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The Spatially Homogeneous Boltzmann Equation for Bose-Einstein
Particles: Rate of Strong Convergence to Equilibrium

Shuzhe Cai* and Xuguang Lu'

Abstract

The paper is a continuation of our previous work on the spatially homogeneous Boltz-
mann equation for Bose-Einstein particles with quantum collision kernel that includes the
hard sphere model. Solutions F; under consideration that conserve the mass, momentum,
and energy and converge at least weakly to equilibrium Fj, as t — oo have been proven to
exist at least for isotropic initial data that have positive entropy, and F; have to be Borel
measures for the case of low temperature. The new progress is as follows: we prove that
the long time convergence of F;({0}) to the Bose-Einstein condensation Fy,.({0}) holds for
all isotropic initial data Fjy satisfying the low temperature condition. This immediately
implies the long time strong convergence to equilibrium. We also obtain an algebraic rate
of the strong convergence for arbitrary temperature. Our proofs are based on entropy con-
trol, positive lower bound of entropy, Villani’s inequality for entropy dissipation, a suitable
time-dependent convex combination between the solution and a fixed positive function (in
order to deal with logarithm terms), the convex-positivity of the cubic collision integral,
and an iteration technique for obtaining a positive lower bound of condensation.

Key words: Bose-Einstein particles, entropy, strong convergence, equilibrium, low
temperature, condensation.

1 Introduction

The quantum Boltzmann equations for Bose-Einstein particles and for Fermi-Dirac parti-
cles (which are also called Boltzmann-Nordheim equation, Uehling-Uhlenbeck equation, etc.)
were first derived by Nordheim [26] and Uehling & Uhlenbeck [32] and then taken attention
and developed by [4],[7],[9],[24]. For the case of Bose-Einstein particles and for the spatially

homogeneous solutions, the equation under consideration is written

% (v,t)szg S2B(v—v*,w)(f’f;(1+f)(1+f*)—ff*(1+f’)(1+f;))dwdv* (1.1)

with (v,t) € R? x (0, 00), where the solution f = f(v,t) > 0 is the number density of particles
at time ¢ with the velocity v, and as usual we denote briefly f, = f(v.,t), f' = f(v/,t), f. =

*Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R.China; e-mail address:
csz16@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn

"Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, P.R.China; e-mail address:
xglu@math.tsinghua.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.04038v3

f(v.,t) where v, v, and v’, v/ are velocities of two particles before and after their collision:

/

Vi=v—((v=-v.) ww, Vv.=v.+((V—-v,) ww, w € S? (1.2)
which conserves the momentum and kinetic energy
T+ VP = v v (1.3)

/ /
Vi+v,=v+4v, |v

The function B(v — v,,w) is the collision kernel and is assumed to take the following general

form in order to include possible models:

B(v—-v.,w)=

v = v el = VI = Vi) (1.4

where

0<®eCR,), B(rp)=B(pr) V(rp) e R, (L5)

According to [4] and [9] in the weak-coupling regime, the function ® takes the following form

(after normalizing physical parameters)

o(r,p) = (6(r) + 0(p))", 1p>0 (1.6)

where QAS is the Fourier transform (in terms of theory of generalized functions ) of a radially

symmetric particle interaction potential ¢(|x|) € R:

o) = 5Ol = [ o ®xax|

In particular if ¢(|x|) = 36(x), where §(x) is the three dimensional Dirac delta function con-

centrating at x = 0, then (E = % hence ® = 1 and (1.4) becomes the hard sphere model:

B(v—-v,w)= SV —v.) - wl (1.7)

which is the only model that has the same form as in the classical Boltzmann equation, and
has been mainly concerned in many papers about Eq.(1.1). In view of physics, the hard sphere
model (1.7) can be extended by allowing the interaction potential ¢(x) contains an attractive
long-range term StU(|x|), i.e. ¢(|x]) = 5(6(x) — U(|x])) where U(|x|) > 0 and, for a technical

reason in proving the occurrence of and convergence to the condensation, we consider such a

case that the Fourier transform of U(€) of U(|x|) behaves as (7(5)||§|:,, = 5 with 0 <5 <1
so that 1 B .
~ r
1— - — > 1.

see Appendix for the existence and positivity of such potentials U.
In order to include the hard sphere model and the case (1.6) with (1.8) we introduce the

following assumption:



Assumption 1.1. B(v — v,,w) is given by (1.4),(1.5) where ® also satisfies

r+— ®(r, p) is non — decreasing on Rx Vp e R, (1.9)
bo min{1, (r* + p*)"} < ®(r,p) < 1 VY (r,p) € R, (1.10)

for some constants 0 < by < 1,17 > 0.

The monotone assumption (1.9) together with a further restriction 0 < n < 1/4 is mainly
used to prove the convex positivity of the cubic collision integral (see Proposition 5.1) and the
convergence of condensation F;({0}) — Fye({0}) (t — 00). Except these, Assumption 1.1 says
that the collision kernel B(v — v,,w) maybe vanishes at v — v, = 0 but still behaves like the

hard sphere model for large |v — v,|: for all v,v, € R} w € §?

bo
(47)?

(v —=v.) w| <B(v—v,w) < —v,)-w| with |[v—wv,]>1. (1.11)

1
(e

Due to the strong nonlinear structure of the collision integrals and the effect of condensation,
existence and uniqueness of solutions of Eq.(1.1) for anisotropic initial data have been so far
only proven for finite time interval without smallness assumption on the initial data [5] and for
global time interval with a smallness assumption on the initial data [17]. For global in time
solutions with general initial data, in particular for the case of low temperature, one has to

consider weak solutions f which are solutions of the following equation

d 1

. YV f(v,t)dv = 5 /RSXRSXS2 (W + . — Y —Y)B(v — vy,w) f fldvdv,.dw

+ / (Y 4+ = =Y )B(v — ve,w)ff fldvdv,dw  (1.12)
R3 xR3 xS2

for all test functions ¢ and all ¢ € [0,00). Here we have used the fact that the common quartic
terms f'flff., ffef [l cancel each other:

FREA+HA+ L) = fLA+ A+ ) = FRA+f+ f) = fAA+ [+ f).

In general however the cubic integral is divergent:

sup/ U(v, v ,V.)B(v —v,,w)f(v)f(V)f(V.)dvdv,.dw = oo
[ JR3xR3x§?

where U € Cy(R?) is an arbitrary positive function and f under the sup is taken all nonnegative
functions in C2°(R?) satisfying [pq f(v)dv <1 (see e.g. [19]). A subclass of f that has no such
divergence is the isotropic (i.e. radially symmetric) functions: f(v) = f(|v|?/2). By changing

variables z = |v|?/2,y = [V/|*/2, 2z = |V/]?/2, one has
B(v = v.,w) f(IVP/2) f(VP/2) F (V.12 /2)dvdv.dw = 4nV2W (2,y, 2)d F (2)d F (y)dF ()
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where dF(z) = f(x)y/zdz, etc., and x,y, z € R>q in the right side are independent variables,
see below for details. This is the main reason that all results obtained so far (except the ones
mentioned above) are concerned with isotropic initial data hence isotropic solutions, see e.g.[11]-
[16],[18]-[23],[27],[29],[30],[31]. Despite this shortage, results obtained so far have shown that the
Eq.(1.1) can be used to describe the formation, transition, and propagation of the Bose-Einstein
condensation of dilute Bose gases at low temperature, see Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 5.6
below, see also (for instance) [16],]25],[29],[30],[31] for self-similar structure and deterministic
numerical methods; [3],[12],[13],[14],[21], for singular solutions and the formation of blow-up
and condensation in finite time; [20], [22], [23] for long time strong and weak convergence to
the Bose-Einstein distribution; [15] for a linearized model of Eq.(1.1) and rate of convergence
to equilibrium; and [1],[2],[27] for general discussions and basic results for similar models on
low temperature evolution of condensation.

Before stating the main result of the paper we introduce some notations and the definition
of measure-valued isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1). Let L!(R?) with s > 0 be the linear space of
the weighted Lebesgue integrable functions defined by L}(R?) = L'(R3) and

LR = {7 € LR [ Il = [ (PIFIav < oo}, (v) o= (15 V)2

Let Bi(X) (k > 0) be the linear space of signed real Borel measures F on a Borel set X C R?
satisfying [\ (1 + |z[)*d|F|(z) < oo, where |F| is the total variation of F. Let

B (X) = {F € By(X)| F > 0}.

For the case k = 0 we also denote B(X) = By(X),B"(X) = By (X). In this paper we only
consider two cases X = R* and X = R, and in many cases we consider isotropic measures
F € By, (R?), which define and can be defined by measures F' € Bj(Rsg) in terms of the

following relations:

1 )
F(A) = -~ /RJ 1a(Jv[?/2)dF(v), AC Rxg (1.13)
F(B) = 4wV/2 (ﬁ/ 13(\/%w)dw)dF(x), B CR? (1.14)

for all Borel measurable sets A, B. They are equivalent to functional forms:

A memﬁjﬁzéﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂa (1.15)

[ (AR = 17v2 (i SQ¢(@w)dw>dF(x) (1.16)

R V=T

for all bounded Borel measurable functions ¢, 1. For any k£ > 0 let

Hﬂhzé (1+2)d|F|(x), F € By(Rso).
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The moment M,(F') of order p € [0, k] of F € B (Rxg) is defined by
M, (F) = / AP ().
R>o

Moments of orders 0,1 correspond to the mass and energy and are particularly denoted as
N(F) = Mo(F), E(F) = My(F), i.e

N(F) = /R ) dF(z), E(F)= /R ) 2dF ().

Let CF(Rsg) with k € N be the class of bounded continuous functions on Rs having bounded
continuous derivatives on Rsq up to the order k. For isotropic functions f = f(|v[*/2) > 0,
o = o(|v]?/2) with f(|-[*/2) € Li(R?),¢o € C%(Rsp), and for the measure F' defined by
dF(z) = f(x)y/xdx, the collision integrals in (1.12) can be rewritten (see Appendix)

1
— / (¢ + oy — ¢ — QL )Bf fldvdv,dw = 472 Tlpld*F
R3xR3 xS2

2 R220

/3 . Sz(w +o.— @ — Q)Bff fldvdv,dw = 4nV2 [ K[p]d*F
R3xR3 x

3
RY,

where B = B(v — v,,w) is given by (1.4) with (1.5), d*F = dF (y)dF(z),d*F = dF (z)dF(y)dF(z),

and J[y], K[p] are linear operators (often used in this paper) defined as follows:

Tl =5 [ Kl Wade, Klpl(o.2) =W Ddplep ), (1L17)

Ap(z,y,2) = (@) + p(x) — o(y) — pl() = (7 — y)(z — 2 / / Odsdt (L18)

E=y+z—ax+tlx—y)+s(r—2),2,y,2>0, 2., =(y+2—1x)s

VEHDASEHVE) 2
W(z,y, z) / ds/ ®(v/25,V/2Y,)dd if x,xyz >0, (1.19)
47Tx/5”yz Va—yIVIVE—V2 0
®(1/2y,V22) if r=0,y>0,2>0

- ﬁq)(\ﬂx, 2(z—x)) if y=0,2>2>0
W(l’,y,Z) - (120)

——&(\/2(y — x),V21) if 2=0,y>2>0

L 0 others




if s>0

w¢ x_4;6%>++ﬁw¢cr_gt%%;fﬁ>+

if s=0

Y. =Yi(z,y, z5,0) =

(1.21)
where ®(r, p) is given in (1.5),(u); = max{u,0}, aVb = max{a, b}, a Ab = min{a,b},i=/—1.
Based on the existence results, we introduce directly the concept of measure-valued isotropic

solutions of Eq.(1.1) in the weak form:

Definition 1.2. Let B(v — v,,w) be given by (1.4), (1.5). Let Fy € B (R>o). We say that a
family {F;}1>0 C Bf (Rsg), or simply Fy, is a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of
Eq.(1.1) on the time-interval [0, 00) with the initial datum Fi|i—o = Fy if

(i) N(F;) = N(Fy), E(F;) = E(F,) for allt € [0, 00),

(ii) for every p € CZ(Rxg), t — fR o(z)dFy(z) belongs to C*([0,00)),

(iii) for every ¢ € CZ(Rx)

d
— edF, = J]d*F, + Klpld®F,  Vt€0,00). (1.22)
dt R0 RZ, R,

Remark 1.3. (1) The transition from (1.19) to (1.20) in defining W is due to the identity

(VE+ V5) A (VE +VE) = VE = Vil V IVE — V2l = 2min{V/z, Va7, i, VE) (123)

(in case x, > 0) from which one sees also that if ®(r,p) = 1, then W(x,y, z) becomes the
function corresponding to the hard sphere model.
(2) As has been proven in [21] that the test function space CZ(Rsg) in Definition 1.2 can

be weaken to

d .
a@@ S Llp(Rzo)}

where Lip(Rsq) is the class of functions satisfying Lipschitz condition on Rsq. In fact, for the

Cl 1(R>0) {(,0 c Cb (R>0)

function ® satisfying (1.5), it is not difficult to prove that for any ¢ € Cp' (Rsq) the functions
(y,2) = (L+ 5+ V2) "' Tlely, 2), (2,9, 2) = Klgl(z,y, 2) belong to Cy(R%) and Cy(R2,)
respectively. Thus there is no problem of integrability in the right hand side of Eq.(1.22). A
typical example of ¢ € Cy' (Rsg) is p.(2) = [(1 — x/¢)4]? (with & > 0) which is often used in
Section 5.

(3) It is proved in Appendix that Definition 1.2 is equivalent to Definition 6.6, the latter is
established in [19]. Thus we conclude from Theorem 1 (Weak Stability), Theorem 2 (Existence)
and Theorem 3 in [19] that for any Fy, € Bf (Rsg), the Eq.(1.1) has always a conservative

measure-valued isotropic solution F; on the time-interval [0, co) with the initial datum F;|,—o =



Fy. The reason that we use Definition 1.2 is just because the collision integrals in Definition

1.2 are simpler in structure than those in Definition 6.6. Note that if we write B(v — v,,w) as

B(v —v,,w) = B(V,cos()) = V cos(0)P(V cos(f), V sin(h))

1
(4m)?
where V = |v —v,|,0 = arccos(|(v — v,) - w|/|v —v,|) € [0,7/2], then it is also required in
[19] that fowﬂ sin(0)B(V,cos(#))dd > 0 for all V' > 0. But in [19] this strict positivity is just
used to guarantee the uniqueness of the equilibrium and to prove (with a further assumption
on B) the moment production; it is apparently not used in the proofs of the three theorems in

[19] mentioned above.

Kinetic Temperature. Let F' € B (Rs), N = N(F),E = E(F) and suppose N > 0. If
m is the mass of one particle, then mdmv/2N, mdny/2E are total mass and kinetic energy of
the particle system per unite space volume. The kinetic temperature 7' and the kinetic critical

temperature T, are defined by (see e.g.[19] and references therein)

T — Q_mg T — ((5/2) 2_m 2/3
- 3kg N’ ©(2m)Y3[C(3/2)]7/3 ky
where kp is the Boltzmann constant, ((s) = > 2, n °,s > 1. Some properties involving

temperature effect, for instance the Bose-Einstein condensation at low temperature, are often
expressed in terms of the ratio

T (@m)'PlB/2)P" B E
R T et

Keeping in mind the constant m4m+/2, there will be no confusion if we also call N and E the

mass and energy of a particle system.

Regular-Singular Decomposition. According to measure theory (see e.g.[28]), every
finite positive Borel measure can be uniquely decomposed into regular part and singular part
with respect to the Lebesgue measure. For instance if F' € Bf (Rsg), then there exist unique
0 < f e LYRso,(1+z)/rdz), v € Bf (R>g) and a Borel set Z C Rs such that

dF(z) = f(x)yzde + dv(z), mes(Z) =0, v(Rso\Z)=0.

We call f and v the regular part and the singular part of F respectively!. If the regular part
f is non-zero, i.e., if fR>0 f(x)y/zdx > 0, then we say that F' is non-singular.

Bose-Einstein Distribution. According to Theorem 5 of [19] and its equivalent ver-
sion proved in the Appendix of [21] we know that for any N > 0, F > 0 the Bose-Einstein
distribution Fi. € By (Rx) given by

dFhe(2) = foe()Vade + (1= (T/T)*?), No(z)da

Strictly speaking the product f(z),/7 is the regular part of F. The reason that we only mention f is because
f(x)y/x comes from the 3D-isotropic function f = f(|v|?/2).
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is the unique equilibrium solution of Eq.(1.22) satisfying N(Fi.) = N, E(Fi,.) = E, where

1 _
A1 if T/T.> 1,
Aex/H _ 17 ) 1 /
foe(z) = ' (1.24)
m, A=1 if T/Tc S 1

d(z) is the Dirac delta function concentrated at x = 0, i.e. d(z)dr = dyy(z) where vy is
the Dirac measure concentrated at x = 0, and functional relations of the coefficients A =
A(N, E),k = k(N, E) can be found in for instance Proposition 1 in [20]. From (1.24) one sees
that T/T. > 1 = dFy(z) = foo(z)y/2xdz, and

T/T.<1 = F.({0})= (1 - (T/T.)*")N > 0.

The positive number (1 — (T/T.)%°)N is called the Bose-Einstein Condensation (BEC) of the

equilibrium state of Bose-Einstein particles at low temperature 7' < T,.

Entropy. The entropy functional for Eq.(1.1) is

S(f) = /RS ((L+ f(v)log(l+ f(v)) = f(V)log f(v))dv, 0< f€ Ly(R?). (1.25)

S(f) is always finite since for any f = f(v) > 0 we have ([20])

2% < (1+ f)log(1+ f) — flog f < 2min{/f, (1+ |[v])f +e M2}

Moreover since the function

y—s(y) = (1+y)log(l+y)—ylogy, yel0,00) (1.26)

is concave and non-decreasing with s(0) = 0, it follows that for all 0 < f, g € L(R?)

0=25(0)<S(f) <S(g) <oo if f<y, (1.27)
S(1l—a)f +ag) > (1 —a)S(f)+aS(g) if 0<a<l, (1.28)
S(f+9) < S(f) +5(9). (1.29)

To study measure-valued solutions we define the entropy S(F) of a measure F' € By (R?) by

S(F):= sup limsupS(f,) (1.30)

oz, nooe

where {f,}°2, under the sup is taken all sequences in Li(R3) satisfying

fn > O> Slill) ||fn||L% < o0 (1'31)
lim [ »(V)f.(v)dv= [ Y(V)dF(v) V¢ € Cy(R?). (1.32)
n—o00 R3 R3
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Let 0 < f € LY(R?) be the regular part of F, i.e. dF(v) = f(v)dv + dv(v) with v > 0 the

singular part of F'. By Lemma 3.2 (see Section 3) we have
S(F) = S(f) (1.33)

which shows that the singular part of F' has no contribution to the entropy S(F) and that F
is non-singular if and only if S(F) > 0. A referee of the paper conveyed us that the convex
functions of measures had been defined and studied in [8], and the equality (1.33) coincides
with the definition in [8]: S(F) = [us ds(F)(v) where y — s(y) is the function (1.26) and,

according to [8], the transformed measure s(F) is defined by ds(F)(v) = s(f(v))dv + sedv(v)

s(t)

with s ;= lim ;

t—+o00
(1.33) again.
For any 0 < f € LY(Rxg, (1 + x)y/7 dx), the entropy S(f) is defined by S(f) = S(f) with

f(v) := f(|v|*>/2), so that (using (1.25) and change of variable)

S(f)=5(f)=4xv2 | ((1+ f(x)log(1+ f(x)) — f(x)log f(x))Vx dx. (1.34)

R>o

In general, the entropy S(F) for a measure F' € Bf (Rs¢) is defined by S(F) = S(F) where
F € B (R?) is defined by F through (1.14) or (1.16) and S(F) is defined by (1.30). Accordingly
for the regular-singular decomposition dF(x) = f(x)\/x dx + dv(x) with the singular part v,
we have the regular-singular decomposition dF(v) = f(v)dv + di(v) with f(v) = f(|v|?/2)
and the singular part © is expressed by v through (1.14). Thus from (1.33),(1.34) we have
S(F) = S(F) = S(f) = 8(f).

