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CONVERGENCE ESTIMATES OF A SEMI-LAGRANGIAN SCHEME FOR THE
ELLIPSOIDAL BGK MODEL FOR POLYATOMIC MOLECULES

SEBASTIANO BOSCARINO, SEUNG-YEON CHO, GIOVANNI RUSSO, AND SEOK-BAE YUN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose a new semi-Lagrangian scheme for the polyatomic ellipsoidal BGK
model. In order to avoid time step restrictions coming from convection term and small Knudsen number, we
combine a semi-Lagrangian approach for the convection term with an implicit treatment for the relaxation
term. We show how to explicitly solve the implicit step, thus obtaining an efficient and stable scheme for
any Knudsen number. We also derive an explicit error estimate on the convergence of the proposed scheme
for every fixed value of the Knudsen number.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Polyatomic ES-BGK model. The BGK model [5] has been popularly employed for various flow
problems of rarefied gas dynamics in place of the Boltzmann equation since it reproduces the dynamics of the
Boltzmann equation in a reliable manner at much lower computational cost. The importance of developing
polyatomic versions of the BGK model has been recognized soon after the inception of the model - which is
very natural since most of the gas molecules consists of several atoms - and the several attempts to derive
polyatomic version of the BGK model have been proposed in the literature. The polyatomic generalization
of the BGK model can be realized in various manners such as the introduction of new variables describing
the internal energy due to the inner configuration of the molecules [2, 4], vibrational excitation [3] , and
reformulation into the gas mixture framework [20, 29]. In this paper, we are interested in the polyatomic
BGK model obtained from the so called ellipsoidal BGK model [2, 8, 18] (Polyatomic ES-BGK model):
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o o 0 Vef = 22 (Mu(f) - §),
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The velocity-energy distribution function f(x,v,t,I) represents the number density of particles in the phase
space. For simplicity, we assumed periodic boundary condition in d-dimensional space. Without loss of
generality, the length of the domain is assumed to be one. The parameter I € R, is related to internal
energy ¢ due to rotation and vibration (1) = I §, where d > 0 represents the number of degrees of freedom
for the internal motion of the molecules such as the rotation and vibration. Our independent variables x and
v belong to phase space (z,v) € T¢xR?, with T? = R%/Z4, and t > 0 denotes the time. The Knudsen number
K > 0 is the ratio between the mean free path of the gas molecules and the macroscopic length scale of the
problem. We consider a collision frequency A, ¢ :=1/(1 — v+ 1), for 0 <0 <1 and f% < v < 1. The two
parameters can be chosen to fit Prandtl number and transport coefficients computed by Chapmann-Enskog
expansion of the equation Boltzmann equation. The polyatomic Gaussian M, (f) is given by

(1.2) Myo(f) =

pAs (v—U(a:,t))Tf/)_@l(v— U(zx,t)) [§>

Vet (277,,.9)(Th) 2 P <_ 2 T,

where As is a normalizing constant defined by
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are defined as follows:

The macroscopic local density p(z,t), bulk velocity U(z,t), stress tensor ©(x,t) and internal energy Fs(x,t)

plat)i= [ flavt Ddud,
R3xR4
platU(w,0)i= [

vf(z,v,t, 1
]RSXR+

0,6, Idvdl
m%m@@¢y:/‘

R3xR4

(v=Ul(z,t)) @ (v—Ulx,t)) f(z,v,t, I)dvdl,

5 lv— Uz, t)|> + I§> f(z,v,t, Idvdl.
The internal energy Ejs consists of the translational energy ;. and the non-translational energy Ef s:

1

Ey, _/ ~|v—U(z,t)|* f(x,v,t,I)dvdl,

R3 xRy 2

Ers f:/ I%f(
RSXR+

x,v,t, IdvdlI.
The corresponding temperatures Ts, T3, and 17 s are defined by

3+0 3 1)
E5 =: 7,0T5, Etr = *thT., EL(; =: 7,0T]75.
2 2 2
Note that T is the convex combination of T3, and 717 s:

3 1)
Ty = —> T + ——T
AT

We also define the relaxation temperature T and the temperature tensor 7, ¢ as follows:
Ty =0T5+ (1 —6)T7 s,
Too = 0TsId+ (1 —0){(1 — v)T} Id + vO}.
where Id is a 3 x 3 identity matrix.
invariants:

The polyatomic relaxation operator has five-dimensional collision

1
/ (Muo(f) — 1)
TdxR3 xR

v dxdvdl =0,
Lo +13
so that the conservation laws hold for mass, momentum and energy:
d

—/ fo(v, Idxdvdl = 0.
dt Jraxmrsxr,
The celebrated H-theorem was first verified in [2] (See also [7, 8, 27, 39])

il
— flnfdvdI:/
dt Jrsxr,

(Myo(f) — f)In fdvdI < 0.
R3 xR+

We note that this model reduces to the monatomic ES-BGK model [18] when § = 0. On the other hand,
if we take v = # = 0 and integrate both sides of (1.1) against I, the original BGK model is recovered [5]. It
0 <@ <1, f converges to Mg 1(f):

is also interesting that there is a dichotomy in the time asymptotic state of f depending on 6 (see [27]). For
PAs
Mo (f) =

lv—U(z,t))? I3
5 —exp | - — = |
(2nT5)? (T5)2 215 Ts
while if § = 0, its time asymptotic limit is the isothermal equalibrium Mg o(f):

o —U(z,t)|> I
)2 1,6)2

2
, 3
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1.2. Implicit semi-Lagrangian scheme. Several methods have been adopted for numerical solutions of
(1.1). In [21, 23], the authors adopted iterative schemes to find the steady state solutions. When dealing
with time-dependent problems, explicit schemes can be adopted if the Knudsen number is not too small
[1, 22]. On the other hand, if one is interested in small value of x, then an implicit treatment of collision
term is necessary in order to avoid excessive restrictions on the time step. Splitting schemes can be used
in which an explicit convection step is followed by an implicit relaxation step [10]. Because during the
relaxation step mass momentum and energy are constant, the solution of the implicit step is relatively easy.
However, splitting schemes have the drawback that for small Knudsen number they are restricted to the
first order accuracy in time [9, 19]. Accuracy can be improved for small Knudsen number using implicit
explicit Runge-Kutta schemes [4]. In this paper, the authors use an Eulerian framework in which convection
terms are treated explicitly and collision term is treated implicitly. The drawback of Eulerian schemes is the
CFL-type time step restriction ‘v At ’ < 1 imposed by the convection term. To overcome these difficulties,
we propose a semi-Lagrangian method with an implicit treatment of the relaxation term of the following
form:

n+1 Py
(1 3) fJ» f,J k _ A (f’ﬂ+1) fn+1

' At K ik ik
where f”Jrl is the discrete solution of the scheme, ﬁ"] i is the approximation of the discrete solution on the
foot of characteristic, and M, o(f "H) denotes the numerical polyatomic ellipsoidal Gaussian (See Section 2
for precise definitions.) However, thls implicit scheme requires to solve non-linear systems.

To overcome this difficulty, we observe that the polyatomic ellipsoidal Gaussum constructed from f”"',i in

can be replace e polyatomic ellipsoidal Gaussian constructed form up to small error, whic
1.3 be replaced by the polyat llipsoidal G tructed fa ik up b 1 hich

making the equation solvable as

gt " ik T AveAtMy o (f7 1)
ik K+ A, oAt

Note that the proposed scheme for the polyatomic ES-BGK model reduces to the semi-Lagrangian scheme
for monatomic BGK model in [16, 33, 36] and semi-Lagrangian scheme for monatomic ES-BGK model [35]
by taking appropriate values of ¥ and 6 and integrating it over I variable.

The main result of this paper is the derivation of the error estimate based on Lg°-norm (see notation in
section 1.3), which is stated in Theorem 3.3 as follows:

2

N f (Az)
1% = sy < oG
where C is a constant depending on T, ¢, 4, x,6, v, At, but can be uniformly bounded regardless of At > 0.
The main ingredient of the convergence proof is the establishment of the following uniform stability estimate
of the discrete solution (see section 5):

+ (Az)* + Av + AT + At>,

O}t *mTf —C3(Jvs|“+17) < froo< % T’ 1 12y—a/2

o " fijn <e [ follge (1 4 v;17) =%

We note that, unlike most of numerical stability estimates, the uniform lower bound is important since it is
crucially used to prove that the polyatomic temperature never vanishes (see Lemma 5.14):

o (L Ceath ety
2C<s||fo||L<><>

so that the discrete polyatomic ellipsoidal Gaussian never degenerates into Dirac delta.

We close this subsection with a brief review on implicit semi-Lagrangian schemes for BGK models. In
[36], high order semi-Lagrangian methods were constructed using diagonally implicit Runge-Kutta schemes
[24] and high order non-oscillatory spatial reconstruction [13]. Owing to the L-stability property of time
discretization, the resulting schemes enable one to use a large time step even in the fluid regime. In [16],
multi-step time discretization such as BDF methods were adopted in the semi-Lagrangian framework. The
performance of such methods was verified through boundary value problems in [15, 32]. In [6], such semi-
Lagrangian schemes were employed as a predictor scheme corrected it by a conservative procedure to obtain
an exactly conservative scheme at the discrete level. We also refer to [17] for semi-Lagrangian methods
applied to gas mixtures and reactive flows.
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The convergence estimate for the original monatomic BGK model was investigated in [34]. The argument
has been simplified and applied to the more complicate case of the ES-BGK model [35], which is the main
motivation of the current work. These two results seem to be the only available convergence estimates for
fully discrete schemes for spatially inhomogeneous collisional kinetic equations.

The semi-Lagrangian methods have been widely used also for the numerical solutions of Vlasov-type equa-
tions [11, 14, 30, 31, 37, 38]. We refer to [12] for a nice survey on numerical schemes for kinetic equations.

1.3. Notation. Throughout this paper, we use the following notations :

C denotes a constant which can be explicitly computable.
e Cup..., Cva,b,“. denote a constant that depend on a,b,....
e We use lower indices i, j, k for space, velocity, internal energy variables and an upper index n for
time variable, respectively.
e We write the velocity vector v as v = (v, v?, v3).
e T/ denotes the final time of the numerical experiment.
e Therelation A < B for 3x3 matrices A and B means that B— A is positive definite, i.e., kT (B=A)k >
0 for all k = (k',k%,k%)T € R3.
e For N, q € N, the weighted L°°-Sobolev norm for continuous solution is defined by
1 @lzg = sup |f(x 0,8, 1)1+ [of* +17)2],
ZT,v,
IFOI, = > sup|0(a, B,7) f (@, v, t, I)(1+ o] + 17)7],
lal+8l+y<N D!

where «, 3,7 € Zy x Z3 x Z, and the differential operator d(«, §,7) stands for 020207 . Indeed,
If@llzee = I1F 5%

e The weighted Lg°-Sobolev norm for discrete solution is defined by
2. q
1" 1z = sup |75, (1 + o |* + 1) 21,
0.7,

where f

I;. is a numerical solution of flxi, vt Ii).
e To measure the distance between discrete and continuous solutions, we use the following supremum

on grid points:
20q
1" = f(t" e = Sl}g f75e = F@a v, 7 T (L+ o | + 1) 2.
1.4,

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we derive a first order semi-Lagrangian scheme for the
polyatomic ES-BGK model. Section 3 is devoted to the statement of the main result of this paper. In the
following Section 4 and 5, we present several technical estimates on the discrete solution and its macroscopic
variables. In Section 6, we rewrite the polyatomic ES-BGK model (1.1) for the easy comparison of continuous
and discrete solution. Then, in Section 7, the difference between the continuous and discrete Gaussians is
estimated. Finally, in Section 8, we prove our main theorem.

