR4

T
4 / / Oy, ) + Yy atie (s ) - Bulys ) gy w)j2(y) de dy dw  (8.17)
0 J{y1>0}xRd

o @) — ), Red ™) ), T )i ) d e =0
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We have also used here that the boundary measure do, dv +— j_z(y)day dw, since in the
change of variables there is no stretching in the direction normal to 0f).

From ®3)-®I0) we also get ¢y (¢(y), ReJ 'w) = ni(y,w’) and v - n(x) = w;. Calling
g (y,w) :== f;"(¥(y), J-tw), we notice that (8IT) corresponds to the definition distributional
solution to the continuity equation (8I3]) in the half-space with specular reflection, for test
functions spatially supported in By N {y; > 0}, (see Remark B.4]). That is, we have

/ 10(y, w) g} (y, w) dy dw +
{ylzo}de
T ~ .
+ / / [ (y, w) + Vywni (g, w) - b (y, w)| gl (y, w) dt dy dw (8.18)
0 J{y1>0}xRd

+/ wi (m(y, w) — n(y, w")) g™ (y, w) dt doy dw = 0,
o

S+

~—

where g (y, w) = g (y, w)i 2 (y).
To finish the proof, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition B, by noticing that there
~ /
we only used the symmetry of the vector field b (y, w), i.e., b?’o(y’, w') = (b?’o(y, w)> . Notice

that we are also using here that by Remark from Lemma it is enough to check it for
test functions in T7. O

In the previous proposition, Proposition (81, we were interested in producing a solution
to a continuity equation, namely (8I3]). We would also like yet another result regarding
the problem solved by the even extension, gy. In this case, thus, we obtain an analogous
result but now for a transport equation. Notice that, after changing variables the vector field
is no longer divergence-free, and therefore continuity and transport equations are no longer
equivalent. This results will be useful in the next pages.

Proposition 8.2. Let T > 0, let Q be a CY' domain as described above, ([82), and let
fr € L ([0, T] x Q x RY) be a renormalized solution to [Z8) (see Definition[Z2). Under the
above change of variables, (84])-(85)-([81]), define the even extension with respect to (yy,w1)
Of gt n Bl)

a(y',w') ifyr <O.
Then, gi s a renormalized solution to the transport equation

rg5 (y,w) + be(y, w) - Vg (y,w) = 0, in (0,T) x By x RY, (8.20)
where by(y, w) is defined by &I4)-®I5).

Proof. The proof again follows along the lines of Proposition B7l As before, we assume for
simplicity that f; € L>=((0,T); L=(Q x R%)). We know that there exists f;" € L%)C(%J)rj) such
that for every ¢ € To T,

gf(y,w) — { gt(yaw) Z.f U1 >0 (8.19)

T
/ wo(z,v) folz,v)drdv + / / [Orpr(z,0) + Vo ppr(z,0) - b(z,v)] fi(x, v) dt de dv +
QxR4 0 JOxRY

+ /+ v-n(z)(pi(z,v) — @i(x, Ry)) fi (z,0) dt dost dv =
To,r

Let n:(y, w) = ¢i(x,v)j2(z) as before, where j(z) = det(J(z)) the Jacobian determinant,

and let us suppose that 7;(y, w) is supported in [0,7) x (B; N {y1 > 0}) x R%. Performing the
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change of variables, in (8I6]) we get

/ no(y, w)go(y, w) dy dw +
{y1>0} xR4

T -
+ / / [0t (1, 10) + Ve (s w) - by, )]y, w) dt dy duw (8.21)
0 J{y >0} xR

+ /+ v () (me(y, w) — 572 (@) e (W(y), Red ~ w)) [ (), T~ w) dt doy dw =

T

T
. / / e (s W) g0 (9> w)divab? (y, w) dt dy doo.
0 J{y1>0}xRd

From [B3)-@I0) we also get j~2(x)p (v (y), ReJ tw) = n(y,w’) and v - n(z) = w;. Calling
g (y,w) :== f;7(¥(y), J"'w), we notice that (8IT) corresponds to the definition of normalized
solution in the half-space, for test functions spatially supported in By N {y; > 0}, and for
vector fields not necessarily divergence free (see Remark 2.4]).

To finish the proof, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition [3.7, by noticing that there we

~ /
only used the symmetry of the vector field b;(y, w), i.e., b?’o(y’, w') = (bf’o(y, w)) . Moreover,
we also need to use that (div,,b?)(y',w') = div,b?(y, w). O

Remark 8.3. In the previous proof, we are actually using a distributional proof of the fact
that the following equality holds,

T
25 ()Vai@) - = divy { EROiEA w} ,

which can also be directly checked. In a way, we are going from a continuity equation form
Oyu + div(bu) = cu to a transport equation form dyu + bVu = (¢ — divbd) u.

Proposition 8.4. Let T > 0, let Q be a CY domain as described above, (82); and consider

the above change of variables, (84])-([83])-E.1]).

Suppose gf € Li ([0,T] x By x RY) is an even function (g:(y',w') = g:(y,w)), and define
fr € LL ([0, T] x QN By x RY) as the restriction of gf to {y1 > 0} after changing variables.
That 1is,

fe(x,v) = gf(y,w),  for (t,z,v) € [0,T] x QN By x RY.

Assume that gf is a renormalized solution to the transport equation,
0rg5 (y, w) + by(y, w) - Vy wgf (y,w) = 0, in (0,T) x By x RY, (8.22)
where by(y, w) is defined by &I4)-®I8) via f;. Then, f; is a renormalized solution to

Ouft + b Vaeufr =0 in (0,00) x Q x R?
ft(xav) = ft(xyR:L‘U) in (0,00) x Of1 x Rd7

according to Definition [2.2

Proof. The proof is the same as Proposition and Lemma B.8] for gf, just using the sym-
metries of the vector field b;(y,w). A change of variables then yields the desired result. O

Let us now state a theorem, relating renormalized and Lagrangian solutions. We show here
that flowing a function fy via a Maximal Specular Flow produces a renormalized solution to
a continuity equation. This corresponds to [6] Theorem 4.10], and in this case we want to
focus on what is occurring at the boundary.
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Before stating the theorem, let us state the following lemma regarding the incompressibility
of the Maximal Specular Flow of divergence-free vector fields, b = (v, E(z)), in @ xR?. We say
that a flow is incompressible if the push-forward through the flow at any time ¢ of the Lebesgue
measure, is the Lebesgue measure. Namely, the local Maximal Regular Flow is incompressible
if condition (ii) in Definition holds with an equality and C' = 1. Analogously, the Maximal
Specular Flow is incompressible if condition (iii) in Definition holds with an equality and
C=1.

Under enough regularity, incompressibility is equivalent to a divergence-free vector field.
In this setting, this also holds. The Maximal Regular Flow of a divergence-free vector field is
incompressible thanks to [6l, Theorem 4.3]. And using it, we can also show that adding the
specular reflection condition at the boundary cannot add compression (or expansion) of the
flow; namely, the Lebesgue measure is still preserved. The sketch of the proof of the following
lemma is done at the end of the next section, where we will have introduced the reflection
technique after changing variables in the setting of general domains.

Lemma 8.5. Let T > 0, and let b : (0,T) x Q x R — Q x R? be a divergence-free vector
field, b = (v, Ey(z)), with E € L>®((0,T); LP(Q)) for p > 1; and let (X(t,s,z,v),V (t,s,z,0))
be its Mazimal Specular Flow (see Definition[.3). Then (X,V) is incompressible; namely,
condition (iit) of Definition [{.3 holds with an equality and C' = 1.

Theorem 8.6. Let T > 0, and let b: (0,T) x Q x R* — Q x R? be a divergence-free vector
field, b = (v, Ey(x)), with E € L>°((0,T); LP(Q)) for p > 1; and let (X (t,s,x,v),V (t,s,z,v))
be its Maximal Specular Flow (see Definition[J-3). Let fo € L'(Q x RY), and define

fe = (X(tv 0,-, ')7V(t707 '7'))#(f0|—{t3:X,V > t})7 te [OvT)’

Then, f; is a renormalized solution of the continuity equation with specular reflection (2.0))
according to Definition[Z2, fulfilling the commutativity property (Definition (Z3])). Moreover,

the map t — f; is strongly continuous on [0,T) in Li ..

Proof. Consider s = 0, and denote Z;(z,v) = (Xi(x,v), Vi(z,v)),:= (X(¢,0,2,v),V(t,0,2,0v)),
ty = taf XV Proceeding as in [6, Theorem 4.10] just using that the flow is incompressible,
Lemma [R5 we get

fi(Zi(x,v)) = folx,v), for L ae. (x,v) € {tz >t} (8.23)

In particular, we also have the same for 8o f; for any f € C' N L>®, and B o f; are
distributional solutions of the continuity equation in the interior of €2, by [6l Theorem 4.10].
We still have to check the trace condition.