Although the entropy S(F;) defined above does not provide any information about the

= 0, here the zero limit is obvious by definition of s(y). Thus we obtain

singular part of F}; so that one has to consider other methods for proving the convergence of
F;({0}) to the condensation F({0}), the entropy difference S(Fy.) — S(F:) can still describe
and control the convergence to equilibrium in a semi-strong norm (see (2.1)), and thus in an
indirect way it gives a rate of strong convergence to equilibrium (see proofs of Theorem 5.8 and
Theorem 1.4).

Main Result. The main result of the paper is as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 with 0 < n < 1/4. Let Fy €
B (Rs) satisfy N(Fy) > 0, E(Fy) > 0, let Fy. be the unique Bose-Einstein distribution with the
same mass N = N(Fy) and energy E = E(Fy). Then there exists a conservative measure-valued
isotropic solution Fy of Eq.(1.1) on [0,00) with the initial datum Fy such that S(Fy) > S(Fp)
and S(F;) >0 for allt >0, and for any 0 < X\ < 15 it holds

(1-n)
0<S(Fe) —S(E) <CA+), ||F— Feli <C(1+ t)_;(‘“]”; Vit > 0.
In particular if T/T,. < 1 then

(I—m)A

|F,({0}) — (1 = (T/T)**)N| < C(1+t)"2@n  Vi>0. (1.35)
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Here the constant C' > 0 depends only on N, E by,n and \.

Remark 1.5. (1) Let dF(z) = f(z)dz + du(x),dG(z) = g(z)dz + dv(z) be the regular-
singular decompositions of F,G € BT(X) respectively. Recall that this means that 0 < f, g €
LYX),u,v € BT(X) and there are Borel sets Zr, Zg C X such that mes(Zr) = mes(Zg) =
0,u(X\ Zr) =0,v(X \ Zg) = 0. According to measure theory, the regular-singular decompo-
sition of |F' — G| is

dIF = G|(z) = [f(z) — g(x)|dz + d|p — v|(z) (1.36)

ie.
| —G|(A) = / |f(z) —g(z)|dx + | — v|(A) VBorel set A C X
A

which is easily proved by using the fact that (see e.g.[28]) there is a real Borel function h on X
satisfying h(x)*> =1 on X such that

d(F — @) (2) = h(x)d|F — G|(z), ie. d|F —G|(z)=h(z)d(F - G)(x). (1.37)

The same holds also for u — v. Using (1.36) to the regular-singular decompositions dF;(z) =
f(z,t)y/zdr + dyy(z) and dFLe() = foo(r)y/odr + duye(x) we have

|F: — Full =/R (14 ) f(@,t) — fool@)Vade + s — el

[ = Vel = /R (14 2)dvi(z) + [Fi({0}) — Foe({0})]

for all £ > 0. From these and Theorem 1.4 one sees that, as ¢ — oo, the regular part and the
singular part of F; converge strongly to the regular part and the singular part of Fj,. respectively.

(2) In comparison with the exponential convergence to equilibrium for the spatially homoge-
neous classical Boltzmann equation for hard potentials, the rate of convergence to equilibrium
obtained in Theorem 1.4 is very slow even for the hard sphere model (i.e. the case n = 0). This
is perhaps not only because of the condensation effect (it is hard to obtain a fast decay rate
for |F;({0}) — Fye({0})| for low temperature), but also because of the complicated structure of
Eq.(1.1) which leads to complicated structures of entropy and entropy dissipation. In fact from
[15] one sees that, even for a linearized model of Eq.(1.1) for low temperature, it is difficult to
obtain a high order algebraic rate of convergence to equilibrium.

(3) An easy case which is not mentioned in Theorem 1.4 is that N > 0,F = 0. In
this case, any conservative measure-valued isotropic solution F; of Eq.(1.1) on [0,00) with
N(F;) = N,E(F;,) = 0 is equal to the same Dirac measure: F; = Fj, for all ¢ > 0, where
dFye(xz) = N(z)dz, and the Dirac measure Fi, is also the unique equilibrium solution of
Eq.(1.22) satisfying N(F') = N, E(F) = 0.

10



(4) Theorem 1.4 shows that the strong convergence to equilibrium is grossly determined,
which means it depends only on the mass, energy, and some constants coming from the collision
kernel. In particular, for the case of low temperature T/T,. < 1, the convergence to BEC does
not depend on any local information of initial data. Thus Theorem 1.4 also gives an essential

improvement to our previous work [22],[23].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we prove an inequality of entropy
and entropy dissipation for general functions. In Section 3 we introduce approximate solutions
of Eq.(1.1) and prove positive lower bounds of entropy for isotropic approximate solutions and
hence for isotropic measure-valued solutions. In Section 4, using the results of Sections 2 and
3 we obtain an algebraic decay rate of the entropy difference S(Fi,.) — S(F}). In Section 5 we
prove the long time convergence of the condensation F;({0}) to F,.({0}), and at the end of
that section we finish the proof of our main result Theorem 1.4. Section 6 is an appendix where
we prove some general properties of collision integrals and the equivalence of two definitions of
measure-valued isotropic solutions of Eq.(1.1), we also prove existence and positivity of some

interaction potentials mentioned just above Assumption 1.1.

2 Inequality of Entropy and Entropy Dissipation

Entropy and entropy dissipation are powerful tools for investigating long time behavior of
solutions of classical and quantum Boltzmann equations. For the latter case, see for instance
[10], [20], and the derivation below.

We begin with the following lemma which provides some connections between strong con-
vergence to equilibrium, entropy convergence, and convergence of condensation.

Lemma 2.1. Given N > 0,E > 0. Let F € B (Rsq) satisfy N(F) = N,E(F) = E. Then
there are finite constants C' > 0 (which may be different in different lines) depending only on
N, E such that

(D
1

c
(I1) If T/T. < 1, then

1/2

(I1F = Fiell?)® < S(Fie) = S(F) < C(IF = Bell5) " (2.1)

[F{0}) = Foe({0D)] < [IF = Fiells < 2|F({0}) = Foe({0})| + CIF = Foell9)?. (22)

If T/Tc > 1, then
o 1/3
|F = Felli < O(I|[F — Fell7) ™ (2.3)

Here
IIMII‘EZ/R zd|pl(z), ||u||1=/R (I +z)d|pl(z), p € Bi(Rxo).
>0 >0
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Proof. (I): Let 0 < f € LY(Ry, (1 + z)y/zdx), v € B (Rxo) be the regular part and the
singular part of F. Let f(v) = f(]v|?/2) and recall that Q(v) = fye(|v]?/2) is given in (2.14).
We have proved in Lemma 4 of [20] that

LIF—9l)* < 5@~ 5(7) < O(1F - 2y 2.4)
where
iy = [ WPloWldy, e LR,
Let (Fye — F)™ = (| Foe — F| + Fye — F)) be the positive part of F,. — F. Then
AIFbe — FI(2) = AF(2) — dFyu(2) + 2d(Fre — F)* (1) 25)
A(Foe — F)* (@) = he(0)d(Foe — F)(a), by (2) € [0,1) (2.6)

where hy (z) = (1 + h(z)) (see (1.37)). Using (2.5) and E(F) = E(Fp.) we have

IF = Fulli =2 [ (B~ P @) <2 [ alfule) - f@)lvad

>0

On the other hand from (1.36)we have

d[F = Foel(z) = [f(2) = foe(®)Vrde + dly = vie|(z) = [f(2) = foe(2)|Vada.

Thus
zlf(x) = foo(x)|Vade < ||F — Fll] < 2/ z|f(x) = foe(z)|Vrd. (2.7)

RZO RZO

Since
1 _ . B B
/Rzox\f(x)—fbo(x)\ﬁdxz—8W\/§Hf—QHL%, S(Fpe) — S(F) = S(Q) — S(f)

(2.1) follows from (2.4) and (2.7).

(IT): For the case T/T. < 1, the inequality (2.2) is a result of Lemma 2.8 in [22]. Suppose
T/T. > 1. Then dFye(z) = foe(2)y/xde = c—m—+/adz and so using N(F) = N(Fy.) and
(2.5),(2.6) we have for any € > 0

HF_FbCHO:2/[0 }d(FbC—F)+(x)—i—2/ d(Fye — F)*(2),

(£,00)

1 1 1
gz/ L Vade 4+ 2|[F = Rll§ < 4kvE +2|IF = Rl
[0,e] e -1 e €

Minimizing w.r.t € > 0 gives ||F — Foollo < C(||F — Fol|5)Y? and thus |[|F — Folly = ||F —
Frello + |1 F' = Fhell§ < C(I1F = Fiel3)"/?. O

12



Since the entropy dissipation D(f) is monotone non-decreasing with respect to the collision

kernel B, it suffices to establish the relevant estimates for a “minimal” kernel B,:
bo
(4m)?
where 0 < by < 1 is a constant, ¥y : Rsy — [0,1] is a non-decreasing function satisfying

0 < Wo(r) <1 forall r > 0, and § = arccos(|(v — vi) - w|/|v — vi|) € [0,7/2] and we define

0 = 0 for the case v = v,. The entropy dissipation corresponding to By, is

Buin(V — Vi, w) = Uo(|v — v.|) cos?(#) sin®(0) (2.8)

1
Dmin(f) - Z /I‘QSXRSXSZ Bmin(v - V*,W)
<R D0+ L) = 20+ )+ ) o (FEEDEE S qwdv.ay.
If we define a
(a—b)log(g) if a>0,b>0
[(a,b) = 00 if a>0=bora=0<b (2.9)
0 if a=b=0
() = (14 N0+ LA+ P+, 9= 10r 0SFe®)  (210)
then Dy,in(f) can be written as a shorter and clear version:
D) = § /  Bun(v = ve@)I(AT(gg gg.)dwdv.dv. (2.11)
R3 xR3xS2

We will also use Villani’s inequality ([34])

H(fIM) < =Dy(f)  VfeHy (2.12)

CH,

where Dy(f) is the entropy dissipation for a “super hard potential” model

1 2|(v — vy) - w| /o
Do) =1 [, A by BT v (2.13)

o IvI2/2

HUM) = B = HOD. () = [ F)log fvjav, M) = G,

o= {0< £ e B®Y| [ (Lv.vE/3) (v = (1,0,1), HIM) < Ho,

0 < Hy < oo is a constant, and the constant ¢y, > 0 depends only Hy. See [34], see also
pp.724-725 of [6] for some estimate of cp,. In particular for isotropic functions f € Hy, the
inequality (2.12) holds with ¢y, = % ([34]). Note that for all 0 < f € L3(R?) it holds
ff(v)<1 f(v)|log f(v)|dv < oo and thus the H-function H(f) makes sense and H(f) < oo if
and only if [, f(v)|log f(v)|dv < oo. Note also that in the original Villani’s inequality (2.12),
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the entropy dissipation Ds(f) is equivalently expressed with the o-representation (4.1) (see the
formula (4.2)).

The aim of this section is to prove the following inequality between entropy and entropy

dissipation:

Proposition 2.2. Given N > 0, E > 0. Let fyo(x) = m be the reqular part of the unique

equilibrium Fy,. € B (Rxo) which has the mass and energy N, E. Let

9 ae bV 1 1
Qv) = foe(lv]| /2):m7 0<CLIZ§1, b:%>0 (2.14)

and let 0 < f € LY(R3) satisfy
/RS(LV, Iv|?/2)f(v)dv = 47v2(N. 0, E).
Then S(f) < S(Q). If in addition f € Ly(R?) and for some 0 < Sy, Cy < 00,
S(f) =S50, flley < Co

then
S(Q) = S(f) < C((Da(9) "™ + (Dauin(£)*) (2.15)

where g = —L, Dy(-), Duin(+) are entropy dissipations given in (2.13), (2.8)-(2.11), and the
1+f

constant C' > 0 depends only on N, E, Sy, Cy, by and V.

Proof. From the assumption of the proposition we have [o, [V[*f(v)dv = [o [V[*Q(v)dv
and for the case a = 1/A < 1 we also have [y, f(v)dv = [43 Q(v)dv. Thus it follows from
Lemma 4 in [20] that S(f) < S(Q). Now suppose f € Lj(R*). The proof of (2.15) is divided
into six steps.

Stepl. Let

M,(¥) = a0 ) = [ v = voPglviay
R

with a > 0,8 > 0, vy € R? given by g through the moment equations
[ v vy = [ gy ivPiv, (216)
R3 R3
In this step we prove the lower and upper bounds:
Cl S ||g||L1>M2(g) S 02> 03 S a)ﬂ S C4> |V0| S C15 (217)

where here and below the constants 0 < C; < oo (i = 1,2, ...,16) depend only on N, E, Sy, Cy, by
and V.
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By definition of S(f) and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

S < llgll / (14— )s(f(v))dv. (2.18)

f(v)>0 f(v)
Then we use the inequality log(1 +y) < {/y Ay to get for all y > 0
1 1
s(y)? = (log(1 +y) + ylog(1 + g))z < min {4y, 2¢° + 2y* (log(1 + 5))2}
from which we deduce

1 20y ) Wl 1o
/f(v)>0 (Hm)S(f(V)) dv <6 fll +2/f(v)>0f( )(1 g(1+f(v))) dv.  (2.19)

Furthermore using the inequality y(log(1 + %))2 <4./y (y > 0) we have
1 \\2 Vi 2
f(v)(log (1 + m)) < AV ay<eviy + F(v) (log(L+ €M) 15 yoe-vy
< demM2 42 f(v)(v)2

Thus 1
)Y 8 )
L(v)>0f(V)(log (1+ f(v>)) dv < 2%7 + 2| f s

which together with (2.18), (2.19) gives

S 2
£l 2 ol > ooy o (2.20)
Next using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and 0 < g < 1 we have
(gl < [ Iv=voPaay [ ———gv)av < M(g)204m?(Jgl)"*
— 1 1 S \
Male) 2 o)™ 2 5 (o o) (221)

Finally from vy = Jgs vg(v)dv and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

1
llgll 1

[vo|* <

ol /RSIVPg(v)dv hence  M(g) §4/RS|V|2g(v)dv§4/RS|V|2f(v)dv. (2.22)

Since, from the moment equation (2.16),

3/2 1)5/2 1
_ —3/2@) (lgllzr) 8= 3 llgllz (2.23)

=) Gnr P Ry

the inequalities in (2.17) follow from (2.20)-(2.23), || f||z1 = 47V2N, [4s [V|2f(v)dv = 87V2E,
and S(f) > So.
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Step2. Let

M:(v)

* o —Blv—vol? * —

Mg(V)—(Oé/\l)e | ol y Qg(V)—ﬁg(v)

According to Proposition 2 in [20] (taking b(cos(#)) = (4113)2 , U(r) = Wo(r) in that proposition)

we have

1= M = 9 ller < Cas(U i + 141 (g = Ml + VD)) (224)

where

2 -1
Caﬁ = 006767170777 = Cb0</ (Oé A 1)6_B‘z‘ \D0(|Z|)dz>

R3
Ch, > 0 depends only on by.
Step3. Here we prove that

() —5(2) < Co(Ilg — Ml + v/ Dl 1)) 2. (2.25)

First from the assumption of the proposition we have
[ owav< [ o, [ wvimame = [ @ rEpima. @)
R3 R3 R3 R3
Since the function y — s(y) given in 1.26 is concave, it holds the inequality s(y) — s(yp) <
(log(1 + y—lo))(y — ),y > 0,90 > 0, from which and (2.26) we obtain

S@ -5 < [ (1og(p) + v = voP) () = O(v))av
< / (1o (=) + Blv = voP ) (F(v) ~ O3)dv. (227)

Next using the inequalities

1 )<1—a/\1 1—aAl+Blv—vof
aNl” = anl ’ 1+ B|v — vo|?

log ( <1—M;(v) (2.28)

it is easily seen that

log (=) + Blv = vol? < ——= (1= M;(v) (14 Bl = wol?).

From this, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and 0 <1 — M7 <1 we obtain

/Rs (log (ﬁ) + Blv — V0|2> |f(v)— Q;(V)|dv
: /R %m(l — M;(v))(L+ Blv = vol*)| f(v) — Qp(v)|dv

§ 1/2
= AT =) ([ el )

< Cr(llg = M|li2 + v/ Do () ) (2.29)
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where the constant C7 comes from (2.24), || f[|1 < Co, |vo| < C5, and

o 1
(14 |v — vo|HQ(v)dv < 4 (1 + r*)—5——dr < co.
R3 g 0 eﬁT - 1

Combining (2.27) and (2.29) we obtain (2.25).
Step4. We next prove that

S(©5) = S(f) < Cs(llg = Myllzs + v/ Dan(F)) " (2:30)
It is easily seen from s'(y) = log(1 4 1/y) < 3y~/? that for all y > o > 0
! 1 2/3
s(y) —s = (y — log {1+ ——+———)df < 5(y — . 2.31
()= s(m) = (=) [ 108 (14 )0 < 55— ) (231)
From these and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

S(8) = S(f)

< s(Q*(v)) — s(f(v))|dv <5 Q(v) — f(v 2/?’dv
< / IR R / N CUR ()
<s(l0=@ - nle) ([, =g @mn ) (232)

1—1\41;(v) < gy (L + Blv = vol?), so the last

integral in (2.32) is finite (using change of variable)

1 vy — (M;(V»l/g v
/Rg T (v Y)Y = /R 0= M (v)BY
< 4”(1/5)4/3/ r2—1/3(1 + Br) 3 ((a A 1)e ™) 3dr < Cy.

From the second inequality in (2.28) we have

The inequality (2.30) then follows from this, (2.32) and (2.24).
Step5. Now we prove that

S(Q) = S(f) < Cro((llg = Myll)"® + (Duain(£))*). (2.33)
In fact first we have from (2.25) and (2.30) that

S(Q) = 8(f) < Cr(llg = M|l + v/ Duin (1) ). (2.34)

If « <1, then My = M, and so from (2.34) we see that (2.33) holds.
Suppose a > 1. From ||g||,1 = || M,/ and 0 < g(v) < 1 we have

lo =Myl =2 [ (4 () = gw)adv 2 87 [ (e = 1dr
R3 0
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and using the inequality ae™” —1 > af(2=L — 72) to the last term we have
B

[e ] oo _ — /2
9 g2 5 fa—1 167 (e —1)°
8%/0 r*(ae —1)+d7’287r/0 raﬁ(w—r>+dr_ﬁw
so that we deduce

o= 1< (15-(@8)*?) " (g~ Mylle)™”.
2/5

My — My || = (o — 1) /3 e Vol dy < Ca(llg — My||) ™",
o

. § 25

lg — M7||px < |lg — M|l + 1My — M| 2 < Cis(llg — Myl|2)™".