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE NUMERICAL SCHEME

2.1. Discretization. For velocity variables, we take same mesh spacing Awv in all directions, while, for the
internal energy variable, we use a uniform mesh of size AIl. For space, one-dimensional periodic unit interval
is considered with a uniform mesh Az. We assume a fixed time step At. Then,

t" =nAt, n=0,1,..., Ny,
x; =iAx, 1=0,%+1,...,£N,, +(N, +1),...
where N;At = T/, N,Az = 1. Note that we consider space discretization on the whole spatial domain and

then impose periodicity for technical simplicity in the convergence proof.
For velocity and internal energy variables, we use

Uj = (U;7U]2'7’U?) = (le’l},jQA’U,j?,AU), (j17j27j3) € Z37

I, =kAI, k=0,1,2,....
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To be more concise, we introduce the following notations:
Definition 2.1. (1) Let x(i,7) := x; — v; At and s = 5(i, ) be the index such that
.’t(’L7j) € [1'3,1's+1).
(2) Let f, ' x be the linear interpolation of f,, and fg, ;, on z(i, j) at time ¢
fitin = aife e+ (L—aj) fi jn

where a; := (z541 — #(i,j))/Az. Note that there is only j dependence on a; due to the use of
uniform grid in space variable.

2.2. Implicit semi-Lagrangian scheme. Our scheme reads

k ~i7,lj,k + AVﬁAtMuﬂ(ﬁfj,k)
K+ Al,ygAt '

where A,9:=1/(1-v+vf) for0<f<1land —3 <v<1.
fznj pi=aifei+ (L—aj)fi ik
Note that a; and s are defined in (2.1). The discrete ellipsoidal Gaussian based on { f &} is given by
Py o 0= O (T 0 =0 1
= 0 (T 3 2 (To)7
det (2(To0)7 ) ((T0)7)

where A5 is a normalizing constant defined by

A= / e 1°dlI.
Ry

The macroscopic variables computed from { ﬁ”J . are defined as follows:

(2.1) e =

(22) Muolfisn) =

(2.3)
e Mass:

o = Z],k} 74]]6(A'U)3AI

ﬁ?ﬁz‘n = Zj,k J;szj,kUj(A”)SAI'

e Momentum:

e Stress tensor:
e Polyatomic temperature:

(T5)7 = 325 (Ter)7 + 525 (Trs)7,
where

7 o\n n o v —Or?
(Tir)} = %% ng ”kQ(AU)?’AL

(Tra)i o= 255, J I (A0)ATL

e Relaxation temperature:
(Ty)i" = 0(T5)7" + (1 = 0)(T1,5)7"

e Polyatomic temperature tensor:

(To0)i := A0(Ts)i 1d + A(1 = 0)(1 = v)(T}) Id + (1 — 0)vO7,

For notational simplicity, we also introduce
K+ A, oAt KV
_— = At

At+ kK ov,k, At) = At+r
Since the initial step can be taken to be arbitrarily correct, we assume for technical simplicity that the initial

step is approximated as follows to guarantee that no error arises in the initial approximation of the initial
data:

A=A, 0, Kk, At) =

R

b
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(2.4)
e initial distribution:
ik = folwi,vi In),  fj 0 = fo(zi — vj At vy, 1),
e Mass:
ﬁ? = fR3><R+ fO(x'L - UlAta v, I)d’l)d],
e Momentum:
prur = U = fR3><R+ vfo(z; — v At v, Idvdl.
e Stress tensor:
P9 = fR3xR+ (U - 0?) ® (v — U?) fo(z; — v At v, I)dvdl.
e Polyatomic temperature:
(T5)) = 525 (Ter)? + 555 (T1.6)?,

where
= v—U02
(Tir)? 1= 2 foo o, =5 folwi — 01 AL v, Ddvdl,
(Tr.5)? = %ﬁ fR3xR+ I fo(x; — v At v, I)dvdl.

e Relaxation temperature:

(T9)9 == 0(T5)? + (1 — 6)(Tr.5)°.

e Polyatomic temperature tensor: } ) ) )
(T0.0)? := NO(T5)%1d + X1 — 0)(1 — v)(Ty,)1d + (1 — 0)v6Y.
where

)\E)\(V,&KJ,AIf) = %a DED(”»’@AIS) = A’;in'

2.3. Derivation of the first order scheme. Now we consider how the scheme (2.1) is derived. Throughout
this paper, we focus on one-dimensional spatial domain (d = 1). We start from the backward characteristic
of (1.1):

af  Ayp
VAt )~ 1),
dx

(2.5) = 1};7
@ _ar_
ds ds

Here, one can easily have
x(s) =z; — vjl-(t”Jrl —s), v(s)=v;, I(s)=1I.
To solve (2.5), considering the stiffness coming from x, we apply the implicit Euler method:

n+1 r?
Figk = Fign _ Avo (0 comiry _ pnnt
At Tk vo(figk) = fin ) -

where the discrete ellipsoidal Gaussian is given by

(2.6)

. piAs oo [ = U (o) s = U7 I}
Muslfigd) = wwmmmmm%p< 2 <m»

with the discrete normalizing factor:




CONVERGENCE ESTIMATES OF A SL SCHEME FOR ES-BGK MODEL FOR POLYATOMIC MOLECULES 7

and the macroscopic fields are defined by

e Mass:
Z]k le k( ) Al

PRUP = 3, 1 0 (Av)PAL
=2k k(v —U) @ (v = Up)(Av)° AL

(T(;)ZTL = %(TM)" + %(TIJ)?,

e Momentum:
e Stress tensor:
e Polyatomic temperature:

where
n Uj*UiHQ
(T )2 gp zj, ,Jk%m)w,

(TI,5)i =3 Liw I, Wi (Av)PAL
e Relaxation temperature:
(Ty)i = 0(T5)7 + (1 = 0)(T1,5);"
e Polyatomic temperature tensor:
(Too)? :=0(Ts)PId+ (1 —60)(1 —v)(Ty)PId+ (1 — 0)vOr,

We note that (2.6) involves high computational cost since it is implicit form. To transform this implicit
scheme into an explicitly computable scheme with beneficial stability properties preserved, we adopt the
argument developed in [6, 16, 28, 35, 36] to our polyatomic setting.

We start with conservative quantities. We multiply both sides of (2.6) by collision invariants:

L2, 3
$ige = | Lvg, glosl” + I
and take a summation over 7, k to derive

S (st = T daa(d0? AL = 2208 (vt (11508 — f2) 630(A0)° AL

J.k 4,k
Since the right hand side vanishes for enough v and I nodes, we have

n+1_ﬁ?. ZfzgkAU

27) O Z FI v (Av)P AL

iojk

(E5);L+1 Z .7,k <W k) (AU)?)AI

Using this, we approximate (T5)?"!, (T3,)"t and (Tr6)7t" as follows:
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~ 2
(Ty)P+ = (Ty)r = 3+5P Zfd . (|“7U| ]k> (AvPSAT

7

@oyrtt = 2 L 5 s 2 OV g

3 p7 py" L 2
21 . = U2
= > ;}jykW(m)Sm,
(2.8) ’fi ok
= (Ttr)znv
2 1 2
(Tra)i™ = 550 S Fifa (o)Al
74‘ jyk
2 1 .
~ gﬁ—anmkI (Av)3AT
2 ] k

51
&

—: (Ty )7
Note that the approximations for (Ty,.)? ™" and (77 5)7"" can be justified because we are considering a first

order scheme. Now, we turn to the approximation of the stress tensor (9?“. Although it is a non-conservative
quantity, we can approximate it in a legitimate way as in [35]. For this, we introduce

&= (v, — UMY @ (v — UMY

)

)

and multiply this to (2.6) to derive
n n n AVﬂAt n n n
(29) DU - e Q0P Al = 3 SIS My - Fi) €t v AL
Jik Jik
Recalling the relation U; ntl — U . we obtain
= (0 UMY @ (v — U™ = (0 = U7 @ (0 = UF) =: .
This implies that the second term on the left in (2.9) becomes

(2.10) ijkgnﬂ Av) AI_ijkf (Av)>AI = prer,

where O is defined by
Z zjk )®(U370:L)(AU)3A[

On the other hand, the right hand 51de in (2.9) can be rewritten by

S 208 (Muala1h) — St €5 Boar

7.k
_ AVﬁAt n+1 n+1 n+1on+1
= o (Pi (To0); pi" O] )
Ay oA
(2.11) _ Avpnt (pyﬂ {9(T5)y+11d + (1 - 9){(1 —v)(Ty) T d + VG;L“H - p?+1®?+1>
K
= B (oo + (-0 - (@ | fa - {1- v+ vo}rer)
K
At At
= ?P?H (A 00(T5)P " + (1= Ay o) (Ty) 7] Id — —pi 1O+,

Then, we insert (2.10) and (2.11) into (2.9) to compute ©7! as follows:
At [Ay,ge(i;)g + (1= Ay g0)(Ty)? ] Id + kO
At +k

n+l
oyt =
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Now, we use this and (2.8) to approximate the polyatomic stress tensor:
i

(To0)P = 0(Ts)! T 1d + (1 — 0){(1 — V) (T 1d + V@;H_l}

~ O(T5)!1d + (1 — 0)(1 — v)(Ty,) 1d

At [Ayg0(T5)2 + (1= Ay 0)(Tiy)7 | 1d + 567
1-46
+ v [ At + K ]
(1—0)ALA, 40\ , =
=0+ —Z>L— ) (T5)?1d
< T At s (To);
(1 —0)AL(1 — ALg0)\ =
1—6)(1— : T )" T
+ (= o+ PR 7 g
KO
1-— .

* Q)VAt + K
We write it in a more compact manner
(2.12) (To0)i ™ = (Too)i = M(T5)7 Id + M1 = 0)(1 = v)(T,) P 1d + (1 — 0)6F,
using

_ L K+ AV79At _ o %
A=A, 0, Kk, At) = At v=v(v, Kk, At) := A
Similarly, we approximate (Tg)?Jrl as follows:
(2.13) (To)7 ™+ = (Tp)7 = 0(T5)} + (1= 0)(T1.6)7-
In view of (2.7), (2.8), (2.12), (2.13), we find that My7g(fl7f;,r,i) is legitimately replaced by M, ¢( Z"Jk)
o F A (0 = O (o))~ (s =0 1]
Myo(fiin) = exp | — : — — .
o(F250) R ( 2 (T);

Finally, we substitue this into (2.6), and solve for flnj',i to get our scheme:

(2.14) grot = P Avo My (Fi )
gk K+ Ay At

Remark 2.2. For § = 0, after taking summation over k in (2.14), this scheme becomes the first order SL
scheme for the monatomic ES-BGK model in [35]. For § = v = 0, the scheme further reduces to the first
order SL scheme for the BGK model in [16, 33, 36]. In this paper, we only consider the case 0 < § < 1 and
1
—5 <v<Ll
2

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section, we present the explicit error estimate of our scheme measured in weighted || - || Lge-nOrm.
We state a theorem for the existence of classical solutions in [25], which is necessary for error estimates in
following sections. In the following theorem, we take a final time 7/ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. [25, 26] Let —-1/2 <v <1,0<0 <1, >0, ¢ >5+43. Suppose that the initial function fo

satisfies the following two conditions:
(1) [ follzge, < oo,
(2) folx —vt,v,T) > C&e‘cé(lv‘aﬂb), for some constants a,b,Cy,C2 > 0.