Take any test function ¢ = ¢ (z,v) € To,r. Let us now compute

T T
/ / (Do +b- Vo) B(f) dar dv dt = / / (O +b- Vo) 0 Z1] B(fo) da dv dt
0 Jaxrd 0 J{tz>t}

T
d
- —(poZ;) dtdxd
/{tZ>t} B(f(])/o dt ((70 t) tdx dv

where we have used here the incompressibility of the flow and (823]). The problem in the
temporal domain integral appears only when Z; approaches the boundary of 2, where the
temporal derivatives has jumps in the velocity component. To avoid that, let us take ¢.(z) a
test function defined by

b(x) =0, if £ ¢ Q, ¢(x) = min{e  dist(z,00Q),1}, if z € Q.
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Then, proceeding as before,

/ / (o +b- V) B(f1) dedv dt = lim / / (Bup + b- V) B(fy) e () der dv dt

T
d
=1 — Z Xi)dtdz dv.
ti [ 8 [ G (oo 20 0n0) deara
Let us denote, for a.e. (z,v) € Q x RY, {ti}icr(zw) for t; € [0,t7) the set of times such that

Xy, (x,v) € 09. We also denote thE = lim, ¢ Zi+.. Using integration by parts for absolutely
continuous functions (notice that Z; is AC when X is not on the boundary 0€2) we have

Td
| Fleezoxa -

T
= Z (¢1, 0 Z; — 1,0 Z;) ¢ (Xy,) — o, v)de () — / 0o ZiVo(Xy) - Vi dt.
i€l (z,v) 0

Notice that the sum for ¢ € I(x,v) is actually equal to 0, since the term ¢.(X;,) = 0 whenever
Xy, € 09. Putting all together, and denoting N (z) = Vdist(z, 9) (note that N|sq = n) we
have

// (3t90+b'v<;0)5(ft)dxdvdt+/ B(fo)p dx dv =

QOxR4

e—0

T
— _lim ﬁ(fo)/ 00 Z:Véo(X,) - Vidt do dv
{tz>t} 0

T
= —lime ! / B(ft)e N(z) - vdtdxdv,
0o Jb.

e—0

where in the last step we are using again the incompressibility of the flow and (823]). Here,
we have denoted D, = ({z € Q : dist(z,0Q) < e} x R?) N (Z,(-,-)({tz > t})).
And we claim that

T
lim E / B(f)e N(z)-vdtdxdv = / n(z) - v T(B(f)(z,v) dt dosl dv, (8.24)
e=0¢e Jo De 'Yng,TU'Yﬂ,T
for some trace function I'(8(f;)) € L°°(7;2'7TU757T). This follows exactly as the proof of (3:I8])
in Lemma We can also directly apply the lemma, by first changing variables and having
a half-space situation, where the function 5 o ¢g; is a distributional solution to a continuity
equation in the interior of (B N Ri) x RY,

From the transport structure ([823]) and condition (ii) of the definition of Maximal Specular
Flow (Definition [.3]), we must have

L(Bo f)(x,v) =T(Bo fi)(x,Rev), for o @ L%ae. (x,v) € 9Q x R%. (8.25)

The result immediately follows from here by splitting the integral in ([824]) into the domains
Ya 7 and g o Alternatively, notice that Remark 2.3 holds by (824) and (82H).

Moreover; again thanks to the transport structure, the commutativity property holds pro-
ceeding as in ([CI]) within the proof of Theorem Bl

Finally, we check the strong continuity in L110c5 and in order to simplify things we check it
at t = 0. For any § > 0, fix 1 € C2°(Q x R?) such that |[1) — follL1(@xray < 3. Then,

/ |ft—¢|dxdv§/ |ft—1[)|d:17dv+/ || dx dv.
QxR4 Zi()({t<tz}) Zi(-)({0<tz<t})
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From tz > 0 a.e., the last term vanishes as t | 0. Therefore, using the incompressibility and
(B23) as before, we have

limsup/ |ft—1/)|d:13dv§1imsup/ |f0—1/JOZt|d:Edv§/ | fo — ],
QxR4 {t<tz}

t10 tl0 QxR

where in the last inequality we are using that the set of discontinuity of Z; as t | 0 has measure
zero. Hence,

limsup/ ]ft—fo\dxdvglimsup/ \ft—w\dxdv—k/ | fo — | dx dv < 20,
tl0 QxR4 t10 QOxR4 QxRd

and by the arbitrariness of § > 0, we are done. g

9. UNIQUENESS OF THE CONTINUITY EQUATION AND THEOREM [2.7]

As shown in [5], there exist conditions analogous to (A1) and (A2) from Section [l that
suffice to show existence and uniqueness of local Maximal Regular Flows. In this case, keeping
the original notation in [5, Section 3], for a given open set A C R? and a Borel vector field
b:(0,T)x A — R?, the following conditions imply existence and uniqueness of local Maximal
Regular Flows:

(a-A) fOT S |be(2)| daz dt < oo for any A € A;
(b-A) for any nonnegative i € L (A) with compact support in A and any closed interval
I = [a,b] C [0,T], the continuity equation

%,ut +div(buy) =0, in (a,b) x A (9.1)

has at most one weakly® continuous solution I > ¢ — p; such that p, = g and
Ute[a,bSUPP pit € A.

We want to check that condition (b-A) for the continuity equation (@) holds for compactly
supported measures in the open set By x R for the vector field constructed in Proposition Bl
That is, we consider a fixed vector field of the form by (y, w) = (w, b?’o(y, w)),

owl’

b2 (y, w) = [J_l(x)a] w+ J(x)Ey(z), (9.2)
for (y,w) € (By N {y1 > 0}) x RY, z = 1(y), and where b?’o is the odd extension with respect
to (y1,w1) (see (BIH)), such that the electric field E; is the one generated by a renormalized
solution to (Z2), with fi(x,v) € L>((0,T); L' (2 x R%)). We recall that when performing the
change of variables we are assuming that 0 € 92 and that the normal vector at 0 is ey, (8.2),
while at the same time we assume a domain with an exterior and interior ball condition of
radius 2.

Let us first state a result regarding pointwise estimates of the Green function Gq(z1,z2)
in regular domains 2.

The following is a classical result that can be found, for example, in [24], Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 9.1. Let Q C RY satisfy the exterior and interior ball condition uniformly in R
Then, the corresponding Green function Gq(x1,x2) satisfies the following inequalities,
(’i) 0< Gg(xl,xg) < C\xl — x2]2_d,
(ii) ‘vleQ(mhm?)‘ < C"Tl - ‘T2’1_d7
(iii} \VxlvszQ(xl,xg)\ < C]a:l — xgl_d,
(iv) | D2, , Gola1,22)| < Cloy — wo|' =% (min{dist(z1,09), |z1 — z2|}) ",
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for any x1,z9 € Q, and for some constant C' depending only on d and ). Moreover, for any
x1,x9,2 € QN By, and for any a € (0,1) we have the bounds

(v) |Ga(x1,2) — Ga(xg, 2)| < Clr; — za]® (\xl — 2|4 4z — z]z_d_a),

(vi) |V.Gal(z1,2) — Vo.Ga(xa,2)| < Clry — x| (|:171 — z|1_d_°‘ + |zo — z|1_d_0‘),

for some constant C' depending only on d, €, and «.

Proof. The first three results, (i)-(ii)-(iii), can be found in [24] Theorem 3.3]. The following
result, (iv), follows by the same arguments: Let us denote d(z) = dist(z,99Q). If d(z;) <
|z1 — x2| we apply [24, Lemma 3.1] to V,, Gq(+,x2) in the ball B = B%d(:cl)(xl)v to get

Vi Vi, Ga(1, 22)] < C(d(@1)) ™ sup Ve, Gal(z,22)| < Cd(21)) o — 2|7,
zE

where in the last inequality we are using (ii). On the other hand, if d(z1) > |x1 — z2| we apply
[24, Lemma 3.1] to V,;, Gq(-, z2) in the ball B’ = B%m_mﬂ(m),

Va, Vi, Gaw1,22)| < C(d(x1)) ™" SUP [V G2, 22)| < Clan — S R E R
zeB’
where again, we used (ii).
Finally, result (vi) corresponds to [24, Theorem 3.5], while result (v) follows by using the
same methods as for (vi). O

In particular, notice that the first inequality (i) together with the argument to prove (B.8)
directly implies that condition (A-1) holds, and in particular (a-A) also holds for any open
set A.

Theorem 9.2. Let b : (0,T) x R2 — R pe the vector field given by by(y,w) = by(y, w)
defined above, [@.2)), and suppose Q C R? is a C*' domain.

Then b satisfies assumption (b-A) for A = By x R?, that is, the uniqueness of bounded
compactly supported in A nonnegative distributional solutions of the continuity equation.

Proof. We proceed as in Theorem [E.1], which at the same time is based on the ideas of [6]
Theorem 4.4] and [12]. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Setting of the problem. We keep the notation from Theorem [E.1], and in many
steps we will refer to that proof to complete them. Again, we do not explicit the time
dependence on the vector field b.

Let B, C By C R% and Br C RY, so that B, x B C A. Let n € 2(C([0,T); B, x Bg))
be concentrated on integral curves of the vector field b with no concentration condition,
(er)yn < Co (L*MLA) for any t € [0,T]. As in Theorem EI] to show that (b-A) holds it is
enough to prove that the disintegration of n with respect to the map eq, 1., is a Diract delta
for egyn-a.e., where we recall (eg4n) represents the initial condition, fi.

Let §,¢ € (0,1) be small parameters to be chosen. We define ®; ¢(t) for y(t) = (v} (t),72(t)) €
R? x R? as in (5.3)),

1 1 2 2
buct) = [[f 1o (1+ OO POLON oy oy

where dp(z,&,7y) = dny(v)dn, (€)di(x). As in the proof of Theorem [5.1] in particular (BI3]),
it is enough to show that

dd 1 1
by <o (Lrc o (L)), o




LAGRANGIAN STRUCTURE OF THE VLASOV-POISSON SYSTEM IN DOMAINS 47

for some constant C' independent of ¢ and §. Let b(y,w) = (w, F°(y,w) + E(y)), where

Foy, w) = ([J ()gﬂ w)" (9.5)

E(y) = (J(z)E(x))’,
where the superindices o denote odd extensions with respect to (y1,w7) in the sense V°(y/, w') =
(V(y,w))’. We keep using the notation z = ¢(y), and we recall E(x) is the electric field gen-
erated by a renormalized solution f € L'(Q x R?).
From (@.3]) we separate the temporal derivative in three parts,

d(I)(;’C

S () ST+ 1T+ 11T, (9.6)
" (1) — €(1)
v
= Jff G0 e R e RARCR
[Fo((1),27(0) ~ FO(€ (), €(0)]
///6+< (o) - <t>|+|72<t>—£2<t>|d“<:”’5’”’
and

Be (1))
”I‘///C 45+|7 (] W&

We can now proceed to bound each one of the three previous terms independently.