Inserting [|g — M; |1 < Cis(|lg — M9HL1)2/5 into the right hand side of (2.34) gives (2.33).
Step6. We will use Csiszar-Kullback inequality

lg = Mgllr < V/2lgllzr/ H (g | M) (2.35)

and Villani’s inequality (2.12) to finish the proof of (2.15). To do this we need to normalize
g, M,. Let
Gv) = ngOW +vo),  My(v) = pMy (W + vg) = pae >

where 4o
\ = 3—1/2<]\42(9)>1/27 _ 2-3/2 (My(g))* ' (2.36)
gl (lgllzr)?
Then M,(v) = M(v) = (2m)~%2¢"IV*/2 and § € H, with the constant
- (02)3/2 3
H(] = IOg (W) + 5 10g(27’(’6)

where Cy, Cy are the constants in (2.17). In fact from (2.36) and 0 < g < 1 we have A 3ul|g||, =
1 and H(g) <0, and so 0 < H(fq'|]\/\4;) < log(u) — H(]\//Tg) < Hy. Applying Villani’s inequality
(2.12) to g, ]\fig we have

1

M) = HG 1) < ——Dy(@) (237)

Since

NSQES,

2 — Vi) AT
/ A0 =ve) Wl Ly BT 55 dvdvade
R3 xR3xS2 ‘V - V*‘

| =

21 2|(v —v,) - w|
= 1 - A+ v —vi.P)T(dd., gg.)dvdv.d
84/]RLB><R3><SQ ‘V—V*‘ ( | | ) (g g* gg) w

2

I max{\?, 1}Dy(g) < C14D(g),

it follows from (2.35, (2.37) that

lg — Myl < V2||gllni\/ H(G| M,) < Cisv/Dalg).

Inserting this into (2.33) gives (2.15) with C' = Cjp max{(C}5)"/®,1} and completes the proof.
O

IA
= >
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3 Positive Lower Bound of Entropy

In this section we prove that if an initial datum Fy € By (Rsg) has positive energy, E(Fp) >
0, then there is a conservative measure-valued solution F; of Eq. with Fj—y = F{, such that
S(F;) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. This is equivalent to saying that F; is non-singular for all ¢ > 0 even if
Iy is singular. To do this we first prove that the entropies of isotropic approximate solutions
have a uniform positive lower bound. For convenience of stating approximate solutions under
consideration, we introduce a definition of a class of approximate solutions:
Definition 3.1. Let B(v — v,,w) be given by (1.4), (1.5). We say that {Bx(v — v.,w)}ken
is a sequence of approrimation of B(v — v.,w) if Bx(v —v.,w) are such Borel measurable
functions on R® x S? that they are functions of ([v — v'|,|v — V.|) only and satisfy

Bg(v —v,,w) >0, [}im Bg(v —v,,w) = B(v—v,,w)
—00

for all (v — v,,w) € R3xS?. Let Qg(f) be the collision integral operators corresponding to the

approximate kernels By, i.e.

Qr(f)(v) = /R . Br(v = v, ) (fflL+ [+ f) = [0+ f+ f1))dwdv,.

Given any K € N and 0 < f& € LI(R3). We say that f% = fE(v,t) is a conservative
approzimate solution of Eq.(1.1) on R® x [0,00) corresponding to the approzimate kernel By
with the initial datum fE& if (v,t) — fE(v,t) is a nonnegative Lebesque measurable function
on R3 x [0, 00) satisfying

(i) sups>g ||fK(t)||L% < oo (here and below fX(t) .= fX(-,t)) and

T
/ dt/ Bie(v — v, ) (F) (F5Y. (L4 X 5) VT VB + a2 dwdvdv, < oo (3.1)
0 R3xR3 xS2

forall0 <T < 0.
(ii) There is a null set Z C R3 which is independent of t such that

t
fE(v,t) = f&(v) —I—/ Qr(ff)(v,7)dr Vte[0,0), VveR?\ Z (3.2)
0
(iii) & conserves the mass, momentum, and energy, and satisfies the entropy equality, i.e.

/Rg(l,v, v[2/2) f5 (v, t)dv = / (1,v, |V|2/2)f§((v)dv Vit>0 (3.3)

]RS

S 0) = S + | De(fE()dr Vi (3.4

Here Qg (f5)(v,t) = Qr(fE(-,1))(v), Dx(f) is the entropy dissipation corresponding to the
approximate kernel Bi (v — v,,w) defined as in (2.9)-(2.11), i.e.

1

Delf) = [ Brly = ve )Ml g0, dwdv.dy (3.5)
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with g = f/(1+ f).
If a conservative approzimate solution f¥ is isotropic, i.e. if fX(v,t) = f5(|v[*/2,t), then f&

is called a conservative isotropic approzimate solution of Eq.(1.1).

By using change of variables one sees that the integral in the left hand side of (3.1) is equal
to that where (f%)(f%), (1 + f% + fK) is replaced by f¥fK(1+ (f5) + (f¥).). Thus (3.1)
not only implies Qx (%) € L'(R? x [0,T7]) for all 0 < T' < oo so that the integral in right hand
said of 3.2) is absolutely convergent for all v € R*\ Z and all ¢ > 0, but also enables us to prove
some important relations between entropy and entropy dissipation for approximate solutions
as we will do in the proof of Proposition 4.2 below.

Also as one sees from (3.1) that a main role of an approximation Bg of B is to ensure the
absolute convergence of the cubic collision integrals. A suitable class of such By that had been

used before is
Bg(v—v,w)=min{B(v-v,w), Klv-v[|v-v]}, K>1 (3.6)

which works well at least for isotropic approximate solutions (see e.g.[18]). In fact using
V14 V24 [vi]? < (v)(v,) one has, as proved in [18], that for all isotropic functions f,g €
Li(R3), h € L'(R?) (recall that f is isotropic means that f(v) depends only on |v| )

/ Br(V = v, )| f(V)g (VORI T VE + v dwdv.dv
R3xR3xS2

_ / Bi(v — vo, )| f(V)g(v)h(v) /T F VE T [va P dudv,dv
R3xR3xS2
< 2K Lot Nl ot 1Al

To prove the main result of this section, we need two lemmas:

Lemma 3.2. Let F € BS (R?) and suppose
1

1
p:/ dF(v) >0, u:—/ vdF(v), T = v —ufdF(v) > 0. (3.7)
R3 P JRrs 3P R3

Let S(F) be defined by (1.30),(1.31),(1.32), and let 0 < f € LY(R3) be the regular part of F.
Then S(F) = S(f). Moreover there is a sequence 0 < f, € L3(R?) (n € N) satisfying

/RB(LV, V[2/2) o (v)dv = /RB(LV, V[2/2)dF(v) ¥neN

such that the weak convergence (1.32) holds and

S(fa) > (1 . %)S(F) VneN.

Consequently we have lim S(f,) = S(F). Furthermore, if F is also isotropic, i.e. if F is
n—o0

defined by a measure F € By (Rsq) through (1.14) or (1.16), then all f, can be also isotropic:

Fo(v) = fu(IV[2/2), and thus f, converges weakly to F, i.e.

im [ () fa(a)Vade = / p(@)dF(z) Vi € Cy(Ran). (3.8)

n—o0
R>o R>o
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Proof. Write dF(v) = f(v)dv+dy(v) with 0 < f € L}(R?) and v € B, (R?) is the singular
part of F. We have proved in Lemma 3 of [20] that S(F) < S(f). The proof of the converse
inequality S(F') > S(f) is included in the proof of the second part of this lemma.

For every n € N, let p, € By (R?) be defined by dp,(v) = 5=f(v) + dv(v). From the
assumption (3.7) it is easily seen that p, := [ps dpn(v) > 0,1, = 5= [os [V — un\zd,un(v) > 0,
where u,, = pin Jgs v, (v). Also by considering [o, dv(v) > 0 and ng dv(v) = 0 respectively
it is easily seen that sup = Jas [V?dpa(v) < oo and thus

sup{ pn, |u,|, T} < oc. (3.9)
n>1
Let 0 < h,, € L3(R3) be the Mehler transform of y,,, i.e.

ho(v)=¢e* | Mo, (e" (v—u, - vV1—e2(v, - un))>d,un(v*), v e R3
R3
where My o, (v) = (2nT,) "2 exp(—1 M2 7-)- As is well-known, for any Borel measurable function

¢ on R? satisfying sup,cps [#(v)[(1 + |V| )71 < 0o, we have (see e.g. [19])

Y(V)hy(v)dv = M o1(v) (/ w(e_"Timv +u, +VvV1—e?2(v, — un))d,un(v*)) dv,

/Rg(l,v, [V[2/2)hy(v)dv = /Rg(l,v, \v[*/2)dp,(v) Vn €N,

Then together with (3.9) it is easily proved the weak convergence:

lim [ ¢(V)h,(v)dv = lim [ (v)du, (v /w )dv(v) Vo € Cy(R?).

n—oo R3 n—oo R3

Let

£u9) = (1= 5 ) 9) + ().

Then 0 < f, € Li(R3) have the same mass, momentum, and energy as F, and f, converge
weakly to F' in the sense of (1.32). Using the entropy properties (1.28), (1.27) we have S(f,,) >
(1—5)S(f)+5S(2nh,) > (1—5:)S(f) for all n > 1. This together with limsup S(f,,) < S(F)
implies S(f) < S(F') and thus we conclude S(F') = S(f) and nh_)nolo S(fn) :ngz)%)

Finally suppose further that F is defined by a measure F € Bf (Rsg) through (1.14) or
(1.16). Write dF(z) = f(z)y/zdz + d(z) where 0 < f € L'(Rso, (1 + 2)y/zdz) and 7 is
the singular part of F. Then, by uniqueness of the regular-singular decomposition, we have
F(v) = f([v|?/2) (up to a null set) and v is equal to the measure defined by ¥ through (1.14) or
equivalently (1.16). In this case we have u, = 0 and it is casily seen that h,,(v) =: h,(|v|?/2)
are isotropic and thus f,(v) = (1 — &) f F(Iv[2/2) + ha(|v]2/2) =: f.(|v]2/2) are isotropic. The

weak convergence (3.8) follows from the weak convergence (1.32) of f,, to F. O
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Lemma 3.3. Let f,g,h: R>y — R5( be Lebesgue measurable and 0 < a < bAc. Then

L 1= vl iz v s (VE/2)a(0VE/2)b(V. 2)dwdvdy

-( |vl<af<|v\2/2>ow) ( /|| petivra ) ( /Wcﬁh(\vﬁ/z)dv) ENERT)

Proof. Using the first equality in (6.10) (see Appendix) to ®(r,p) = (47)% ¥(z,y,2) =

L mmeay Livaen Livamsa f () g(y)h(2) and using (1.23) and noting that min{/z, \/z., \/y,/z} =
Vv for 0 <z <y Az, we have

the Lh.s. of (3.10) = \/5(47?)3/ \/El{mga}1{m2b}1{@Zc}f(x)g(y)h(z)dxdydz

3
RY,

= the r.h.s. of (3.10).
O

To prove the main result Proposition 3.4, we will also use the following inequalities: if
0 < f € LIY(R?), then

mes({v € R* | f(v) > 1/3}) < 25(f), /f( Jmavssi). (3.11)

In fact for the function s(y) = (1 + y)log(l + y) — ylogy we have s(y) > QFyy,y > 0. So

Lirs1318(f(V) = 31131 Lipa<oys(f(V)) = 21i5v)<op f(v), hence (3.11) follows.

Proposition 3.4. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1. Given any N > 0, E > 0.
(I) Let Br(v — v, w) be given by (3.6) (or equivalently (3.21),(3.22)), let { f& = fE(|v]*/2)} ken

be any sequence of nonnegative isotropic functions in L3(R®) satisfying
/ (1, |v?/2) fE(|v|]*/2)dv = 47v2(N,E) VK € N. (3.12)
R3

Then for every K € N, there exists a unique conservative isotropic approzimate solution fX =
FE(v[?/2,t) of Eq.(1.1) on R3 x [0, 00) corresponding to the approzimate kernel By such that

5 im0 = fOK, and it holds the moment production:
sup |5 ()| < Cs(14+1/t)2 VE>0, Vs> 2 (3.13)
KeN

where the constant 0 < Cy < oo depends only on N, E, by, n and s.
Moreover for any to > 0, let

Tra’ Am?E? 77T4\/§a3E5t0 } (3.14)

_ . . 2\1vn
> (n) mm{ 24 ’50(1+2/to)2’b°mm{1’(2a) }9603(1+2/to)6
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where a = $1/E/N, 0 < C = Cy < 00 is the constant in (3.13) for s = 4 so that C' depends
only on N, E by,n. Then

S(fE() > S(f5(ty)) > S.(ty)  Vt>ty, VK €N. (3.15)

(IT) Let Fy € Bf (Rso) satisfy N(Fy) = N,E(Fy) = E. Then there exists a conservative

measure-valued isotropic solution Fy of Fq.(1.1) on [0, 00) with the initial datum Fy, such that
S(Fy) > Si(to) Vit >t (3.16)

for all ty > 0, and
M,(F,) < Cp(1+1/t)*72 Vt>0, Vp>1 (3.17)

where the constant 0 < C, < oo depends only on N, E, by,n and p.

Moreover there exists a sequence {fK}KeN of a conservative isotropic approrimate solutions
of Eq.(1.1) on R3 x [0,00) presented in part (1) such that their initial data sequence { f&} ken
satisfies

lim S(fX) = S(F) (3.18)

K—o0
and there is a subsequence {f%"},en such that F, and the measure Fy defined by F, through
(1.14) or (1.16) are weak limits of fX(z,t) and fX~(|v[*/2,t) respectively, i.e.

/ p(x)dFy(z) = lim o(x) f5 (2, t)Vodr Vo € Cy(Rsg), Vi >0 (3.19)
Rsg n—oo RZO
Y(v)dF,(v) = lim / (V) fE([v]2/2,t)dv Vb € Cy(R?), Vit > 0. (3.20)
R3 n—o0 R3

Proof. (I): Let us rewrite (3.6) as

‘(V_V*)'W| v—vI]lv—+v
k(v = VI v = V). (3.21)

with @ (r, p) = min {®(r, p), (47)*Krp}. (3.22)

Bk (v, —v,,w) =

The existence, uniqueness and the uniform moment production (3.13) of the conservative
isotropic approximate solutions f% have been essentially proven in the proofs of Theorem
2, Theorem 3 in [18] and Theorem 4 in [19]. The only difference from the present case is
that [18], [19] consider those approximate kernels By (v — v,,w) in (3.6) where B(v — v,,w) =
b(cos(@))\v—v*ﬁ (with 6 = arccos(|(v —v,) - w|/|[v—v,|) with 0 < v < 1 and 0 < b(-) €
([0, 1)) = 0, fo 7)dr > 0. However, for the present case, one sees from (1.11) that

for the case \v—v*\ > 1, the the lower bound

2 cos(f)|v — v,.| and the upper bound
(47r)2 cos(@)|v — v,| of B(v —v,,w) have the same form as used in [19] with v = 1, and thus

the proof of (3.13) is completely the same as the proof of Theorem 4 in [19] (and thus the proof

23



of the uniqueness of f is also valid for the present kernel Bg.) In fact to see this is really the

case, one needs only to prove the following inequality

Ag
/ By (v — vi,w) f f[(0)|v]*dwdvdv, > _<||f||L1Ms+l(f) - 1(||f||L1)2> (3.23)
R3 xR3xS2 2 4

where

x/2
A, = dr /0 min { ’;)2, cos(0) sin(6) } sin(9) cos(0) [ (9)]°d,

r(0) = min{cos(#),1—cos(0)}, and M,(f) = [gs [v|*f(v)dv. To do this we first note that from
(3.6) and Assumption 1.1 we have

Bg(v — v,,w) > |v — v,| cos(6) min { cos(f) sin(f) } min{1, |[v — v,|*"*"}.

b
(4m)>’
Then for all s >0, 0 < f(v) = f(|v|*/2) € L, ,(R?), we have
[ Bl = v KO M dudva,
R3 xR3 xS2

> A, / ffvIE|v — v min{1, |v — v,|***"}dvdv., (3.24)
R3xR3

To estimate the right-hand side of (3.24), we will use the following inequality (the proof is esiy):
if U is nonnegative Lebesgue measurable on R 2o satisfying that p — W (r, 7., p) is non-decreasing

on [0, 00) for all r,7, > 0, then (using spherical coordinates transform)
1
/ U(|v|, |vil, |[v = vi])dvdv, > —/ U(|v], v, |v])dvdv,.
R3 xR3 2 JrexR?
Using this inequality and noting that min{1, [v|?V?7} =1 — (1 — |v|?V?7), we obtain (3.23):
/ ffv|f|v — vi|min{1, |v — v.[*}dvdv,
R3 xR3

> %/H@XW f vt min{1, |v[*}dvdv, > %(HfHLlMs—l—l(f) _ i(HfHLl)z)

Now we are going to prove the positive lower bound (3.15) of entropy, which is the new

thing of the proposition. Given any ¢, > 0, K € N. For notation convenience we denote

F(vP/2,t) = fE(IvI*/2.0).

Since t — S(f(t)) is non-decreasing, we need only prove that S(f(t9)) > Si(to). To do this we
may assume that (recall S,(to) in (3.14))

Tra® AnE?
T T } (3.25)

S(f(t)) < miﬂ{ 24 7 5C(1 + 2/tg)?
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Recall @ = 1\/E/N and let
C(1+2/t))2\ /2
b= ()
21V2E

By conservation of mass and energy and moment production (3.13) we have

1 4a?
/|| SIVEF(vE/2, v < —g ATV2N = 27\2E,
v|<2a

1
| SRV 2y = 2nvEE,
[v[>2a

/ VIF(VIE/2,0)dv < C(1+2/t0)° Vi > t)2.
R3

Since, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, E%/N < Wlx/i Jas VA f(IV[?/2,t)dv, it follows that b >
4v/2a > 2a. Also since for all t > t,/2

1 1 1
v|>b R3

it follows that

2 1 1
V22,th2— / —vzdv—/ —|v|2fdv
/2a<lvl<bf(\ 22 0)v > o M= [ S )

2 2p?
> 5 (27V2E - 7V2E) = - il

(1+2/t)% (3:26)

Let
Y, = {(V,V*,w) ERP xR} x S? | a/2 < |v| < a,2a < V| <b,2a < |V'| <b,

F(v/2,t) <173, F(IV1/2,4) > 9, f(IVil*/2,t) > 9}7 t > to/2.