(3.1)

Then, there exists a unique solution for (1.1) that satisfies
o (Al): f is uniformly bounded:

1F)lege, < Cone®2{]| foll g, + 1}

for some positive constants Ca 1 and Cag.
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o (A2): There exist positive constants Crys ¢,, Crs g, 5 and Crs g, 54 such that
p(x,t) > Crs g,
Ts(xz,t) > CTf,st,
p(x,t) + |U(z,t)] + Ts(x,t) < Cr1 1y 5,4-

Remark 3.2. Existence of classical solutions and its asymptotic equilibrization in near-equilibrium regime
can be found in [40].

Now, we state our main theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let —1/2 < v <1,0< 6 <1,0<d<2andq>5+93. Let f be the unique smooth
solution of (1.1) corresponding to the initial data fo satisfying two initial conditions in Theorem 3.1 and

[follese, ,, < oo

1,q+1
For'a positive Tay a1 > 0 given in Theorem 5.5, assume that Av and Al satisfy

AU, Al < TAv,AI-

i constructed from (2.1) satisfies the following explicit error estimate:
(Az)

At

Then, the discrete solution

1% = 5y < oG + (02 + v+ AT+ 1)

where C is a constant depending on T7,q, 6, k,0,v, At, but can be uniformly bounded regardless of At > 0.

Remark 3.4. (1) The value of 7a, a7 is given in Theorem 5.5. (2) The constant C' in the error bound blows
up as kK — 0.

4. TECHNICAL LEMMAS
In this section, we present several technical lemmas.
Lemma 4.1. The discrete solution f and f" satisfies
1z < llfollge, forn =0,
1 e < I les forn > 1.

Proof. For n = 0, we recall that no initial errors are assumed. Then,

- - 2\ %
17 = sup |2 (1 o+ 1)
4,3,k
1 2 73\?
= sup |fo(z; — v; At,v;, I) (1+|Uj| +Ik)
i,5,k
1 2, g2)\%
< sup |fo(z —v At,v,I) (1 + |v|* + I3
z,v, 1
= [l follzge-

For n > 1, we use (2.1) to obtain

_ - 2\ 3
[f"lree = sup fitik (1 + o |* + fz?)
2,7,

2\ 4
= S‘%E (ajfsn,j,k +(1 *aj)f:ﬂ,j,k) (1 + [vj]? JFL?)
04,

b

g
<sup [k (1 + |Uj|2 + I%) 2
ik

where the index s is determined as in (2.1) for each ¢, 7, and the last inequality follows from the inequalities
0 < a; <1. This completes the proof. O

In the following lemma, we establish the equivalent relations for (7,4)% and (Tp)7.
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Lemma 4.2. Let 6 >0, —1/2<v<1land0<6 < 1. Suppose ik > 0 and pi > 0. Then, the discrete

n

temperature tensor (77,,9)1- and relaxation tempemture (Tg)” satzsfy the following estimates:

(1) XNO(T5)*d < (Tp0)1 < )\C’ {3+6(1-0)}(Ts)r1d,

t=3
(2) 0(T5)} < (Ty)} {5 +3(1-0)}(Ty)7,
where C,, = max{l —v,1+42v} and X\ = %.

Proof. (1) The estimate for (7,)7: For k € R3, recall the definition of (7,,¢)" in (2.12) to have

kT{ﬁ?(m)y}ksz{w[ 5Zf7], (”JUF ) (Av)g’AI}Id}k

(4.1) *"’T{’\( )1 —v) { Z ”k N )?’AI}Id}k
+kT{ Zf,]k U7 @ (v; —ﬁf)(Av)%I}k
= R1 + Ry + Rs.

Depending on the range of v, we respectively estimate the upper and lower bounds of kT{ 7 l,g }k in
(4.1) as follows:
(1-1) Upper bound estimate of (4.1):
(1-1-1) 0 < v < 1: We first simplify R3 by using the following identity:
BT (v = 07 @ (v = U7k = (k- (0 = T7))’,

and use the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality as follows:

Zf,], O7)*(A0)* AT <3 oy — O (A0 ATIR® < 357 (Ti,)7 ||,
7,k

Then, the upper bound of (4.1) is given by
K7 (Toa)i Ve < MO (T5)2 KT + AL = 0)(1 = 1) (Tor ) K12
(4.2) +3(1 = 0)wpp (T )7 K]
< A+ 20057 {0(T5)7 + (1= 0)(Tir)7 K[,

In the last line, we use 0 < v =

KV
< dA>1.
ANor= v an >
(1-1-2) —1/2 < v < 0: In this case, we have 7 < 0. Then, (4.1) becomes

BT (Toa)i Ve < {052 (TR + (1= 0)(1 = v)3 (Tor )2 K1}

<A1 =) {0T)7 + (1 - O)(Tiy)1 | P2
Combine (4.2) and (4.3) and divide both sides of (4.1) by g > 0 to derive

(4.3)

(4.4) kT (Ty0)"k < max{l — 1,1+ 20}\ {( — 0)(To )" + O(T5)" } k|2,
Now, we recall the definition of (T5)? in (2.3) to obtain
- 3 - 5 = 3
)7 = o= ()} + 5= (T1a)} = 5= (D)7,
()7 = 5o (B! + 55 (o)} 2 o (i)

which, together with (4.4), leads to
~ 1
kT (T, o)k < 3 max{1l — v, 1+ 20} {3 + §(1 — 0) }(Ts)7|k|*.
(1-2) Lower bound estimate of (4.1):
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(1-2-1) 0 < v < 1: The summation Ry + R in (4.1) satisfies
R2+R3:kT{)\( 1—y[ nyjk

me (v; — UM)*(Av)*AT

U"|2( )%1} Id}k:

> kT{A(l ~ O V(T T

K T ) ~n/p \n
> — — (T A .
= At + Iﬁl(l 9)(1 V)k {pz ( tr)z Id}k

K+ A, g At K

In the last line, we use A = Y +7/<; > At n with 4,9 =1/(1—v+v0) >0

(1-2-2) —1/2 < v < 0: In this range of v, we have A > 0. Then,

R2+R3=k‘T{()‘<1_ l—u){ Zf,;k:

~n|2

(AU)3AI:| Id}k

+ET(1—0)p Zf”k ur) - (v Uﬁ)(Av)BAz}k

U
>kT{(
s

o)1 - V))ﬁ?(ftr)?fd}/f

OV (Tp )7 Id}k

= 0)(1+20) 77 (Tor)7 |2,

At—l—ﬁ

Since Ry + R3 > 0 for —1/2 < v < 1, we can conclude that
ET{pM(Ty0)" Y > NG (T5)P|k|? + Ro + Rs > NP (Ts)™ |k

(2) The estimate for (T)?: Note that (T;,.)" > 0, which gives

Then,
(To)i = (1= ) (Tr,5)i + O(T5)}

< -0 (R0 Tr) + 0T = 5430 -0) (B,

Also, from (T75)} > 0, we have
(To)i" = (1= 0)(Tr.0)7 +6(Ts); = 6(T5)7

This completes the proof.

5. STABILITY OF THE DISCRETE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

The goal of this section is to show that the numerical solutions and its corresponding macroscopic quan-
tities are uniformly bounded. First, we define three constants which will be used throughout this section.
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Definition 5.1. We define constants C_'a’ln C_’a,b’q#; and C_’(;’q,m by

Oy / e~ O3 +1") gy,
’ R3 xR,

Cabg.6 = SUp 6_03(‘”|a+1b)(1 + [v)* + I%)%7
v, I

_ 1

Cs.qem = ——=dvdl, q—m >max(2,6).
R3xR, (14 |v]2+15) 2

where a,b,m, q are constants and C3 is defined in 3.1.
In the following, we summarize the main stability estimates of this section as E and Ef.
Definition 5.2. For n > 1, we say that
(1) fi) satisfies BT, if A" and B™ hold:

x K+ A, gAtCa \ " CmAvo s
(A™) 1 fiellree < (M I follzee < €™ 4005 foll oo
v,

n
= K 2 a b Av.0 nf 2 a b
B" L [ — Cle—CO(\Uﬂ +1;) > e~ T Cle_co(‘vj‘ +Ik)'
( ) fz,j,k = (IQ%—AV,gAt) 0 = 0

(2) f1j) satisfies B3, if C™ and D™ hold:

" - 1= _Avof N
(C ) P; > 5 a,bcoe =T = Plower;
— 2
~ 1 Ca bCl _ l+4C.Lt Tf 3+s ~
@2 (gepape )T < Ee
O oo
CMmAv.0_pf
(D") 5" 1z < 2C5,4e= 405" | foll o =+ puppers
~n 405 1 %_ﬁ_ﬁgc.Mﬁ . Tf
177 <, qc1 LTI T ol < e
8 O(S 2 %‘F% v, Tf -
Ty Coaz (bl 4™ 1) ()

upper:

(3) We define E™ = ET A EY.

Remark 5.3. The constants C§ and C2 are defined in (3.1). Also, the definition of Cy, is given in Lemma
5.9. In A™ and B".

To state the main result of this section, we need another technical definitions.

Definition 5.4. We define a1, a2 and ag by

_1
a _ 1 ﬁlower(Té)lowere %Tf o
1=
r2340)E ol ’
1
e q —6-5 ﬁlower —%Tf proa
a9 ‘= M e v, ,
> P23 +0)% Iollie
1
~ T 3F+otaq
as = 1 5 plo“’er(T‘s)?ower ef;ij\gimTf !
: T .
“r23+40) "z lfollry

The following stability estimate is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 5.5. Choose | > 0 small enough so that Av, Al < satisfies
70 b < Ze 6 (s 1"+ 1) (Av)3 AT < 2C s,

1- 2 la b 2 2 _
(5'1) 50 b < Sjupe —Co(Jvj|*+1y) (1 + |Uj|2 +I}§)2 < 20@,1)7(176,

1~ 1 . .

gcﬁ,qu < Z S (A’U) Al < 205,q7m>

T (i)
and
> (Av)3AT < / ~ dvdl,
(5.2) A(v;, U i) SR+Av+AT A(v,U7 D<2(R+Av+AT)
. ) .
> —H(AW)SAIS/ ———————dudl,
A(v;,0,11)> R+2A0+2AT |A(v;,0, 1) A(v,0,1)>R+Av+AT [A(v,0,7)]

where

1 2 2\2
b,c) = —b? i)
Aasb.c)i= (gla— 1P + 25
Also, assume that Av and Al satisfies

1
(5.3) Av 4+ Al < min (al, ag,as, l, 2) =:TAuAL

where ay, a2, a3 are defined in Definition 5.4. Then, f'; . satisfies E™ for all n > 0.

Since several technical lemmas have to be established, we postpone the proof of this theorem to the end
of this section.

Lemma 5.6. Assume f]'; . satisfies E™ and the condition (5.3) holds. Then,

. 345
e < Csllf Mo (To)7) =,

where
13+2<>

Cs =275 n2(3 4+ 0)"%
Proof. We first divide the macroscopic density pf into two parts:
ﬁ? = Z f’L Ty k(Av)3AI + j;,'T,Lj,k(AU)BAI
A(v;, U I)>R+Av+ AT A(v;, U7 I ) <R+Av+AT
= Ill + Ilg.
The first term Z;; is bounded by
In = Z Fln(Av)P AT

A(v;, U I )>R+Av+AT
oy — 72 + 5251}
< n. 346177 i 3+§ A SAI
- ~ Z fzm]vk (R+AU+AI) ( U)
A(v; ,UP 1) >R+ Av+ AT

1
< - T
= (R+AU+A1)2”1( l5)7-

Since Av and AT satisfies (5.2), we can bound Z;2 by
Ty = > fl e (Av)P AT

2
(5.4) 55 vi— oy 124+ 53517 <(R+Av+AT)?