Step 2: Bound on [ and 1. The bound on I follows as in Theorem [5.1]
Let us now bound the second term, I1. We proceed by triangular inequality:

Fo(y <>> Fo(4 (1), €2(1) CF (4 (1), €2(1) — Fo(E(6), (1)
”<// (1) = s2<>r d*// ca+w<> 0] -

The first term is bounded since, for each v!(t) fixed, F°(y!(t),-) is Lipschitz, with Lipschitz
constant given by the maximum of H(J _1)T%¢§J _1H (which is bounded because ¢ is C''1).

For the second term, we notice that if v!(¢) and ¢!(t) are on the same side (y{ (t)¢1(t) > 0)
then for each fixed ¢2(t) € Bg, the incremental quotient can be bounded using that F° is
Lipschitz on each side, and for each ¢2(t). This follows from the fact that the change of
variables ¢ is C%*!, since we are dealing with C?! domains.

On the other hand, if 4!(¢) and £!(¢) are on opposite sides, we have to bound

|F° 1), 62(1) — Fo(¢1(), ()]
/// e )< G5+ (1) — (o) o <

///vl(tsl £)<0 C5+C\C’ZY/U16 ///yl (H)EL (1) <0 C5f’dg()’

for some constant C' bounding the L° norm of F° in B, x Bp, and thus, proportional to R.
Using the no-concentration condition, (e;)xn < Co (£?¢L A), it follows

/] it <) armcm(s).
YLwei <o SO+ @)~ Jp, €0+ 1] T o

so that the bound for 77 holds.

Step 3: Bound for I71. We refer to the appendix to bound the term I11, since it involves
a technical computation that follows analogously to Theorem .11 O
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We can now prove Theorem 2.7]

Proof of Theorem [2.7. We proceed from the result in Proposition [8.I] using similar ideas to
those in the half-space situation.

Step 1. Take any ball By(zg) with zg € 0f2, and change variables such that, after a rotation
and translation, we encounter the situation from Proposition Rl That is, we are dealing with
a vector field by(y,w) = (w,b7°) : (0,T) x B; x R — R? x R? given by (8I4)-(®IH).

Thanks to Theorem[@.2} b, fulfills conditions (a-A) and (b-A) which ensure, by [5, Theorem
5.2], the local existence of a Maximal Regular Flow Y(t, s, y, w) (see Definition E2)) in By x R,
In particular we have

8ty(t7 Sayaw) = Et(y(tv S,y,U))),

for a.e. ¢t > 0 whenever it is defined. We claim (and prove in the next step) that this
flow is transporting the solution g := ¢fj~2? from Proposition (analogously, gﬁ’ﬁ =
B(g¢(y, w))j-2(y) if the solution is not bounded, for f € C' N L>®). That is, if without

loss of generality we assume s = 0 and ¢ > 0, then
V(t,,)gh dy dw = gl dy dw,

where we are denoting )Y (t,y,w) = Y(t,0,y,w) and we recall that the push-forward of mea-
sures satisfies (see (Z.1]))

/ oV (t, y, w)) (9, w) dy dw = / oy, 0)g) (4, w) dy duw,
R4 x R4 RIx R4

for all p € C°(B; x Rdz. Thank to Lemma 3] the flow ) induces a local Maximal Specular

Flow in the half space, J, with vector field given by (w, b2 (y,w)) (see (IEIZI))E Thanks to the
symmetry of Y and g] we have

/ (V(t,y,w))go(y, w)j>(y) dy dw = / oy, w)g (y, w)j > (y) dy dw,
R4 x R4

d d
R+XR

for all ¢ € Cé.’o(B—fr x R?). Now, if we change variables back ®(z,v) = (é(z),J(x)v) and
U = &1 and denote X (t,2,v) = ¥ o Y(t, ®(z,v)), then

/ o(X(t,x,v)) fo(z,v)drdv = / o(z,v) fi(x,v) dz dv,

QxR QxRd

for any ¢ € C°(QN Byi(zo) x RY). That is, the solution f; is transported by a specular
flow X. It is easy to check that X is the flow generated by the vector field b; by changing
variables, and the specular condition at the boundary (condition (ii) in Definition 3] follows
using (B9)-(®I0) together with the fact that ) was a local Maximal Specular Flow in the
half-space. Therefore, X is a local Maximal Specular Flow in € x R? transporting the solution.
Now, by a covering argument, gluing together the Maximal Specular Flows (see [6l Lemma
4.2]), the result follows.

Step 2. The proof of the claim follows from the proof of [6, Theorem 5.1], where the authors
show that renormalized (or bounded) solutions to a continuity equation are Lagrangian. In
order to be able to apply the proof, we use Proposition

The modification of their proof is as follows:

1We are using here the natural definition of local Maximal Specular Flow, which arises analogously to that
of local Maximal Regular Flow.



LAGRANGIAN STRUCTURE OF THE VLASOV-POISSON SYSTEM IN DOMAINS 49

The claim follows from [0, Theorem 4.7] and [6, Theorem 5.1] by noticing that the divergence-
free condition on their proofs can be substituted by a vector field with locally bounded di-
vergence. Then, Steps 3 and 4 of the proof of [6, Theorem 5.1] also hold using that gtﬁ 7 s
a bounded distributional solution of the continuity equation and ), gtﬁ Wi g2d gg L,
where fj, is defined as in [0, Theorem 5.1] via

0 if s <k,
Br(s) =< s—k ifl<s<k+1, (9.7)
1 if s >k+1.

To finish the proof, if we are in situation (i) then the solution is transported, and in
particular, it is renormalized and fulfils the commutativity property by Theorem O

To finish the section, let us give a sketch of the proof of the incompressibility of the Maximal
Specular Flow.

Proof of Lemma[8.3. Notice that we can localize the problem, and just check that locally the
push-forward of the Lebesgue measure is again the Lebesgue measure. On the other hand,
away from the boundary, the vector field is divergence-free, so that the flow is incompressible
there. We just need to check that there is no divergence being produced at the boundary:
notice that if there was, we would have a singular part of the divergence of the vector field
concentrated on the boundary.

In order to do that, we just symmetrize as in the proof of Theorem [0.21 Namely, we restrict
ourselves to a small neighbourhood of the boundary of the domain (which we can do, by the
localization). Then, we change variables, and we become a half-space situation. The reflection
of the vector field is a new vector field (given by (0.5)) ), which is no longer divergence-free due to
the change of variables. Nonetheless, we have computed the divergence in Remark B3] which
is bounded (given that the domain is C!). Le., there is no singular part of the divergence of
the vector field concentrated on the boundary. On the other hand, after changing variables to
a half-space situation, the new Maximal Specular Flow still preserves the specular reflection,
and we can symmetrize it to get a Maximal Regular Flow (by taking the continuation across
the boundary instead of the specular reflection). This symmetrised flow does not have instant
mass destruction or production at the boundary, due to the boundedness of the divergence of
the vector field.

This shows that there is no divergence production on the boundary of the domain, and
thus the Maximal Specular Flow is incompressible. ]

10. ProoF oF THEOREMS [2.8] AND [2.9

10.1. A regularised problem in domains. In this section we proceed analogously to Sub-
section [6.1] by proving the existence of solutions to a regularised problem of the Vlasov—Poisson
system in a C?! domain  C R?. We also prove a result regarding conservation of energy.

The result will follow as Theorem [.1], via a fixed point argument. In this case, however,
we must consider a regularised problem with no electric field near the boundary in order to
prove the convergence of flows with jumps in the velocity coordinate. The lack of electric field
near the boundary is because, a priori, the electric field obtained after regularization of the
Green function could still have a Lipschitz constant degenerating when approaching 0f2.

Let us start by showing how we construct the electric field of the regularised problem. Let
Ga(x1,22) denote the Green function of the domain Q. Let 7 € C°°([0,00)) be a monotone
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function, such that
F=0in [0,1], F=1 in [2,00), 0<# <2 in [0,00). (10.1)
For any ¢ > 0, we define Fgl : Q —[0,1] by
fg(a:) =7 (¢ 'dist(z,09Q)), for x € Q. (10.2)

Notice that for ¢ small enough depending on the domain, Fg is regular (at least C2). We also
define G, : Q x Q — [0,00) by

|1 — @2

G2y, @) =T <T> Ga(z1, x2). (10.3)

With these previous definitions we can now define a regularised electric field with respect to
a density p € LY(Q) by

Eé’é(a:) = —ré(m)/ V.G (x, 2)p(2) dz. (10.4)
Q
We now claim the following.

Lemma 10.1. The electric field defined as (IQ04) is Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constant de-
pending only on &, ¢, the dimension d, and the L' norm of p.