Then for all (v,v,,w) € V, we have: |v — V| > a,|v— V.| > a and so

(V= v.) -l

Bg(v —v,,w) > (In)?

min {bo min{1, (242)"1, (4@2@2}

(V= v.) - v

(47)?
I(f) = f(V'P/2,0) f(Vil?/2,t) > b—12|V’||VL|f(|V’|2/2,t)f(IVi|2/2,t),

bo min{1, (2a*)"""},

and, for g(- 1) == f(-,8)/(1+ f(-, 1)) (< 1),

g=9g(v[’/2.t) <1/4, ¢ =g(IV'?/2,t) 2 9/10. g, = g([V.[*/2,1) = 9/10,

I'(d'g.. 99:) = (d'9% — 99.) log (%) > ((9/10)* — 1/4) log ((9/10)*4) > %

*
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Thus 1
()T (g'gs, 99+) > 2—b2|V’|f(\V’|2/27t)lVi\f(lVilz/Qat)

and so for all t > t,/2

Di(f(0) > § [ Br(v = ve)I()T (5. gg.)ddv.ddv
> DL BT [ v = -l R 2 O FV2/2 vy,
Vi

We then compute using the formula (3.10) that

(v = v.) - wl|[V[f(IV]?/2, )V, f (VL /2, ) dwdv,dv
Vi

= / v =) s wlliapacivi<ay Lpviz/e.n <1/33 La< v <o L{za<ivi <ty
R3 xR3xS2
XLpv 22,029 Lp(vez sz =0y [V F (VP /2, 0) VL F(IVLI? /2, t) dwdv.dv

=mes({veR?|a/2 <|v|] <a, f(|v]}/2,t) < 1/3})(/

2a<|v|<b, f(|v]|?/2,t)>9

2
F(vE/2,tav)
Also using (3.11) and the non-decrease of the entropy we have for all ¢ € [ty/2, t]

mes({v € B | F(V}/2,8) > 1/3}) < 25(£(8) < 25((to)).
/f(l 2/2,6)<9 F(lv?/2,6)dv <5S(f(t)) < 5S(f(t))

and so, using (3.25),(3.26),

mes({v e R*|a/2 < |v| < a, f(|v]*/2,t) <1/3})

> mes({v e R’|a/2 < |v| < a}) —mes({v € R*| f(|v]*/2,t) > 1/3})
T T o4

> ab = 25(f(t) = T

/ fvP2navz [ gav- [ fv
2a<|v|<b, f(v]2/2,6)>9 2a<|v|<b F(v[2/2,t)<9

Sm2E? 42 E?
= Cu(1+2/t)) 55(f(to)) 2 Ca(1+2/t9)%

Thus for all ¢ € [tg/2,tg] we have

Trad A2 E? 2
_ . / 2 / 2 >
(1 = IV 2. O 2 vty > T (2T )
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and so

bo min{1, (2a*)'V"} Tma? AT’ E? 2
Di(r) 2 8(4m)2b? 12 <C(1 + 2/1&0)2)
T/ 203 E°

= bymin{1, (2a*)"""}

48C3(1 + 2/ty)%

to to

S(f(to)) = S(f(te/2)) + |  Dx(f(#))dt = [ Dg(f(t))dt

t0/2 t()/2
T2a*E®  t

mV2a to > S, (t).

48C3(1 4 2/t9)5 2

> bymin{1, (2¢*)""}

This proves (3.15).

(IT): Let Iy € By (R?) be the isotropic measure defined by Fy through (1.14) or (1.16). For
each K € N, let 0 < fI = fE(|v|?/2) € LI{(R3) be obtained in Lemma 3.2 for Fy, so that
fE satisfy (3.12), (3.15) (because S(Fp) = S(Fp)) and (3.8) with frlz) = fE(z),F = F. Let
5 = fE(|v|?/2,t) be the conservative isotropic approximate solution of Eq.(1.1) on R? x [0, cc)
corresponding to the approximate kernel By obtained in part (I) of the proposition satisfying
[5li=0 = fE&. Let FE FE € By (Rsg) be defined by dFf(z) = f5(x,t)/rdz,dFE () =
fE(x)\/rdx, then the measure FX with the initial datum F¥ is a conservative measure-valued
isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1) on [0, c0) in the sense of Definition 1.2 corresponding to the colli-
sion kernel B (v — v,,w) given by (3.21),(3.22). Since Definition 1.2 is equivalent to Definition
6.6 (see Appendix), it follows from Theorem 1 (Weak Stability) in [19] that there exist a conser-
vative measure-valued isotropic solution F; of Eq.(1.1) on [0,00) (corresponding to the kernel
B) with the initial datum Fy, and a subsequence { %}, cn, such that F; is the weak limit of
fEn(-,t), i.e. (3.19) holds true. This implies that the weak convergence (3.20) also holds true.
Thus by definition of entropy of measures and (3.15) we obtain

S(F) = S(F) > limsup S(f*(t)) > S.(to) Yt > 1o
n—00
for all ¢y > 0. Finally since M,(F,) = (47v2)7" [o5(|v]*/2)PdFi(v), the moment production
(3.17) follows easily from the weak convergence (3.20) and (3.13). O

4 Rate of Entropy Convergence

In this section we prove the first part of Theorem 1.4: algebraic rate of entropy convergence
for measure-valued solutions. As usual, we start to work with approximate solutions then take

weak limit to passing the result to a true solution.
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For convenience of proof and in order to connect some known results as mentioned in Section

2 for Dy(f), we will also use the o-representation of (v/,v’) :

, VAV vy ,  VEvVe V=V
2 2 o2 2

o, c€$S? v,v. R (4.1)

It is not difficult to deduce the following relation between the w-representation (1.2) and the

o-representation (4.1) (see e.g. Section 4 of Chapter 1 in [33]):

[l o= [ )
S2 S

2 2|V — V/|
In particular we have

do. (4.2)

og—rep.

do (4.3)

o—rep.

/BK(V—V*,W)\I](V,,V;) dw:/ Bg (v —v,,0)¥ (V' V)
- w—rep. 2

where By is defined through By as follows (recall that By is a function of (|v —v/|, |[v —v’])):

Bi(v = va,w) = B(lv = V|, |[v = v.])| (4.4)

w—rep.’

- v=v.]

BK(V—V*>U):WBK(|V—V/|a|V—V;|)‘ (4.5)

o—rep.’

The o-representation (4.1) in many cases is convenient than the w-representation (1.2), but
since it is non-linear and non-smooth in (v, v,), one needs to go back to w-representation (1.2)
when proving some integral identities. For instance this can be seen in the proof of the following

formula of change of variables for o-representation:

/ V(v —v,|,n-0,v,v))dodv,
R3xS?

B /Oﬂ 00851;9/2 do /RS /Sl(n cos( 9/;; cos(f), v —|v — v, |SIHEZ§Z))U V*>d0' (4.6)

V—V,
[v—v.|’

R3 x R?, S'(n) = {6 €S? | 6 Ln} and dd is the circle measure element on S!(n).

The proof of (4.6) is just several elementary changes of variables:

where n = U is any nonnegative Lebesgue measurable functions on Rsg x [—1,1] X

(1) take reflection 0 — —o, then use |v — v, | = |[v/=V.|, v, = v/+ V] —v to write the integrand
as a function of (v/,v}) (with v fixed): ¥ = W(|v/ —v}|, A V“), (vv+“2'/ =) v/, v');

(2) use the formula (4.2), then change variables v, = v — z,z = ro;

V=V .

(3) change variables r = -2~ for 0 - w > 0, pw = z = v — v,, then denote again n = pam—

(4) change variables o = ncos() + sin(f)a, o € S'(n), etc.
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Accordingly we compute

/ U(lv—v.|n-o,v, v,)dodv, = / 2n- w|¥ (v —v.|,2(n-w)* = 1,v,,v)dwdv,
R3xS? R3xS?
4/ 1{gwsoy|o - w\dwda/ r?U(r,2(0-w)’ =1, v—ro+r(c ww,v—r(c-ww)dr
0
/R3 dv*/ 1{on>0} o n)Q\II<|V_V*|,2(0'-1r1)2 —1,v— |V_V*|a—|—v—v*,v*>da

o-1n o-1n

sin(0) v — v, 9 sin(6)
/Rs / cos?(0) a0 /Sl(n)\ll< cos(0) 2eos’(0) —Lv—lv—v. ‘cos(ﬁ) >da

which is equal to the right hand side of (4.6).

As an application of the formula (4.6) we prove the following lemma which is also used in

the proof of Proposition 4.2.
Lemma 4.1. Let a > 0 be a constant and 0 < f € LY(R3). Then

1+2a

[ v =iy =1 oy, < se 2wl (4.7

Proof. Using the formula (4.6) and |v — u| > ||v| — |u|| we have

/ v — v, |[v = V/[f(v))e *MIdodv,

R3xS?

(™ sin(0 [v—wv.J* v.|? sin(0/2) _
_/0 cos?(0/2) dH/R% /Sl cos(0/2) ftv *)exp< oz‘v v V*‘COS(G/Q)U

”/2 sin(6) sin(6)
< — 2 -~ 7 — — — -~ 7
< 8r g v — v, f(v*)dv*/0 o5 (0) exp ( a’|v| |v V*|COS(9) Dd@,

and for the inner integral we compute (changing variable § = arctan(t), etc.)

o 1 1 1
- - —alt| < - = _
/ {---}do = v |2/ (t+ |v])e "dt < RE— (a2 —|—2\V|a>.

—[vl

)do

Inserting this into the above inequality gives (4.7). O

The following proposition is established for approximate solutions of Eq.(1.1) for arbitrary

initial data, in particular it includes anisotropic initial data.

Proposition 4.2. Let B(v — v.,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 and let p1,ps,d be constants satis-

fying
442
2 < p1 < o0, on

<pp <00, 6>0. (4.8)

Let { Bk (v — V., w)}ken be a sequence of approximation of B(v — v,,w) satisfying

min { B(v — v,,w), K|v = V|’ |lv = v.|} < Bg(v — v,,w) < B(v — v,,w) (4.9)
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for all K € N, (v, v,,w) x R3 x R3 x §2. Given any N > 0,E > 0, let Q(v) = foo(|v[*/2) be
given in Proposition 2.2 with fu.(x) the regular part of the equilibrium F. that has the mass
and energy N, E. Let {f&}ken C LA(R3) be a nonnegative sequence satisfying

/, (1,v, |v?/2) ff(v)dv = 4V/2(N,0,E) VK €N, (4.10)

let {5} ken C L®([0,00); LA(R3)) N L®([1, 00); LY(R3)) be a sequence of approzimate solutions
(in terms of Definition 3.1) of Eq.(1.1) on R3 x [0, 00) corresponding to the approzimate kernels
{Bk}ken satisfying f5|i—o = f& for all K € N, and suppose for some constants Sy > 0,0 <
Cy < 00,

inf_S(f¥(t) > S,  sup [fEO), < Co (4.11)

KeNt>1 KeNt>1 o

where @y = py/(py — 1). Let £(v) = age PN where oy = (N, E) > 0, By = Bo(N, E) > 0 are

gien through the moment equations
/ (1,|v[}/2)E(v)dv = 47V2(N, E).
R3

Let
FE(vt)=(1—e ) fE(v,t) + e EWV), (v,t) € R x [0, 00). (4.12)

Then there are constants 0 < C; < oo (i = 1,2,3,4) that depend only on N, E, Sy, Co, by, 0, p1, P2,
and ¢ such that

(I) For any K € N, 0 < T < oo, the entropy t — S(FX(t)) is absolutely continuous on
0,7 and

d

3 (5@ - S(FE(1)) < =Dg(FE(@t)) + CitPe™,  ae. te[l,00). (4.13)

(I1) Let GK = £ Then for any K € N

1+FK -

DQ(GK(t))s02((ﬁ(m—”K—lpK(FK(t))ﬁ+(téDK(FK(t)))%) Vie o).  (4.14)

(IIT) There is a constant C3 > 0 such that for the function V(y) = Cj (yw(pllvz’z) + y%),y €
0, 00), it holds

d

E(S(Q) — S(FE(t)) < =720 1(S(Q) — S(FE()) + Cut’e™  ae. te[1,T] (4.15)

forall1 < T < oo and all K > T°®"1=2) where U~Y(u) is the inverse function of W(y).
Proof. First we see from the above assumptions that F'¥ satisfy also (4.10), i.e.

/ (1,v,|v|*/2)F&(v,t)dv = 4V/2(N,0,E) Vt>0, VK €N (4.16)
R3
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and so by Proposition 2.2 we have S(Q) — S(FX(¢)) > 0 for all t > 0, K € N. Next by (4.12),
concaveness (1.28), increase of t — S(f%(t)), and (4.11) we have

0

S(FF) > (1= e )S(fE) +eSE) > (1—e Sy +e " S(€E) Vi1

which implies that

. k > .
Ké§£ZIS(F (t)) > min{Sy, S(&)} > 0. (4.17)
Also we have
sup ||FK(15)||L411 < max{Cy, [|€]|1} < oo. (4.18)
KeNt>1

We note also that, since f¥ satisfy the integrability assumption (3.1), there are no problems of
integrability in the following derivation. To simplify notations we denote for any given K € N

F(v,t)

fv,t) = f5(v,t), F(v,t)=F&5(v,t), G(v,t)= T .0

In the following all constants 0 < C; < oo (i = 1,2, ...,27) depend only on N, E, Sy, Cy, by, 1, p1, D2,
and 9.
(I): Since

) <log (14 e+ < 051 4 1) (v) (4.19)

0< log(
Qo

1
G(v.1)
it follows that for almost every v € R?, ¢ +— s(F(v,t)) is absolutely continuous on [0, 7] (for
all 0 < T < o0) and so for all 0 < t; <ty < o0

S(F(v.12) = s(F(v.0)
= [0 () (6 v = £ + (1= Qi (v 7)Jar,

t1

S(F (1)) = S(F(1)
= ["ar [ o (i) (571 ) = £+ (1= k(v ) Jav.

This implies that for any 0 < T' < oo the entropy ¢t — S(F%(t)) is absolutely continuous on
[0, 7] and for almost every ¢ € [0, c0)

d 5 5
&(S(Q)—S(F(t))) = ot /Rg(é'—f) log (é)dv—(l—e_t ) . Qr(f)log (é)dv. (4.20)
With the o-representation we have
s QK(.f)(V> t) log (G(V, t))dV
— i/R3><R3><SZ By (v — V*,a)(f'f,i(l +f+f) = fRA+F+ fl)) log <2G:>dvdv*da.
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Now we will prove that with an error O(t%¢~*") the right hand side of (4.20) is approximately
less than —Dg (F(t)). Recalling (3.5),(4.3),(4.4),(4.5) we write (with the o-representation)

yal

GG,

1 _
Dy(F) = —/ By - (F'F/(1+F+F,) —FF*(1+F/+F;))1og(
4 R3 xR3 xS2

)dvdv*da

Before going on we note that from the assumption (4.9) and relation between the w-representation

and o-representation we have for the o-representation that

s min {2 = v v = Vi), (4Kl = Vv = Vi } < Bl = veio) < B
(4.21)

For the convex combination F = (1 — e )f + ¢ & we compute

F'F(1+F+F)—-FF.(1+F +F))
=(1- —t“>3(f'f;<1 HfHf) = fRA+ P+ 1)

F1—e 2 (F A+ E+E) — FLA+E+E)

F(1—e 2 ((fE 4 [1E) — (fE. + 1.E))

1= e 2 ((fEL+ LLENT + 1) — (P& + LE + 1)
+(1—e")e” 2t6(f8’+f8 Y1+ E+E) — (FE+ LE+E+ED)
+(1—e? )e (55’ EEL)

( ")

F(1 =) (EENf + f.) — EEf' + 1))
+e 3 (EENL+E+E) — EEL+E +E)
= (L= e PP LA L) = PR fD) + 0+ Uy Uy

= D) = (1= | Qu(Nv.t)log (Gr=5)av

b
G(v,1)

! _ G'G!
g /Rsxw Bic ;o (g

*

_|_

) dvdv.do.

hlkl}—‘

Comparing this with (4.20) we obtain

d

8@ = sran) = a1 [ (€= pog (Z)av -

7 el

1 _ G'G
+4(1 — e—t6)2 ;/RSXRSXS? Bk - ¥ log ( ac. )dvdv*da, ae t>1 (4.22)

1

By definition of G we have

t‘s_le_t(s/ (€—-1) log(G)dv < Cgt¥ e / EWV)1+|v)dv < CotPe™, t>1. (4.23)
R3

RS
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From (4.19) we have

GV, t)G(V,,1) s
1 : a )<Ct T+ e+ VP, t>1. 4.24
’ (G(v,t)G(v*,t)> S Gt VIH VP [vi] - (4.24)
Also from |v — v.| = v/ = V.|, |V]? + |v.|> = |V/|* + |V.]* we have
v = Vi VI + [V + [vif? < min {{v)*(v.)?, (v)*(v])?}. (4.25)

From (4.21), (4.24),(4.25) we obtain

1 _ GG,
_ By |W;||1 -
4(1 - €_t6)2 Z /]R3><R3><SZ K‘ ]“ Og ( GG*

1<5<T,j#3

) ‘dvdv*da

< Coe ' ((1£O sy + Ny + [

R3xR3 xS2

é'é”;fdvdv*da), t>1  (4.26)

where £(v) = (v)2€(v). By definition of £ we have £(v) < ap(l + 4/ﬁ0)26‘%0“’. Since
V] + [Vl > /IVE+ VL2 = V£ [V > |v.], this gives & < Cyoe~ 3. So
/ E'E fdvdv,do < Cypdm / e PVl f (v, t)dvdv, = Ol F(8)1 . (4.27)
R3XxR3 xS? R3XxR3

Now we estimate the integral involving V3. We write

(f&+ LENS + fo) = (f&+ LE)f + 1)

By change of variables (v, v,) — (v,,Vv) and ¢ — —0¢ and notice that Bx (v — v,,0) = B (v, —

v,0), Bg(v —v.,—0) = Bg(v — v,,0) (see (4.5)), we have

1 - G'G,
— By - V3l = Jdvdv.d
4(1 - 6_t6)2 /1R3><]R3><S2 " 308 <GG*) vavae

yal

_ G'G
—t9 1ol *
=e By - ff(&€, — &) log dvdv,do
/RSXRSXSQ " ( ) ( GG. )

leZel
o)

et [ vl - £/ TP v P dvdvado,
R3IxXR3 xS

dvdv,.do
G'GL>GGy

< 27" / Bi - ff'(E. = &)y log (
R3 xR3xS2

Cho
<
— (4m)?

Observe that &, — &, > 0 = |V.| < |v.| =

E— &, < ape PG (Iv,| = VL)) < apBoe P |V — v

This together with /1 + [V]2+ [v.[2 < 1+ |v/|+ [V, and 1 + 2 |v]| < eZ Vil gives

(EL = E) VT + V24 [va]? < Ciglv' - V|<V/>6_%O|Vi|.

33



Then using Lemma 4.1 we have

/ V= V[ = £ /T+ V] £ v, Pdvdv.do

R3XR3xS?

< C’13/ f(v, t)(/ v — .||V — v\(v/)f(v’,t)e_%)"’udv*da) dv
R3 R3 xS2

< CullfF Ol < Cull SO I F @)y

and thus

1
4(1 — e~1°)2

yal

_ G
/ B - W3 log ( - G*)dvdv*da < Ot | FOImllf (Ol (4.28)
R3xR3 xS2

*

Combining all estimates (4.22), (4.23),(4.26), (4.27) (4.28), and recalling the conservation of
mass and energy ||f(t)||,1 = 472N, 1f ()l = 47v/2(N + 2E) we obtain (4.13).

