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SUPERDIFFUSION TRANSITION FOR A PHONON BOLTZMANN
EQUATION

GAETAN CANE

GAETANCANE. CH

ABSTRACT. We consider an infinite harmonic chain of charged particles submitted to the
action of a magnetic field of intensity B and subject to the action of a stochastic noise
conserving the energy. In [21] it has been proved that if B = 0 the transport of energy is
described by a 3/4-fractional diffusion while it has been proved in [31] that if B # 0 it is
described by a 5/6-fractional diffusion. In [21, 31] the authors used a two step argument,
i.e. they first proved that the kinetic limit of the Wigner distribution is the solution of a
phonon Boltzmann equation and then proved that this solution converges to the solution
of a fractional diffusion equation with exponent 3/4 if B = 0 (see [21]) and exponent 5/6
if B # 0 (see [31]). In this paper we quantify the intensity of the magnetic field required
to switch from one macroscopic regime to the other one from the phonon Boltzmann
equation. We also describe the transition mechanism to cross the two different phases.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Since the seminal numerical experiments of Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou in 1953 [15], the
understanding of energy transport in very long anharmonic chains of coupled oscillators
attracted a lot of attention but still remains a fascinating challenging open problem in math-
ematical physics. During the two last decades many researchers have been interested to the
one dimensional case for which the energy transport is anomalous (we refer the reader to the
physical reviews [16, 26]). The most elaborated theory to describe the form of this anoma-
lous transport is probably the recent nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory initiated by
Spohn [33, 34] which predicts, for interacting particle systems with several conserved quanti-
ties (like energy, momentum etc.) and local interactions, several different universality classes
containing not only the famous KPZ universality class [29] but also many fractional diffu-
sion classes, apart from the standard Edwards-Wilkinson class (i.e. normal diffusion class).
The theory is macroscopic and based on formal arguments starting from the hydrodynamic
equations associated to the interacting particle system under investigation. Unfortunately
its validity for systems with more than one conservation law has been proved rigorously only
for few stochastic models [5, 9, 22]. It has also to be noticed that while the link between
the KPZ universality class and the Edwards-Wilkinson universality class is provided by the
now well understood KPZ equation [19, 20], almost nothing is known about the potential
equations connecting the other universality classes, even at some heuristic level.

The system we are interested to belongs to the class of systems introduced in [18], revisited
with the heat conduction problem perspective in [2, 3, 10], and studied since in several
subsequent works by various authors (see e.g. [1] and [25] for some reviews). In this paper we
consider the model of [31] (introduced first in [30]), i.e. a harmonic chain of charged particles
submitted to a magnetic field and a stochastic exchange of velocity between neighbor sites.
Each particle is labeled by its rest position z in Z and lives in the two dimensional space R2.
Its displacement from its rest position is denoted by ¢(z) € R2, its velocity by p(z) € R? and
its energy by e(x). The magnetic field of intensity B is constant and orthogonal to the plan
of motion of the chain. A picture of the model is given in Fig. 1. The equations of motion
of the deterministic system are then given for any time ¢ and 4 in {1,2} by

%ql(tvx) = pl(tam) )
(1)
%pi(t, ZZ?) = Ad [qi(t, x)] =+ (5i,1Bp2(t, ZZ?) — 5@7281)1 (t, 13) R

where d; ; denotes the Kronecker symbol and Ag is the discrete! Laplacian on Z. The total
energy E, which is conserved by the dynamics, is given by

E=Yel) =g (Z p@)2+ 3 la(2) - alw + 1>|2> .
TEZ TEZ TEL

We superpose to the deterministic dynamics (1) a stochastic noise which exchanges contin-

uously the velocities of nearest neighbor particles. The noise conserves the total energy

of the chain and the total pseudo-momentum?. The goal of this paper is to understand

the mechanism to cross different universality classes by varying the intensity of the magnetic

field.

Case without magnetic field, i.e. B = 0. In order to study the macroscopic evolution of
the energy the authors of [4], following [32], introduced the Wigner distribution W*¢ (defined
in Sec. 3.4) in the time scale te~!, and in the weak noise limit, i.e. the intensity of the
noise is of order . Here ¢ is a space scaling parameter, i.e. the lattice Z is rescaled in

We recall that for a function f defined on Z the discrete Laplacian of f is defined for any z in Z by
Aqf@)]=fE+1)+ fz—1) - 2f(z).
0 1

2We recall that the pseudo-momentum of particle z is p(x) + Bog(z) where o = ( 1 o0 ) IfB=0
the pseudo-momentum coincides with the velocity. If B # 0, the velocity is not conserved by the Hamiltonian

dynamics.
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FIGURE 1. Picture of the model studied.

€Z, and going to zero. The Wigner distribution is a kind of localized Fourier transform of
the space correlations of the eigenmodes, also called phonons, of the purely deterministic
harmonic chain (the presence of the stochastic noise couple their time evolutions which
become then non trivial). Each eigenmode is labeled by a & € T, the continuous torus
of length one. For each time ¢, W°(¢) is a distribution acting on a class of test functions
J:(u,k) € (RxT)— J(u,k) € C. To get some intuition on the relevance of the Wigner
distribution for the study of the macroscopic behavior of the energy, we observe that if
J:(u,k) € (RxT) — J(u) € Ris a test function not depending on the k variable, we have

(We(t), J) = 5ZEM e (te™!,2)] J(ex) + O, (e) ,
TEZL

where e(t, z) is the value of the energy of the particle x at time ¢, u€ the initial distribution
of the dynamics and O;(e) is an error term which depends on the test function J and
goes to zero when € goes to zero. From the previous equation it is clear that if we want to
understand the macroscopic behavior of the energy when e goes to zero we have to understand
the behavior of W* as € — 0.

In [4] it is proved that at kinetic time scale ¢!, the Wigner distribution W¢ converges to
the unique solution fo(¢,u, k, 1), of the following phonon linear Boltzmann equation

V()(k)

(2) ath(tauakvi) + ot

aufO(ta u, kvl) = *CO [f()] (ta u, kvl) i

2
(3) Lo[fo] (tu, ki) = /T Ro(k, K4, 5) [fo (t,u, k', §) = fo (t,u, k,4)] di’ .
j=1

Here, u € R represents the position along the chain after the kinetic limit, ¢ > 0 the time
and k € T the wave number of a phonon whereas ¢ is the type of phonon. L is a collisional
operator due to by the noise introduced on the system and vq is the group velocity.

In [4], the authors studied a system where the particles live in R instead of R? as pre-
sented in this introduction. As a consequence, the Boltzmann equation obtained in [4] does
not depend on the variables (i,j). However, following the proof performed in [4] we can
derive Eq. (2) for particles living in R2.

Since Ry(k, k', 4, ) is positive we can interpret the solution of Eq. (2) as the evolution of
the density of a continuous time Markov process (Zy(-), Ko(+), In(+)). Here (Ko(-),Io(-)) €
T x {1,2} is the pure jump Markovian process with generator given by Eq. (3) and Zy(-) is
the additive functional defined for any positive time ¢ by

(4) Zo(t) = — /O " Yo (Ko(s)) (;{72(5)) ds

Using this interpretation, the authors of [21] proved first that the finite-dimensional distri-

butions of N~1Z (N %) converge to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process
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3
generated (up to a constant) by —(—A)4. In a second time, they used the previous result
to show that fo (N%t, Nu, ) converges in L2 (T) (see Theorem 4.6) to the unique solution

po, of the following fractional diffusion equation

oY

(5) YueR, Vtel0,T], Opo(t,u)=—D(—A)

where D is a strictly positive constant.