IN

/. 2 dvdr ) |z
ais [0 U7 |24 52515 <A(R+AvtAI)?
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To calculate the definite integral in (5.4), we use a change of variable:

[ 1 ~ 2
< m(vai”), 3+6I35>(rsingacos@sink,rsingasin@sink:,rcosgpsink,rcosk),

0<r<2(R+Av+AI), 0<e<m 0<60<27, 0

where

IN
>
N

Nl S

Then, the Jacobian is given by

Ot = (UP)!,0* — (UM?,v° = (UF)?,1)
A(r,p,0,k)

S5
— 9% 3+ 5)% 5r5+2| sinc,ocos‘sf1 k sin? k|,

and we have

- s sis z m  p2n p2(R+HAv+AI) P 51 5
i < | f* o272 (34 0) 2 Or°T| sinp cos® " ksin” k|drdfdpdk.

Using
3 s 3 s
/ 8| cos® ! ksin? k|dk < / Scos’ tksinkdk =1,
0 0
™ 2
/ |sinplde <, / do < 2m,
0 0
2(R+Av+AT) . 1 "
Pdr < —— (2(R+Av+ Al
/ P < s (R + Ao+ AD)
we obtain

~ 5 2 3490
Tio < Il {2-3(3+5) o 5} (2(R+ Av+ AI))
i

R+ Av+AD™.

= 1"l {2 723+ 0)

Combining the estimates for Z1; and Z;5, we derive

- 1 818 148 n
pi < (R_FAU—_'_AI)QPZ H(Ty)7 {2 T (346) }(R+A’U+AI)3+6||JC s

15

Here, we equates two terms on the upper bound so that the bound can be minimized. That is, the number

R is taken by

~n(T )TL 546
R+AU+AI:< oy Pil’s ) > a1 > Av+ Al
S r2(3 4 0) || e

where a; is given in Definition 5.4 and the last inequality holds due to (5.3). With the choice of such R > 0,

we have
3445

<2 {2 w40 T )T T ()

This, together with Lemma 4.1, gives
~n 13 n
< 2R 0 e T

which completes the proof.

O

Lemma 5.7. Let ¢ > 5+ 6. Suppose futher that fI'; ;. satisfies E™ and Av, Al satisfy the condition (5.3).

Then,
gq—6—3
2

P (Do) + 107 2) < Cognll Mg,

qg—25—5 q
272 7%(3+6)2
Cé,q,lz{ q—5(—5 ) }

where
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Proof. We start by splitting the following quantity into two parts:

1 2 2
(Ta)n + — Un2> = Z ( | j|2 Ig) . k(Av) N
( v A(vj,0,1k)>R+2A8v+2A1 340 3+9
(5.5) 1 o
’ 2 m|”j|2+mfi T e(Av) AT
A(v;,0,15) <R+2Av+2AT1
= To1 + ZLoa.

The second term Zss is bounded by
(5.6) Too < 4(R+ Av + A7

For I, we extract ||f"[|re out of the summation:

2, 2 2\ 4
(3+5|UJ| +5Ik) in
3 fi,j,k(AU)SAI
2

I

IN

2 3

. , 2 o2+ 22T
s v 24 525 10 >(R+2A80+2A1)2 ( 3551Y) 3ok

< ™o Z ! - (Av)PAL

3
5
515 lvi 2 +3+515 >(R+2Av+2AT)2 <3+5|U3| + 3+5I )

A

As in Lemma 5.6, the condition (5.2) makes it possible to estimate the above discrete summation by a
definite integral using a change of variable:

[ 1 [ 2
( mv, 3+5[(15> :(rsincpcos@sink,rsincpsin@sink,rcosgosink,rcosk).

Then, we get
2 3+5% O0+2| o3 671‘1{:-21C
Loy < | /"|l2ge / / / ) (240)" r _‘;m@ms S K edodidn
0 R+Av+AT rd
2(346)2 (22 3
(5.7) <™l ( 7) (R+ Av + AI)*5—4

—0—-5

2%3* 3 é
= |1 ||Loc{ = ) }<R+AU+M>5+5—q.

Combining (5.6) and (5.7), we estimate (5.5) by

i (@ + 55100

3+5
§4ﬁ?(R+A’U+AI)2+{ (3 +0)

—90—-5

} 1" e (R + Av + AT+,
To get an optimal bound, we equate two terms on the upper bound to derive

~5-5 o\
R+Av+Al=|— 2 = P > ay > Av + Al
27 m2(3468)% [If e

where such R can be chosen due to the existence of ay given in Definition 5.4. Then,

ﬁ?<(T‘s)? 3+6|Un|2> { : (5 5) }H (pz)“*qllf"llq”-
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Consequently,

g9-9-3 ng _iQ(Sﬂ-Q (5%5 ~
P +10713) 7 < {23+ )} {2 B }uf"nL;o

B 2(1_225_57(-2(3—'_6)% ||fn||
B g—9—>5 L

Combined with Lemma 4.1, this gives the desired estimate.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that f[ i satisfies E™ and Awv, Al satisfy the condition (5.3). Then,

py Uy o

53 S Csq2llf"lLee
(((Tm s sz)(fm)

where

17+35+2q

Cgn = 2754 12(3 4 §)2+0

Proof. We split the macroscopic momentum into two parts:

57U < > FEilvi|(Av)> AT + > Flosl(Av)* AT
A(v;, U I ) <R+Av+AT A(v;, U 1) >R+Av+AT
= T31 + Iaz.

We first use Holder’s inequality to obtain

1-2 :
Ty < 3 Jry(Av)*AT 3 il (Av)* AT
A(v;, U I ) <R+Av+AT A(v;, U 1) <R+Av+AT
1
< () IIf"IILoo (Av)*Al

A(v;,UP I, ) <R+Av+AT

Then, we use the condition (5.2) to get

> (Av)>AT < / . dvdl

A(vy, U, 1) SR+Av+AT T3 0|2+ 535 15 SA(R+Av+AT)?

< {223+ 0)F PR+ Av+ ADP,
which gives
Ty < () (2255023 1 )52 VT 9349 (R4 Aw 1 AT
a1 < (7)1 Ml e (3 +9) (R+ Av+ AI)*™.

On the other hand, Z35 satisfies

2
1 n 2 2 1%
7 (3+5|vﬂ U ®+ 3+5‘[k
T3 < Z iilvil
~ ’ R+ Av+ AT
A(v; .Ul 1) >R+Av+AT

17
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Here, we use Holder’s inequality to obtain

D=

2(3+9) . 1 ) 9 2 ,
<o n : I3
132_R+AU+AI ]Zk ”]<3+5|UJ| T35 k)(AU) Al

Nl

2 2
n2 3 3
§ i <3+5 — U2+ 3+51k>(m) AT

/2310 1
T R+ Av+ AT 3+5’

TP + 7 ()7 } (30 (T,

To sum up, we have

Q=

1.7 345 345
PO < (B e {277 w3 46 ) 2 (R4 Av+ AT

(3+6) ~n|rrn|2 ~n (1 \" ~n (1 \n
A AT PO+ AT A (T,

(5.8)

[N
N

To optimize the upper bound in (5.8), we take R > 0 such that

1
3+d5+gq

{23+ 0)} {107 2 + (T0)7) (T5)r}
{223+ 0)F J Il

R+Av+ Al = > a3 > Av+ Al

The number ag is given in Definition 5.4. Then, the upper bound of (5.8) is simplified to

+

8+4 =5 (=n\24+5+q ~nZ ‘2 3+%+q
2({2 @ +0) T} 26 +0) = @EF(O7E + @@ T I )

from which we conclude that
ﬁ;ﬂ|0n|3+§+q

(T2 + (Ts))(T5)7] 5

3448

5 <234+ )} {2 23 4+ ) 1 e

17435429 o

=27 2 wB3+0) L

From Lemma 4.1, we finally obtain the desired estimate. ]

Lemma 5.9. Let ¢ > 5+ 4. Suppose further that f}'; ;. satisfies E" and Av, Al satisfy the condition (5.3).
Then,

1Moo (F") L < Catll f"llge
where Chq depending on v, 4,0 and q.

Remark 5.10. In the proof, it will be shown that Cxq blows up as 6 tends to 0 because Cpq x 1/67 2 e

Proof. We will show that M, o(f" i) il Myg(ffj’k) and Ik%/\/ly,g(ﬁ?}j’k) are controlled by [|f"||rz, re-
spectively.

(a) The estimate for My7g(ﬂf37k): We first use Lemma 4.2 to get

LI T D [ 3 o — 0P I}
5.9 —(v; = U ((T,.0)7 N k - i koS,
o 3t = U (ea)i) o = U + (To)p ~ 22C{3+0(1—-0)} (T5)p ! (To)y —
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Then,
) oA
Mua(fiir) < 71 : . s
det (2m(To.0) ) ((To)1)?
(5.10) <(Ly LA A
EASYANCUREE T e

3
1)\2 1 As 13425 148 n
<(3) g 26+ 0 1

K2

19

(b) The estimate for M, o(f; ;)|v;|?: For this, we consider two estimates U219 M, 6(f7: 1), and |v; —

" .3,k
UrMIM.o(f]; 1), separately.

(2

(b1) |(~f{1|ny,e(f{fj,k): From the second inequality in (5.10), we obtain

. 1N 1 A5 - o
|Uﬂ|wue<f-’z-k><() LT, U
A (2m)*= ¢ ((Té)i)

If |U"| < ((Tg)?)%, we have from Lemma 5.7 that

- o N - g=3-5 25 12(3 4+ 6)4
Ol ST 10 < = e
T5)? 2
- !
On the other hand, in the case of |U"| > ((T5)%)*, we use Lemma 5.8 to obtain
~ o o UZn q+3+6
P o U7 -

(F)m) T o (@)
pr|up|atiee
~ - - 345
{((Ts)r + |[UPP)(T)p} 2
< 21043007 2(3 4 §)2H0 | 7| o

<2

Therefore,
TN |q n Cl n
|Ui | Muﬂ(fi,j,k) < 793%5 Hf ||L3°>
for .
3 q—25—5 q
1\2 2 )2 17465429
a=(5) TRy e G o

(b2) The estimate for |v; — Uﬂq/\/ll,’g(ﬁ}j’k): From (5.9) and Lemma 4.2, we have
0;=UM Moo (fT 1)

3 ~
1 1 - o7 As 1) 2 3 v; — UP?
<iji|qp3+6<) exp( vy |

= (2m)3/2 g*F° ((,1:,5)?) = A B 2)\01,{3 +4(1— 9)} (T(;)ZL

R I VN AR AN AR
—(%)3/29%((%)1) ((T})n)%‘s< (Ty)7 ) <A>

o [ 3 v — U2
Pl Broa—-o0) (@)

02 n ~ q—3—34

)
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where

VA, 2o | 22C(B+5(1-0) "
C:=(5) s (@3 ;

Then, we use Lemma 5.7 to obtain

q—46—3

. n Cy ~n ([N T P}
lv; = U "My o(fi ) < ﬁpi ((T5)i +|U; |2)

Cy [25 23 40)8 ) .,
gegfé{ — )}nfnL;o

= 3+5 ”fn”L‘x’