(IT): In the following we will use o-representation (4.5) for By (v — v,, o) and the bounds
bomin{l, |[v — v,[*"} < (v —V|,|[v-V.|) <1 (4.29)
which comes from the assumption (1.10). Let
V= {(v,v*,a) R X R3 x 82| d(jv — V|, |[v — v|) > (4n)2K|v — v/||v — v;|},

VE=R3xR3x 2\ V, ¢ = p1/(p1 — 1), ¢ = p2/(p2 — 1), and recall (v) = (1 + |v|?)"/2. Then

using Holder inequality we have

Dy(G(t) = ; / (v —v.)T(G'G., GG,)dvdv,do
4 R3 xR3 xS2

1 <V_V*>2q1 Vali /a1 _ . 1/p1
< — S F
<<( /V T LG G, GG )dvdv.de) /v Bl (GG, GGL)dvdv.do)

1 (v — v, )% o 1/qo - o 1/p2
‘I'Z ( /c WF(G G*, GG*)dVdV*d0> (/c BKP(G G*, GG*)dVdV*dU)
< (L, ()Y (D (F ()7 + (o (8)) /% (D (F (1)) V72 (4.30)

where we have used

! / Br(v —v., 0)T(G'GL, GGL)dvdv.do < Di(F(1)).
4 R3 xR3xS2

Let us compute using the first inequality in (4.21) that

_ 2q1
I,(t) = ! / v v.) [(G'GL, GG, )dvdv,do

) eyl vvipzKiv-viv-vi| (Br(V = V., 0))n/m

1/ 1 (v — v
~ Tall
2 Jus s s {GG.>G G*}[%\V—V*||V—V’HV—V;H‘11/P1

IN

I'(G'G.,GG,)dvdv.do.
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By definition of I'(+, -) and using (4.24) we have

GG, > G'G. = T(GG,,G'G.) < Ciet' GG.\/1+ V2 + [v. . (4.31)

Also we have

1 _
v=vIv=vl =Sl —v.PVI=m0P n=

- v — v,

andg—i:ql—1<1. So

1 4\ q- — v, )2 1GG/1 2 «|?
Iql (t) S _Cl7t6(—)q1 1 / <V M > \/ + ‘V| + |V ‘ dVdV*dO'
2 R3xR3xS2

K V= v T (o oot

_ 203G \/1 + |V‘2 T |V |2
= 0 rr—(q1—1) <V V*> * *
— Ot K@ /R . Rt dvav,. (4.32)
Next we have
VI [VEF VL <2((v) + (v —v.)) <4V —V,), (4.33)
(v —wv,)2att "
o WG(V*JMV* < Cio(1+ (MG ) (4.34)

where we have used 1 < ¢; < 2 and 0 < G(-) < 1. From (4.32), (4.33), and (4.34) we obtain
Iy () < Coot’ K~ D (14 GOy NGO 1a_, < Ot K™ @70, ¢ >1 (4.35)

where we used 0 < G(-,t) < F(-,t) < f(-,t) + & so that

1G(?)

Ly < ()

€

rr < Coy Vi>1, 0<s<4.

Next using (4.29), (4.31), the first inequality in (4.33), and the inequality ®(|v — v/|, |[v — Vv|) >

bo min{1, |[v — v, |*’} we compute as the above that

T (t) = & VoV e 66 dvdvad
=7 D, *9 * * g
YA e v <k v—vivvi| (Bi (v = V., @)/
— 2q2
< Oy / v=ve) —I(G'GL, GG )dvdv.do
R3 xR3xS2 (|V —v,|min{1, |v — V*|2,7})Q2 P2

(v —v,)%®

=20 / S T(G'CL GG dvdv.do
R3xR3xS2,GG.>G'G", (|V o V*| min{l, |V o V*|2,7})42 P2

_ 22 —
< 6'24155/ v = v (v + (v V*>)/ GG.dvdv.do
RexRIxS? (v — v, min{l, |v — v,|21}) "
< Cost’ (1G@) 1oy + IGO N IGOpy,, ) < Cot’, t21 (4.36)

where we have used the condition (1 +2n)% < 3 and 0 < G(-) < 1. Inserting (4.35), (4.36)
into (4.30) and using =1 = L we obtain (4.14).

o  p1
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(IT): Let Bpin(v — Vi, w) be given by (2.8) with Wy(r) = min{l,r'™"} and let D,(-)
be the corresponding entropy dissipation. By Assumption 1.1 and (4.9), it is easily seen that
Buin(V — Vi, w) < Bg(v — vy, w) so that Dpin(+) < Dg(-) for all K > 1.

From (4.16) and the lower and upper bounds (4.17), (4.18) we see that Proposition 2.2
applies to F(-,t) = FX(-,t),G(-,t) = G¥(-,t) (for any t > 1, K € N) so that

S(9) = S(F(1))) < Cor ((DoAG(1) ™ + (Duin( F(1) 1 ). (4.37)
For any 1 < T < 0o and any K > T°?=2) we have from part (II) that for any ¢ € [1,7]
(Da(G(1))): ((#Dk(F(£) ™ + (£ Dyc(F (1)) ™)

hence from (4.37) and Dpin(-) < Dk (+) we obtain

‘ =

1

< (02) 10

[=}

N

ﬂm—swu»ga(@pﬂpwnmﬁ@u4ﬁmdnm)):m@pﬂp@»

that is,
oW (S(0) — S(F(1) < D(F (W), ¢ [17)
Inserting this inequality into (4.13) in part (I) gives (4.15). The proof is complete. O

The next lemma deals with a differential inequality that implies an algebraic rate of decay.

Lemma 4.3. Leta > 0,b>0,a>0,0< 8 <1,0<vy<1,0 <1,k>0 andug > 0 be finite
constants, ¥(y) = a(y® + y7),y € [0,00), and let Y~ (u),u € [0,00), be the inverse function
of U(y). Given any T > 1. Assume that t — u(t) € [0,00) is absolutely continuous on [1,T]
satisfying u(1) < ug and

%mwg44v%mm+m%4’aeteujy

Then
ut) <Ct™  Vte[l,T)

BAY
1-(BMY)

C' does not depend on T

where \ = (1=9) and 0 < C' < oo depends only on a,b,c, B,7, 0,k and uy. In particular

Proof. Let

m* (8) = max tX0F I () = A
t> t=>

and choose a least constant C' > 0 such that C' > vy and

M AV Vm*(B)  b'm*(y) 1
< - .
1P + o= c + c - (4.38)
Let U(t) = Ct=*. It is easily checked that (4.38) and \ = 1_5(;%) (1 —40) > 0 imply

%U(t) +t00 N U@) —bthe ™ >0 V> 1.
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From this and u(1) < U(1) and that u(t) is absolutely continuous on [1, 7], we have
brd d
(u(t) = U(0), = [ (7ur) = S0 tuowiondn

t
ST — -7 d
< /1 ( — 700 (7)) + brFe ™™ — EU(T)> Lumsv@ydr

t
o o d
< / ( — 10N U(7)) 4+ brfe ™ — EU(T))l{u(T)>U(T)}dT <0 Vtel[l,T).
1
Here we used the increase of u — ¥U~(u) on [0,00). Thus u(t) < U(t) for all t € [1,T). O

Finally we can state and prove the main result of this section:

Theorem 4.4. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1, let Fy € By (Rsq) satisfy N(Fp) >
0, E(Fy) > 0, and let F,. be the unique Bose-Einstein distribution with the same mass N =
N(Fy) and energy E = E(Fy). Let F, be a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution F,
obtained in Proposition 3.4 with the initial datum Fy. Then S(Fy) > S(Fy), S(Fy) > 0 for all

t >0, and for any 0 <A < 5 Ty We have
3

1
0 max{2,

0<S(F)—S(F)<C1+t)™ Vt>0 (4.39)

where C' € (0,00) depends only on N, E by,n and \.

Proof. Let )\, = 10max{2+1%_,%+%}—1’n =1,2,3,.... Then A\, — Wl‘l%?’}—l > A(n —
00). So we can find a smallest n, € N, which depends only on 7 and A, such that A < \,,,. Let
p=24 = L =L

As mentioned in the theorem, F} is a weak limit of a subsequence f%»(- t) of f¥(-,¢) which
are the isotropic approximate solutions of Eq.(1.1) on R? x [0, 00) obtained in Proposition 3.4
with the initial data fI* which together with f* have all properties in part (I) and part (II) of
Proposition 3.4. Since ¢y in (3.16) is arbitrary, this implies that S(F;) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. We
also recall part (I) of Lemma 2.1 that ensures S(F;) < S(Fj.) for all t € [0,00). From (3.13)
and (3.15) and taking to = 1 we have

inf  S(ff(t) > S :=95.(1)>0, sup |[f5#)||n.. <Cy<oo

KeN,t>1 KeN,t>1 2202

where Sy depends only on N, E by and 1; go = p2/(p2 — 1), and Cy depends only on N, E, by, n
and \. Now fI f satisfy all assumptions in Proposition 4.2 and, for the present case, the con-
stants C4, Cy, ..., Co7 in the proof of Proposition 4.2 and thus the constants Cag, Cag, C3g € (0, 00)
appeared below, all depend only on N, E, by, and X. Let FX(v,t) = (1 — e~ ") f5(|v|2/2,1) +
e '€ (v) be defined in Proposition 4.2. Then with the notations in Proposition 4.2 and applying
Lemma 4.3 to part (IIT) of Proposition 4.2 with functions 0 < u(t) = S(Q) — S(FX(t)) < S(Q)
and ¥(y) = Cg(yW + y%) we have

S(Q) — S(FK(t)) < ngt_A* < ngt_)\, Vit e [I,T]
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where \* = A,,, > A. On the other hand, from (1.29), (1.27) we have
S(FR() < S((1— eV F5(1) + S(e€) < S(FE(1) + Cutle™ < W= 1,
Thus, for any T" > 1,
S(Q) = S(FE()) < Cogt ™ + Cagt’e™ < Capt™ Vit e [1,T], VK > T%2), (4.40)

Also, from the convergence (3.18), (3.20), the non-decrease of t — S(f5(t)) (see (3.4)), the
definition of entropy S(F;), and S(F}) = S(F;), we have
S(Fo) = lim S(fg) =limsup S(f**(0)) < limsup S(f**(t)) < S(F) = S(F)

n—oo n— o0

for all t € [0, 00). Thus for any 7' > 1, applying (4.40) to f&» (-, ) with K, > T°?~2) we obtain
(because S(Fie) = S(2))
S(Fpe) = S(F) <limsup (S(Q) = S(f* (1)) < Caot ™ Vi e[1,T].
n—oo

Since 3y is independent of T" and T can be arbitrarily large, we conclude
0< S(Fbe) — S(Ft) < Cgot_)\ Vit e [1, OO)

This gives (4.39) and finishes the proof of the theorem. O

5 Rate of Convergence to BEC

In this section we prove the second part of the main result Theorem 1.4: an algebraic rate
of convergence of Fy({0}) to the Bose-Einstein condensation Fi,.({0}) = (1—(T/T.)*°)N. The
completion of the proof of Theorem 1.4 is given at the end of this section. We first prove some
properties of the collision integrals that have been proven to hold for the hard sphere model,
then we present our new progress on proving lower bounds of condensation F;({0}) without
any additional assumption on the initial data Fj.

The monotone assumption (1.9) is now used to prove the following
Proposition 5.1. (Convex-Positivity). Let W(z,y,2),K|p|(z,y,2) be defined in (1.17)-
(1.21) with ® satisfying (1.5),(1.9). Then for any convex function ¢ € Cp' (Rso) we have

/ Kleld*F 2/ K1[¢]d3F+/ KCalp]d®*F >0 (5.1)
Rgzo R%o R%,
where
’Cl [30](3% Y, Z) = 1{0§x<y§z}Xy,zW(x> Y, Z)AsmeO(l’, Y, Z) Z 0, (52)
’CQ [30](3% Y, Z) = 1{0<y§z<x<y+z}Xy,zW(za Y, Z)A(p(l’, Y, Z) Z O> (53)
]2 if y<z,
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for all (z,y,z) € R, Ap(z,y, 2) is giwen in (1.18), and
Asym(p(xvyv Z) = SO(Z + Yy — .CL’) + SO(Z +x— y) - 2‘?(3)
1,1
—(-af [ [ et -0 o)dsdt, 0<ay < (5.5
0Jo

Proof. The positivity in (5.2),(5.3) follows from the convexity of ¢ and (5.5), (1.18). To
prove the inequality (5.1), we first use the symmetry W(z,y,2) = W(z,z,y) on R, (see
Remark 6.4 in Appendix) and (1.18) to get

Klel(z,y,2) = Klel(x, z,y),  Klel(,y, 2)le=y = Kl@l(2, 4, 2)]a=- = 0 (5.6)

and then we make a decomposition according to x lies in the left side, between, and right side
of y and z respectively (using (5.6) and recalling that d3F = dF (z)dF(y)dF(z)):

|, kier - (2 [ e o 4] ) W (2, 5, ) Ap(o, y, 2)dF
Rgzo 0<z<y<z 0<y<r<z 0<z<y=z 0<y,z<x
= [1+]2+]3+[4.

After exchanging notations x <+ y for the integrand in I we have

Il +[2 = 2/ W(zayaZ)AsmeO(zayaz)dgF
0<z<y<z
b (W) - W) Aplyn ) F (5.7)
0<z<y<z
where we used Ap(z,y, 2) + Ap(y, x, 2) = Agme(x,y, 2) for 0 < z,y < z. We need to prove
(W(y,z,z) — W(z,y,2)) Ap(y, ,2) > 0 Vo<z<y<z (5.8)
By convexity of ¢ and (1.18) we have
Ap(y,z,2) =p(y) +olz+2z-y) —p(@) —p(z) <0 V0<z<y<=z
Therefore to prove (5.8) we need only prove
Wy, x,z) < W(z,y,=2) Vo<z<y<z (5.9)
For any 0 < z < y < z we have

VE = VIlV IVE = VE = VE = Vil (VE+ Vi AE+VE) = VE+yE  (5.10)

hence
f—l-\/_ 2 S3e V3
W(x,y, / / d(v2s,V2Y,)do
(2,9, 2 47r\/m /a— \ﬂ 0 ( )
%% D(V2s,V?2Y,
(y,@,2) 47r,/xyz/ / (V2s, £)d
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where Y, = Y,(,y, 2, 5,0) is defined in (1.21) and Y} = Y,(y, z, z, 5,6). By calculation (with
the relation (6.6) in Appendix) it is easily checked that

YESY, Vsely—Vo,y+va  (0<z<y<a).

Since p — ®(r,p) is non-decreasing, it follows that W(y,z,z) < W(x,y,z). For the case
0=z <y <z we have ®(\/2y,1/2(z — y) ) < ®(/2y, V22 ) which means (by definition of 1)
that the inequality W (y,0,2) < W(0,y, z) holds also true. This proves (5.9).

Now from (5.7),(5.8) and Ap(z,y, 2)|y=. = Agyme(z,y, 2)|y=., and recalling definition of

Xy,» We obtain

]1 +I2 +I3 Z 2/ W(zayaZ)Asym¢($ayaz)d3F+I3
0<z<y<z
:/ Xy,ZW(x>y>Z)Asym§0(zayaZ)dgF :/ Kl[@]dgF
0<z<y<z Rgzo

For the last term I, observe that 0 < y,z < z and W (z,y,z) > 0 imply y > 0,z > 0 and
x <y+ z. Thus

L— / W(z,y, 2)Ap(a,y, )BF = | Kolpld®F.
0<y,z<x

2,

O

Notation. To study local behavior of a measure ' € B"(Rx() near the origin, we introduce
the following integrals. For p > 0, > 0, a > 0, define

Nom(F,a):/ [(1—f)+}de(:¢):/{0 ](1—5)de($),

Rso € €

1 .
Navp(F> 5) - g_aNOJJ(F? 5)7 Ma,p(F? 5) = i%ie NOc,P(F> 5))

0

Ao, (F,c) = / (Z)PdF(x), Aam(F,s):ia /[0 }(f)de(x).

0] € € ¢

Lemma 5.2. Let B(v — v,,w) be given by (1.4), (1.5), (1.9) where ® also satisfies 0 < d < 1
on RZ,. Let Fy € Bf (Rsq) be a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1)
on [0,00) with the initial datum Fy satisfying N = N(Fy) > 0,E = E(Fy) > 0. Then with
c=VNE we have:

(I) For any convex function 0 < ¢ € Cp (Rxp)

t
eCt/ edF; — eCS/ edFy > / eCTdT/ Klpld®F, >0 V0<s<t. (5.11)
R>o R>g s RS,

(IT) For any convex function 0 < ¢ € Cy(Rsg), the function t — e fR>o wdF; is non-
decreasing on [0,00), and thus for any p > 1,e > 0, > 0, the functions t — e“* Ny ,(Fy, €),
t e N, (Fy,¢e), and t — e F,({0}) are all non-decreasing on [0, 00).
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Proof. (I): We first prove that

Tl 2) 2 ~50()Vz - 30()i (512)

Since ¢ € C’I} ’I(RZO) is convex, it is easily seen that ¢ is non-increasing on Rso. Given any
y,z > 0. By symmetry J[¢](y, 2) = J[¢](z,y) we may assume that y < z. By (1.18) we have
Ap(z,y,z) > 0 for all x € [0,y] U [2,y + 2] and so T[] > %f; VW (x,y, 2)Ap(z, y, z)d.
To prove (5.12) we can assume that y < z. By the assumption on ®, the definition of
W(x,y, z), and that ¢ is non-negative and non-increasing, we deduce 0 < W(z,y,2) < 1/y/xz
and Ap(z,y,2) > —p(y) for all x € (y, z). Thus

z 1

Al ,2)d >~ —p(y)(z — ) > ~3p(y)V2

Tl > — Nekd

b

2v/z J,

and so (5.12) holds true.
From (5.12) we have

j[SO]d2Ft > —M1/2(Ft)/

odF, > —c / odF,
RZO Rzo

2
Rzo

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the conservation of mass and energy to get
M, )5(Fy) < \/N(F,)E(F;) = VNE = c. So by definition of measure-valued isotropic solutions

we obtain

d
G| owriz—c[ wps [ KRR viel.)

1.e.

g(em/ godF}) > e Kle]d®*F, >0 Yt € 0,00).
dt R0 Ry,
This implies (5.11), here “ > 07 is due to the convex-positivity (Proposition 5.1).

(I1): From (I) we see that for any convex function 0 < ¢ € Cp'(Rsg), the function ¢ +
ect fR>o @dF; is non-decreasing on [0,00). Using approximation as did in [22], this monotone
property holds also for any convex function 0 < ¢ € Cy(R>o). Applying this to the convex
function p(x) = [(1 — x/e)4]P (¢ > 0,p > 1) we deduce that e Ny, (Fy, ), e N, ,(Fr, €), and
thus e’ N, (Fy,€) are all non-decreasing on t € [0,00). Since Fy({0}) = al—i>%l+ No,(Fy, €) for all

t >0, it follows that t — e“F({0}) is also non-decreasing on [0, 00). O

Lemma 5.3. Let J[p], K[| be defined in (1.17)-(1.21) where ®(r, p) satisfies Assumption 1.1
with 0 <1 <1/2. Let F € BY(Rxg), p(z) =[(1—x/e),>,0<e<1,0<a<1—n. Then

1-n 2
T[] F > b—zgw( / y‘TdF(y)> — My o (F)Noo(F,e),  (5.13)
[3e.1]

R, 3
[, Klodd®F 2 3N, o(F ) (Asy(F. ) (5.14)
>0
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where p =3+ a, 8 =191 Also if 0 < <2/3 and 0 < y < (24)7%/3, then

b 3
[ Klpder 2 B Nou () (1 (e, 2)) (5.15)
RS E 2
Proof. We first prove that
b() z
> — < < z<1. .
T/V(x,y,z)_2 = Vo<z<y<z<l1 (5.16)

First of all from the assumption on ® we have (see (1.10))
®(r, p) > bomin{1, (r* + p*)7}. (5.17)

Take any 0 <x <y <z < 1.