[PO] (ta u) )

As we explained for the results in [4], in [21] the Boltzmann equation studied does not
depend on (i, j) but following the proof of [21] we can derive the fractional diffusion equation
(5) from the Boltzmann equation (2).

Hence, this two-step argument which consists to first prove the convergence of the Wigner
distribution to the unique solution fy of a phonon Boltzmann equation and then the con-
vergence of fy to the solution py of a fractional Laplacian equation gives the nature of the
superdiffusion of energy proved in [3]. Fractional diffusion equations can also be derived
from some Boltzmann equations by purely analysis arguments, see for example [12, 13, 28]
and references therein for more details . In 2015, by investigating further the time evolution
of the Wigner distribution in a longer time scale, the authors of [22], proved that we can
obtain in one step Eq. (5) from the microscopic model in a suitable time scale. The results
above are consistent with the predictions of the nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory
of Spohn.

Case with a magnetic field B # 0. By following the strategy initiated in [4, 21], the

authors of [31] proved that at kinetic time scale ! the Wigner distribution converges to

the unique solution fp(t,u,k,i), of a phonon linear Boltzmann equation of the same form

as in Eq. (2)

vi(k)
21

(6) 6th(tau7kai) +
with

BufB(t,u,k,i) =Lp [fB] (t’u7k7i) )

2
Lp[fs] (tu ki) = /T Rp(k,K i, ) [f5 (t,u. K, §) — fo(tu,k,q)] di' .
j=1

However, because of the presence of the magnetic field, as it is explained in the introduction
of [31], the group velocity vp and the scattering kernel Rp(k,i) = [ Rp (k,k',4,5) dk'd;(i)
have different behavior when k& goes to zero. Indeed when B is positive we have for k near
to zero

vp(k) ~k, Rp(k,1)~k* and Rp(k,2)~k*,
whereas in the Boltzmann equation (2) studied in [21] Ro(k, k’,4,j) does not depend on i
and j and satisfies when k is close to zero

vo(k) ~1 and Ro(k) ~ k> where Ro(k) = / Ro(k, k., ) i’ |
T

This difference has a drastic effect on the energy transport properties of the chain moving
the chain from one universality class to an other one. Indeed, the energy superdiffusion is
still described by a fractional diffusion equation as in Eq. (5) but with a different exponent.

Following [21] it is proved in [31] that the finite-dimensional distributions of®* N~!Zp (N 3 )
converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process generated (up to
a constant) by —(—A)% which implies the convergence of fp (N%t, Nu, ) in L2 (T) to the
unique solution pp of the following fractional diffusion equation

(1) VueR, Wtel0,T), Oups(t,u) = —Dp(—A)S (o] () |

3Here Zp is defined as Zp in Eq. (4) with vg replaced by vp.
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where Dp is a strictly positive constant. Notice that since the hydrodynamic limits of this
chain are trivial in the Euler time scale, the nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory of
Spohn does not give any prediction for this model.

Contribution. The aim of this paper is to study the transition between the study of [21]
and the one of [31]. As we have seen, the presence of the magnetic field moves the model
from the 3/4-fractional universality class to the 5/6-fractional universality class and it makes
sense to ask if we can quantify the intensity of the magnetic field necessary to cross from one
universality class to some other one, and to understand what is the mechanism occurring
at the transition. As far as we know, while very interesting, these questions did not receive
answer, even at some heuristic level. We notice however that in [6] and [7, 8] are obtained
results describing two transition mechanisms between standard diffusion universality class
and fractional diffusion universality class in a Hamiltonian system stochastically perturbed
and having two conserved quantities. We would like to mention that a family of fractional
diffusion equations have been derived from stochastic harmonic chains with long-range in-
teractions by Suda in [35].

In the first instance we introduce a small magnetic field of intensity Be® with § > 0 and
B # 0. We prove first (see Theorem 5.1) that at the kinetic time scale of order ¢! the
transition is trivial in the sense that for § = 0 the Wigner distribution converges to the
Boltzmann equation of [31] (i.e. Eq. (6)) and for ¢ > 0 the Wigner distribution converges to
the one of [4] (i.e. Eq. (2)). We believe however that the effect of the small magnetic field
could be seen in a longer time scale.

Therefore, in a second time, we study the hydrodynamic limit of the solution fg, of the
Boltzmann equation (6) when B is changed to By := BN~ with ¢ in R* and B # 0. Let
Bs defines as follows

ﬂgzg if 62% and 65:%6 for 6§%.
We prove, in Theorem 5.7 that the finite-dimensional distributions of N='Zp, (N Bs ) con-
verge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process generated (up to a
constant) by an operator L5 whose action on smooth functions ¢ which decay sufficiently
fast is defined as follows

—(=A)E[g] (u) if 0>1,
(8) VueR, £[¢] (w)={ Lple] (u) if d=1,
—(—=A)8 (] (u) if §<i,

with £p defined in Eq. (66). From Theorem 5.7, we prove then in Theorem 5.9 that
fBn (NP5t Nu,-) converges to the unique solution ps of the following integro-differential
equation

9) YueR, Vte|0,T[, Owps(t,u)=Lsl[ps] (t,u) .

Finally, we prove in Theorem 5.11 that, up to a constant, £5 — f(fA)% when B — 0
and £5 — —( —A)% when B — oco. Hence, £p is the infinitesimal generator of a Lévy process
which interpolates between the two fractional universality classes.

These results are summarized in Fig. 2. On the horizontal axis, é represents the intensity
of the magnetic field and on the vertical axis Bs represents the exponent of the scaling in
time we have to do in order to obtain the hydrodynamic limit of fg, .

Structure of the paper. In Sec. 2, we precise the notations of the paper. In Sec. 3, we
present the microscopic dynamics and the Wigner distribution. In Sec. 4, we recall the
historical results obtained in [4, 21, 31]. In Sec. 5, we state the main results of this paper
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FIGURE 2. Transition graph.

which are proved in Sec. 6. In order to make the reading easier, intermediate results are
shown in the Appendices.

2. NOTATIONS

Let a and b be two positive real numbers, we will write a < b when there exists a positive
constant C such that a < Cb. The conjugate of a complex number z will be denoted by z*
and i will denote the complex number of modulus 1. We will denote the one dimensional

11

torus [75, 5 [ by T, the euclidean norm on R™ by | - | and the set of natural numbers by* N.

In order to lighten the notations we will denote R \{0} and T \{0} by R* and T* respectively.

If X is a topological space we denote the Borelian o-field of X by B(X). We denote by
F ([0,T], X) the set of X-valued functions on [0, 7], by C ([0, 7], X) the subspace of X-valued
continuous functions on [0, 7] and by Cp, ([0, 7], X) the subspace of X-valued bounded con-
tinuous functions on [0,7]. Let n in NU {co}, the space of R-valued functions on X with
compact support and n times differentiable is denoted by CZ (X). The space of R- valued
cadlag functions on [0,7] will be denoted by D ([0,T],R) .

For f in (1(Z), we define its (discrete) Fourier transform f:T—Chby

VkeT, [f(k) = f(z)exp(2ikrz) .