Proof. Let us simply bound ||VxES%’6HLoo(Q):
VLB @) < O [ V.Gl 2lol) doa + Laanysay [ [D2GH(w.2)lp(2)dz, (103
where we have used that ]fog (z)| < C¢7! for some constant C' depending only on 7 and .
Now notice that, thanks to Lemma [@0.1] (i)-(ii),
VaGo(,2)] < Clyjy.pz0y (67! |Galx, 2)| + [V.Ga(z, 2)))
< Cl{|x—z\26} <5_1|$ - Z|2_d + |$ - Z|1_d) < 051_d7

for some constant C' depending only on d and  (and the function 7 chosen). Similarly, using
Lemma (iv),

DGO, 2)] < Clyu_sissy (0721Ga(x, 2)| + 61 [VaGala, 2)| + [DiGa(x, 2)|)
<O+ Clyppsayle — 2[' 4 (min{dist(z, 09Q), |z — 2}) ™"
<C (5—d + 614 (min{dist(z, 92), 5})—1) :

But now notice that the second term in the right-hand side of (I0.5]) is non-zero on the region
{dist(x, 0Q) > (}, so that putting all together we obtain

V.Eg’(z)] < C (c—lal—d +5—d) /Q p(z)dz = C6" = (¢ + 67" ol o).

for some constant C' depending only on d and Q. O

The following theorem is analogous to Theorem in regular domains Q C R?, with the
specular reflection boundary condition.
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Theorem 10.2. Let Q C RY be a C?' domain. Let ho(x,v) = hy € C°(Q x R?) be such
that for all T € 02, v € R, ho(Z,v) = ho(Z, Rzv). Let T, Fé, and Gg be as above, ([IOI])-
IQ2)-@03), for some 6, > 0. Then, the following problem has a distributional solution
ft = f(t,a:,v),

atft—HJ Vxﬁ—FEQ Vofi=0 z'n(O,oo)xQde
= Jra fi( ft z,v)dv, in (0,00) x Q,
EC(S( )= —TQ ) Jo VaGo(x, 2)pi(2) dz,  in (0,00) x €, (10.6)
fi(z,v) = fi(x, Ryv), on (0,T) x 9 x RY,
Jfo="ho in Q x R,
Moreover,
/ W2 Fi(e vy dedo+ | Gl(a, 2)pu(z)pi(x) dz da = (10.7)
QxR QxQ

t
:/Q d|v|2f0(x,v)dxdv+ G?)($,Z)ﬁ0(z)ﬁ0($)dzd$+/ K26, ¢, ho)dr
xR 0

Qx0
for any t > 0, where K< is defined as
K26, ¢, ho) :2/ (1—7(x [/ V.G, 2)pr (2 )dz} frdzx dv, (10.8)
QxR4
for fr the solution to (I0G) with initial datum ho.

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1: Existence. We start by proving the existence of a solution for time in [0,7] for
T > 0, using the same approach as in Theorem Let us define f* : (0,T) x Q x R? for
n € NU {0} as the solution to

af”+1+v Ve P+ BV i =0 in (0,00) x Q2 x R

o (x fRd fH(z,v)do, in (0,00) x €,

E;;g< ) = =7 (@) [i, VoGS (2, 2)5p(2) dz, in (0,00) x €, (10.9)
"H(x v) = [ (2, Ryw), on (0,T) x 99 x R?,

f = hg in Q x Rd,

that is, we have created a sequence of functions iteratively solving the Vlasov—Poisson system
with specular reflection in 2 where the electric field is generated by the density of the previous
element of the sequence. Notice that, thanks to Lemma [0l by standard Cauchy-Lipschitz
theory we can build a flow with jumps transporting the solution f! in [0,7], and proceeding
inductively (since the L' norm is conserved), we can do the same for each element of the
sequence. That is, if b} = (v,EfL’g), then there exists a regular flow with jumps Z, =

(X0, V) 1 [0,T] x Q x R? = Q x R? such that
LZn(t) = b Zn(t))  for (¢, X,(t), Va(t)) € (0,T) x Q x RY, (10.10)
Zn(0)(x,v) = (z,v), in QxRY, ’
and for t, € (0,7) such that X,,(t,) € 09, V,,(t7) = Rx, (t*)f/ (ty), where tj and t; denote

the upper and lower temporal limits at t,; and f"+1 is given by f"+1 = Zn(t)gho. Alter-
natively, since the vector field is divergence free and specular reflection does not produce
divergence (see Lemma [B3) one can write £/ (Z,(t)) = ho.
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Notice that we solve the equation ([I0.9]) classically in the interior (since the vector flow is
smooth), and the boundary conditions hold noticing that around the boundary the electric
field is 0.

Indeed, take any (t,x,v) with ¢t € (0,7), z € 982, and v - n(xz) < 0, so that we are looking
at velocities hitting the boundary instead of leaving it. By solving (I0I0) (with jumps)
backwards, we obtain some z.,v, such that (z,v) = Z,(t)(2o,v,). Notice that, from the
structure of the flow, since we are in a region where there is no electric field (around z € 052),
for £ small enough we have that Z, (¢ +¢)(7o,v) = (z + eR,v, R,v) (where we also used that
v was pointing towards the boundary, so that there is a specular reflection being produced

immediately). Now notice

Fii (@ +eRev, Rov) = [l (Zn(t+e) (o, vo)) = ho(2o,v0) = fiH(Za(t) (20, 00)) = f1 (2, 0)

for every € > 0. Take ¢ | 0, and we recover the specular reflection condition.

We would like to pass the flows to the limit and proceed as in Theorem Let R > 0
be such that supp hg C R? x Bg, and notice “EEL:%HLOO(Q) < C(6) for some constant C(J)
depending only on 6, d, ©2, and ||ho|| 1 (@ xre). From

d

dt

we obtain supp f' C R? x Briocs)et(0) for t > 0, and for all n € NU{0}. In particular, the

vector field b (Z,(t)) is bounded by some constant C'(0,7T') in the interval [0, 7] independently
of n, and therefore, %|Zn| is bounded independently of n but depending on T'.

On the other hand, notice that the vector fields b are independent of n in a {-neighbourhood

of 90, where b} = (v,0). Now, since f* = Z,,(t)4ho, %|Zn| is bounded, and Z,(t) is inde-

pendent of n in a (-neighbourhood of 9€), we obtain that up to a sufficiently small time Ty > 0

independent of n, but depending on ¢ and 6, j"t"Jrl is independent of n in a %—neighbourhood

of 0f.

We can now proceed taking limits as in Theorem [6.1], by noticing that we only care about
the interior of €2 and therefore the strategy there presented also works here up to minor
modifications. This yields a solution up to time Ty, but repeating the procedure we can
obtain a solution up to time 7T'. Since T' > 0 is arbitrary, this gives the desired result.

|Zn(®)] < 1 Zn(t)] + C(0),

Step 2: Conservation of energy. Let us compute

d _

— </ 0|2 fi (2, v) dz dv + G, (., 2)py(2)py (2) dz dm) . (10.11)
dt \ Joxrd QxQ

We use that

Oifi = —v-Vaufi — ES® - Vo fi = —divy(vfy) — divy(ES fi),  in (0,00) x Q x RY, (10.12)

in the distributional sense, from which,

atﬁt = —/ divx(vft) dv. (1013)
Rd
On the other hand,

d
— GO, 2)py (2)pe () dz da = 2 G (x, 2) ¢ (2) 0 () dz da, (10.14)
dt Jaxo QxQ
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so that, plugging in (I0.13]),

i/ Gz, 2)pe(2)pe () dz dw = —2/ G2, (z, 2)pe(2)divy (vfi(z,v)) dx dz dv.
dt Jaxo QxQxRA
(10.15)
The divergence theorem yields
/QG?z(fcyZ)pt(z)divx(vﬁ(w,v))dfﬂ = GO (@, 2)pr(2) fi(w, v) v - vo(x) do(x)

—/vaGg($,Z)"Up_t(z)ft(x7v)dx’

where vq(x) denotes the outer unit normal of 02 at =, and do is the standard measure at the
boundary. Integrating with respect to v and using that fi(z,v) = fi(z, Ryv) for x € 99, the
first term vanishes. Therefore, we obtain

d

dt Joxa
Finally, using (I0.12]), we obtain
i 27 _ 2 q: r _ 2 7. <76 r
|v|* fe(z,v) dz dv = [v|“div, (v f;) da dv lv]“div, (Ey° fi) dx dv.
dt Joxrd QxR QxR
From the divergence theorem, and arguing as before, the first term vanishes. Applying the

divergence theorem on the second term, the boundary integral will also vanish, since Eé"s =0
in the neighbourhood of 9. Therefore,

i/ [ fy(z,v) dz dv = 2/ v - E(Cz’&ﬁ dx dv.
dt Joxprd QxR

Combining this with (I0.I6]) and using the definition of Egé we obtain the desired result. [

10.2. Proof of Theorem [2.8. Let us now prove Theorem [Z8 We recall G (z1,x2) denotes
the Green function of the domain €.

Proof of Theorem [2Z.8. The proof follows analogously to the proof of Theorem We divide
the proof into several steps.

GY(x, 2)p¢ (2)pe(z) dz da = 2/ V.G (z,2) - v pe(2) fi (@, v) de dz dv. (10.16)
QxQxR?

Step 1: Approximating sequence. Let us construct an approximating sequence based on
the regularised solution constructed in Theorem M2l Let (f3)nen with £ € C2°(2 x R?) be
a sequence such that for all x € 9Q, v € R%, fi(x,v) = fi(x, Ryv) and approximating go in
L' norm,
= fo in L'(Q x RY).

Consider also f{* the sequence of solutions to (I0.6]) built in Theorem with 6 = J,, and
¢ = ¢, for some sequences (0, )nen, and ((p)nen with d,, ¢, — 0 to be determined. We recall
that we are using the definition of renormalized electric field introduced in (I0.4))-([I0:2])- (T03]).
For the sake of readability we will denote the corresponding vector field to the n-th element
of the sequence as by(z,v) = (v, E}*(x)), as defined in (I0.4]).

By standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory we can build an incompressible flow with specular
jumps at the boundary transporting the solution, Z™(t) : @ x R? — Q x R such that

fir=1f3o2Z"#)~", forte (0,00),
and since they are incompressible,

0¥ 121 @) = 1 fi I xray = 1ol 21 (@xra)s (10.17)
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where we recall that p}(x) = [ga f{"(x,v) dv is the physical density. As in (G.I5]) there exists
a sequence (£,,)men depending only on the initial datum fy with €, | 0 as m — oo such that

/Qde [t lgnsmy dodv = /Qde folggnomydrdv <&y, — 0, asm — oo, (10.18)

for all t € (0,00) and n € N. That is, f;* are equiintegrable independently of n € N and ¢.