If z =0, then (recall (1.20)) W(0,y, z) = \/1y_<1>(\/2_, V2z) >
Suppose & > 0. By (5.10) we see that if s € [\/y — \/,+/x + \/y], then using definition (1.21)
of Y, and the property (6.6) in Appendix we have for all 6 € [0, 27]

(x—y+s?)? \/ (x —y+ s2)? z—x
Y>‘\/ Y > — 7
42 . 452 R RV ViV

from which we see that if s € [\/y, v/ + \/y] then s + Y, > y/z and so using (5.17) gives

®(V2s,vV2Y,) > bomin{1, (s + Y.)*"} > by2" V6 € [0,27]

/f+f /% d(V/2s,V2Y,)do > 6_20\/{

and thus
Wi(z,y,2) =

47Tw/xyz
This proves (5.16).
According to (1.17),(1.18) we have a decomposition J[¢.] = JF|p:] — T~ [pe] where

Ty, 2) = - / W (g, 2) (pul) + ey + 2 — ))Wad,

T ey / Wz, y, 2)Vadz(o(y) + o(2)).

Using the symmetry J " [o:(y, 2) = T t[¢:](z,y) and (5.16) and then omitting ¢.(y + z — x)

we compute

T e, 2)AF(y)AF (2) > / Tl E R

2 1
Rzo 25>

N

)

po(@)V/ada)dF (y)dF(2)

b(] 2N
= Z 1 Xy.z (
le<y<z<i VY= NJo

n
2

bo 3/2/ ygz / 2
> —¢ . 1 —u)’vVudu)dF(y)dF(z
— 4 legygzgl va \/y—z( 0 ( ) \/_ ) (y) ( )

2
1—n 2
> 0o / v TAF )
34 [%6’1]
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Next from ®(r, p) < 1 we have

T ey, 2) < %(y);%(z)(; \ifTZ {va>0}+x/y\/z>

< LWED (G ) < aVE+ eV

where we used the inequality ¢.(y)\/y + v-(2)vz < @(y)v/% + ¢:(2)y/y which is because
(0e(y) — v=(2))(y/y — /=) < 0 since the function = + ¢.(z) is non-increasing. Thus we obtain

Tl DFWIFE) < [ (eVE + e VIPIFE)

= 2M1/2(F)N072(F, 8).

2
Rzo

This together with the above estimate proves the first inequality (5.13).
Now we prove the second inequality (5.15). It is easily seen that the function = — @ () is
convex, belongs to C’; ’I(RZO), and holds the inequality

(y — x)*

Agympe(r,y,2) > = forall 0 <z <y<z<e. (5.18)

Let 0 < e < 1. By Proposition 5.1 and (5.16), (5.18) we have

by 2" (y—x)
Klp d?F > / e AP (2 AF () dE( -
. 0<a<y<z<e,y>0 vz Vyz o €l (2)dF(y)dF(2)

b(] 3/2277

- R /[ (/P ar@))ar ()

bo yatagm
= — Xy.z Noo(F,y)dF (y)dF' (2
2¢2 O<y<a<e Yy V/E 2( ) ( ) ( )

L / Yosd TR (y)dF(2)
O<y<z<e

M (5 0 (A7)

3
R,

2
= SNax(Fe) s, — (Aop(Fre))” =
Finally, assuming 0 < ¢ < 2/3,0 <y < (24)_2/3, we compute

Kle.]d*F > Kl *F

RY, R%,
bo 2" — )2 by 2" —y\2
2/ nyz_oz_wdsﬂ/ L I
0<z<y<z<e 2 \/ € 0<:(:<£ a<y§z§%a 2 V4 Yyz € +
b 12Ny o F,y b £ 1
> b 6 LD o B R 0,5 [ et
€ Jresy<a<e Z2 7" 6 e<y<e<ie Yz
bo (78)3/2/ 2 bol 2 1_77/
> 2% Nyo(F, LPF 4+ RNy o(F, ( ) JA2F
= 50 0.2(F,7e) -7 e Xy, + 2 16 0.2(F,ve) 3 cyas Xy,
bo 1 2 3 2
> FNoa(Fy)y o (F(be D) + (F((E 56))°)
bo 3/2
> Zgl——nNm(F’ ve) (F([ve, 25]))
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Here we have used £ (%)1—17 > L > ~%2 This completes the proof. O

In the following we will use a convention: in the set R, we define the arithmetic operation

2:0@(:4—0@) it a=0<b (5.19)

Lemma 5.4. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 with 0 < n < 1/2. Let F, € Bf (Rxg)
be a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1) on [0, 00) with the initial datum
Fy satisfying N = N(Fy) > 0,E = E(Fy) > 0. Let c=+VNE,0 < e < 1. Then
(I) For any 7> 0,7 >0
Noo(Fris,€) > 2—163/ ? inf ( / y‘¥dFT+s(y))Qe‘“t Vte[0,T]. (5.20)
[3€1]

s€[0,7T
Moreover if 0 < & < 2/3,0 < < (24)7%/3, then

bo V2% 3 2\ _.
NO,Q(FT+t,5)zZO€1—_nS€1%§T] (NOQ(FT_,_S,’)/E)(FT_,_S([’)/E,55})) )a t vtelo,T]. (5.21)

(11) Let0§a<1—n,p:%+a,ﬁ:l_g_", and h > 0. Then

e ((01) 2 Nog(Fine) — (o) (2

p
e — Z) e ve>o. 5.22
I, o (F, 2 5) == (5.22)

In particular for « =0 we have

23N N1/2, 3 \3/2 1
" Fn({0}) 2 Nogja(Frne) — ( ) (=)

Yt >0. 5.23
b)) Ty 2 (5.23)

Proof. (I): Since ¢ (x) = [(1—x/¢),]? is convex and belongs to Cp"' (Rxg), we deduce from
Proposition 5.1, Lemma 5.3, and M 5(Fr1) < VNE = c that

d

Y Ns(Fe) = [ Tlpd?F + / Kl F,

dt RQZO R%O
b 1—n 2

> 22 [y RARW) - 2 Noa(Fi e
34 [%571}

n

b - 2
> 032 inf (/ Yo dFs(y)) —2cNyo(Fyye), te[rm+T]
[3e1]

— 34 s€[r,7+T)

and so

—2ct

b 1—n 21 — €
Noo(Fouy.€) > Nool Fo.e)e 2t 4 2023/2 iy (/ ~3"4F, ) -
0.2(Frie,€) > Noo(Fr,e)e™ ™ + 315 i [%&Hy 2 (y) 5

ST, (/ y‘12’7dF¢+s(y))26‘“t, te0,T]
— 34 s€[0,T [%571}

where we used 1 — e™® > xe~*/2 2 > 0. This proves the first inequality.
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Next suppose that 0 < ¢ < 2/3,0 < v < (24)72/3. Then using Lemma 5.2 and Lemmas 5.3

we have

d bo 32 2
g NoalFie) 2 —2eNoa(Frye) + oy inf (No,z(Fs,%) (Fs([ve 5¢])) )

for all t € [r,7 + T]. As shown above we also obtain

3/2

bo v~ 3 12 .—c
N0,2(F7'+ta5) > Zogl—_nsel[r(l],fT] (N0,2(FT+sa75) (FT+S([75a 55})) )6 tt> te [O>T]

(IT): By Lemma 5.2, (5.14) and that t — ¢’ N, ,(F}, €) is non-decreasing, we have

b t
e Noo(Fy,€) — € Noao(Fy,e) > Eoecsﬂa,z(s, 5)/ (A57P(FT,€))2dT, 0<s<t.

Now for any h > 0, letting s and ¢ be replaced with ¢ and t 4+ h respectively and noting that
Noo(Fiin,e) < N, we obtain

bO t+h 9
M N > gﬁ(m(ﬂ,e)/ (A@p(FT,e)) dr.
¢

Then, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Lt 1 [t+h 5 N\ 1/2 2eh N 1/2
= [ Aﬁ,p(m,g)dfs(ﬁ /t (App(Fr.€)) df) S(m) '

Note that according to the convention (5.19), this inequality still holds when N, ,(F},¢) = 0.
On the other hand, applying Lemma 2.3 in [21] to the measure F' = F, we have

s\P—1 [ _148
Nop(Frie) < F({0}) + (%ap) /0 e, "Agp(Fre1)dey, e>0.

Taking integration and using the fact that 0 < e, <& = N, ,(F},e1) > N, 5(F}, €) we have

1 t+h 1 t+h s\P-1 € _1481 t+h
%/ Nop(Fr e)dr < E/ F.({0})dr + (%m) /0 £, ”E/t Ag p(Fr,e1)drdeq
t t

t-l,-h 1 15 B8 Ch 1/2
D B\P —14+Z2 2e“"N /

3 0oVd e /g P de

/t F({0}) T+(—ﬁ ) e (hbonz(Ft,&)) '

/tt+h FL({0})dr + (hboii:g; 5))1/2 (%)paﬁ.

Since t — e Ny, (F, €),t — e F,({0}) are non-decreasing on [0, co), it follows that e=“" Ny ,(F}, €) <
Nop(Fye), F.({0}) < e Fi 5, ({0}) for all 7 € [t,t + h] and so

26chN 1/2 DP\P
—ch N (F < eh R TN (o) B g
Nl ) £ R0+ () ()

This gives (5.22)
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Finally for the case a = 0, i.e. 8= (1—17)/2,p = 3/2, we have N ,(F},¢) = F;({0}) and
thus (5.23) holds true. O

The following lemma and proposition are key steps for obtaining lower bounds of F;({0})
and for the convergence of F;({0}) to BEC without additional condition on the initial data.

Lemma 5.5. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 with 0 < n < 1/4. Given any N >
0,E>0. Let « = (1 —4n),

AL = (%)”3, 0<e< min{(?;]gv_(iz)l/a, 2 (g)m(i\;)w} (5.24)

and let Fy € By (R>q) be a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1) on [0, o)
with initial datum Fy satisfying N(Fy) = N, E(Fy) = E. Suppose for some 7 > 0

3 2.\ a

Noa(Fr, 5¢) = (3) M azee, (5.25)

Then 5 .
Nop(Frigea,€) > €72 (g)“Nm(FT, 5°) (5.26)

where ¢ = VNE.
Proof. Since t — e Ny o(Fi,€) is non-decreasing on [0, 00), it suffices to prove that
N 2. a 3

dt e [O, 2e ] S.t. NO,Q(FT_Hg, 8) Z (g) N072 (FT, 58) (527)

We use contradiction argument. Suppose that (5.27) does not hold. Then we have

2\a 3
Nopo(Frir,€) < (g) NO,Q(FT,?—:) Vit e (0,2 (5.28)

For convenience we denote
2)&/4

3
Mzmxaf»vzrwg

We have v < 1 — (%)1/40 < (24)7%/3 (because o < 1/10), and
No2(Frir,€) = /[0 ] (1 - §>2dFr+t(1') > (1= 7)Fraa([0, 7e]). (5.29)
e
Noting that
0<t<2: < O‘lzgc(%) = et > (g)”‘/4 —1-14 (5.30)
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and using (5.29) and (5.28) we have

FT+t([ D F7+t([07 25}) - FT—I—t([Ov 75))
> N02(Fr+t, 2 ) ﬁ]\fo,?(}?ﬂ-t,f) > 6_CtN072(FT,gE) . (1_177)2(2)(1]\4
> (g)amM -7 _17)2 (g)aM = (1—vy)yM Vte[0,2]. (5.31)

Combining this with the assumption %5 <1 gives

</[l'ye ; y_12ndFT+t(y)>2 > (%8)—(1—77) <Fr+t([%7€, ge}))z > (%)l_n[(l — )y M]?

for all t € [0,2¢?]. Inserting this into (5.20) in Lemma 5.4 we obtain

bo 211-
Noo(Frit, 7€) > 3_?4(5)1 M1 =Py MR e Wt e [0, 2. (5.32)

Using (5.31),(5.32) and (5.30) to t = “ + s, s € [0,£°%], we have

3 2
NO (FT+€"‘+37 75) (FT+€a+S ( [757 _5] ))

’ 2
bo 2 342732 14 «a —c(e¥+s) 2
> 51 (5) (=P M s)e (1 =)yM)
bo 2
> 2 (5) M e s e (0,67,
Then using (5.21) in Lemma 5.4 where 7 is replaced by 7 + ¢® and taking t = T = &%, we
compute
bo V2 e . . 1 3 :
N0,2(FT+25%5) > Zo—e € 561[13;] <N0,2(Fr+sa+sﬁ€) (FT+ea+s([§”Y€a 55})> )
bo 732 _ bo (211 5,..3/2+4 1 r4 L +nta
> o ey ()T
bg 2 1—17 6.7 M 3 PN 1
> 02yt (—)M > S 9y — 20—
> 136(3) (1 —~)°y " (because e > v and 5~ 21— 2 3ar)
b2 2.1
> Eog;(g)l 77(1 — 7)977(/1:;)3]\/[ (because, by (5.25), M > (1 —v)ALe™)
- 0 > 50(2)°M = 50(2)  Noo(Fy, 2
5603 5 (5) Noa(Fr 3¢)
which contradicts (5.28). Thus (5.26) holds true. O

Proposition 5.6. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 with 0 < n < 1/4, and let o =

. 4.0 N 2\ a\ alog(3 . Vo, ..
Aa:(W) C = (-G o e s
3




Given any N > 0, E > 0, let Fy € B (R>g) be a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution
of Eq.(1.1) on [0,00) with initial datum Fy satisfying N(Fy) = N, E(Fy) = E, and suppose for

some T > 0 and

, B N\la 2 Cx T N\ Ve
O<6§m1n{<—*NE) ’ gu <N3/4E1/4> ) (Aj;) } (534)
F. satisfies 5
N072 (FT, 58) Z AZ&?Q. (535)
Then, at the time t. = 7+ 2(1 — (3)*) " e* + . it holds
1
F({0}) > s Az (5.36)
hence
F,({0}) > et E, ({0}) >0  Vt>t. (5.37)
where c =/ NE.
Proof. Stepl. Let hf =2(1 — (%)Q)_laa. We prove that
0.9 3
Noo(Frinz,€) > E_aNO72 (FT, 55) (5.38)

We will use Lemma 5.5 with an iteration argument. Let

Ep = (%)k& hyn = 22(6k)o‘ = 22 (%)kaaa, k,n=0,1,2,....
k=0 k=0

and let M = Ny» (FT, %5). We first prove that for all n =0,1,2, ...,

2

Noa(Franen) 2 e (5)"" M. (5.39)

From (5.26) in Lemma 5.5 we see that (5.39) holds for n = 0. Suppose that (5.39) holds for
some n € NU{0}. From (5.33), (5.34) we have

o\ 1 3 . N
ho < b2 =2(1- (g) ) b @ (i(g) hence e—chr > e=ch > (g) "
Then .
Q)M M 2
— e n_— > (Z *
(En+1)® ¢ = (3) Aa

which together with the inductive hypotheses implies that (using %En_,_l =cp)

3 2\ a(n 2\ a « a

N2 (F7+hn7§5n+1) = No2(Frin, ) > € (5) "> (g) /4Aa(5n+1>
2\ i1 . 1. alog(®)
and e, = (5) e < g, (ent1)* < §h€ < ” 2
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Then using Lemma 5.5 and noting that h,.1 = h, + 2(g,41)* we have

NO,Q(FT-i-thrl ) 5n+1) = N0,2(FT+hn+2(€n+1)a ) 8’n+1)

2 6_2C(En+1)a (%)O{NO,Q (FT—‘,-hn, gfyH_l) = 6_2C(En+1)a (%)QNO’2(F7—+}L”, 5n)
> 6_2C(€7L+1)a (%)ae_chn (g)a(n-‘rl)M _ e—chn+1 (g)a(n-i-Q) M.

Therefore (5.39) holds also for n + 1 and thus, by induction, (5.39) holds for all n € NU {0}.
Using the non-decrease of t — e Ny o(F}, ¢) and (5.39) we have
2 2

No2(Frins, (g)néf) > €_C(hz_h")No,2 (FT—i-hna (g)nf)
_c*_n_cn2a(nl) _C*2a(n1)
> emelhi e (2) M =e "“(3) M, n=0,1,2, ...
Now for any 0 < 0 < ¢, there is n € N such that (%)na <i< (%)n_la, so we have
1 1 2\n
5—QN0,2(FT+h;75) > 5_QN0,2 (FT+hév (g) 5)
1 ., 2 2 Lo M M
S P e e B A O O 9
— ((%)n_lé‘)ae (3) M — (3) ca > 0 9804
where the last inequality is due to 0 < o < %. Thus
Noo(Frips,0 M
Noo(Frin,2) = inf % =09

i.e. (5.38) holds true.

Step2. Let 7. = 7+ h’. Using Lemma 5.4 (recall there p = % +a,6 = 1_‘;‘_") with

h=4+= ﬁ,t = 7., and using p < 2 and the inequality (5.38) to deduce

~ 3¢
1 1 0.9 3 .
E_aNoyp(Fng) > g_aNOQ(Fng) > Ma,2(F‘Fs’ 5) > g_aNOQ(Fﬂ 55) > O'9Aa

we obtain

P, (101) 2 NoglFr2) = (ot )Gy

hbo N, o (Fr., B

6eN3/2EY2\1/2, 3490 \3i+a 0.9
>o.9,4*a_( ) ( ) B> 2 gr o
= 094 bo0.9 A 1—a—ny) © =727

where for the last inequality we used 8 — a = 1_3% >0, < %, and

6e\/2/ 3+2a \s3to 1 Ge\1/24%/> 0.9
(0s) (Zomy) w<(s) & <32
87 2

0.9 l—a—n ]87 — \0.9
Thus, at the time t, :=7. + h =7+ 2(1 — (%)a)_lsa + 3\/$V_E’ we obtain
F({0)) = Froan({0)) 2 S Ane® > LA
2e2/3° 5 ¢
The inequality (5.37) follows from this and the non-decrease of t — F;({0})e“ on [0, 00). This
completes the proof. O
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Remark 5.7. In comparison with the previous results in [14], [21] on the occurrence of con-
densation (i.e. F;({0}) > 0) in finite time, Proposition 5.6 not only provides a simple condition
(5.35) with 7 = 0 for the initial data Fp, but also gives an explicit and useful lower bound
(5.36) for condensation. Note that the last term (é\%)l/a in min{- - - } in (5.34) (same thing for
(%)1/4(%)1/0 in (5.24) ) is just for € to be in a possible range. In fact, from N > Nyo(F;, €)
one sees athat the inequality (5.35) implies N > Afe®. In applications of Proposition 5.6 the

number ¢ will be chosen much less than ( é\i )1/ “. See below.