TEZ

As usual we extend this notation for all functions in ¢?(Z). In order to study the Wigner
distribution, defined in Sec. 3.4, we introduce the set of test functions S given by

S = {Hech(Rx'Jr)

Y(n,m,1) € N*, supsup (1 +u)l8£8£"H(u,k)| < oo} .
k€T ueR

For any H in S, we denote its (continuous) Fourier transform in the first variable by
F[H]:R x T — C where
V(p, k) e Rx T, FI[H](p,k):= / H(u, k) exp(2irpu) du .
R

The set S is stable under the action of F.

In the whole paper, for H in S, we denote the Laplacian of H in the first variable by A [H]
and for 8 in (1,2) the fractional Laplacian of H in the first variable by —(—A)% [H] where
we recall that for any p in R and k£ in T

FIA[H])(p, k) = —(27p)>F [H] (p, k) .

4Here N, includes 0.
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B
2

F (=25 [H]] (9, k) = ~ 2l F [H] (0, ) .

The space S x S is equipped with the norm || - || defined by

2
VJ = (J1,J) eSS xS, |J|= Z/sgplF[Ji] (p, k)| dp .
i=1 /R

The space (S x S, -||) is then a separable space ([27, p. 572]). We denote by (S x )’ the
dual of S x S for the weak-* topology (we refer the reader to Sec. 3.4 for a precise definition).
For Win (S x §)" and J in § x S we denote by (W, J) the duality bracket between W and
J.

Throughout the article, the random variables will be defined on an underlying probability
space (2, F,P) and T will denote a fixed positive time.

3. MICROSCOPIC DYNAMICS

In this section, we define the microscopic dynamics studied in this paper. This dynamic
was first introduced in [2, 3, 4] without a magnetic field and later in [30, 31] with a magnetic
field.

3.1. Deterministic dynamics. We consider a one dimensional chain of coupled harmonic
oscillators each having two transverse degrees of freedom and subject to the action of a
magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of motion. At rest, the atoms are aligned according
to the lattice Z and each = in Z represents the balance position of one atom. We denote
the velocity of the atom with rest position = in Z by p(x) = (p1(x), p2(x)) in R? and the
displacement from its rest position by q(x) = (q1(z), g2(z)) in R? . We denote the strength
of the magnetic field by B in R. The deterministic dynamics is defined at any positive time
t and for any 7 in {1,2} by
%Qi(ta SC) = pi(t7 :17) ’
(10)
4 pi(t,x) = Ag[qi(t, @)] + 6,1 Bpa(t,x) — §;2Bp1 (L, z) |
where Ay denotes the discrete Laplacian on Z. We denote a typical configuration of the
system by (q,p) := (q(x),p(z))zcz and the configuration over time by {(q(¢),p(t);t >
0)} = {(q(z,t),p(z,t))sez | t > 0}. The initial configuration (¢(x,0),p(z,0))sez is denoted
by (%, p°).
Let « be the function defined on Z by
2 if z=0,
Vz2eZ, alz)=< -1 if |z]=1,
0 otherwise .
Observe that
(11) a(k) = 4sin®(rk) ,

with @(0) = a’(0) = 0 and a”(0) = 872.
The infinitesimal generator of this Markovian dynamics is given by A + BG where for every
smooth and local complex-valued functions® ¢ we have

A [(ZS] = % Z sz(z)ach(w) [Qﬂ + Z Za(x - x/)Qi(x/)api(ac) [(ZS]

z€Z i=1 x,x' €Z i=1
Gl = (p2(2)0py () [6] — P1(2)py ) [8]) -

T€EZ

5Here smooth and local means that for any 4 in {1,2}, ¢ depends only on a finite number of the sequence
(qi(x),pi(z))zez and is smooth with respect to these coordinates.
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We denote by E(q,p) the total energy of the configuration (q,p) where
1
(12) E(q,p) = 5 (Z p))* + ) la(x) — gl + 1)I2> :
TEL T€EZ

In the whole paper, we will study only configurations (q, p) with finite total energy. Observe
that the energy is conserved during the time evolution, i.e.

(13) vie0,7], R, p() =0.

3.2. Eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the deterministic dynamics. We define on T
the following real valued functions

(14) w1,B(k) =\/a(k) + BTQ + g and wy (k) = \/a(k) + BTQ — g ,
. o wi,B(k)

(15) Vi € {172}7 az,B(k) - \/wl,B(k) +LU27B(]€) )

(16) vp(k) == dC;ZB (k) = dzzB (k) = a’(k)

2,/a(k) + £

where k is in T. Observe that for any ¢ in {1,2}, 6; p is a bounded function.

For every configuration (q, p) we define a couple (12173, TZQ,B) :T — C? by

(17 b lapl (k) = 01,5(k) [Pr(k) — iwo, (k)@ (k) + iPa(k) + wo (k)@ (k)] -

(18)  Wopla, Pl (k) = 02,5(k) [B1 (k) — iwy,p (k)G (k) — B2 (k) — w1, p (k)G (k)] -

In order to lighten the notations, for any positive time ¢, k in T and 7 in {1, 2} we will denote

77/[1\1',B[q(t)vp(t)](k) by Ji(u k)

Lemma 3.1. We have that for each k in T and each i in {1,2}, 7:/;173(k) is an eigenvector
of (A+ BG) corresponding to the eigenvalue —i w; g(k), i.e.

-~

Vie{1,2}, (A+ BG) [1@‘,3} (k) = —iw; (k)Y (k) .

Proof. Let i in {1.2}, k in T and ¢ in [0,T], using Eq. (10), Eq. (17) and Eq. (18) we can
prove that

(19) Db (t, k) = —iw; g (k)i(t, k) .

This concludes the proof. O

As it is explained in [31, Section 3.2], we normalised 121/2,3 in Eq. (17) and in Eq. (18) by
01 2 in order to have the following equality

Blt) = /T Ozzl(t,k)f + ‘zZQ(t,k)f) dk
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3.3. Stochastic dynamics. We introduce now the local stochastic perturbation which is
defined through its infinitesimal generator S whose action on any smooth and local complex
valued functions ¢ is given by

Iy ()

xEZ i,5=1
i#]

where

Y;);+1 = (pj (CL‘ + 1) - pj(x))(api(r—&-l) - api(oc))
- (pi(z + 1) - pi(x))(apj(w+1) - 8pj(ﬂi)) :
The operator S conserves the total energy (defined in Eq. (12)) and the total pseudomomen-
tum defined by

P = (Zpl( — Bga(x), Y pa(x) + Bai( )) :
TEZ TEL

We introduce a scaling parameter ¢ > 0 and we take v > 0 which represents the intensity of

the stochastic noise. We denote by L¢ the infinitesimal generator of the dynamics defined as

follows

(20) Lf = A+ BG+¢eyS .

We denote by (q°(t), p°(t))i>0 the Markovian dynamics generated by the infinitesimal gen-
erator L. For a rigorous definition of the dynamics we refer the reader to [31, Sec 3.4] or to
[14, Chapter 6].

We can check that L¢ conserves the total energy and the total pseudo-momentum. Since
the energy of the dynamics is conserved we will denote it by E°. In order to simplify the
notations for all ¢ in {1,2}, k in T and positive time ¢, we will write Jf(t, k) instead of
Yi.p [a°(t), p° ()] (k).