(c) The estimate for Ik%/\/ll,ﬁ(f” x): From (5.9), we have

17 1) I}
S = UM ((Toe)f) (v = UP) + == > b
and hence
s As 2 1 pr 5 I
S5 _n_ < S5 _ ’Z _ _
Te MuolFis0) < (%)31’“ 0 7 eXp( 5+3(1—-9) (Tg)?>
As 1 PR 5o\’ 5 I
= Ts5)i)? ! = exp(—
(2m)3 9% ((Z)7) ((Tm)%é ((( 5)7)> §+3(1—0) (Ty)
C ~n ([ \n q_g_é
= mept (D7) 7
where

Next, we use Lemma 5.7 to derive

Cy
I Mue(fzjk) 93+5 A5p7, (( ) |U"| )

C 23404 L,
Sggfal\g{ T }Ilf Iz

3+a an||L°°

q—38-3

maq

Combining (a), (b) and (c¢), we finally obtain

~ ~ ~ 2 q
SuglMue(f”k)(lJr o + 1) < Sugle,e(foj,k)(1+ [v; = U + U * + 1) 2|
VA .75

N - 2 4
<25u2\/\4y9(f”k)(1+|v] UM+ U7 P+ 12)2]
1,3,

< Cpllf™llae,
where C is a constant depending on v, d,6 and ¢ and proportional to 1/ 95"

Lemma 5.11. Assume that fo has no initial error (2.4) and satisfies 3.1. Then, fo satisfies E°.
Proof. e (A°) From Lemma 4.1, we know

120 zge < I follzse-
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e (BY) Using the lower bound assumption for fy in (3.1), we have

f,g k= folz; —v] YAt v, Iy) > Cle™ GUv 1"+ > ¢ chée—CS(\va“HZ).
e (C%) We also have from (3.1) and (5.1) that
= / fo(zs — v*At, v, I)dvdI
R3xR4

> Cé/ e GO+ 1) gyar

This together with Lemma 5.6 gives

2

21 st 7 ,CL N\ 5 ~ ol 2
@z (i) 2 (G (1 Gl ()
Csll Mz Call foll 2Gsl foll e

where Cj is a constant given in Lemma 5.6.
e (DY) Using (5.1), we obtain the upper bounds for 52, |U?| and (T5)? as follows:

1 21 73)3
ﬁ?:/ fo(xi—let,v,I)Mdvdf
R3XR, (1+|v|2+1I5)2
1
< fo L°°/ — - dvdl
ollz; rixr, (14 0|2 +15)2
= éé,q”fo“Lgoa
~ 1 1 2 Ig %
U7 < = / fo(w; — let,vJ)%vadl
Pi | JRe xR, (14 |2 +15)2
o 1
< ”fOJLLq / _dvdl
Pi R3XR (1—|—|U|2—|—I5) e
Cs,4-1
< =21 o~
— Ca,bcoleO“Lq I

and

~ 2 1 1 -
(Ta)?z—fo/w i <2u—U$|2+1§) fola; — v At, v, I)dvdI
XISy

2 1 / 1 9 5 ~ 012
<—|l= folx; — v At,u, I)(|v|* + 15 )dvdI — |U;
3+5(P? R3xR, (1] ) U7
2 1 1 2 1—2 g
< 2 L0 v n SR (e gt gar
34007 Jroxr, (14 v +15)2

I /\

2 ol 1
HfOJLL" / _dvdl
3+6 roxky (1+ |02 +13)F

2 6q 2
5Cos ||f0HL

I /\

Lemma 5.12. Assume fl"J_k1 satisfies E"~1. Then, fi. 5 satisfies A™:

K+ Ay g AtCpmy

A" | poe <
) e < (s

n CmAvo pf
) Wollzs <™ | ol

21
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Proof. Recall (2.14) and use Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 5.9 to obtain
T RIS lzg + AveAtMuo(F )|y
Ly = k+ Ay gAt
K+ AV,QAtCM n—
< — 1l
K+ AV79At a

K+ A, g AtC g "
<|[————mW—— oo .
= ( K+ A, gAt I follz

A

Now, we make use of (14 x)™ < €™ to see
K+ AvoAtOa " _ 14 Cm—DAvpAL " T
K+ A,,ﬂAt K+ Ay}gAt
Note that Cyq > 1 and this estimate holds uniformly for n > 0.

Lemma 5.13. Assume flnj_k1 satisfies E"~*. Then, fI ik satisfies B™:

n
~ K 2 a | b Av0 ot 2 a 1b
B" noos () 0le=Collvil* i) > o= T ol o= Co v |* i)
(BY) fin = <m+Ay79At> 0 = 0

Proof. From the non-negativity of M, ¢ and (2.14), we have
fi

K m—1 __ K n—1 n—1
i 2 Ak = e A W )

We recall (2.1), 0 < a; <1 and use the lower bound of fz"ji in Lemma 5.11 to obtain

n K —1
fige = m( e+ (L—a) it p)

- e K n—1 - 0
min f. .
= ot Ay oAt \ ki + A, oAl i gk

R " 2 a_ 7b
>(— ) ole=Collvsl*+1x)
= <K+Ay,9At) 0¢

Using (14 z)~™ > e~ ™*, we complete the proof.
Lemma 5.14. Assume f]* i satisfies A" ANB™. Then, I iy, satisfies C™:

2

. 1_ Ay f ~ 1 C,pCh ( +Cpm— 1)) £\ 3+
C") pp 2 CapChe™ ¥ (Ty)p 2 ( 0o\t g .
(€™) 5! 2 5CasCs R TN T

Proof. Since Lemma 5.13 holds, the discrete local density p}' satisfies

_ Av0 o f
_ vl mp
a)bCoe K

~n Z i k AU 3AT > COB_ ;’ng Z e—CS(Ivj|“+IZ)(AU)3A[ >
gk

1
2

This, together Wlth Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.12, gives

2

_2 — _2
(Ty)y > (p ) = (1(1&,!,03 e—(“rfffm)ﬂ)g g

Csll ™l Lge 2G5l follge

Lemma 5.15. Assume f]'; . satisfies A" AN B" ANC". Then, f'; satisfies D":

CmAv0

~ = ATt
(D) 7"z = 2C54e™ 02 | follzge,

107 < A0 (i) Aot

< e oz

8 66, 2 %‘F%L Ay, T
T e < g grsc e i) ety
a,blg
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Proof. From the upper bound for Hf"HLgo in Lemma 5.12, we see that

2
. i (L2 +I5)E
Pi = E Tisjk ] kz) (Av)’AI

ik (1+ o2+ 17)%

“n 1
< IMlzge D 7 (Av)°AT
gk (Lt o2+ 17)2

CmAv,0

_ Tf
< 2C5,qe™ 02 | follpge -

To estimate U, we use the upper bound of ||f”|\Lgo in Lemma 5.12 and the lower bound of g} in Lemma
5.14:

o L (Ll 1)
o7 = £ 3 o IO sar

e g L aopar

CmAv0

—1
_ — AVy
<2C&q1<cab036_ﬁeTf> e st Hfo||L°o

_ 405,(]71 e(%‘i‘%%gﬁ) v, GT

e follzz

Similarly, we compute

1\ 2 1 mn |Uj — Ozn|2 2 3
(Ts) = 3 72}2 i,j,k( 5 + 15 | (Av)°Al
2

1 g TN
< (m 7l + I (A0PAT - |07 |2)
3+0\p; I
2
2 1 5 (1 2+10)3 2
PR o LA | D LTI SIS Y

NS

5 .3,k
3HOP 53 (1o + 1)

Then, from A™ and C™, we have

L AN AZAXA"&T
(Ts)} < 5T 506,q 2{ 5CapCoe” eS| foll g
= 8 Goaz (w1
+5C*a,bC’3 Y OfiLge:

Now, we have built up all ingredients to prove the Theorem 5.5.
Proof of Theorem 5.5. The proof is based on the induction argument. Lemma 5.11 implies E°. For
n > 1, one can easily confirm that Lemma 5.12 - 5.15 gives E".
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6. CONSISTENT FORM

In this section, we rewrite (1.1) in a consistent form to make it easily comparable with (2.6). For conve-
nience, we introduce the following notation:

e Distribution function on z — v'At:

f(x,v,t,[) = f(z —vrAt,v,t,1).
e Mass:

oz, t) = ngXR+ flz,v,t,I)dvdlI.
e Momentum:

plz, YU (z,t) := ng,X]R+ vf(x,v,t, I)dvdI.
e Stress tensor:

Pz, 1)0(z,t) = ngxR+ (v—U(z,t) @ (v—Ulx,t) f(x,v,t,I)dvdl.
e Polyatomic temperature:
Ts(w,t) = 525 T (@, t) + 325 Ty (2, ),
where

T v—U(z,t)|? 7
(Tir)(x,t) := %5(;’0 fR3><]R+ #f(x,v,t,[)dvdl,

5 -
Trs(z,t) = %ﬁ(;t) fR3xR+ I5 f(z,v,t,I)dvdl.

e Relaxation temperature: ) .
Ty(x,t) == 0Ts5(x,t) + (1 — )T s(x, 1),

e Polyatomic temperature:

Too(x,t) == 0Ts(x,t)Id + (1 — 0)(1 — )Ty (x, ) Id + (1 — O)vO(x, ).

Lemma 6.1. The equation (1.1) can be rewritten as

K ~ A,,gAt ~
trALT) = — £1) + —02 ag, ot I
o oot AT = i ot ) 4 S Mgt
+R1+R27
with
Au@ t+At N
R, = _m/t (Moo(F) 0,8, ) — Moo (f) (0,1, T) Vs
A 70 t+At
_ m/ (t+ At — )0 0y My o(f) (20,50, o, )
v, t
- (S - t)@t/\/l,,’g(f)(xgl,v,tgwI)ds,
A 0 t+At
Ry = _m/ (5=t — A Ay s (Mys(f) = f)(z0,, 0, ey, T)ds
v, t

where xy,, i = 1,2, lies between x and x; — v At and tp, between t and t + At.

Proof. We start by integrating (2.5) from ¢ to ¢ + At:

flx,v,t+ At 1) = f(x — v At v,t,1)

t+At
i At [ Mualh) = pla = (4 At = st s s,

K
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Using Taylor’s theorem, we obtain
Muo(f)(x — (t+ At — s)v*,v,5,1)
= Moo (f)(@,v,t, 1) = (t + At — 5)v' 9. M, o(f)(ze,, v, 1o, 1)
(62) + (s — t)at/\/lu,e(f)(wel,v,t&: I)
= {Moo(f)(z,0,t,1) = Myo(f)(z,v,t, 1)}
+ Mo (f) (@0, t, 1) — (t+ At — 8)0 9 My 0(f) (20, , v, to, . T)
+ (s = )My, (f) (o, v, to,, I),
for some xg, between z and x — (¢t + At — s)v! and tg, between ¢ and ¢ + At. Similarly,
flz—(t+ At — s)vt,v,s,1)
= f(x,v,t + At T) — (t + At — )0 0, f(wo,, v, tg,, I) + (s — t — At)Dy f (g, , v, t,,T)

(63) = f(xa v, t+ At7 I) + (5 —t- At){at + Ulam}f($92, v, tezvj)
Ay
= f(J?,U,t+ Atvj) + (5 —1- At) K,G (Mvﬂ(f) - f)($92,1},t92,1)-
Combining (6.2) and (6.3), we can derive the desired representation. O

Proposition 6.1. [26] Let f and g satisfy (Al) and (A2) in Theorem 3.1. Then M, g satisfies the following
continuity property:

[Muo(f) = Muo(9)llLze < CLipllf — gllee
for some constant Cr;, depending on T1,6,0,q and f.