Step 2: Choice of the approximating sequence. The procedure follows in Step 2 of the
proof of Theorem can be repeated here. Notice that, again, proceeding as in [0, Lemma

3.1] there exists a sequence f§ € C>(Q x RY) and G?{Tl such that

lim </ [ fa(z,v) da dv + Gggl(x,z)pg(z)pg(x) dz dx> =
QxR QxQ

n—oo

(10.19)

= / lv|% fo(z,v) dz dv + Gal(z,z)po(z)po(x)dz dx.
OxR4 QxQ

In order to prove it we have to use that whenever pjj is bounded and compactly supported
converging to pg then [, Go(z, 2)pf (2) dz converges locally in every Li to [, Ga(x, z)po(z) dz
by dominated convergence. We also have to use that for every n € N fixed

lim Gsll/k (x, 2)pg (x)p6 (2) dz do = Galz, z)pg (z)p6 (2) dz dz
k=00 Jaxq QxQ

by monotone convergence.
At this point, proceeding as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [6.3] one can show that there
exist sequences 0, (, — 0 such that

K (6, Gy )] = 0 as n — oo, (10.20)

uniformly for 7 € (0,t), for every ¢ > 0. We recall that K¢ is given by (I0.8). In particular,
again as in Theorem [6.3] we obtain a uniform bound for the kinetic energy,

liminf/ o2 (z,v) dz dv < C, (10.21)
QxR4

n—o0
for some constant C' independent of n and ¢.

Step 3: Limiting solution. Transporting level sets as in Step 3 of Theorem we can
construct a sequence of functions f;" * bounded by k + 1 transporting level sets of the initial
datum, with
k k
1" L xre = I1fo "l @xres
and such that

[k fk weakly™ in L>((0,00) x @ x RY) as n — co, for all k € N. (10.22)
Defining
f=>_F% in(0,00) x QxRY, (10.23)
k=0
then,
[ fellr@xray < [[foll 1 oxrey — for a.e. t € [0,00), (10.24)
and
f* = f weakly in LL ([0,T] x Q x R%), (10.25)

for every T > 0.
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Step 4: Limiting densities. Again, as in Theorem [6.3] if we define the limiting density
pe(z) = [ga fe(2,v) dv, one can prove using the bound on the kinetic energy (I0.2I)) that

Pt — p  weakly in LL_([0,T] x Q), (10.26)
that is, the densities weakly converge to the density of the limit, up to subsequences.

Step 5: Limiting vector fields. We would like now to apply the results analogous to the
Di Perna and Lions in [I7] to get that the limiting solution is actually a renormalized solution.
In order to do that, we have to get rid of the specular reflection condition, by invoking the
change of variables and the odd reflections of the electric field already introduced in the
previous sections.

That is, let us fix any point on the boundary and after a translation and rotation let us
assume 0 € 0f2 and n(0) = e;. After a rescaling we also assume that the domain € fulfils
the exterior and interior ball condition at each boundary point with balls of radius 2. We
will first prove that the limiting solution is actually renormalized in By, from which it will
be renormalized everywhere (by a covering argument and taking further subsequences), and
therefore it will be transported by a Maximal Specular Flow in € x R¢,

We perform the change of variables from Section B and we will keep using the notation
there introduced; (z,v) — (y,w) = (¢(z), J(z)v). Let us define

g?(:%w) = ftn(‘rvv)v
and g;"(y,w) its even extension with respect to (yi,w;); that is, g/ (y,w) = g/ (y,w) if
y1 > 0 and g (y,w) = g (y',w’) otherwise.
We analogously define gf’k(y,w) and ¢f(y,w) in (0,T) x By x R? from fF(z,v) and f;, the

limits in (I022)-(I0.23); so that

o0
=S gt (10.27)
k=0

By Proposition we have that g;"" are renormalized solutions in By x R? to the transport
equation

Orgy " (y,w) +w - Vg (y, w) + F™(y,w) - Vg " (y,w) =0, (10.28)
where
F'(y,w) := F{(y,w) + F3"°(y)

and FY, F,"? are the odd extensions with respect to (y1,w1) of

T
Fi(y,w) == [(J_l(:n))Tg—:} w = vl D%

and
F(y) := J(z)E" (),

that is, FY(y,w) = Fi(y,w), Fy"(y) = F3(y), if 31 > 0, and FP(y,w) = (Fi(y',w"))’,
Fy"(y) = (F3(y'))’, otherwise. By means of the same reasoning as in Theorem [6.3] we want
to show that the even extension, g7, to

gt(y7 w) = ft(y7 w)7
is a distributional solution in By x R? to

Orgi (y,w) +w - Vygi (y, w) + F(y,w) - Vyugi (y, w) =0, (10.29)
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where now F' = FY + Fy, and Fy is the odd extension with respect to (yi,w;) of J(x)E(z),
with

E(z) = — /Q V.Gal(z, z)p(z) dz.
In order to do that, as in Theorem [G.3], it will be enough to show
Fy° — F9  weakly in L} .((0,00) x By;R%), (10.30)
and
F3"°(y +h) = F3(y) as |h] =0, in Lige((0,00); Lige (B1)) (10.31)
uniformly in n.

Step 6: Proof of the first and second stability condition. We refer to the appendix to
show that (I0.30)-(I0.31]) actually hold, since it is a technical computation.

Step 7: Conclusion of existence. Since conditions (I0.30])-([I0.3T]) are fulfilled, by the same
arguments as in [I7, Theorem IL.7] the vector fields (w, F™) are converging strongly in L.
Therefore, weakly continuous bounded solutions of the approximating problems converging
weakly* in L° are distributional solutions in the limit (notice that the divergence of the
vector field is constant in n). In particular, for every m € N, G}* = >/ g/ k (recall g; k
from (I0.27)) is a distributional solution of the continuity equation in (0,7) x By x R? with
vector field (w, F') and with initial datum G§* = >/ gg’k; as it is bounded by m + 1.

Then, by Proposition Bl (which is based on Proposition BJ) we have that 7" = >} fF
are distributional solutions to ([2.2) in (0,7) x (By/ N §2) x R? according to Definition 22]
and in particular, by a covering argument, they are distributional solutions in (0,7 x  x R%.

By Theorem 2.7] (i), since F™ is bounded, it is a renormalized solution and it is transported
by the corresponding Maximal Specular Flow. Since F™ converges to f; in Llloc((O, 00) X Q X
]Rd), the limiting f; is also a renormalized solution; and by Theorem 2.7] (ii), it is transported
by the Maximal Specular Flow. Moreover, by Theorem B8], f, € C([0,00); L (€2 x R%)) and
fulfils the commutativity property.

Step 8: Strong LllOC continuity of density and electric field. The strong continuity of
the densities p € C([0,00); LL (£2)) follows exactly as in Step 8 of the proof of Theorem [6.3}

loc

and the strong continuity of the electric fields, E € C([0,00); LL (€2)), also follows like in
Step 8 of the proof of Theorem combined with the estimates on the Green function from
Lemma [9.1] ]

10.3. Proof of Theorem We can now prove the result regarding the bound of the total
energy for positive times.

Proof of Theorem[2.9. We divide the proof into four steps. We will be using the notation
from the proof of Theorem 2.8, where we built a sequence of functions f/* converging weakly

to ft-

Step 1: Weak uniform equicontinuity in time of densities. We start by proving the
weak equicontinuity in time of the densities of the approximating sequence. Notice that, in
the interior of €2,

Orpt + divy, </ v fe(z,v) dv> =0,
]Rd
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and the same holds for each f/* and p}'. Let us now prove that ¢ — fRd pi€ are equicontinuous

for any £ € C°(Q):
/Q(p —p) '— /8t,() Edxdr i /Qdivm </Rdva(x,v)dv> Edxdr
// || fF(z,v) de dv dT| +

< V€L~
Y- v fMx, 0)E(x) dost dvdr| .

BQXRd

Using the symmetry of g7 in the boundary, g2 (z,v) = g2 (z, Ryv), and integrating first in the
v variable, the second term vanishes. By Holder inequality, we have

2
([ o) < ([ pkreoddn). [ e,
QxRd QxRd Q

which is bounded by the uniform bound in n of the kinetic energy, (I0.21]), and the uniform
bound on the L! norm of f*. Therefore, we have

[

the weak equicontinuity in time of the densities. This, together with the weak™ convergence
of measures (I0.20]), implies

< O VE]lzelr — sl

lim sup
=0 10,7

/6 i — pi)(x)dx| =0, (10.32)

the uniform convergence in ¢ of fQ pre.