We assume that the initial configuration of the system (qo, po) is distributed according
to a measure u which satisfies the following condition

~ 2~ 2
(21) Ko= sup ¢ /E,ﬁ Uﬁ(o,k)] + |50, k:)‘ ] dk < oo.
0<e<1 T
Since the energy of the system is preserved, this condition is true at any time ¢, i.e.
(22) sup sup & [ B (10501 + 1050 1) db= Ko
0<e<1 t>0 T

3.4. Wigner distribution. The space (S x §)’ is equipped with the weak-* topology, i.e.
a sequence (W™ )yen = WY, WY )nen in (S x S) converges to W in (S x §)’ if and only
if for any J := (J1,J2) in § x S and ¢ in {1, 2}

lim |(W]N, Ji) = Wi, Ji)| = 0.

N—00
We say then that a sequence (WN)NGN in F([0,T], (S x 8)") converges pointwise to W if
and only if for any ¢ in [0, T], (W™ (t)) yen converges to W(t) in (S x S)'.
For each t in [0, T], we define the Wigner distribution, denoted by We(t), as the element
of (§ x 8)’ defined for any J = (J1,J2) in S x S by
2

We(t), 1) =D (Wi (1), i)

i=1
where, for ¢ in {1, 2},
(23) W; (8), Ji)

:g Z Eﬂa [w ) ws( 71 )}/Teﬁﬂ(wliw)k‘]i (%(:L’+Q:/),k)* dk

x,x' €L
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// k= )70 (e k)| FL (0, k)" dhdp

The well-posedness of these expressions are proved in Appendix A. The following lemma
proves that the Wigner distribution is an element of C ([0, 77, (S x §)) and gives some of its
properties.

Lemma 3.2. The Wigner distribution satisfies the following properties
i) For allt in [0,T], We(t) belongs to (S x S)'.
i) For any J in S x S, the family (W=, J))es0 is bounded in (C([0,T],C), || - ||loo) and

1OV, T) lloe S Koll ]| -
Furthermore, the application t — We(t) belongs to C([0,T], (S x S)').
Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.1. d

To study the asymptotic behavior of (W¢).~¢ we need to introduce two distributions on
S x S denoted by A° and (A®)" defined for any J := (Ji,J2) in S x S by

2 2
(24) (A5, J) = (A5, i) and  ((A%)",J) = ((A9)",
i=1 i=1
where, for any 4 in {1 2}, by letting i* = 3 — 4, we set
(25) (A3 (1)
el EP 4\ e -1 ep _ *

// L= k) 05 (17 k)| F L (0, k)" dkdp

and

(26) ((A5)" (1), i)
// - 1/)8 ts* k——) n (ts*1 k- 3) ]]—"[Ji] (p, k)* dkdp .

4. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS RESULTS

In this section, we recall some results on this lattice. We first recall Theorem 4.2 from
[4, 31] which states the convergence of the Wigner distribution to the solution fp of some
phonon Boltzmann equation (30). Then we recall Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.6 from [21, 31]
which show the convergence of fp in some hydrodynamic scaling to the solution of some
fractional diffusion equations (49).

4.1. Kinetic limit of the Wigner distribution. Let J := (Jy,J2) in & x S and recall
Eq. (14), (15) and (16). We define a collisional operator Cp : J = (J1,J2) € S x S —
([CBJ];,[CBJ)y) € S x S in the following way. For any w in R, k in T, ¢ in {1,2} and
J = (Jl,Jz) inS x S,

(27) [CsJ]i(u, k) = Z /T 07 5 (k)R(k, K")03 (k') [J; (u, k') — Ji(u, k)] dk’
with
(28) V(k, k') € Tx T, R(k,k)=16sin?(rk)sin?(7k’) .

Let W in C([0,7],(S x 8§)') and W? in (S x S)'.

i) We say that W is a weak solution on [0, 7] of the linear Boltzmann equation
1
(29) 6‘tW+ V33 W =~CpW,

with WY as initial condition if and only if for any J in § x S and any ¢ in [0, 7]

1

(30) W(t), J) — (W(0),]) = /07

5 W(s),vpdyJ) ds
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+ 7/010/\/(5),03(]} ds |

ii) We say that W is a Borel measure valued weak solution on [0,7] of the linear
Boltzmann equation (29) if it is a weak solution of (29) such that for all ¢ in [0, 7T
and 7 in {1, 2}, W;(t) is a bounded Borel measure on R x T.

Lemma 4.1. Let p° := (u9, 19) in (S x S)" be a couple of bounded Borel measure on R x T.
Then, there exists a unique Borel measure valued weak solution p on [0,T] to the linear
Boltzmann equation (29) with u° as initial condition.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.5. g

The following theorem summarizes the results obtained by the authors of [31, Theorem 1]
and by those of [4, Theorem 9] respectively.

Theorem 4.2. [4, 31] Let T > 0. Assume that the condition (21) holds and that (WW*(0)):>0
converges in (S x S)' to a bounded positive distribution W°.
i) If B # 0, then there exists W in C ([0, T],(S x S)’) such that (W*®)eso converges
pointwise to W in F ([0,T7], (S x S)"). Moreover for each time t in [0,T], the limit
W(t) and WP can be extended to a couple of bounded Borel measures on R x T
respectively denoted by u(t) = (u1(t), pa(t)) and p° = (9, 13). Furthermore, p
belongs to C ([0,T7], (S x 8)’) and is the unique Borel measure valued weak solution
of the Boltzmann equation (29) with initial condition p°.

ii) If B =0 and furthermore

(31) lim limsupg/ E,- [
[EI<p

p=0  c0

@ﬂ&mﬂdkzm

then the same conclusion as in i) holds with B =0 in Eq. (29).

Remark 4.3. When B = 0, the assumption (31) is required to compensate the lack of
differentiability of the function vp defined in Eq. (16) at k = 0.

4.2. Hydrodynamic limit of the Boltzmann equation. The aim of this section is to
study the hydrodynamic limit of the Boltzmann equation (30). Let us start by a short
reminder about Lévy processes [11]. Given a measure v on R*, we say that v is a Lévy
measure if and only if

(32) /* min (1,7%) dv(r) < oo .

Let Y,(-) be a real valued stochastic process starting from u in R. We say that Y, () is a
Lévy process with (Lévy) measure v if and only if for any positive ¢ and 6 in R,

E [exp (10Y,(t))] = exp (tPy () + i0u) .
Here, @y denotes the Lévy exponent associated to the Lévy process Y, () and is given for
any # in R by

(33) Dy (0) = ab? —|—/ (exp (i0r) — 1 4 i0rl ), <1y) dv(r),

*

where a is in RT. The action of the infinitesimal generator £ of Y, (:) on a smooth function
¢ : R — R which decays sufficiently fast is given by

(34) Y ER, ﬂ@@=4fw®ﬁﬁhm®w0%-

In this article we will only study pure jumps Lévy processes, i.e. a =0. Let 8 in (1,2), and
assume that dv(r) := ||~ dr then, up to a constant, we have

Vo e R, ®y(0) =—]0°.
For this choice of v, the infinitesimal generator of Y, (-) is (up to a constant) the pseudo-

B
differential operator — (—A)2. In this case, we say that Y, (-) is an S-stable Lévy process.
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For i in {1,2} and (k,k’) in T2, we recall that 6; g(k) and R (k, k) are defined in Eq. (15)
and Eq. (28) respectively. Let f: T x {1,2} — R be a real-valued function such that for
any 4 in {1,2} f(-,4) € C(T,R). We define an operator Lp acting on f by

() Lplflh) = A5 () D [ Po (k' ) (F (0.9) = 0k,0) d

Here for any (k, k') in T? and (i,7) in {1,2}2

(36) Pp (k7 i, dk/a]) = VAB(k’ Z)ezQ,B(k)QJZ,B (k/) R (k’ k/) dk’ ’
where
(37) Ap(k,i) = 1025 ()R(K)] " and  R(k) = /TR(k:,k:’) dk’ .