Proposition 6.2. [26] Let d >0, —1/2 <v <1 and 0 < 8 < 1. Suppose p >0, T} > 0 and Ty 5 > 0. Then,
temperature tensor T, 9 and the relaxation temperature Ty satisfy the following equivanlenec type estimates:

(1) 0751 < Ty < 0, B0 Dy,
— 30
(2) 0T5 <Typ < C))LSS)T&

where the constants C, = max, {1 — v, 1+ 2v}.

Proposition 6.3. [26] Let 0 > 0, —1/2 <v <1,0<60 <1, q>5+79. Suppose f € Qg 4, there exists a
constant C' depending on v, 0,60 and q such that

[Muo(Hllzee <Ol fllree,
where C blows up as 0 tends to 0.

Proposition 6.4. Let f be a smooth solution to (1.1) in Q4 4 corresponding to fo. Then, for ¢ > 5+ 0,
6 > 0, we have

10: M6

L= [VaMugll= < C{llfollse, + 1},
where C' is a positive constant which depends on v, 6,q,0, fo, T.

Proof. We begin by estimating the time derivative of macroscopic quantities. Using the collision invariants,
1, vj, 3lv|* + I3, we obtain

1 1

d
7/ f v dvdI| = / v-Vaf v dvdI
dt R3 xR+ %|U‘2+I% R3 xR+ %|’U|2—|—I%
(6.4) <C / (ol [Va fI(1 4 [0 + I3)dvdI
R3 xR+

1
< C||f(t oo/ dvdl‘
PO | foser T o+ 1512

< Al follzgs, + 1},
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which gives |9;p], [0:{pU}| < C{l|follLz, + 1}. Using the lower bound for p and the upper bound for
p+|U| + Ts in Theorem 3.1, we further obtain

1
(6.5) 10U < p(latpllU + C{llfollLg, + 1}> < Al follzgs, + 13-

To bound |0 Es|, we start from

|0, E5| = i/ (10— 0P+ 1% ) dvar
dt R3XR+ 2

1
/ v~sz<|vU|2+I§>dvdI‘+
R3 xR+ 2
=1y + Lo

IN

/ f(|vU||8tU|>dvdI‘
R3 xR+

T4, satisfies

1 U?
/ v-me<|v2+I§>dvdI‘+ / v-sz(|v|U+||+I§>dvdI’.
R3 xR+ 2 RS xR+ 2

In (6.7), the first term of the upper bound can be estimated by (6.4). The second term is bounded by

6.7) Iy <

UP? | 2
v Vo (Jo|U] + S + 13 ) dvdr
R3 xR+ 2

o g2
- 7 JR3xR+ (1+|v2415)2

|v]? 2, 72

=+ |U|*+ 15

/ M%dvdl
re xR+ (14 |v[2415)2

dvdl

< Ve Fllos

< max{1,|U[*}||V, - fllLg

1
/ _ dedl'
re xR+ (1+ |02 +15)272
< C{llfollrge, + 1},

where we use the boundedness of |U] in Theorem 3.1 and ¢ > 5 + 4.
To estimate Zyo, we use the boundedness of f and U in Theorem 3.1 and 9;U in (6.5):

/ |“|+|U|“dvdl‘
re xR+ (14 [v]?2 4+ 15)2

1
/ Mdvdl‘
rR3xr+ (14 |v[2+15)2

Ly < 10U fllpge

< max{L, [U[}OU|| fl e

<l follrs, + 1}
Combining (6.6), (6.7), (6.8) and (6.9), we obtain

0:Fs) < C{llfollzs, +1}.

3+90
Now, we use the relation F5 = %pTg and the lower and upper bounds for p and Ts in Theorem 3.1,
which together with [0;p|, |0 Es| < C{|| foll s, + 1} give

1 2
|0:T5| = p(matE‘* + |atPT6) < C{HfOHLi"?q +1}
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Similarly, we compute

d
= fIgdvdI‘

0T, —
|0:T7 5 Tl -

v,0

/ v-szI?dedI‘—i—A / (My,e—f)fgdvd.f’
R3 xR+ R3 xR+

IN

(6.10) -

AV,G

)
—pTy — FE
510 1,6

= / v-szlgdvdI‘ +
R3 xR+

In the last line, the first term can be bounded by (6.4). For the second term, we use

3 1)
Ty =0Ts+(1— 0Ty s, Ts=——Ty+——Trs. Ers——pTys
0 5+ ( 115, Ts 3+6t+3+5 1.5 10 =5/1s
to obtain
é 6 pd 30 po
6.11 O Ty — By sl = |200(Ts — Ty s)| = |22 (T, — Ty 5)| < 223 + 6)T.
(6.11) ‘2/79 1.6 ‘ZP(a 7.5) 23+6(t 1,5)_2(+)§

3
Combining (6.10) and (6.11), we also derive |0,17 5| < C. From Ts = 51 5TtT + 5o

|0:T;| < C. It remains to estimate |0;0|. We recall the definition of stress tensor O(z,t):

T7,5, we further have

plx, t)0(x,t) = / (v—=U(z,t) @ (v—=Ulx,t)) f(z,v,t)dvdl.

R3 xRy

For simplicity, we only consider two cases [0;011| and |9;012:

1
10,011 = %p/ ' — U fdvdI| + f/ 2|0t = U0, U"| fdvdl
P7 JRIxR, P JR3 xRy
1
- 7/ 0! — U* |0, f|dvd]
P JR3 xRy
8tp 2 2
< |2z T |+ 18U [o = U (If] + [0 f)dvdI
p p R3xRy
and
|0:©12| = @f/ ! = U [0 = U?| fdvdl
P JR3xR
1
+ 7/ (yvl — U 0,U?] + |v* = U?| 8tU1|>fdudI
P JR3xR,
+ 1/ |vt = UM |v* — U?| 8y fdvd]
P JR3 xR,
Op 2 2
<|—5 T -1+ [aU]) (lo=UF + o =Ul)(f + |0uf)dval |
P p R3XR

In both cases, the last upper bounds can be bounded using (6.4), the lower bound of p and the upper bounds
of p, U, |0spl, |0:U]|, |0:Es|. Therefore, we have |0;011|, |0:©12]| < C for a constant C' > 0.
Until now, we show that the following time derivatives of macroscopic quantities are bounded:

10cpl, 10:U1, |0Ts], 10:T1sl, 10:Ter|, |0¢Tol, |0:0i5] < C.

From the definition of T, g, we further obtain that |0,(T,,);;| < C for 1 <4¢,j < 3.
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Now, we move on to the estimate of |0;M,, ¢|. For this, we write

O My = (U@ T U)  TE
T\ Ve o ms ; 7

1 — 1
= (6“0 _ f{ det (27‘(7;79) } 181&{ det (271'77,,9) } — gTath)M,,,@
6

p 2
6.12
(012 @U) Ty (0 -U) (-U)T50U 1% N\
+ (_ 9 — B + (T0)2 t 9) v,0
. ( (v - U)Tt,elat{gu,;}ml(v - U)) Mus.

Note that each macroscopic quantity and its time derivative are bounded, and the positivity of Ty is also
guaranteed by Ts > C. Finally, we combine Proposition 6.2, Proposition 6.3, Theorem 3.1 and (6.12) to
derive

0:My0] < C(1+ 0] + [v]2) Mo < C(L+ o2 +15) 2 Myp < C{llfollz=, + 1}

for ¢ > 5+ 6. The estimate for spatial derivative |V, M, g| can be done similarly.

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.1, the estimations for Ry and Ry satisfy
[R1llee + |R2ll e < C(AL)?
for a constant C > 0 depending on T',q,6,r,0, v, Co1,Cs 0.
Proof. We first split R; in Lemma 6.1 into two parts:
Ay
K+ Ay g At
Avg

t+At
vy Al — 1 ;
K+ AV,QAt </t (t + At S)’U 8$MV,9(f>($91 » Uy t917 )

t+At N
Ry = / (Moo (F) (0,8, T) = Mo o(F) (@, 0,8, T)}ds

- (8 - t)atMu,O(f) (1’91 , U, t01 P I)ds)
= TI51 + Isa.

For 751, we use Proposition 6.1 to get

IMoo(F) = Muo(Nlize < Cripllf = fllze-

Next, we use the mean value theorem to obtain

1 f
If = fllze = 1A 0, fllee < |1 fllg,,, At < Cone®* T (| follg, ., + 1AL

1,q+1

In the last line, we use Theorem 3.1. Then,

A, i
‘ISI| < m0271602’2T (”fOHLTiHl + 1)(At)2

Au,@

f
S — Ca1e* T (| follzse,,, + 1)(AD)?.

To estimate Z52, we use Proposition 6.4:

[v' 0 Moo (Lo, 10:Muo(H)llze < C(llfollLs

1,q+1

+1),
then

2Au9
T R
2l < K+ Ay oAt

2AV9 2
< — 27 0o .
< =220 (Ifollirs,,, +1) (A1)

C (Ifolliz,,, +1) (A1)?
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Therefore, Ry is estimated by
|R1| < C(At)2.
For Ry, we use Proposition 6.3 Theorem 3.1 to obtain
[(Muo(f) = Nl < [IMuo(Hllzge + 1 fllzee < C{llfollzge + 13,

from which we have

t+At
Ryl = ] [ =t B0 Mol )~ D)t 0010, s

t+At
< Aol (Mua(f) = Dl [ (5=t = A0 A,ods
t

< |l folle + 1}H(AL)?.
This completes the proof. O

7. ESTIMATE OF M, o(f(t")) — M, o(f™)

The goal of this section is to establish the discrepancy estimate of the continuous ellipsoidal Gaussian

My o(f(t™)) in (1.2) and the discrete one M, o(f™) in (2.2).

Lemma 7.1. Let f(t”) and f™ denote the continuous and the discrete solutions at t™. Then,

- . C
17 = Pl <N = e + =5 { follug, + 1} (M),

where Cy 1, Ca2 are defined in Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Recalling (2.1), we compute fI'; ;. as
fiie =aifein+ A —ai)fl e aj = (T — (i, 5))/Az.
Also, we use Taylor’s theorem to obtain
f(x,—,vj7t”71k) = f(z; — vjl-At,vj,t",Ik)
(x5 — Atvjl- —x,)?

2

=aj (f(xsvvj,f",fk) + ar:cf(z&avjatnalk))

(z; — Atvjl- —T5y1)?
2

+ (1 - a’]) <f(.’lfs+1,’l/j,tn,lk) + axxf(xfzavjatnalk)> 5

where x¢, lies between x, and x; — vjl»At, and x¢, lies between x,41 and z; — ’U}At. Now, we estimate the

discrepancy of f(a:i,vj,t”,lk) and ;’fj’k as

‘f(tn) - fn| < G;j|f(l‘s,1}j,tn,lk) - :,j,k| + (1 - a‘j)'f(xs-l-lvvjatnalk) - f;l+1,j,k|
(72) A:r 2 Ax 2
a8 E o, f a0y, 1)
We also note that Theorem 3.1 imposes

n n 2,2 f
100e FE e < 1FElaze, < Cone® ™" (Ifollazs, +1) -

This, combined with (7.2), gives

|8I0L’f(x§17vatna-[)| + (1 - aj)

(Az)?
2

1FE™) = Fllzge <agllF (") = fllzge + (1= ap) I f(t") = f*lleg +
<IFE™) = g + 20 ()| oge, (Ax)?