Step 2: Weak lower semicontinuity of the potential term and bound on energy.
We prove that, for any nonnegative ¢ € C°((0,00)) we have

/OO é(1) Gal(x, 2)p(z)pe(z) dx dz dt
’ e (10.33)

< lim inf/ o(t) G?{Tl (x, 2)p} (x)pi (2) dx dz dt.
oo Jo QxQ
Thanks to (I0.32])) and Fubini’s theorem we have that p}(x)dx @ pi(2)dz @ dt € M((0,T) x
Q x R?) converge against continuous functions to p;(x)dx & py(2)dz & dt. In particular, for
any m € N fixed, we have that
/ o(t) Glgfll (x, 2)pe(x)pe(2) dedt < lim inf/ o(t) Glgfll (x, 2)p} (x)py (z) de dz dt
0 Qx0 0 Qx0

n—oo

o0
< liminf o(t) Gg" ' (x, 2)p} (x)p (2) dz dz dt,
n—eo Jo axQ
where in the last inequality we have used that Gg”l is increasing in m € N and nonnegative.
For the same reason, the left-hand side converges (by monotone convergence theorem), and
in particular we obtain the desired result, (I0.33)).
Finally, from the lower semicontinuity of the kinetic energy, (I0.2I]), we immediately have

that -
/ / (t)|v|? fy d dv dt < hmlnf/ / () |[v? £ da dv dt;
Qde N0 R xR4



58 XAVIER FERNANDEZ-REAL

which combined with (I0.7)-(I0.20)- ([I0.33)-([I0.19) yields that, for any ¢ € C2°((0,0)),
/ o(t) {/ |v|? fy da dv + Galz, z)pe(z) pr(2) dz dz} dt
0 QxR4 QxQ

glinrgigf/o o(t) {/Q y |v|2ffdxdv+/9 QGggl(x,z)p?($)p?(z) d:ndz} dt
X X

§1iminf/0 o(t) {/Q y |v|2‘)‘"6‘a€xa€v+/Q QG?{#(Qj,z)pg(:p)pg(z) d:ndz} dt
X X

n—oo

_ /Ooo ¢(t){/QXRd ]v[2f0dxdv+/gxg Golz, 2)po() po(2) dxdz} it

In particular, (ZII) holds for a.e. ¢ > 0. The boundedness of the energy for all times
follows form the fact that f; € C'(]0,00); Q2 x R?) and p; € C([0,00); ).

Step 3: Bound on L? norm of electric field. We will show that for any nonnegative L'
Ga(z,z)&(x)&(2) dodz >

function &, then
2
V/Gg(:ﬂ,i:){(i:) dz
QxQ Q

For £ € C*(R%) and R > 0, extending G by 0 outside 2, we have

[ catw e = [ [v [ cateoe
/8BR m/ Gol(x, 2)¢ V/ Gal(r,2)&(2) - v,

+/mmBR/QGQ(%Z)é(z)V/QGQ(x,z)g(z) n(x).

Since Gg(z,2) < Clz — 2/>~% and |V,Gq(z,2)| < Clz — 2|'~% it is easy to check that
the second term above tends to 0 as R — oo. The third term is equal to 0 exactly, since
Gal(zx,z) = 0 for z € Q. By approximation the same holds for ¢ € L3°(R?). Finally, taking
& = min{lp, &(z), k} and by monotone convergence we have that

da. (10.34)

/ Go(x,2)&(x)€(2)dxdz = lim Gaol(x, 2) & (x) &k (2) dx dz
QxQ k=00 JaxQ
2
zliggg;f V/QGQ(x,z)fk(z)dz dx

dx,

2
\Y /Q Ga(z,2)€(2) dz

where in the last step we have used the lower semicontinuity of the L? norm with respect to
the weak convergence of & to €.

Step 4: Proof of (ii). Let us prove the no-blow up criterion for fy-a.e. (z,v) € Q x R? of
the Maximal Specular Flow, in d = 3, 4.

Let call Z7(z,v) = Z(t,s,z,v) = (X(t,s,2,v),V(t,s,2,v)) the Maximal Specular Flow,
and similarly t:z(x,v) = t:x,v(%v)' Take 7" > 0, so that (t;Z,t:Z) C [0,T]. Let us show
that for fs-a.e. (z,v) we can take t_, =0 and t:,z =T, for s € [0,T].
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In particular, it will be enough to show

sup  |loglog(2 +|Z;|) —loglog(2 + |Z])| < oo, (10.35)
t;ZST,TSt:Z

for fe-a.e. (z,v) € Q x RY Let us proceed,

/ g log(2 + | Z]) — log log (2 + | Z2])|fs, dedv <
QxRd

/ / ‘—loglog (24 |Z7))| dtfsdx dv
QxR

b:(Z7)]
s dx dvdt
/ /W (112N loe2 + 12 1= 2

|be(x,v)]
- /o /quw T+ @ o)) log(2 1 (@, o)) 1t (& v) dwdvdt < oo

We have used here the incompressibility of the flow and the transport structure. The last
inequality follows as in [0, Theorem 2.3] by means of (I0.34]), choosing & = p; and noticing
that the right-hand side of ([0.34]) is now precisely the L? norm of the electric field E;. Now,
taking s = 0 shows that trajectories do not blow up in finite time for fp-a.e. (z,v) € Q x R%
and since for every s € [0,7] we can set ¢, = 0 and ts 5, =T for feae. (z,0) € QxRY,
there is no appearance of mass from mﬁmty at any time (glven that the flow can be extended
back up to toz = 0), and f; is the image of fy through an incompressible flow. O

APPENDIX

We include in this section the technical computations from the work. We start with the
proof of Step 3 in Theorem

Proof of Step 3 Theorem We have to bound the term, I11. We divide this proof into
three further steps.

Step 1. We approach the problem parallelly to what we did for the half space, although now
the electric field is not given by the convolution against an L' function. We consider two
different cases, according to whether v!(¢) and ¢!(¢) are on the same side or not. That is, we
let

T <111 + 111,

B BG @) - BE @),
[”i‘/// e (t>o<<5+w<> exp] )

Let us start focusing on I11,, and without loss of generality we will assume that both
YL(t), €L (t) € {y1 > 0} (otherwise we use the symmetry of the field).

Notice that, using a triangular inequality as in previous steps and the fact that J(z) is
Lipschitz, we only need to bound

B0 ®) —E@E )|,
///v}(t el ¢ RO 0] dp(, &, ). (10.36)

with
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We recall that, from (24]),
E(x) = / V.Gal(z, x2)p(xe)dzs,
Q

for some p € L'(Q2) by assumption. We also recall that the Green function satisfies

—Ag, Ga(z1,72) = —Ag,Ga(z1,22) = 0(21 — x2), for x1,m0 € Q
Go(xy,29) =0 otherwise,

where we have extended it by 0 outside the domain €2, in the whole R? x R?. On the other
hand, we define by I'(x; — z2) the fundamental solution in the whole RY for d > 3, that is,
I'(z) = w;'|z[>~? for some dimensional constant w,.

From the integrability of FE (see Lemma [0.]) it is easy to see that in (I0.36]) we are only
interested in the cases where |y!(t) —&!(¢)| is small. On the other hand, if both 4! (¢) and £*(¢)
are uniformly far from the boundary {y; = 0} (that is, 1(y!(¢)) and 1 (£*(¢)) are uniformly
far from 0Q), then Dq(x1,z2) :== Gqo(x1,x2) —I'(x1 — 22) is harmonic in 27 and with uniform
bounds in the boundary, thus smooth in the interior. Hence, if we denote z¢ = ¥ (£!(t)) and
zy = (v1(t)), and V denotes the gradient with respect the first d coordinates, we have

B() = B o) <| [ (V1D (s5,0) = V100 (s,) o)

+

/ (VI (2 —2) — VI (2¢ — z) ) p(a)dz
RA\Q

+ /d (VI (zy — @) — VI (2¢ — 2) ) p()da| .
R

Notice that the first two terms in the previous expression are bounded when plugged into
(I030) if z, and z¢ are uniformly far from 09, due to the smoothness of Do and I" in the
corresponding integration areas. On the other hand, the last term corresponds to the case
dealt in [6 Theorem 4.4], the convolution of a singular integral (given by the fundamental
solution in R%) against an L' function.

We can, therefore, assume that z, and z¢ are close to the boundary. In particular, we will
assume that they have unique projections, so that in the expression

/Q (ViGa (24, 2) = V1Ga (2¢,2) ) p(a)d

™

|E(2y) = E (%) | <

+

Y

/ (V1Ga (24, ) — V1Ga (¢, 2) ) p(z)da
O\

the second term is immediately bounded due to the regularity of Gq in the integration domain
(we recall Q; denotes the domain of unique projection). Thus, when computing the electric
fields, we only care about the contribution of the densities close to the boundary.

Let us define, for x € Q,, Px as the reflected point with respect to 9€2. That is,

Pr =z +2(n(z) —x) € R4\ Q.

We analogously define the same operator for the points on (R?\ Q). The sets of unique
projection from either side are comparable, since we have exterior and interior ball condition
for €.

Using the same ideas as in Theorem [5.1] we can consider, for xo € Q,

GQ(azl,xg) = F(a:l — xg) — F(a:l — ng) — H(a;l,azg),
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where H fulfills, for each o € Q,

{ Ay H(x1,29) =0, for x1 € Q (10.37)

H(z1,x9) =T'(x1 — x9) — '(x1 — Pxg) for z € O0.

Putting all together we have

ViGa (zy, ) p(x)de =
Qr

= VI (zy — z) p(x)dz + VI (zy — Px) p(x)dx + ViH (zy,x) p(x)dx.
Qr Qr Qn

Let us now denote pr(7) = p(2)1(zeq,} +ir(2)p(Pr)lzcpq,}, where PQy is the reflected of
the Q with respect to 99, and jp(x) is the Jacobian determinant of the change of variables
x + Px. Notice that the L' norm of p, is bounded by the L' norm of p(z). If we change
variables in the previous expression we have

/ ViGa (zy,x) p(x)dr = | VI'(zy — ) pr(z)dz + / ViH (zy,x) p(z)dx.
Qr Qr

Rd

As can be seen, the first term is again of the form treated in |6, Theorem 4.4], a convolution
of the gradient of the fundamental solution against an L' function. Putting it back in (I0.36])
the corresponding bound follows. Therefore, we have reduced the bound on I11, to finding
a bound for

By (v(2'(1) = En (v(£'(1))) | .
I o G m@ g e 1059
where Ep is given by
Ey(xy) = A V1H (x1, ) p(x)dx.

for some function p € L'(Q2), and H is the solution to (I0.37).