Let p be the Borel measure valued weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29) with
initial condition p°. Let ¢ in [0, T] and i in {1,2}, we assume that p;(t) and p? have a density
with respect to the measure dudk denoted by fg(t,u, k,i) and fO(t,u, k, i) respectively. Then
we have for any time ¢ in [0,7], ¥ in T, » in R and ¢ in {1,2}

ngrk) 8ufB(ta u, k, Z) =Lp [fB] (t, u, k, Z) ,

with f9(u, k,4) as initial condition. To study the hydrodynamic behavior of fp we interpret

the operator Lp as the infinitesimal generator of a pure jump continuous time Markov process
on T x {1,2} as follows.

Let (X3),en = (KB, I}),,cn be the Markov chain on T x {1, 2} with transition probability
Pp defined in Eq. (36). Let (7™),en be an i.i.d sequence of random variables, independent
of (X3), ey such that 7° ~ £(1). We define the random variable T by®

(38) Ocf(t,u, ki) +

N
(39) TO=0 and VNeN\{0}, TN => Xg(Xp "),

n=1

Then we can define a pure jump Markovian process (Kpg(-), Ig(:)) with values in T x {1,2}
where for any positive time ¢ in [0, 7]

KB(t) =K%, and IB(t) =1I%, Vte [Tn,Tn+1[ .

The infinitesimal generator of (Kp(-),I5(-)) is Lp defined in Eq. (35). From this process,
we can define an additive functional of Markov process Z, g(-) such that for any time ¢ in

[0,7] and w in R
Zup(t) =u— /Ot ve (Ks(s)

2m
Then by Dynkin’s formula we get that for any 7 in {1,2} and (u, k) in R x T
(40) f(tu, ki) =By [f° (Zu,p(t), Kp(t), I5(1))] .

The hydrodynamic behavior of fp is completely determined by the one of the process
(Kp(+),Ip(-)). Hence, in the following we recall how the authors of [21, 31] studied this
process. Let mp the probability measure on T x {1,2} defined as follows

AB(k7j)_1
~R

2

(41) mp(dk,di) =)

j=1

dkd,(di) with T— / R(k) di .
T

We can prove that mp is a reversible probability measure of the Markov chain (X3)
Observe that

(42) Py (k,i,dk', j) = mp(dk', j) ,
where Pp is defined in Eq. (36).

neN’

6We decided not to write Tév in order to lighten the notations.
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Remark 4.4. According to Eq. (42), (X3),~

T x {1,2} but observe that (XB)pen 18 not because of XY%. This property will play a crucial
role in the proof of our main results stated in Sec. 6.4.

1 8 an i.1.d sequence of random variables on

We define a function ¥ g in the following way
(43) VkeT, Vie{l,2}, Up(k,i)=vpk)Ap(k,i).

The asymptotic behavior of the process Z,, g(-) is fully determined by the tails of the function
Up. In [21, 31] it is proved that

(44) Vr>0, lim N° 7p ({(k,i)| Up(k,i)>Nr})=rigplr|?>,
N—oo
(45) ¥r<0, lim NP qp ({(k,i) | Up(k,i) < Nr})=ig|r| 7?5,
—00
where
3. 5 .
(46) [33:5 if B=0 and 53:5, if B#0,
and

3 3
F(@"(0)1y"2 B =0,
(47) KB =
1 =

5
Ro|B|73&"(0)y"3 i B#0,

with K7 and &2 two positive constants. Then the following results are proved in [21, Theorem
3.1] and [31, Theorem 3] respectively.

Theorem 4.5 ([21, 31]). Let u in R and define uy := Nu. We assume that Xp(0) =
(Kp(0),I5(0)) = (k,i) with k #0 and i in {1,2}.

Then, under Py ;) the finite-dimensional distributions of the scaled process N=Zyy.B (NﬁB )
converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Y, p(-) generated by

727RB(—A)BTB where R and Bp are defined in Eq. (46) and Eq. (47) respectively.
From these results, the authors of [21, 31] have been able to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6 ([21, 31]). Let f5(-,-,-) == (fB(:,+,, 1), fB(*,*, ", 2)) be the solution of Eq. (38)
with initial condition fON(-,-) == (fON(-,-,1), fON(-,-,2)) defined as follows

(48) V(w, k) eRx T, fON(u k)= (fo (%k: 1) f° (%kz)) .

Here (f°(-,-,1), f°(-,-,2)) € C° (R x T)?. Let ?O : R — R be the real-valued function defined
for any v in R

7 () :i/fo(u ki) dk .
i=1 /T o

Then, for any time t in ]0,T] and v in R we have that

2
lim E/
N—
= YT

where we recall that Bp is defined in Eq. (46) and pp is the solution of

2
1
f5 (NP2t Nu, k,i) — 5pB(t,u) dk =0,

(49) el T, VucR, {@PB(@U)DB<A>Bf[pB1<t,u>,

0
pB(O,U) = f (’LL) )
with Dp a positive constant.

Remark 4.7. As mentioned in the introduction, in [21] the result is stated for a unidimen-
stonal Boltzmann equation, i.e , fp is a one component function. However, following the
proof given in [21, 31] we can extend the result to a two components function.
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Remark 4.8. In [31], the authors stated that Dg = |B|~3C where C was a non explicit
positive constant. From this observation, we can have an intuition on the scaling in time we
have to do in order to observe the transition between these two fractional diffusion equations
when we replace the value of the magnetic field B by BN~°. In Eq. (68) we give the explicit
values of the constant C'.

5. STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

In this section, we state our main results. Theorem 5.1 shows that at kinetic time scale e~!

under assumption (50) there is no transition in the convergence of the Wigner distribution.
Theorem 5.7 and Theorem 5.9 show that a transition can be observed at some hydrodynamic
time scale with the appearance of an interpolation process for some critical intensity of the
magnetic field. We end this section with Theorem 5.11 which shows that this interpolation
process converges to the fractional process studied in [21] when B goes to zero and to the
one studied in [31] when B is sent to infinity.

5.1. Triviality of the transition in the kinetic time scale. In this section, we assume
that the microscopic dynamics (see Eq. (10)) is submitted to a magnetic field of intensity
B, := Be® where § >0 and B > 0.

Theorem 5.1. Let 6 > 0, n in |0, 1] such that § > n and k > 0. We define k. := ke and we
assume that the condition (21) holds and that (W¢(0))es0 converges in (S x S)’ to a bounded
positive distribution W°. We assume furthermore that

~ 2
(50) limsupg/ E,. [w; (0, k)‘ } dk =0 .
|k|<ke

e—0
Then, there exists W in C ([0,T], (S x S)') such that (W*)e>o converges pointwise to W in
F([0,T],(S x 8)'). Moreover for each time t in [0, T, the limit W(t) and W° can be extended
to couples of bounded Borel measures on R x T denoted respectively by u(t) := (u1(t), u2(t))
and p° := (g, p3)-
Furthermore, p belongs to C ([0,T],(S x S)’) and is the uniqgue Borel measure valued
weak solution on [0,T] of the Boltzmann equation (29) with B = 0 and initial condition
0 = (], p3).