C
<) = g + == (ol + 1} (M),

100 f | ge

which completes the proof. O



30 S. BOSCARINO, S.-Y. CHO, G. RUSSO, AND S.-B. YUN

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that ¢ > 5+ and Av, Al satisfies the condition (5.3). Let ®(v,I) denote one of
1,0, [v]2, I3, v™0"™ (1 <m,n <3) and O, = O(vj, 1), then we have

> A r®in(Av) AT —/ f(a:i,v,t",f)fI)(v,I)dvdI‘

ik R3 xRy
< Gy - Pl +02(f0||L;»q n 1)<<Am>2 + AvAL+ Av+ AT)

for some positive constants Cy and Cy which depend on 6,q,Ca.1,Ca 2, T,
Proof. Let Aj . denote an domain such that

(vj, Ix) € Aj i = [vjl-,vjl- + Av) x [1)]2-,1;]2 + Av) x [U?,U? + Av) X [T, Ip41).

With this, we have
> Fr®ik(Av)3AT —/ flaxs, 0, 8", D® (v, I)dvdl

jk} R3XR+

= Zﬁlj’kQij(Av)?’AI - Z/ f(xi,ut”J)(I)(v,I)dvdI
Gk Gk Bk
= <Z F5k®in(A0)3AT =) / f(xi,v,t”,l)q)jkdvdl>
ik ik Bk

+ (Z/ f(x,-,v,t",])<1>jkdvdl—2/ f(xi,v,t",l)é(v,l)dvdl>
jk LBk Tk Bk
= Z61 + ZLe2-
From (7.1) and Taylor’s theorem , we have

f(a:i,v,t”,l) = f(x; — v At v, t", 1)
= [z — vj At v;,t", 1) + (v — 0" )AL, f(20,)
+ (1) - Uj) : vvf(sz) + (I - Ik)aff(z%)

= ajf(xs7vj7t”7lk) + (1 — aj)f($5+1,’l}j,tn,1k) + R,
where R is given by
R = (v} = v")At0, f(z0,) + (v = v;) - Vo f (z0,) + (I = Tx) D1 f (20,

(zi — Atvj — x4)? N
9 ammf(xfuvj,t 7Ik)

(z; — Atvjl» —T4y1)?
2

where x¢,,x¢, € [25,2s41) and 2p, = (s + Oz Az, vj + OpyAv, ™, I, + 01 AI) for some ;,,0,r € [0,1),
ep € [0,1)3, (£ =1,2,3). To estimate Zg;, we first separate it into two parts:

+aj

+(1_a’j) aiwf(xfwvj’tn’lk)’
Tor = » [ 5@ik(A0)° AT — Z/ f@i,v,t", 1)®jdvd]
.k Gk Bk
= /A aj (fijn = F(@s,v5,t" 10) + (1= a5) (f1 5k — F(@ss1,05,", i) ®jpdvd]
gk TEDk

-3 / R® . dvd]
Gk T BaE

= Zs11 + Le12-



CONVERGENCE ESTIMATES OF A SL SCHEME FOR ES-BGK MODEL FOR POLYATOMIC MOLECULES 31

We bound Zg11 as follows:
|Z611|

< Z (a’] ’f;j,k: - f(xsavj7tn7lk)‘ + (1 - a’]) ’f;:—l,j,k: - f($5+1,vj,tn,lk)’ ) |®]]€‘(A’U)3AI
i,k
(7.3)

Fran n |(I)k|
<1~ Flles 3 wl
ik (L4 lv*+I7)2

< 2C54-2llF (") = f" e

In the last line, the inequality comes from Theorem 5.5. For Zg;5, we bound R using Theorem 3.1 and the
following inequality:

(Av)3AT

1fllLge,
(1+ [vj + O Av[2 + (I + Oy AT) )3
1fllese,

2\ 5"
(1+ |vj|2+1,§)

|8-Tf(29£)‘7 ‘asz(ZGZ)L ‘vvf(29z)|a |3[f(29()‘ <

That is,

= +1
B < Cy1e®2T (A2)? + AvAt + Av + A ( o ) :

2.4
(Lo * + I¢)2

Using this, we have

| Ze12| < Z/ |R||®jr|dvd]
— JA;

|q)]k‘
1+|vj|2+15)%

dvdl

< Cane® T (Aa + dvat + vt AD Il +1)Z /.
]k

< 26’5’(]7202713021271‘ (Az)? + AvAt + Av + AI) <||fo||Lgf>q + 1>7

where the last inequality holds as in (7.3). For Zgo, we consider (v,I) = (vj; + EAv, I, + nAl) € Ajy, for
¢,m €[0,1). Then, we have from Av < % that

o, — o] < VBAv, {02 = o] < VBAw(Ju| + [o]) < VEAL(VEAD + 2[o]) < 620(1 + o]?)
and, for 1 <m,n < 3,

[v]" v —v™o"| < ity

m,n m, n mn|
J 77

v]v—l—vv -V

§|vj — v+ v — 0™
< oluf + Aol
< 3Av(1 + |vf?).

"

Moreover, for I € [Ij, Iy+1), the mean-value theorem implies

2 2AT1
1} - < -1+ ani~ < 2L a s Attt o<s<o

This, together with the assumption Al < % in (5.3), gives

2A1 s 2AI
5

7 - 1% < = (I+1)77 < (251 4 (21)371) < 28

Al 2
(T8,
To sum up,

2 I 2
@1 — (v, )] < 6A0(1 + [vf?) + 23%(1 e
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Now, Zgo is estimated by

Zal <3 [ Flaio " Dl — 8o, Dldval
jvk Aj’k

n _6Av(1 + vf?) 2SI+ I5) }
< IIf( >||L?Z{/AM( - d“‘”*/Aj,k - dudl

o 1+ |v2+15)3 + o2 +13)2

2 AT
< 1F )| zee <6Av+25) / — dvdl
H ( )” q Z Jk 1+"U|2+I‘5) 5

1 _
S <6 + 2% 5) (AU + AI)C&q,QCQ’leCr"’ZT {HfOHLSOq + 1}

where C'(;’q,g is given in Definition 5.1. Combining Zg; and Zgo, we obtain the desired result.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that ¢ > 5+ 0 and Av, Al satisfies the condition (5.3). Then,

i = i t™)]. 1T = Uiy ™)), (T = 7757 (i t™)]

V)

< ClfE™) = fPllzee + Clllfollogs, + TH(AZ)? + Av + AT + AvAt}.

where C' > 0 is a constant and the (a, B) element of Ty, is denoted by t?éﬁ forl1<a,p <3.

Proof. Consider the case ®;; =1 in Lemma 7.2, then

|pz - p 1’1,

I o (A)3AT — Z/ f(mi,v,t”,f)dvdl'
- Ak
< él“f( ") = e + C’Q{HfO”Lgf’q +1H(Az)? + Av + AT + AvAt}.

The number C; and Cs are constants in Lemma 7.2. For the second estimate, we begin with

U7 — Uz, t")| =

7

prUr — plai, t")U (xi,t )Jrﬁ(x“ )0 (2, 1) = R0 (i, t )‘
pi o .

From C™ in Definition 5.2, we have

which together with Lemma 7.2 gives
07 = 505 < ClFE) = Pl +Co Lollag, +1) (Ba)? + vt + w4 AD),

Moreover, we have

1pU (i, )| =

/ vf(xi,v,t”,fk)dvdf
R3xR4

1 24 1%)3
:/ (ol f (i — v AL o, 0, ST E T
R3 xR (I+[v>+175)2
1
< L Loo/ —dvdl
17l R3 xRy (1+|1}|2—+-1'%)T1

= f
= Cs5,4-1C2,1¢“* T {|| foll ge, + 1}
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Therefore,

P oi Uz”f oz, t U T, t plx;, t™ Uz, t" fﬁ?U T, t"
O G| - oot t) | pn )0 t") — 70 )
i Pi
qukvj Av)3AT — Z/ flxs, vt I)vdvdf‘

l‘u

TR(Av)PAT — Z/ f(xi,v,t",l)dvdl‘
gk Rk

< Cl\f(t") - f"lngo + C{llfollge, + 13{(Az)* + Av + AT + AvAt},
for a constant C'> 0.
For the estimate of 7T, g, we recall its definition in to get
P (Too)i — pToe
= (1=0)5{(1 = v)(Ty)i 1d+ vO}} + 057 (T5) 1d

(1— 0)vAtA, g0 - (1— 0)wAt(1 — Ayg) - N
[ At + K At + & (Tir)idd = (1= O)v o

to At+k "
—(1=0)p{(1 — )Ty Id + vO} — 05T51d

(T5)i'1d +

Zf’j,c{ 1_”)| — U PId+ v(o; = U7) @ (v = UF) p(Av)* AL
3+5 Zf”k{h;] o2 +21%}1d(Av)3AI

—(1-9) /Rw f{“;g”)\v ORI+ v —T) @ (v — U)}dvdl

0 . - 5
- —U|? + 215 Y IddvdI
3+46 R3 xR+ f{|’U | } v
(= 0)vAtA, 46 - (1 - O)vAL(1 — A,40) At -
() R e 2 A (AN VLY § Ty ) T R
+ ’{ Algr (D)t At+r (L) d = (1= )y =6

which can be rewritten as
PN (Too)t — iToe
{0050 g (S A - orpavpar- [
3 3—|—(5 1,7,k 1% i R

Sk 3xR+

( sty = 00 0~ OPNAPAT = [ (v =0) @ (0= Davar)

(Z I (AvPBAT - / ffﬁdvm’) Id
R3 xR+

&
~” )UAtA,, o0  ~
At + Kk
=171 + Iy + Iz + Ipy.

flv— ffzdvaU’) Id

(Fpyrrd+ 2

—9)1/At(1 ,,99) n At ~n
At+l€ (Tt’l‘> Id ( 9>VAt+I€®Z

For 771, we use Lemma 7.2 to obtain

Zf,mva PP (Av)PAT — / flv; — U2dvdl
R3 xR+

< ONf(E") = fMllege + CLll follge, + 1H(Az)? + Av + AT + AvAt}.
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Similar estimates hold for Z7o and Z73. Together with

(1—-0)vAtA, 40 (1—-0)vAt(1 — A, ¢0)
At + K At + k&

At
<
At+ k|~

At
CAt—i—/{’

)

: ‘(1 — O

the macroscopic quantities in Z74 are also bounded by D™ in Definition 5.2. Therefore, for 1 < a, 5 < 3, we
have

(T2 = T4 (@i t™)]
pz( féﬂ)z ﬁ(wiyt")Tyf‘éﬁ(%t”) (ffwt”)T P las, t") — p2T, By, P (i, t7)
pr " PR

1 ~ = |7' (4, t™)|] _
pZ( Vaéﬁ)z p(x“t")’]:j‘éﬂ(x“tn) + % za

~N

—Pi

- ~n

< C’||f(t") — "l + C{Hfo”Lgf’q +1}H(Az)? + Av + Al + AvAt},

for a constant C' > 0. This completes the proof.

The following is the main result of this section.
Proposition 7.1. Suppose that ¢ > 5+ § and Av, AT satisfies the condition (5.3). Then,
1Mo 0 (F(E™) = Moo (F*) g
< CfE") = [Pl + C{ll follzg, + 13H{(Az)? + Av + AT + AvAt}.
Proof. We begin by writting
Mo o(f(@iyvs, I, 1) = Moo (F7.1)
= Moo (p(wis t"), U (2, t"), Too (i t™) (05, I) — Moo (57, U7, (To,0)7) (05, ).