Step 2: Bound for I11,. Let us denote by Mjyh the local Maximal Function of a locally finite
measure i for A > 0; that is,

dfil(y), zeR%

Mji(z) = sup
0<s< | Bs| JB,(2)

If i = h.Z? we will denote Myh instead. From standard theory for local Maximal Functions
(see [37]) we know that if h € BV (R?) then there exists some set N with .Z4(N) = 0 such
that

|h(z) = h(y)| < calz —y| (MrDh(z) + My\Dh(y)) (10.39)
for z,y € R\ N and |z —y| < \. Tt is also well known that, for any p > 1,

HM)\hHLP(BS) < Cdp HhHLP(BSJr/\) ) (10.40)

for any s > 0 and for a constant ¢z, depending only on d and p, which blows-up as p | 1.



62 XAVIER FERNANDEZ-REAL

Let us now first combine (I0.39) with (I038]]), to get

!V1H (V3 (1)), 2) — Vi H (p(EL(t)), ) |
///w ()L (1)>0 / |vL(t) — &L(t)] p(x)dzdpy <

2 1 2 1
C/Q,r ///y}(t)g%(tpo |M\DTH (W’Y (t)),az) + M>\DiH (1/1(5 (t)),l’) | dp p(z)de <

< C'C/ / |M\D?H (z,z) | dzp(x) dz

where in the last inequality we are using the no-concentration condition, (e;)xn < Cy (.,2” 2d|_ A),
we are taking A small independently of the other parameters (say, for example, A = 1/8), and
we changed variables while using that the determinant of the Jacobian is bounded, (83]).
Now, thanks to (I0.40), we can bound

¢ /Q W / MADEH (2,) | dzplr) d < Cy¢ /Q DG )o@y s (1041

Therefore, in order to complete the bound, it is enough to show that H(-,z) € W2P(B;NQ)
uniformly for every x € €, and for some p > 1, since p is in L'. But since H solves the
Laplace equation (I0.37]), by standard elliptic theory (see, e.g., [31]) it is enough to show that
H(-,z) =T(-—xz)—T(-— Pz) € W2~1/PP(9Q) uniformly for every = € Q, and for some p > 1.

Let us suppose, after a rotation and translation, that xo = (£,0,...,0), m(xp) = 0,and £ > 0
is small independently of the other parameters. With this setting, Pxg = —z9 = (—¢,0,...,0),
and from the regularity of the domain 2 we have that

INVN By C {|z1] < |z2f® + ... |zq* = |2/?}, (10.42)
where we will also be using the notation z = (ml, z') € R x R¥~1. We want

1 1
N L I N T

Wy i=T(- —x0) — T'(- + 20) = Cy { ‘ } e W2MPr(9Q),  (10.43)

with a bound independent of xy and for some p > 1.
We start by claiming that, for any = € 92 N By, and for any k € N,

1 1 C
|z —zolF |z +wolF| T |+ x0T

(10.44)

for some constant C' depending only on d. Indeed, since |z — xg| and |z + z¢| are always
comparable, we can assume |x — zg| < |z + x¢| and compute

1 1 |z + 0| — |2 — 20| |z + 20| — |7 — 202
- <C
|z —xo|k |x+ x0lF ~ |z — zo|Ft1 - |z — xo|kt2
Let us suppose, without loss of generality, that x = (s2,5,0,...,0), for some s € (0,1).
Notice that
@+ ol — & — wo|? = (s° + &) +5° — (5" =€) —5° = 4s%¢.

Now notice that s < |z — x| and that £ < |z — xo\ which yields the claim, (I0.44).
Thanks to (I0.44]) together with (II(E{I) it is clear that U, € L} (9Q) whenever p < %=1

Let us next prove that ¥, , € W, Lp (092). It is enough to show that tangential derivatives

loc

to 02 of W, are in LP. Let DV, (z) = 7(x) - V¥, (x) denote any tangential derivative,
for z € 0Q and 7(z) € S?! tangent to 0Q at z. From the C'! regularity of the domain,
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it follows that for some constant C' depending only on the dimension, | (z)| < Cl2/|, and
therefore,

|Dr Wy ()| < C (|2']100, Cag ()] + 10, U ()] + -+ + 05, Tao (2)]) (10.45)
for any tangential derivative. Let us know compute , for i € {2,...,d},
1 1 C
..U — Clz: _
| Zi wo($)| |x2| |x—:170|d |x—|—:170|d — |:17—x0|d_2’

where we used ([I0:44]) together with the fact that |z;| < |z — zg].
On the other hand,

’leaxll:[/xO(.Z')‘ = ’x/’ < 1 _g T —|—£ )

|z — ao|? - |z + 0|

1 1 26| C
:xﬂx'[(m ) gl <

—zol? Jrtaold) |z —mold T |z — 202

where we combined again ([I0.44)) with £ < |z — z¢| and |2/| < |z — x¢|. In all, we have that ,

putting it back in (I0.45]),
C C d—1
|D7—q’m0 (ZE)| S |:1;‘ — $0|d—2 S |:1;‘|d_2 c Lp(ﬁ&'l), for 1 S p < m, (1046)

and thus, ¥, € WP(0Q) for p < =l

loc

Let us denote D2 second derivatives along 0, for 71,75 € S9! tangent vectors to OS2

Similarly to derivation of (I0.46]) it follows that

c C

DZ W, (z)| <
e T i

T1T2 ~ X0 —

which, unfortunately, does not belong to any LP space for p > 1 in 0f2.

We define F*°(x) := |z|D;Vy,, so that using the previous inequalities one can show
_C 1 d—1 d—1
273 > |F™| e L™ (9Q) N W"2(9Q) € W*(09), for rq < T3 " < T

where s and r follow from the interpolation property between fractional Sovolev spaces (see
[11l, Theorem 6.4.5]) and fulfill

_— 1—s n s -t - d—1
M ro d—3+s’
On the other hand, it is also known that if Ay € WPt N LY (02N By), and hy € W92 N

LP2(0QN By), then hihy € WP(0QN By )y), with s € (0,1) and 1 > L = L4 L — L L > 0;
with a bound

1P1h2llwsp@0nB, ) < € (HhIHWS»m(aQﬂBl) k2l Loz (90nmy) + 10l Lo (90nB)) ||h2\|ws,qz(aQnBl)> :
(10.47)

This result is a local version of the Runst—Sickel lemma, that can be found, for example, in [34]

Section 5.3.7] or in [19, Theorem 3]. We use ([[0.47]) with hy = F*0 and hg = |71| e Wh't(99)

loc
for (1 +¢t)r; < d—1, and therefore hihe = D;V,,. Putting all together in (I0.47) we should
have
<=t <d-1 it Pt
Mg P L <o @<

)
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so that
1 - d—2+s
D d—1 ~
If we want s = 1 — 1—1) we must have p < d%'ll, and in this case we have a bound for

| D+ W, lly1-1/p0 (9005, ) independent of zo. Therefore,

”\I/:L‘() HW2*1/P,P(aQr‘|Bl) S Cu

from which H(-,x) € W*P(B; N Q) and ([0.41]) can be bounded by C¢. We have, therefore,
shown that a bound of the type ([@.4]) holds for the term I71,.

Step 3: Bound for II11_. We finally have to bound the remaining term, 111,

B (1) — BE (1)
HI- = /// i C5+Iv() ey &)

As in the proof of Theorem [5.1], thanks to the symmetries of the vector field E and the fact
that now ~!(¢) and ¢!(t) are on opposite sides, we are only required to bound

\El( '(1))] (JE)109)(y)]
///71 ()} (1) <0 C5+\’Y1()’ a = G B GO+ |yl a,

where we have used again the no-concentration condition no-concentration condition, (e;)xn <
Cy (.,2” 2dI_A), and where the subindex 1 denotes the first coordinate of the vector field.

If we define Ay := [0,27%] x Br(,d_l) as in the proof of Theorem 51l and we recall that V;
is the gradient in the first d components, we just have to bound

I(TE)1 0 9l a, 0y = / (TE)1 o) (y)ldy

/ /|{ IGQ( (y)vz)}lp(z)| dzdy
Ak
= / 0(2)/ ]el . (J(zp(y))VlGﬂ(w(y)’ )‘ dy dz.

Since 1) (y) is close to the boundary, JT (¢(y))er = V61 ((y)) = n(¢(y)), and thus, n(4(y)) -
V1 is the derivative in the direction normal to 92, which we will denote 9}. That is,

I(TE)1 0 ¥l o, 0y < /Q o(2) /A 10LGa(w(y), 2)| dy d=.

Following as in (5.10) and (512) from Theorem [5.1] it is enough to show

I(JE)1 0l (a,, 00 < C27F. (10.48)
Let us actually prove that, for any z € €,
/ |08 Ga(i(y), 2)| dy < C27F, (10.49)
Ay,

Notice that if z is far from 1 (y), from the regularity of the Green function the previous result
follows immediately. Thus, we can assume that z is close to 1(y), and for k large, in particular,

z,1(y) € Q2
Let us start by bounding, for x € Q,, d1Gq(z,2). Keeping the notation from Step 2, we
write the Green function as

GQ(azl,xg) = F(a:l — xg) — F(P.Z’l — xg) — ﬁ(azl,azg),
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where now H(x1,x5) fulfills

Ay, H(x1,m9) =0, for z9 € Q (10.50)

H(zy,29) =T(z1 — 22) — I'(x1 — Pxg) for xo € N )

In particular, we can compute 9}Gq(x, 2) as
(x— - (Px — 2)
Rite _ )@=z @) —H, 10.51
n Q(.Z',Z) |$—z|d |P3§‘—Z|d (.Z',Z), ( )
where H,, solves

AH,(x,z) =0, for z € Q (10.52)

Hy(z,2) = "(I";ﬂ)‘_(j‘gz) — M@f;ﬁ for z € O, '

Notice, on the one hand, we have |x — z|,|Pz — z| > |z| and on the other hand, |n(x) - (z —
2)|,|n(z) - (Px — z)| < 26(x) for z € 02 N By due to the regularity of the domain 02. Here,
and it what comes, d(x) := dist(x, 92). By the maximum principle, therefore, we have

H(z, 2)| < CT(|d) (10.53)

Now, using the properties of the change of variables together with the fact that ¥ (y) is
close to the boundary, we have that

H (), 2)] < c%.