Example of bounded initial data. Here we show that for any N > 0, E > 0, there are
many bounded and smooth initial data that satisfy the condition in Proposition 5.6 for 7 = 0.
Let o, A, B:, C* be given in Proposition 5.6. For any N > 0, E' > 0, let

B \Ve 2 Ci  Nisam E N Ve
< mi o 2 (e (2
0<5—mm{(1/—NE> '3 (N3/4E1/4> 2N (27/1;) }
b _2E _ 2N (3L —¢)
N’ e(d—e)’ §(0—¢) ’
go(x) = alp, 3 4(x) + blps 4 (2),  dGo(x) = go(z)da.

We compute (notice that ¢ < 36)

1 1
N(GO) = 5(&6 + bé) = N, E(Go) = Z(aé‘z + b52) = E,
1 E N
_ = _ s A* o
Go([0,¢]) 50€ 3T >3 2 9A% e

Let J(z) = cie T 1(_y1)(x) where ¢; > 0 s such that [, J(x)dz = 1. Let Jy(x) = LJ(2) (A >

-
0), choose A = iz, and consider fo(z) = %(J,\ % go)(x) (convolution). It is easily seen that

0 < fo € CX(R) and suppfy C [ie — A, %5 + A\ = [%5, %5 + és]. Let Fy € B (R>g) be defined

by dFy(z) = fo(x)y/x dz. By simple calculation (using 6 > 6¢) we have

N(Fy) = N(Go) = N, E(F,) =E(Gy) =E, Fy([0,¢]) = Go([0,¢]) > 9A%e™.

Thus (since (1 — 52)* > s forall z €[0,¢])
2
3 1 x
N()Q(FQ, 58) 2 §F0([O,€]) 2 Aa€a.
So Fy (with the number ¢) satisfies the condition (5.35) in Proposition 5.6 for 7 = 0. O

Theorem 5.8. Let B(v — v,,w) satisfy Assumption 1.1 with 0 < n < 1/4, and let Fy €
B (Rsg) with N := N(Fy) > 0, E := E(Fy) > 0 satisfy the low temperature condition T /T, =

2.2720555 < 1. Let Iy, € Bf (Rxo) with the initial datum Fy be a conservative measure-valued
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isotropic solution of Fq.(1.1) on [0,00) obtained in Proposition 3.4. Then, for any 0 < A < %

we have
|F,({0}) — (1 — (T/T.PF)N| < C(1+4) 50> ¥i>0
where the constant C' > 0 depends only on N, E, by,n and \.

Proof. Let Ny = F,.({0}) = (1 — (T/T.)*°)N. From Lemma 2.1, Theorem4.4 we have

R(t) = sup || F; — Fpel|S < Crsup /S(Fpe) — S(Fy) < Co(1 4 1)~? Vi>0 (5.40)

T>t T2t

where here and below C' > 0,C; > 0(i =1,2,...,8),79 > 0 and ¢, > 1 are finite constants that
depend only on N, E, by, and .
Stepl. Let A, B C% be given in Proposition 5.6 with o = 1—10(1 —4n), let

, ( B )1/a 2 ( Cx )132,7 <N0)1/a
= min N =
€o 1 /—NE ) 37 N3/4E1/4 ) 214;;

and let kg = 2(1 — (

%)Q) €0 + ﬁ We prove that there is 7y > 0 such that

F({0}) > A%l V> 70+ ko (5.41)

Let F}. be the unique Bose-Einstein distribution having the mass and energy N, E. For any

e > 0,p > 1, using the conservation of mass and 0 < 1 — [(1 — z/¢),]? < 2z we have
NoglFis2) = NoplFs)| = | [ (1= (1= /e )(F = @) < 21 = Fucli (522
R>o
From this and Ny, (Fre,€) > F,e({0}) = Ny we obtain
Nop(Fi,€) = Nop(Fre, €) — §||Ft — Fyell7 = No — §||Ft — Fyell5- (5.43)
Since ||Fy — Fells < Co(1 4 t)~2 there is 79 > 0 such that
2 N 1
— |y — Frell] < 5 Vt>1y hence Ny,(Fi,e0) > §N0 Vt>1, V1<p<2,
€0
Note that € — Ny o(F}, €) is non-decreasing. We then deduce from the choice of ¢ that
3 1 .
No2(Fi, 550) > Noa(Fi €0) > 2N0 > Ale Vit > 1.

Thus by Proposition 5.6 we conclude Fjyip,({0}) > £A%eg. Since this holds for all ¢ > 7, we
obtain (5.41).
Step2. According to (5.40), we need only prove that there is tq > 1 such that

IF({0}) = No| < C(R(E—1))™0 ¥t >t. (5.44)
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Using (5.23) (see Lemma 5.4), (5.43) for p = 3/2, the lower bound (5.41), and denoting ¢ =
VNE, C5 = %Aj;ag‘, we have forall 0 < h < 1,0<e <1

2e3h N 12, 3 \3/2 1,
F({0}) 2 e Nogpa(Fie) = (s ) (75)

g 2
hboFi—1 ({0} 1—n

3 IN \U2, 3 \32 1,
> (1= 2ch)Ny — —||F,. —Feo—( ) ( ) :
= (A=2emNo = oot = Foelli = {755 ) =) ¢

3

Z (1 — 20h)N0 — 2—£R(t — h) — C4h_%€177n Vi 2 To + k’o + h. (545)

Here we used e 2" > 1 — 2¢h, e 2"e3"/2 < 1. Now we consider

2¢ N %,7 C 2/3 14
0<5§Cg,::min{1, (CC—:]>1 } h:haz(ﬁ‘%) 5
For all 0 < ¢ < C5 we have 0 < h. < 1 and from (5.45) we obtain

F({0}) > Ny — %R(t Iy S (5.46)

3

Since R(t —1) < Cyt=*?, we choose ty > 19+ ko + 1 large enough such that (R(t —1))*" < Cs
3

for all t > to. Then for every t > t,, taking e = (R(t — 1)) *" we obtain from (5.46) that

F({0}) > No— Co(R(t— 1)) Vi >t (5.47)
On the other hand using the inequality (5.42) for p = 1 we have

1
F,({0}) < No1(F,e) < Noa(Fpe,€) + EHFt — Fiell}

T 1 1
— F. (1——)7 dz + = ||Fy — Fyoll°
0D+ [ (1= 0) g+ IR Al
1
< Ny +2kve+ =R(t) Vt>0, Ve>D0. (5.48)
£

Minimizing the right hand side of (5.48) with respect to ¢ € (0,00) gives

1

Fi({0}) < No+ Cs(R(1))* < N+ Cs(R(t = 1)) ™" ¥t > 1Ly, (5.49)

Combining (5.47) and (5.49) we obtain (5.44) with the constant C' = max{C~, Cs}. O

Finally at the end of this section we finish the proof of Theorem 1.4:

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We need only prove the algebraic decay rate of || F'— Fy.||; since the
algebraic decay rate of S(Fy.) — S(F};) has been proven by Theorem 4.4. Let C; (i = 1,2, ..., 8)
denote finite positive constants that depend only on N, E, by, and A. Since F} conserves the

mass and energy, it follows from Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 4.4 that
IF = Foell] < C1(S(Foe) — S(F))? < Co(1+1)2 v >0. (5.50)
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Now if T/T, < 1, then by Lemma 2.1, Theorem 5.8, and (5.50) we have

I = Fuclls < 2|F({0}) — Foe({0})] + Cs(||1Fy — Frell$)™?
< C1+4) T 4 C5(1+ )™M < Cg(1+¢) 5 Wi >0

while if T/T. > 1, then we have from Lemma 2.1 and (5.50) that
|F = Felly < Cr(IF = Fuell$)'® < Cs(1+8)™° < Cy(1 )70 ¥t >0,

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4. O

6 Appendix

Here we prove some properties that have been used in the previous sections.
6.1. Some integral equalities. We will use the following integral formula:
(1) (Carleman Representation). Let ¥ be a Borel measurable function on R? x R? and it is

nonnegative or satisfies some integrability such that the following integrals make sense)

d
/ V(v v))dwdv, = 2/ —X2 / U(v—x,v—y)dy (6.1)
R3 xS2 B3 |X| R2(x)

for almost all v € R?, where (v/, v}) is given in the w-representation (1.2) and dy in [, (x){~ - My
is the Lebesgue measure element on the plan R?*(x) = {y € R® |y Lx}.
(2) (see e.g.[18]). Let ¥ be continuous on (R*\ {0}) x (R*\ {0}) and suppose that ¥ is

nonnegative or generally such that the following integrals makes sense. Then we have

/Rdx \If(x,y)dy:/ dy U(x,y)dx. (6.2)

s x| R2(x) R3 || R2(y)

(3) Let ¥ be continuous on R?, and suppose that ¥ is nonnegative or generally such that

the following integrals make sense. Then for any x € R?\ {0} we have

0 2T
[ vty =shay = [ st [ w(|r =l 4 VRS ] )ao - 03)
R2(X) ‘Vx| 0

where vy = (v - & )ﬁ,i = /—1. Here for real numbers a, b, § we just use |a + b = (a®+ b* +

x|

2ab cos(6))'/? to shorten notation.

By identity |v.|? = |V/|> + [V.]* — |v|%, any function of (.., |v|?/2, [v.[?/2,|V'|?/2, |V.|?/2)
will be automatically written as a function of (..., [v|?/2, |v/|?/2, |v,[*/2).
In the following, for any (z,y,z,s,0) € R, x [0,27], we denote as the above that z, =

(y + 2 — z), and let Y, = Y,(z,y, 2, s,0) be given by (1.21) and Y, be defined by Y,(-) with

exchanging y <> z i.e.

Y. =Yi(z, z,y,s,0).
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Lemma 6.1. Let U € C(R2,) be such that the following integrals make sense ( for instance
U >0 on Ry, or W is such that integral is absolutely convergent). Then for any v € R®\ {0}
we have with v = |v|*/2 = r?/2 that

[y vy = v V2 VR 2 ) dedy.
R3 xS2 (47)2

(VEHVIAE+E) o
= / Liytosaydydz / / U (V2s, V2Yi, 2, y, 2)dods
AT Jez, V- yilviva—vEl  Jo

1 (VZHV2INTe+rY)  p2m _
= — Lyposmdydz \If(\/ﬁY*, V2s, 2.y, z)d@ds. (6.4)
4 {y }
™/ RZ, Vz—vzIVIvas—vgl o

Proof. Fix any v = ro = V220 (x > 0,0 € S?). Let I(v) be the left hand side of (6.4).
Note that |(v — v.) - w| = |v — v/|. Then using (6.1),(6.3) and simple changes of variables and

denoting r, = v/(r"? + 1.2 — r2), we compute

dx
(421 (v) = 2/ Ly (1l y ] 22, v — x2/2, v — yP/2)dy
r3 || R2(x)
27 2 _ /2
—2 [ 2 / e |y = ol + WP = ol | 2 Y
R3 |X| [Vl
:2/ _ rdr/
Ny Ly
2 2 12
xw(Jv - x|, }\/rﬂ - |2+619\/|v|2 v ‘| %,%,Tg )
4 (r'+r)A(rs+rl)
S r'rldr'dr] / ds
r R%O,r’2+r;2>r2 [P/ —r| V|7l —7y]
2 (r2 —r? +s2)2 (r2 — % 4 52)2 | r2 ¢ g2
\Il<7\//2_ i 2 — Y ) o ) *>d9
X/O SV 152 Ty 152 2' 22

in (VE+VDAFr2)
= — dydz /
VT SR yrasa NN N

where in the above calculation we have used the following properties: if » > 0,7/ > 0,7, >
0,7, >0,—1<t<1,s>0, then

2
/ U (V2s,V2Y,, 2y, 2)d0ds (6.5)
0

2

/ |7’2—7”l“/t| 12 12 2 / |7’2—7’/ +$2| / /

r, > 5 = tr, > r, > < |7, — T < S, F T
V12 4% — 2t 2s

By the way, we also have the following relation

VE = VIl V VE = VE € 5 < (VT +VB) A (VEs +v/3) and s> 0

(x—y+s°)? (x —y+s°)?
= s 520 and - >0 (6.6)

which is useful when dealing with Y, = Y,(z,y, 2, s, 0).
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Next using the formula (6.2) and (6.5) with exchanges x <>y, y <> z we also have

(dm)*I(v) = 2/R R U (I, Iyl [vI7/2, [v = x[*/2, |v — y[*/2) dx

3|Y| R2(x)

- / / Iy, I, V22, v — y P2, v — x[2/2)dy
R3 |X|

(VEHVDAE+VE) 2
= —/ dydz/ / \If(\/ﬁ/;,\/is,x, z,y)d@ds
VT Jrz yrese IVa—alVIvEs—vz  Jo

P (VEHVDANE+E) 2 _
- i/ dydz/ / U (V2Y., V2s, 2, y, 2)dods.
VI SR ytsa WE—VaVlVE -yl S0

Lemma 6.2. Let ¥ € C(R2,). Then for anyy >0,2>0
/ dodo. w U(lv = V|, [v = VLI, V122, [V'[2/2, [V 2/2) dw
S2xS? (4m)?
(VIHVEINNEHE)  2m
/ dx/ / U (V2s,V2Y,, 7y, 2)d0ds (6.7)
\/29—2 ~VaNlyaE—vE  Jo
where in the left integral v = /2y o, v, = V2z0,.

Proof. It is easily seen that both sides of (6.7) are continuous in (y, z) € R2,. Take any
(NS CC(RQZO). We compute with change of variables and using Lemma 6.1

(v =)l
U(y, 2 y\/E/ dodo, -_

/Réo ( )\/7 ( $2xs? s2 (4m)?

)WV =V, v = VL V2 V2 VR 2)]

1/ 2 2 (Vv —V.) - wl

— = D([v]2/2, v, |2/2) YY) T

3 ([vI7/2, [v.]7/2) (1m)?

XU(v =] [v = V1], V22, [V 2, [V f2)dwdvdv,
1 (v — Vi) - w|

= - D(V'|?/2, V122 .
5 eIV
xWU(lv— V|, |V—V'| |V|2/2 V'[2/2,|v.]?/2)dwdvdv,

dw) dydz
v=1/2y 0, Va=2z 0%

Va+PNVT+/7)
= U(y, 2) / dx/ / (\/is, \/iY*,x,y,z)des)dydz.
R, v2yz Wa-vilvivai—vz o
Since 1) is arbitrary, this implies (6.7) by continuity. O

Lemma 6.3. Let ® € C’(R%O). Then for any x,y, z > 0 satisfying x, := y+ 2z —x > 0 we have

/<\/5+ﬁ)wa+m
|

2 _ (Vo VDAEr+/2)
ds/ @(ﬂ}f*,ﬂs)de:/
0 |

ds /% d(v/2s,V/2Y,)dd
i (6.8)

VE—VENVIVE - il VE—/BIVIVE ]
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and

ds
Vi-yiMve—va o VY +ﬁ$
(VoINS VE)
+ /
|

VaE—VEVIVE— 3] / fo +\/§s
(VE+ VIV (VT +/Z) 2

/ ds / d(v/2s,v2Y,)do. (6.9)
| 0

WEHINVWEHVE)  p2n
/ VE (35, V2V,
|

O(V2Y,,V/25)dd

Vi HIVIVE /2]

Proof. Recall (vz 4 /y) A (y/Zx +V2) = [V — Y| V | /T — V2| = 2min{/z, /7., /Y. /2 }.
If min{/z, \/Z+, /¥,\/2} = 0, then the above integrals are all zero.

In the following we suppose min{\/z, /T, /¥, v/2} > 0. Take any 1 € C.(R%,). Applying
the second equality in (6.4) of Lemma 6.1 to the function ® (v —v'[, [v—v.|)¢(|v'|*/2, [V.]*/2)

we have

(VIH/DAEAVE) o
/ w(y,z)(/ ds/ q)(\/is, ﬂﬂ)d@)dydz
R2 ,y+z> | 0

NCEN N e

_ (VEVOANVEAVE)  pom N
=/ w(y,z)(/ ds/ <I>(\/§Y*,\/§s)d9>dydz.
R20y+z>m | 0

VI—=/Z|V|VT = /Y]

Since ¢ € C.(R%,) is arbitrary and both sides of (6.8) are continuous in (z,y, z), this implies
that (6.8) holds true.

To prove (6.9), we fix z,y, 2 mentioned in the lemma and apply Lemma 6.3 to continuous

V2zr
V2yp+V2zr+1/n

to get the revelent equality and then letting n — oo and using Lebesgue dominated convergence

functions

(r,p) = @n(r,p) = ®(r,p), (r.p) €eRE,

we obtain the equality

WEHIVVEVE)  p2m
/ ds/ Vs d(V/2s,V2Y,)d0
NEN VN 0o ViY.tzs

(VEHVEV(VE=+y/D) o
/ ds \/7— B(V2Y,, V25)dd
VE—VEIVIVE -yl 0 TS+

From this and (6.8) it is easily deduced (6.9). O

Remark 6.4. Applying (6.8) to the function ®(r, p) given in (1.5) one sees that the function
W(z,y, z) (defined in (1.19),(1.20)) is symmetric in y, z, i.e. W(x,y,2) = W(z,z,y) on R,

The following lemma deals with equalities for total integration where the integrand ¥ can

be arbitrary nonnegative Lebesgue measurable function.
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Lemma 6.5. Let 0 < ® € Cy(R%,), ¥ : RS — R be Lebesgue measurable. Then

[ e v - v v = vDVE 2 VP2V 2)dudv.ay
R3 xR3xS2 (4

)2
(Vo VDAWEFVE) 2
=2 / Liyraony (2, y, 2) / / ®(V2s,v2Y,)dods | dedydz
RS, Va-vilviva—val  Jo

(VEHVONTTHVE) 2 B
= \/5/ Lyt ¥ (2, v, 2) / / <I>(\/§Y*,\/§s)d9ds dzdydz.(6.10)
R, Wa—Vavlya—ygl o

Proof. We need only prove the first equality sign in (6.10) since, by Lemma 6.3, the second
equality holds true. [In fact, using the same proof below one sees that the first line in (6.10)

also equals to the third line.] For notation convenience we define the measure p on R? x S? by

(V= v.) - v

dlu’(v*aw) = (47'(')2 (I)(‘V_V/‘?‘V_V;dedv*
and let
(Va+tyDNVT=+Vz)  p2m
o(z,y,2) = V2 1{y+z>m}/ / (ID(\@S, \/§Y*)d9ds, (z,y,2) € R3,.
Wa—yalViva—val  Jo =

Then the first equality in (6.10) is written

[ WvPRVE2 NP2 )y = [ Wyl dedydz. (6.10)
R3xR3xS2 R

3
>0

From (1.23) we have

0 < 0@y, 2) < V2 47| Bllacl oy min{V/T, VFr, VI VE} ¥ (09,2) €RYy (6.12)

Then it is easily proved that p is continuous on R%O. But in the present proof, we need only the
inequality (6.12) and the fact that ¢ is Lebesgue measurable on R%,. Now let us prove (6.11).
Stepl. We prove that if 0 < ¥ e C(R%,), then (6.11) holds true. In fact, starting from
the left hand side of (6.11), using Fubini theorem and changing variable v = /22 &,o € S?,
and then applying Lemma 6.1 to the nonnegative continuous function (1, xs, 3, x4, x5) —
O (x1, w9)V(x3, x4, x5), One obtains the equality (6.11).
Step2. Suppose that ¥ is Lebesgue measurable on R;O satisfying

0< \If(x,y,z) <M and 0< \I/(Z',y,Z) < Ml[O,R]3(x>y>Z) V(l’,y,Z) < R;O

for some constants 0 < M, R < oco. In this case we prove that (6.11) holds true.
In fact for any n € N, applying Lusin’s theorem (see e.g. a proof in [28]) there exists a
function ¥,, € C'(R?) satisfying

0< Wala,y,2) <M V(x,y,2) €R* supp¥, C [-1/n, R+ 1/n]®
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such that .
mes({(aj,y,z) < [07R]3 ‘ \Il(xvyvz> 7& \Ifn(l’,y,Z)}) < E

Then it is easily seen that W, — W (n — co) in L' (R%). So there is a subsequence {¥,, }32, and
anull set Z C RY such that U, (z,y,2) = U(x,y,z) (k — oo) for all (x,y,2) € Rso\ Z. Note
that from the bound in (6.12) we also have the weighted strong convergence: ¥,, — ¥ (n — o0)
in L'(R2,, o(x, y, z)dzdydz). It is easily proved that the set

Z ={(v,ve,w) € R* x R® x S| (|v[*/2, [V'*/2, [V.[*/2) € Z}
has measure zero with the measure du(v,,w)dv (here as usual we may assume that the product
measure du(vy,w)dv is a complete measure). Thus W, (|v[?/2, |v'|?/2, |v,|?/2)
— W(|v[?/2,[V'[/2, [V.[?/2) (k — o) for all (v,v,,w) € R* x R? x §?\ Z. Since, by Stepl,
W, satisfy (6.11), it follows from Fatou’s lemma that

/ U([v[?/2,[v'[?/2,|vi*/2)dp(v., w)dv < / U(x,y,2)o(z,y, z)dedydz.  (6.13)
R3 xR3 xS? R3,
Since |¥ — ¥, | have the same properties as W (just by replacing R with R + 1), the inequality
(6.13) holds also for |¥ — ¥, | and thus ¥,, — ¥ (n — oo) in L'(R? x R x §2, du(v,,w)dv).
We then conclude that U satisfies the equality (6.11).