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.1 for the proof of Theorem 5.1. O

From Theorem 5.1, we deduce that under assumption (50) the transition in the kinetic
time scale e~ between the case of [4] (zero magnetic field) and [31] (magnetic field of order
one) is trivial in the sense that it holds for § = 0. We show in Theorem 5.9 that it is not the
case in a longer time scale. To prove Theorem 5.1 we need the following lemma which shows
that the assumption (50) can be extended to times te~!.

Lemma 5.2. Let i in {1,2}, then for any time t in [0,T)

limsupi/ E,- [
=0 2 Jik<n.

where we recall that k. = ke with n in |0,1[ such that § > n and k > 0.

~ 2
" (ts’l,k)‘ } dk =0

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.4 for the proof of Lemma 5.2. g

Remark 5.3. Observe that assumption (50) is weaker than the assumption (31) made in [4]
to compensate the lack of differentiability of the function vg.

"In order to lighten the presentation, we choose to only consider the case B > 0. However, the case B < 0
can be treated in a similar way.
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5.2. Transition in the hydrodynamic time scale. In this section, we study the Markov
chain (X3), oy introduced in Sec. 4.2 but with a magnetic field of intensity By := BN—?
where § is in RT and B > 0%. Hence, for each N we will denote this chain by (XgN)neN =
(KgN,IgN)neN. In Eq. (14), Eq. (15) and Eq. (16) we replace B by By and in all the
functions defined in Sec. 4.2. The aim of this section, is to study the behavior of f5, (¢, u, k, )
where for any positive time ¢, k in T, v in R and ¢ in {1,2}

VBN7r(k) OufBy(tu, ki) = Lpy [fBN] (G u, k1),

where we recall that vp, and Lp, are defined in Eq. (16) and Eq. (35) respectively. By
Dynkin’s formula we get that for any time ¢ in [0,7], v in R, k in T and ¢ in {1,2}

(52) fBN (tv u, k, ’L) = IF4‘(16,1') [fo (ZU,BN (t)’ KBN (t)v IBN (t))] .
Here for ¢ in [0,T] v in R and N in N we recall that
"oy (Kpy(5))

(51) O fpy (t,usk, i) +

(53) Zu iy (1) = 1 — /O s g
where

Kpy(t)=Kp,, and Ip,(t)=1Ip,, Vte|[TE, . Tal'l.
with

Toy =0 and VneN\{0}, T, =) dpy, (Xp )",
m=1
Here for any integer N, (7%),>, is a sequence of ii.d random variables independent of
(XgN)nEN with 78 ~ £(1). For every N, we recall that the invariant probability measure
of the Markov chain (XgN)neN is denoted by 7p, and defined in Eq. (41). We define the
function ¥, on T x {1,2} by

(54) V(k,i) € T x {1,2}, Up, (ki) =vp, (k) Ap, (ki) .

As we recalled in Sec. 4.2, the asymptotic behavior of fp, is fully determined by the one
of the process Z, g, (-). The next propositions allow us to compute the tails of the function
Up, and to determine the asymptotic behavior of the process Z, g, (-).

Proposition 5.4. We define implicitly two functions xp + on R* by

/ B2 T
(55) (2 l’szi(T’)+4:|:B> ’JJB7:|:(7'):% y 7"7&0

Then

i) g+ are odd functions.
ii) The functions zp + and x'B’i converge pointwise when B goes to zero and for any
r # 0 we have
T ™
Jim 2 (1) = sgn(r) [ b4 and - Jim oy () = Vel
ili) The functions xp + and xlB,+ converge pointwise to zero when B goes to infinity and
for any r # 0, we have

0 7r

Jim Bzp (r) = sign(r)gm_l and Jim Ba'p (1) = —2—\7“|_2 .

The functions xp,_ and :Ci;ﬁ_ diverge pointwise to infinity when B goes to infinity
and for any r # 0, we have

¢
3

lim B*%xB,_(r) = sign(r)C|r|”5 and Blim B saly (r) = Ir|”5 |
—00 ’

B—oo

8As in the previous section, the case B < 0 can be studied in a similar way.
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1
3

with € = ()
Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix B.1. O

Proposition 5.5. Let hp 1+ and gp+ be the four real-valued functions defined for any r # 0
as follows

1 zp,+(r) 1 B
(56) hp+(r) = Z/ EF 2 dx 1,50
TJo 4y /22 + B2
1 /0 1 B
+f/ 8 | Pdri.
47 zp,+(r) 2 4 /.’L'z + BTZ
(57) 9B,x(r) = =l 4 (r)Liso + hp 1 (r)L<o -

Then

i) g+ are positive even functions.
il) The measure vp with density g + + gp,— with respect to the Lebesgue measure is a
Lévy measure on R*.
ili) The functions gp 4 converge pointwise to go when B goes to zero where for any r # 0

(58) go(r) = (21;3); |21,

Moreover, gg is the density of a Lévy measure on R*.
iv) The function B%gB# converges pointwise to zero and B%gBﬁ converges pointwise
to goo when B goes to infinity where for any r # 0

1
2 ERNN
(59) (1) = (s ) E
Moreover, g« is the density of a Lévy measure on R*.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix B.2. O

Proposition 5.6. Let wp, be the invariant probability measure defined in Eq. (41) and Up,
the function defined in Eq. (54) then we have
Vr >0, A}im NP mpy ({ (ki) | Upy (ki) > Nr}) =rs(r),
—00

Vr <0, lim N% g, ({(k,i)| Upy(ki) <Nr})=rs(r),

N—oc0

where for any r # 0

3 .
55:% and ks(r)=~"2kq|r|72 if §>%’
(60) Bs=32 and ks(r)=(hp-(r)+hp4(r) if 6=1,
5 ) .
Bs = % and kKs(r) =~ 3ko|B|73|r|73 if i< % ,

with K1 and ko two positive constants defined respectively in Eq. (122) and in Eq. (123).

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix C.1. O

Theorem 5.7. Let 85 and ks defined in Eq. (60) and 79 ~ £ (1). Let u in R, we define
uy := Nu and we assume that (X% ) = (k,i) with k # 0 and i in {1,2}. We denote by
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Z3(+) the Lévy process starting from point u with Lévy measure vs where

1
’}/_QH()]E[ }|r| —Ldr if 5>%,

(61)  dvs(r) = 2|7 (95 (20) 45 (22))] dr i 5=14.

3 |BI" 3k SB[ i e i 6 <)
with

1 \? 1\?
(62) Ko = (2107{2> and Roo — (213277[_3) .

Then, under P ;) the finite-dimensional distributions of the process N=Z.\ By (NBJ-)
converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of ZS(-).

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.2. O

Remark 5.8. Observe that the process Z}/2 defined in Eq. (61), which is not a Lévy stable
process, belongs nevertheless to the domain of attraction of two Lévy stable laws, one of
exponent 3/2 and the other one with exponent 5/3. Indeed, using the definition of g + given
in Eq. (57), one can prove that there exists two positive constants C' and Cp such that

=

3 _
vi/2(r) ¥ Clr|™2  and vy5(r) ~ Cpglr|™3
where Cg converges to zero when B goes to infinity and C is independent of B.