Then,
MVﬂ(ﬁ(xivtn)v U(xiatn)aﬁ,G(xiatn))(vﬁIk) - MVﬁ(ﬁ?v Uznv (ﬁ,&)?)(vj,lk)
~ n ~n ! aMu@ 7 n T ! 8MV9
= (Plas ™) - m/o S -+ (O t) =07 [y
1
n oM,
s Y T T | 5 )i
1<a,B8<3 o 0
s od ! aMy@
@ i,tn_w/*v ;
(Folat™) = (T2 [ 5
=+ o+ Jd3+ s
where
oM, (n) = oM,
0X OX  xX=(p,U,T0r0To) = (52 ()07 (1), (For0)3 (), (Fo) 2 ()
and

( R T () (Fo o)), (Fr )2 (), (Tm(n),m)ﬂn))
( l'u xlvt ) ﬁ79(ziatn)a(fl,5)(xla ) (Tg)(l‘l, )7(T5)(Iivtn))
+n(pz,Ui,<T> (o), (D) <T5>?)

for n € [0,1]. Since each macroscopic quantity is given by the convex combination of continous and discrete
macroscopic fields, its estimate can be directly obtained by combining the estimates of continous solution in
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Theorem 3.1 and those of discrete solution in Theorem 5.5 as follows:
i), U (), (Ts)i(n), (To)i(n) < Crs
(7.4) prm), (T)P(n), (To)(n) = CpseCrs
BT {(To0) ()} = Crse=Crs K2,k € RY,
On the other hand, Brum-Minkowski inequality implies that
det{(70.0)7 ()} = det{(1 — n)To(wi,t") +0(T00)7 }
> det{Tyo(s, ")} 7" det{(To.0)7'}"
> {Crre” I} Cpye=Crr }1
> CpreOrt,

from which we have

Mw@("?)(vj,lk) = ﬁ?(n)Aé

\/det (%r(ﬁ,e)?(ﬁ))((fe)?(n))g

X exp (—(”J'—U?(n))T((ﬁ,Q)?(W))‘l(vj—172-”(77)) i} )
: (To)2 (n)

. 2
< Crsexp (—CTf (|vj —UMn)* + I,j)) .
Now, we return to the estimate of J; for i = 1,2, 3,4. We bound J; with

YoM, " My
s d — _ s d
/0 dp ) ‘ o Ar(n)

1 2
< [ Covexp (~Caslloy ~ Tr ) + 1)) di
0

For Js, we recall from Lemma 4.2 that

N(T5)PId < (Ty0)7

This, combined with Proposition 6.2, gives

Now, we consider the following inequality:

WM o] < (|( T )y = 02|+ (05— T2 )T (T )1 ]) Moot

To estimate the upper bound, we introduce X = v; — U (n) and obtain

X T (To0)? ()~

< sup [XT((To.0)i () Y|
Yi<1

)

< swp [(X +Y)T(To)? () (X +Y) = X ()P ()X =Y T (To) ()Y

(7.5) [Y|<1
c X +Y]? - [X]* - [Y]?
< — sup =
0 |vi<1 ((T5)7 (m))
C -
< =1+ Jv; = UMm)?).

In the last line, we use Lemma 4.2. Similarly, we compute

(76) (Fo)2 )7 X] < S (1t oy = D)),
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Consequently,
YoM, L Oy - o 2
| et odn| < [ SE 0 Jos = D) exp (~Crsllos = T2 + 10)) dn
o OU o 0
To estimate J3, for 1 < a, 8 < 3, we compute
8./\/[”,9 1 1 5‘det(7},9)
] (77) =5 = \n B (77)
a1 2l det(To)itn) o7
- - (T, - .
T (v = TP ) T () ( e <n>> 23 0w = Ua) | Moo,
v,0
where
ddet(T,.4) ddet(T,.0) A(T0) I(To0)
B (77) = ] - ) .8 (77) = .8 - .
37;,0 87:/,9 To,0=(T0,0)7 (1) 37;,0 37;,0 To,0=(Tu,0)7 (1)

Now, we prove the following estimates:

0T,0
o1y’

V7

< (g(l + |vj — ﬁ(n)l2)>2

(Fu)+ |(vy = T) " Trg () (

(F2) : det(Tr0)}(m) > 6°C.
9det(Ty)y'
67-040,6 (77)

V?

(n)) Tos (0)(v; —U(n))

(F3) <C.

o (F1): We use that ’fl;(,l is symmetric matrix and 7:,0’“9’5 = 715 " to obtain
T,

X' =) | Y
T,

~ ~ 1 0 v > 1 7
(vj —=Um) " T, 5 (n) ( m;’;ﬁ (n)) T, (v —U(n))

(0; = Um) " (Tu0);

= |XYP + XPYy* < |X||Y].

This gives

IA
3
=3
3
S~—
S~—
A
=
—~
Sl
G
=
=3
=3
3
~—
=
L
—~
b@
|
d
—
3
N~—
-

where we use (7.5) and (7.6).
e (F2): By (7.4), we have i ~
det(Ty,0)7(n) > (CO(Ts)7 (n)*) = 6°C.

e (F3): Recalling the definition of O, T,., Ts and 7;79, for 1 < a, < 3, we have
1098 (2, ™) < 3T (i, ")

. 3 3 .
T(;(.’L’Z',t") = 7Ttr(xi,t") + 3 5Ttr(xi7tn)-

Ty s(x;, t7) >
313 7o(x,t") >

3+46
and
\ﬁf‘éﬁ(mi,t")l < O0Ts(zi,t") + (1 — 0){(1 — )Ty (w4, ") + v|0 (x4,7)| }
< OTs5(zi,t") + (1 — 0)(1 4 20) Ty (24, ™)

3446

< OTs (i, t") + (1 —0)(1 + 2v) Ts (i, t")

<(1+ 21/)3 i 5T5(xi,t").
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That is,

‘ ( ~th976 )z
which implies

(T3] < C(T5)p () < C.

For simplicity, we only cover the case: («, )

(1,2). A direct calculation gives

OdetT,, ~ ~ - -
e ) =TT ) = T 7
v,0

oo (T, (n),

which is a second order polynomial of (7~'

)(n) for 1 < «, B < 3. Therefore
Odet T,
Lg’(n)‘ <C,
o
for some constant C'. This completes the proof for claims.
Using (F1), (F2) and (F3), we can bound the integral J3 as
1
8Ml/ 6
a5 (mdn
o TS’

Then,

< /01 LQC; + (g(l + |vj — U(?’])|2)>2:|MV,9(77)d77'

1
oM, 1 1
) < . .

For J4, we begin with

) / (1t oy = O exp (ol ~ DO+ 127}
0

2(Ty(n))?

Since there exist a lower bound for Ty(n), we have

My, (21} —6Ty(n)
aTQ (77) - ( - M

a./\/ly 2 ~ 2
[ et yn] < o1+ 1w (st — T+ 1)

Combining all the estimates for J;, i = 1,

2,3, 4, we finally obtain
|Ml/ 6‘( (xwv]vlkatn))

Mue(f,]k)l
1 1 - -n o e Fo,B\n 7 ™ \M
an SCUH g+t - AT -0+ Y 1T — T+ I - (Tt
1<a,8<3
X (14 Joj = UI* + |v; = U

— Ut + 1} ) e Clus=TT mIP+5%),
Now, recall that U*(n) < Cps to derive
g

1 rn n 3\4 rn 2.2
L+ o2+ 1)2 = L+ oy = Um) + UF ()P + 12)2 < C(L+ |v; = UP()* + I})) 2,
which further gives
(1+|vj\2+1‘5) (1+]vj —

T2 + |v; — T[4 + 17 e Cw=Or tP+1/)
2 ] 7 2 n /6
(7.8) <C(1+ |v; —UMn)* + ]ko)%(l oy — TP + vy — O + I} )e=Cllus= Oy E120%)
< O+ oy = O () + 1) e O OT OO,

Note that the last upper bound can be understood as the form of C(1 +
2

z)2+3e=C7 hence it is uniformly
bounded for x > 0. To obtain desired estimate, we multiply (1+ |v;|? 3

I7 )= on both sides of (7.7) and take
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supremum, then we have from (7.8) that

[Mu,o(f(2isvj, I, ")) — Moo (fil )l e

1 1 1 - n - T T, To,B\n 2 T\
SO+ g+ +m{p-mI+ 00+ Y 175 = T+ 1T — @)}
1<a,B<3

This, together with Lemma 7.3, gives the desired estimate. ]

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.3

Here, we prove our main theorem. We first subtract (6.1) from (2.14) and take Lg°-norm:

17 = FE ) g

K = 5 A oAt ~ ~
— no_ fon - f . ny _ . n -
I ROl + M) = Mua (D)
A,,79 AV,O
g A, an Bl + o TR 1 Relle

Next, we recall Lemma 6.2, Lemma 7.1 and Proposition 7.1:
[Rillzee + |R2l e < C(AL)?,
IFE") = F e S UFE") = F*]loge + C(A)?,
[Mug (F(E") = Mug(F)le < € (I1F(E") = S" e + {(A0)* + Av + AT+ AvAt} ),
where C'is a constant which can bounded regardless of the values of At. From these estimates, we obtain

K’+CAV79At n n

m“f@) S e

L
H+AV79A7§

LfH = fE e <
(8.1)
(E(A.r)2 + Ay oAt ((Az)? 4+ Av + AT + AvAt + At)).

For the sake of simplicity, we introduce
Lo = 1" = f(t")||oge
and

P(Az, Av, AT, At) := (Az)? + A, g At((Az)* + Av + AT + AvAt + At)).

C
—— |~
K+ Ay’gAt
Then, we write (8.1) in a recurrence form as follows:

Thi1 < (14 QAHT, + P(Ax, Av, AT, At)
where @ := mﬁfi.%' Since it is assumed that there is no error in the initial step:
Lo = [If° = f(t*)|lre= =0,
we have from nAt < N;At = T that
n
Thir < (14 QAH"MTo + ) (1 + QAHFP(Az, Av, AT, At)
k=0

(1+QAHN —1
= (1+ QAN -1

QT P(Az, Av, AL, At).

P(Az, Av, Al At)

1
<
~ QAL
In the last line, we use (1 +z)" < e"*. Using Av < % and
P(Az, Av, A, At) < C(k+ Ap) [ (Ax)?
At T K+ A%QAt At

+ (Az)? + Av + AT + AvAt + At),
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we derive

2 1C(k+ Aug) ((Ax)?
[pig < —e@T ’ Az)? + Av+ AT+ At ).
+1_Qe n—&-Al,’gAt( A + (Az)* + Av + + At

This completes the proof.

CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present an implicit semi-Lagrangian scheme for the ES-BGK model for polyatomic gases.
The main result is the convergence estimate of the scheme using argument previously adopted in [34] for
BGK model and [35] for ES-BGK model for monatomic gas. For the proof of convergence estimate, the lower
bound estimate for polyatomic temperature is crucially used to prevent the discrete polyatomic ellipsoidal
Gaussian from degenerating into Dirac delta. The restriction of our result is that is that convergence estimate
holds for fixed value of Knudsen number and relaxation parameter 8. Our proof covers the biatomic molecules
with no vibrational degree of freedom. In future work we shall try to remove some of these restrictions, in
particular we plan to make use of the asymptotic preserving property of the method to obtain a convergence
estimate which is uniform in the Knudsen number.
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