Step3. Let ¥ be given in the lemma and let

len(x>y> Z) = \I](l’, Y, Z)l{\ll(:c,y,z)<n}1[0,n}3(Ia Y, 2)7 (Z’,y, Z) € R;Oa n e N.

Then W, satisfy the conditions in Step2 with M = R = n. So (6.11) holds for all ¥,,. Also
we have 0 < W,, < W,y and lim W, (z,y,2) = ¥(z,y,2) for all (z,y,2) € R%;. Thus taking
the limit n — oo to (6.11) for &fzosve conclude from Levi’s monotone convergence theorem that
(6.11) holds true for W. O

6.2. Equivalence of Solutions. In [19] the measure-valued isotropic solution is defined for
the measure F' € By (R>g) whose special case is dF(r) = 4nr?f(r?/2)dr, and the corresponding
integrands Jg[p|(r, 7.), Kglp](r,r’,r,) for quadratic and cubic collision integrals are defined as
follows: denote

|v — v, | cos(0)

B(|v —v.|,cos(0)) = (47)2

O(|v — v,|cos(0),|v — v.|sin(0))

0 = arccos(|(v — v,) - w|/|v — v.|), and for any p € C%(Rxo), let

2
(4m)?

x / (VP /2) — plIv[2/2))d

w/2
Tole](r, ) /g | dodo. /0 B(|v — v.|, cos(8)) sin(6)d6

)
V="0,Vi=Tx0x
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. 4 L[ 2/2.1"2 /2,72 /2
Kglpl(r, ', 1) = (Im)? /S . dada/O Lirt srlogl} Aplr )/(T +§/T /) O(X,Y)dw
it (r'—r)(rl—1r)#0,

Kglpl(r,r',rl) =0 if (' =r)(l—r)=0
where (v, v.) is given by the w-representation (1.2),
V|2 = r?sin*(0) + r2 cos*(0) — 2rr, sin(6 )cos(@)\/ — (0, 04) cos(V),
[VL|? = r? cos*(0) + 12 sin®(6) + 2rr, sin(0) cos(0)\/1 — (o, 0.) cos(V),
Dp(r 2,772,717 2) = o(r*/2) + 9(r7/2) = (v’ 2/ 2) — o(rl’/2),
Ty = \/(r’2 + 72 —r2),
=|ro—7r'd|, Y = ’\/rsz — |(re, &)|2 + €+/12 — (ro, 5)2’, rl>|ro- €|,  (6.14)

! !
6

Tro o] it ro#£r'o’; =0 if ro=1r'0". (6.15)

Note that 7/ > |ro - £| implies /% + /> > 72, and using (1.18) we have

[Ap(r®/2,77 2,77 [2)] < —||<P”||oo\( —r?)(r” =)

from which one sees that if (r' —7)(r, —7) # 0 and v, > r|o - &| then X > |r' —r| > 0,V >
|, — 7] > 0 and so Kg[p|(r,r’,7),) is well defined on RZ,. Also it has been proven in [19] that

Jslp], Kplp] are continuous on RZ,, RY, respectively.

Definition 6.6. ([19]) Let B(v — v.,w) be given by (1.4), (1.5). Let Fy € Bf (Rsg). We
say that a family {F;}i>0 C By (Rsq), or simply Fy, is a conservative measure-valued isotropic
solution of Eq.(1.1) on the time-interval [0, 00) with the initial datum Fy|,—o = Fy if
(i) Jo, (L r2)dE(r fR> (1,72)dEy(r) for all t € [0, 00),
(11) fm’ every ¢ € C’z(RZO te fo, e(r (r2/2)dE,(r) belongs to C*([0, 00)),
(iii) for every ¢ € CE(Rsg) and t € [0,00),
d

I s o(r?/2)dFy(r)

= /}R2 Jple|(r,r)dFy(r)dFy(r,) + Kple|(r,r' v )dF,(r)dF,(r)dF,(r)).

3
RS,

It has been proven in [19] that for any F, € By (Rsg), the Eq.(1.1) with the initial datum

Fli—o = Fp has a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution on [0,00) in the sense of
Definition6.6.
Let F' € B (R), F € B (R>g) be defined from each other by
1 _ _
F(A) = 14(r2/2)dF(r), F(A) =47v2 | 14(V2x)dF(x) (6.16)
472 Jr, R>o
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for all Borel sets A C Rsq. It is easily seen that if F' € B (Rxq), F' € By (Rsg) are given
through one of the equalities in (6.16), then

4/2 g go(x)dF(x):/R ©(r?/2)dF (r) (6.17)

for all Borel measurable functions ¢ on Rs satisfying sup(1 + x) 7 |p(z)| < co. In the special
>0

case where F' and F' are given by dF(z) = f(:B)\/Eda;, dF(r) = 4nf(r?/2)r*dr, the above
relation is just the change of variable.
The following lemma and proposition show that the Definition 1.2 and Definition 6.6 are

equivalent. This also ensures the existence of solutions in the sense of Definition 1.2.

Lemma 6.7. Let B(v — v,,w) be given by (1.4), (1.5), and let F € By (Rso), F € B (R>) be
given through one of the equalities in (6.16). Then for any ¢ € CZ(Rsq) we have

/}R2 Jplel(r,r)AE(r)dF(r.) = 47v2 | Tlpl(y, 2)dF (y)dF (=), (6.18)

2
R,

Kplp)(r,r', r)dF (r)dF(r)dF(r)) = 4nv2 | Klg)(z,y, 2)dF (2)dF(y)dF(z). (6.19)

Rgzo Rgzo
Proposition 6.8. Let I, € B (Rx), F; € By (Rsq) satisfy one of the equalities in (6.16) for
every t € [0,00). Then F; is a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of Eq.(1.1) in the

sense of Definition 1.2, if and only if F, is a conservative measure-valued isotropic solution of
FEq.(1.1) in the sense of Definition 6.6.

Proof of Lemma 6.7 and Proposition 6.8. From (6.17) we see that Proposition 6.8
follows easily from Lemma 6.7. So we need only prove Lemma 6.7.

We first prove that for any ¢ € CZ(R) and any (r,r.) € R%,

|(V_V*)'W| / /

dodo, [ WYL @l vy v,

/ i, [ (v~ v Vi)
dw

(AR + VD) = v = eliv )|

= 4mV2T (] (12/2,72/2). (6.20)

It is easily seen that the right hand side of (6.20) is also continuous in (r,r,) € R%,. Thus
we need only prove (6.20) for all (r,r,) € R%,. Let (r,r,) € R2,. Using Lemma 6.2 to
y =12/2,z =r?/2 and recalling definition of J[p] we have

VIHVENN 2 +/E)

the Lh.s. of (6.20) dx

2T
ds/ ®(V2s,V2Y,)
VI~ VaVIVE— VA 0

x(p(x.) + @(x) — p(2) = w(y)) .
= 47V2T[¢)(y, 2) = 4mV2T [@)(r?/2,72/2).
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Now first making exchanges r <+ r,, o <> 0, and using fozﬂ g(cosV)dv = fozﬂ g(— cosv)df and

then using (6.20) we compute

/R2 Jle)(r,r)dF (r)dF(r,)

: .

= ﬁ/ﬂ%z /S2 . dada*/o B(|v — v.|,cos(0)) sin(0)do

x / (VP + VLRI - VP /D) — (v PR) 0] aFe)aF(r)
=V @l

/RQ [ ot [ By -y v

x(mw 12) +@(IVL12/2) = @IV /2 = (v.l?/2) ) dw

47‘(‘\/7 - Tl (r?/2,r2/2)dF (r)dF (r,)

dF(r)dF(r,)

V="0,Vi=Tx0x

a (4 )% 2
= 41V/2 . Tel(y, 2)dF (y)dF ().

Next by definition of Kpglp|(r,r’,r.) and its properties mentioned above we see that for any
r > 0,7 > 0,7, > 0 satisfying (' —r)(r, —7) = 0, or 2 +7’;2 — 72 <0, or . = 0, then

Kglp](r,r',rl) = 0. So we need only consider the integration domain
R=A{(r,7",r) €Rso | (r' —r)(r, —r) # 0 and r? 4 7“12 —72>0and 7, >0}.
Then we have

KB[ 1(r, 7', rl)dF (r)dF( / Kglp](r, ', v )dF (r)dF(r")dF (r])

/ / KB (r,7’,)dF(r)dF (7" )AF (rl) :== I + I + I3 (6.21)
Ri IR Rg

where Ry =RN{r>0,7>0},Re =RN{r=0,7">0},Rs=RnN{r >0, =0}
For the integrand Kglp|(r,r’,r.) in the first term I; we compute using change of variables
(eg. t= u) and then letting = = r2/2,y = '*/2, 2 = '?/2 (for (r,7',r)) € R,) that

Kple|(r,r', 1))
2 1 2m A 2 2 /2 2 72 2
T ar dt/ L _Ar2orrty /2 /2 /2) <I>(\/7’2 + 7% — 2rr't,Y)do
0 > = V2402 —2rr/t \/r2 + T’/2 27’7“’157” +Yr
2 Ap(r?/2,r%/2,71%/2) o
Zas [ : Y)do
47T IT_T,II 7’7” S/O {/ 7+32‘} ST* +Y?” (S’ )

1A (VE+VDA/E+VE) 2m
_ 1 Ap(w,y,2) / ds / VR (VB AV
Ar ry= IVa—/aIVIvE /2| o SVZHY/y
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Then with exchange y <> z and recalling ®(r, p) = ®(p,r), and using Lemma 6.3 we have

:(4N§)3/ 1x, 2V, /2y, V22) K5[0)(2V/x, \/2y, V22)dF (x)dF (y)dF (2)

R-’*ZO
_ (4mv2)?
- A
(VE+VDAT A7) 2m

X / ds / V2 D(v/2s,v/2Y,)do

VE—VaIVIVE V7 0

(Va+/2)N(

+

sz Yo /fy

VE<+/T) 2m S\/g ~
ds /0 m@(ﬁs,ﬁm)de}dF(x)dF(y)dF(z)

/ Ap(z,y, 2)
R%O,(y—x)(z—m)750,9c>0,y>0,z>0,y+z>x TYz
|

J

WAV N
A

:47_‘_\/5/ QO([L’,y,Z)

]R‘(’ZO,(y—:c)(z—x);ﬁO,x>0,y>0,z>0,y+z>x 4W\/ TYyz

(VEHVDNT+V/Z) 2
x / ds / ®(V/2s,V2Y,)dOdF (z)dF (y)dF(2)
We—yIV|/ae—/7] 0

= 4#\/5/ . OIC[ap](x,y,z)dF(a:)dF(y)dF(z)

where here and below we used the fact that (y—z)(z—z) =0ory+z < x = Kly|(z,y,2) = 0.
To compute Iy we recall definition of X, Y in (6.14),(6.15) to see that (r,7',7.) € Ry =
r=0,X=r>0Y =r. >0, and so letting z = 0,y = "*/2 > 0,z = r.>/2 > 0 gives

Kald)(0, 7,1 dt o 220 Tf?/?’r /2 400 )0
2
_ (4W)3W(0 e >A <o v.9) = (4W>3K[ A0.9.
and so
b= (nV® [ 1n,(VE VI VEIKIG(VES, V2 VE)AF ()P ()P ()

= 47?\/5/ - OIC(x,y,z)dF(a:)dF(y)dF(z).

For the integral I3, we have (7,7, 7)) € Rs =1 =0,7. > X =7 >0,Y = /7.2 — 72 and so
letting = 72/2 > 0,y = 0,2 = "% /2 > 0 gives

o(r?/2,0,7. /2) .
KB[ ](7’ O ’f’ 471' / dt/ 1{r >T} 7‘7”; ( roA/ T — T )dﬁ
2 Ay(z,0, 2
= [ e 2(\/— O(V2z,1/2(z —2)) = 1{Z>x>0}/q (2,0, 2).
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Then using the symmetry K[pl](z,y, 2) = K[p](z, z,y) we have

o= (rV3) [ 1n, (V2B VEIKIGI(VED, V2 VA (a)AF ()P ()

3
RS,

= 4W\/§-2/ Klo|(x,y, 2)dF (z)dF (y)dF(z)

RS ,y=0,z>2>0

— 42 / Kl AF@APE()

+ AmV?2 Kle|(x,y, 2)dF (x)dF (y)dF(2).

RS ,,2=0,y>2>0

Taking sum [y + I + I3 and using (6.21) we obtain (6.19). O

6.3. Existence and positivity of some potential U(|x]).

Lemma 6.9. Let V € Cy(Rxo) N C*(Ro), Vi(r) = V(r)r, and suppose that (f—;l/'l(r) is non-
decreasing in (0,00) and there are constants 0 < 6 < 1,C > 0 such that

d
—V
dr 1(7”)

[e%) 2
< ¢ r > 0; / (1+ 7"5) d—Vl(r)
0

— T dr < oo.
142 dr? "

Let
1 o[> a4z .
Ulp) —pg/o (- @Vl(r)> sin(pr)dr, p>0.

Then U(p) > 0 for all p € (0,00) and U(€) = V(|¢]) for all € € R®, where U is the Fourier

transform of the function x — U(|x|) in terms of theory of generalized functions.

Proof. To prove the positivity of U we will use the following property: if f € L'((0,00)) is

non-negative and non-increasing in (0, 00), then

/0 T f)sin(er)dr >0 ¥p > 0. (6.22)

The proof of (6.22) is easy: first for any 0 < a < b < 0o, according to the second mean-value
theorem of integration, there is ¢ € (a, b) such that fab f(r)sin(pr)dr = f(a) [ sin(pr)dr, then
use the fact that 0 < f € L'((0,00)) implies lim(i]llff(a)a2 = 0. These deduce (6.22).
a—
To prove the lemma we use approximation: for any € > 0, let
U.x) = (2m)° [ eV (eeede, x € B
R3
U.(x) is obviously radially symmetric, so if we denote U.(p) = U.(X)|jx|=p, then

1
- 212p

U(p) /0 e “"Vi(r)sin(pr)dr, p>0.
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Next using integration by parts twice we deduce

/ e “"Vi(r)sin(pr)dr = - / e " —Vi(r)sin(pr)dr
] e Jo dr
1> __.d [ A :
=3 Evl( 1) cos(pr)pdr — 2 ¢ Vi(r) sin(pr)dr.

For the integral that contains cos(pr), integrating by parts again and reorganizing the results

we obtain

U(p) = ;)(25 /000 e‘”%Vl(r) sin(pr)dr + /000 e‘”(—dd—zzvl( ) sin(pr)dr)

2m?p(e? + p?
= Ul,e(p) + U2,e(p)7 P> 0.

From the assumption we see that —-35 ~Vi(r) is non-increasing in (0, 00) and so by integrability
we have —@Vl( r) > I%EEO(_W%(R)) = 0 for all > 0. From this we see that <LV;(r)
is non-increasing in (0,00) and so LVi(r) > }%1_{20 4Vi(R) = 0 for all » > 0. Thus the
functions —;—;Vl(r) —rdyi(r), _57’(—&1—;‘/1(7")) are non-negative and non-increasing in (0, co)
and belong to Ll((O,oo)). By (6.22) we conclude U(p) > 0,U;-(p) > 0,Us.(p) > 0 hence
U.(p) > 0 for all p >0 (Ve > 0). Next we show that

sup U(p )<C’3 = limU.(p) =U(p) Vp>0 (6.23)

0<e<1 =0

Here and below the constants C; > 0 (i = 1,2,3,4) depend only on V,C and §.
In fact for all € > 0, p > 0 we have

00 4
0<Ui(p) < ¢ 5/ e—”(’”) dr = G o (6.24)
0

7203 20 30
and (using |sin(x)| < 2° for all z > 0)

1 2 02 s
——F———— €
2m?p(e® + p?)

P Vi) >0 (6.25)

()| sin(pr)| < 2%

This gives the first inequality in (6.23). From (6.25) and Lebesgue dominated convergence we

obtain

lim Up.(p) = lim ;)/Ow e - C?—QQW )) sin(pr)dr = U(p)

e—0+ e—0+ 272 p(e? 4 p?

for all p > 0. This together with (6.24) gives (6.23).
Now let S(R?) be the class of Schwartz functions on R?. For any ¢ € S(R?) we have
¢ € S(R?) and it holds the inverse formula

(&) =2m)7° . b(x)e*tdx  VEER?
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from which and Fubini theorem we obtain
[ vxhieox = [ e V(e <o (6.26)
R R

Since

~ ~ 1
sup |Uc(|x])i(x)| < Cslw(X)IW, 883103|6‘5‘5‘V(|€I)w(§)| < Culp(6)l,

lim Ue(x])i(x) = U(x)d(x). - Tim e FV(IN(§) = V() (©)

for all x € R3\ {0}, ¢ € R?, it follows from (6.26) and Lebesgue dominated convergence that

Thus according to the definition of the Fourier transform of generalized functions we conclude
U(€) = V(). O

If we choose V(r) = ﬁ, 0 <mn < 1, then it is easily checked that V satisfies the conditions

in Lemma 6.9 with 6 = /2.
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Note: This is just an optimal version of the last version which has been published in Jour-
nal of Statistical Physics, 175(2019), no. 2, 289-350. In the present version, the collision kernel
B(v — v,,w) is slightly extended to a common one satisfying (1.4),(1.5), and the constant 7 in
Assumption 1.1 is only assumed 1 > 0. The proofs for the corresponding results, e.g. Proposi-

tion 3.4, Proposition 4.2, Theorem 4.4, are also updated easily.
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