Observe that E |:T065:| =TI'(1+ B5) where I is the Gamma function. Theorem 5.7 allows us

to obtain the hydrodynamic limit of the solution fg, of the Boltzmann equation (51). Let
Z3(-) be the Lévy process starting from u in R with Lévy exponent ®5 defined by

(63) Vo € R, @5(9) = /* (exp (i@T) -1+ i@?"]l{‘rkl}) dvs(r) |
1

where 5 is the Lévy measure defined in Eq. (61). Observe that for 6 > % (resp. § < 1),

Z3(-) is the Lévy process obtained in [21] (resp. [31]). For § = J we have an interpolation
process.

Theorem 5.9. Let fp, () = (fBy Gy 1)y fBa (505, 2)) be the solution of Eq. (51) with
initial condition fON(-,-) = (fON(, 1), fON(-,-,2)) defined as follows

(

(64) V(u k) eRX T, fON(uk) = ( ( ,1),f° (N,m)) .
Here (f0(,-,1), f°(,~ 2)) € C° (R x T)%. We define on R the function F° as follows
(65) VueR, F(u Z/fouk;z
We define the operator £5 on the space C° (R) in the following way
(66) Vo € CP(R), VpeR, Ls[o /]—' &) exp (2impg) dE
where @ is defined in Eq. (63). Let Bs defined by Eq. (60), then

vt €10,T], Yue€R, Jim Z/

where pgs is the solution of

1
fey (NP3t Nu, k,i) — Fps(tu)| dk =0,

Aips(t,u) 2025 [ps] (t,u)
ps(0,u) = f(u) .
Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.3. d

(67) YVt €10,T], VYu€R, {
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Remark 5.10. Observe that when § > %, £5 = —I' (1 + 3) 72 Do(=A)7 and when § < 1
we have that £5 = —|B|75T (1+3) Y3 Do (—A)§ where
1 —cos ooy —
(68) Dy = 2/@0/ %(T) dr and Dy = 2/@00/ %(T) dr .
0 T2 0 rs

Hence, we recover the different cases studied in [21] and [31] respectively.

When 6 = % 1 depends on B hence we denote by £p the operator 21 by ®p the
Lévy exponent @1 and by pp the function Py The next theorem shows that by sending B
to zero (resp. mﬁmty) pp converges to the fractional diffusion equations of exponent 3/4

(resp. 5/6).

Theorem 5.11. Let ?0 be the function defined in Eq. (65) and Doy and Dy, the constants
defined in Eq. (68). Then

i) éimo pB = po in L' ([0,T],L3(R)) where po is the solution of
—

-0
po(0,u) = f(u) .
ii) thnoo 0B (B%-7 ) = poo tn L' ([0,T],L*(R)) where ps is the solution of

(69)  Vtelo,T], YueR, { Dupo(t.u) = ~T (1+ 3) v~ 2Do(~A) 1 [po] (t,1)

(70)  Vte]o,T], YueR, { Orpoo(t,u) = ~T (1 + 2) 48 Do (—A)6 o] (1)

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.4. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1, THEOREM 5.7, THEOREM 5.9 AND THEOREM 5.11

6.1. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.1. This section, is devoted to the proof of Theo-
rem 5.1. The strategy of our proof is similar to the one developed by the authors of [31], so
we will only give the ideas of the different steps and we refer the reader to the corresponding
sections of [31] for detailed proofs.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we first prove that there exists Win C ([0, 7], (S x S )/) and a sequence
(en)nen such that for any J in S x S and ¢ in [0, T
() Tim (W (6), 1) = (W(t), )] = 0.
Let J := (J1,J2) in § x S, to prove Eq. (71) we start to show that for any ¢ in {1,2} and ¢
in [0,T] we have
1

8t <Wf(t)a JZ> - % <Wf(t),V03uJ1> + <W1€(t)7 [COJ]1>

(72) +7 ((A5 (), [Co i) + ((AF)" (1), [CoJ]i) + Orale)

where AS and (A$)" are defined in Eq. (25) and Eq. (26) and |O; s(t,¢)| < K(J) x £ with
K(J) a constant independent of ¢ and ¢. The derivation of this equation is presented in
Appendix A.2 and Appendix A.3. To end the proof we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Lett in [0,T] and J := (J1,J2) in S X S then
D) (1A%, Dlloe S Koll || and [|(A, J)]|oe < KollJ]-
ii) For any i in {1,2}

=0 and lim
e—0

T T
ti | [ (40, o) | (e @) e <o

Proof. We refer the reader to [4, Sec. 3.4]. O
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By Eq. (72), item ii) of Lemma 3.2 and item i) of Lemma 6.1 we deduce that for all J in S x
S the family of functions ((W*¢, J)).-  is equicontinuous and bounded in (C ([0, T7,C), || - [|oc) -
Hence, for any J in S x S, there exists W;(-) € (C([0,7],C), || - ||lsc) such that (We=(-), J)
converges (up to a subsequence) to W;(-) in (C ([0,T1,C), || - ||oo)-

At this point, the subsequence depends on J but since (S x S, || - ||) is a separable space,
we can use a diagonal argument to erase this dependency. Hence, there exists a countable
subset D = (J");en C S x S dense in (S x S, - ||), a subsequence (e,,),,cy going to zero as
n goes to infinity and a sequence (W;(-)) ;ep € (C([0,7],C), | - |loo) such that

vVJ € D, nan;(Ws"(-),J> =W;() .
Using item ii) of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that
vt e [0,T], VJED, W) < KollJ| -
Hence the application
JeEDCSEXS—=W;() e (C(0,T],C), ] - |loo)

is Lipschitz and linear. It can be uniquely extended into a linear Lipschitz function on & X S.
Hence, for any ¢ in [0, T,

JeS XS Wy(t)

defines an element of (S x S)" denoted by (W(t), J). It remains to prove that W(-) belongs
to C ([0,7],(S x S)').

Let s in [0, 7] and (sp),, in [0, 77" which converges to s when p goes to infinity. Let .J
in S x&,n>0and J" in D such that

[J=J" <n.
We have that
(W (sp), J) = WV (5), I < (W (p) = W(s), ) + [V (sp) , ] = T
+ (W (s),J = J")
S {W (sp) = W(s), J7)| + 2Ko||J = J7||
<|W (sp) = W(s), J")| + 2Kon -

Recall that
(73) te[0,T]— W(),J") =Wy (t) e C
is continuous because J” is in D. Hence, it exists pg in N* such that
Vp >po,  [(W(sp) =W(s), J)[ <.

Consequently, we have

(W (sp) s J) =W (s), )] < Ko +1) 7 -
This proves that W(:) is in C ([0, 7], (S x S)’) and ends the proof.

Hence, we deduce that there exists W in C ([0, 77, (S x S)') such that (W*).~o converges

pointwise (up to a subsequence) to W. Using item ii) of Lemma 6.1 and sending & to zero
in Eq. (72) we get that for any ¢ in [0,7] and J in S x S
t

1
(1) W) - .0 = [ 5
0 o

This proves that W is a weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29).
Let ¢t in [0,T]. It remains to extend W(t) into a couple p(t) := (p1(t), ua(t)) of bounded
Borel measure on R x T. This is proved in [31, Lemma D.1]. The idea is to prove that
the Wigner distribution is a positive linear form on C¢((R x T)?) and then by using Riesz’s

representation theorem we can extend W(t) into a couple of Borel measure on R x T denoted
by p(t) = (pa(t), pa(t))-

OV (s), vodu) ds + /0 W(s), Co) ds .
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To end the proof, it remains to prove that for any ¢ in [0,7] and 4 in {1,2}, p;(t) is a
bounded measure on R x T. Let J in S defined by J(u, k) := JM"(u) where

A
VueR, JM(u):=exp <_r2—u2) T_pr(u), A>0, r>0.