On the other hand, if we denote ¢(z) = Z, we have that [¢)(y) —z| = [¢(y) —(Z)| > cly—Z],
and using ([BI0) and the closeness of z to ¥(y) we also have [n(¥(y)) - (V(y) — ¥(2))| <
C|(y — 2) - e1|. Putting all together in (I0.51), and using the analogous strategy for the term
containing Px — z, we get

194G (0(s).2)| < sup O =HI]
ZEAL ’y - ‘

and as in Theorem [B.1] we have, maybe for a bigger constant,
/ |05 Ga(w( <0/ 1l 4 < cor.

The last inequality now follows from (5.11]). This proves the bound (@.4]) following as in (5.12])
for the remaining term I//_; and the theorem is proved.

Proof of Step 6 Theorem 2.8l We divide it into two parts, the proof of (I0.30]) and (I0.3T]).

Step 1: Proof of ([I030): We start by proving (I0.30)). Notice that the weak convergence in
L' is not affected by the odd reflection and the change of variables. It is enough to show that

E™ ~ E weakly in LL.((0,00) x (N By); R%),
that is, it is enough to show that

lim
n—0o0

/ /(Ef — Ey)pdr dt‘ =0, forall ¢ € L*((0,00) x QN By), (10.54)
0o Jo

where L2° denotes the set of bounded functions with compact support. Let

00
0 Q
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with _ (/ V.Galz, 2)[pi (2) — pi(2)] dz) Pl dt‘ ’
= |[ [ ([ [Pt 5.0 1) ol

We start with 1,,. By Fubini we have

</VGQM )d:p)[ n(s) - pt(z)]dzdt‘.

Now notice that, by the bounds on the Green function,

dx
/V Go(z, 2)p(r) dz| < ”SDHLOO/ —a1 < CllellLe,
Ba ‘LE’

for some constant C' depending only on the dimension d. Thus, we can use the weak conver-
gence ([I0.26) to get that I,, — 0 as n — oo.
On the other hand, we have

TL_

|z — ]

V.G (z, z)y< (%) yGQ(x,z)\Jrr( 5 )‘VIGQ(LZ)’. (10.55)

From the bounds on the Green function G and the definition of 7 it is easy to check that, in
particular, we have

V.G (x,2)| < Cla — 2|'4, (10.56)
for some C' depending only on the dimension d and €2, but independent of §.
Let us now bound I11,. We denote Q¢ := {z € Q : dist(z,09Q) < (}. By Fubini, the bound

(I056), and the definition of 7', we have

/ / / |z — z|' Y dx | pi(z) dz dt]| .
0 Q QggnﬂBz

’1—d

T, <Ol e

Now, since p? has L' norm bounded independently of n and ¢, |z
[Q9¢, N Ba| — 0 as n — oo, we have that I11,, — 0 as n — oo.
We can finally bound I7,,. Proceeding as in (I0.53])

e </ /( < (;_z|> IVmGQ(ﬂc,z)lpﬁz)dz) ol da dt,
/ / </ ( ;')lGnmz)rp?(z)dz) o d dt.

Using Fubini, the bounds on Gq, and the definition of 7 we obtain

IT, < Cll¢| L / / / |z — 2|' " dx | p(2) dz dt, +
0 Jo \UBus,(2)
+CH<PHL°<>5;1/ / / 2 — 2> da | pi'(2) dz dt
0 Jo \UBy,(2)

< Cllglllofl [ (lal'™+ 8 ol ~4) do = Cllglliellf 1150,

Bss,

is locally integrable and
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therefore, since ¢6,, — 0, I, — 0 as n — oco. This proves ([[0.54]), as we wanted to see.

Step 2: Proof of (I031). Let us now show that the second stability condition, (I0.31]), holds.
As in Theorem it is enough to show that

[F;’O]Wa,p(Bl/z) S C, (1057)

for some C' independent of n and ¢, and for some a > 0, p > 1. Notice that (F3"°);(y) can
be expressed as the sum of two terms in each component i € {1,...,n}; namely, (F});(y) +
(F3)i(y') for 2 <@ < nand (F})1(y) — (F3)1(y'). Now, by the subadditivity of the seminorm,
if one can show

[Fy wen(s, ) < C, (10.58)

we are done. Notice that we are considering the natural extension of the vector field to y; < 0
by 0.

We are going to use the product rule result ([34, Section 5.3.7] or [19, Theorem 3]) that
already appeared in (I0.47]) several times throughout the proof. Let us restate it here:

If hy € WP L% (By), and hy € W% N LP2(By), then hihy € W*P(Bs ), with s € (0,1)
and1>%——+p—2=—+—>0 with a bound

1h1hllysn(p, ) < C <”h1”vvsm1(31) 1h2ll o2,y + 1Pl Lar By ”hQHWquz(Bl)) - (10.59)

Thanks to this result and the regularity of the Jacobian matrix J, it immediately follows
that it is enough to bound the W*P(Bs,,) norm of E"(¢(y)) for some a > 0, p > 1. We
recall

E™(¥(y)) = B (y) = —@/@»LV£mewquwfw@mww%@.

By definition of the change of variables, notice that TC”(Q/)(y)) = 7(¢; 1), and it is a
sequence in n approximating the Heaviside step function in the direction y;. In particular, it
is easy to check that

[F(¢ Nwsr(sy,0) < C,

for some C' independent of n, provided sp < 1. On the other hand, by Young’s inequality and
(I0.56) it is easy to check that E°» € L for y < d%‘ll. Thus, putting all together and using

(I0.59), we can check that it will be enough to bound [Eén]ws,p(33/4) for some 0 < s < % and
d
I<p<gara

A simple computation shows that, if H(y fQ z)dz, then
[Hlwswn) < HPHLP(Q) sup [K('az)]WS’P(By (10.60)
ze

Indeed, using Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem,

p

i) < [ [Jo 1K (91, 2) — K (32, 2)lp(2) d2|
BxB

Ws:p(B) — |y1 _ y2|d+sp

< [ oty falond) Ko ot
BxB

- ly1 — yo|d+sp

dy1 dy2

dy1 dys < HPHZ)(Q) ilelg [K(‘az)]gvs,p(B)'
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Notice that

(10.61)

Lo () =2 ¥y) —=2 D) s
+/(25n ( 0 >\¢(y)_Z,GQ(¢(y), )i (2) dz.

We start by taking K(y,z) = ('w(y) Z|> V:Ga(¥(y), z) in (I0G0). Using again (I0.59) and

noticing that the first term involving 7 belongs to W*P(B;) independently of n for 5p < 1 (as
before for the approximations of the Heaviside function), we need to bound

[VxGQ(¢()’ Z)]WS’P(Bl)

independently of z, for some s > 0 and p > 1. By the equivalence of Sobolev and Besov spaces
for fractional order derivatives we have

VG0, s (s < CIV-Ca(b(), s (5

<c ( / L [ / |V Galbly + ). 2) - VaGo(b(y). ) dy] dt)

|h|<t

Now, thanks to Lemma [9.1] (vi) and the bound on the Jacobian of the change of variables, for
any a € (0,1) there is a constant C' depending only on d, €, and «, such that

[VoGa(¥(), 2)lwsr(py) <
1
—sp—1 pa o l=d—a o l-d—a p
§0</0t o sup | [ (1) = A0 4 foty) )dﬂdt)

1
1 S
0 By

which is going to be bounded if 1 > o > s and p < ﬁ‘l_l < #‘;_1.

On the other hand, we can also take K (y,z) = %F’ <|w(‘1§i_z|) |$EZ§_Z|GQ(¢( ), z) to com-

plete the bound from (I0.61]). In this case, proceeding via the Besov seminorm as before, and
by means of the triangular inequality, we obtain
(K (- 2)lwem(py) <

< 05;1</01t—sp—1 o [/B T/<W1<y +5:) - z\) ~ T,<!w(ygn— z\) !
w(;;l( /ot aup [ /B <|¢< 5) |>

=1I,+11,.

S

Wy + h), 2)P dy] dt)

B =

oy + h), 2) — Ca((y), =) dy} dt)

Al

bRl
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In order to bound I,, we start by noticing that 7 is smooth and, in particular, C# for 8 € [0, 1].

For a 3 to determined, and using the bounds on the Green function, we have
1

P

1
I, < 057! /Ot sup [HP25; 7 /D Gal(y), =) dydt
on

|h|<t

1 1
1 1 v
<Co 1t h / t(B—S)p—l/ ly| =P dy dt ’ < CoL-dtd/p=p (/ t(B—s)p—1 dt> ’ ’
0 Bas,, 0

where Ds, denotes the set where 7 (6, !|¢(y + h) — z]) — 7 (6, ¢ (y) — 2[) is non-zero, and
where we are using all the time that the change of variables v is regular. If we want this last
term to be bounded we need 8 > s and 1 —d+d/p — 8 > 0; that is, p < ﬁ. By choosing
s < 8 <1 we can choose p > 1 and we are done.

Using a similar method, in this case via Lemma [0.1] (v), we can bound I7,, as
1

P

1
II, <061 / t=*P~1 sup |h|p°‘/ ly| 4= gy dt
0 |h|<t Bas,,

1

1
< C&fll—d—a-i-d/p (/ t(a—s)p_l dt> P ’
0

which is going to be bounded if @ > s and p < d_f ol As before, it is enough for us to
choose s < a < 1 to get the desired result. This completes the proof of the second stability

condition, (I0.3T).
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