Let X be fixed, by using Eq. (22) and item ii) of Lemma 3.2 we get that

vt € [0,T], Vie{l,2}, m<Wf(t),J’\’T>:/ JNT () pi(t, du, dk) < Ko .
RxT

li

e—0
By sending first A to zero and then r to infinity we get
Hi (tha T) < KO .

Hence, p is a Borel measure valued weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29) with
initial condition p® := (49, 49). By Lemma 4.1, there is a unique Borel measure valued
weak solution of Eq. (29) hence we deduce that (W)~ converges pointwise to p := (u1, pi2)
in F ([0, T], (S x S)).

6.2. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.7. Let u in R, to lighten the notations we define
for each time t, ZN(t) :== N~1Z,, p, (N?t) where we recall that Z,, p, is defined in
Eq. (53), Bs is defined in Eq. (60) and uy = Nu. The proof of Theorem 5.7 is divided into
two steps.

In the first instance we show that the finite-dimensional distributions of ZX(-) converge
weakly under P, to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Z3(-) where for
any positive time ¢ and 6 in R

(75) E [eiezi(t)} = exp (t95(6) + i0u) .

Here for any 6 in R
(76) s(0) = /]R (e —1+i0rl ) <1y) dvs(r) ,

where vs is defined in Eq. (60). Then we prove that we can extend this result under P ;)
when k is in T* and 4 is in {1, 2}.

We start to show the first step, we follow the strategy of [21, Sec. 6] and only prove that

one-dimensional distribution of (Z,JLV ()) nen converges weakly to one-dimensional distribu-

tion of Z3(-). Let t > 0, we define the random integer jy(t) as follows

in () Jn(t)+1
(77) > sy (XB )R St< > Mgy (XB)Th
n=0 n=0

where we recall that for any integer N, (7§ ),cy IS @ sequence of ii.d random variables
independent of the Markov chain (XE’N)VLGN and such that 7% ~ £(1) and Ap, is defined in
Eq. (37). Let t > 0, we define

NP5t NPt
_ Usy (XB,) ., - vy (K5,) noyn
YN#t)=u—-N"! 2 #TN:’LL—Nl nzz:o %)\BN(XBN)TN’
, NP3
NPst
SN(t):]N;VT):inf u>0 Z ABy (XBy) Th >t
n=0

S(t)=tN =29t .

Let t be a positive time, we can decompose ZY (t) into two parts, the first one is given by
all the jumps made by the particle until time N%¢ and the second part is given by the
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displacement made by the particle since the last jump. Hence, using the definition of Up,,
given in Eq. (54) we can write

in(NPst)—1

L X7 ¢ NPst —t. ; B
Z,iv(t) —u— Z BN gﬂ]]ffN)TN _ ( QW;\]}](NB”)> Vi (K]BA;V(N St)) .
n=0
jN(Nﬁ‘st)
U xXn n
v w) —u- BT

n=0

We first prove that Y,V (Sx(t)) converges weakly to Z3(t), then we prove that ZX (t) and
YN (Sn(t)) are close.

Proposition 6.2. Let vs defined in Eq. (61). Then, under Pry,, the finite-dimensional
distributions of (YuN('))NeN

process qu where for any positive time t and 6 in R

(78) E [eiey’“(t)} = exp ((27) " 't®5(0) + ibu) ,

converge weakly to the finite dimensional distributions of a Lévy

where the expression of ®s is recalled in Eq. (76).

Idea of the proof. Proposition 5.6 allows us to understand the behavior of the tails of the
random variables (\If By (X gN))neN when N goes to infinity. Using this proposition and [21,
Lemma 4.2] which describes the convergence of an array of random variables we can conclude
the proof. We refer the reader to Appendix C.2 for a complete proof of Proposition 6.2. [

To complete the proof of Theorem 5.7 we need the following two lemmas.
Lemma 6.3. Let tg > 0 and T >ty then
(79) Ve >0, lim Pr, | sup [Sn(t)—S(t)|>¢e|=0.
N—o00 te[to,T]
Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix D. O
Lemma 6.4. For any time t and € > 0 be fived we have
. N N

(80) Jim P (12X (@) =YY (Sn(t)| >¢] =0.
Proof of Lemma 6.4. We recall only the main ideas and we refer the reader to [21, Lemma
6.2] for a complete proof. Let o > 0 be fixed, then by Lemma 6.3 we have

Proy [122(0) = V¥ (Sn(2)

< Prg, [ISn(t) —t] > 0]

+ P, [I1S8() =t <o |Ya(t) =YY (Sn(t)] > €]
o (P t))

BN

~ >e|l +o0.

> €]

\I/BN<
SP |SN(t)_t‘§07

7TBN

Using the stationarity of the chain (¥p, (X3 ) T](L’)nGN we have
(NP
Proy [ISn(0) =t <o, [N g, (X5 ”>)’ > el

< Pryy [sup { U, (XB,) TR € [(S(t) — )N, (S(t) + 0)N] } > Ne]
=Pry, [sup{¥p, (XB,) 7N, n € [0,20N"]} > Ne|

+oo
= Nﬁ“/ e Tmpy ({u| Upy(u) > Nt~le}) dr
0

This ends the proof. O
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We recall that if a sequence (2, )nen in D ([to, T], R) converges uniformly to x in D ([to, T], R)
then the convergence follows in the sense of Skorohod topology. Hence, from Lemma 6.3, we
conclude that Sy (-) converges in probability to S(-) in D ([te, T],R).

Using Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 we can conclude that (YN (), Sn(-)) converges
in law to (Y,2(-), S(-)) in D([t, T],R). Hence, by Skorokhod’s representation theorem there

exists (Y/UN(), SN(-)) with values in D([0, 00) x [0, 00)) such that the pairs (Y, (-), Sn(-)) and

(Yf(-), S'N()) have the same law and (YuN(-), §N()) converges almost surely to (Y,2(-), S(-))
in the Skorokhod topology.

From this we deduce that there exists a sequence of increasing homeomorphisms (hy)ven
from [tg, T] to [to, T] such that

(81) lim sup |An(t)—t/=0 and lim sup

u
N=00 1eto, 1] N=00 teto,T]

V¥ (1) = Y (S(0)] =0

Then we have

v (Swn) - ¥d (s <

+

52 (5v10) -2 (15 (5500)
v! (3 (Sw(0)) =i (@) .

which goes to zero when N goes to infinity. Hence, (?UN (5’ N (t)))N N converges to
€
Y(S(t)). Using that Y,V <§N(t)) and Y,V (S‘N(t)> have the same law we conclude that

(YUN (gN(t)))N y converges in law to Y,2(S(t)). Using Eq. (80) we conclude that
€
(zY (t))N>O converges weakly to Y;2(S(t)). Observe that Y.°(S(t)) and ZJ(t) have the same

law hence we proved that under Pr, — the finite-dimensional distribution of (Zf)’ ()) NS0

converge to the finite-dimensional distribution of Z3().

To conclude the proof, it remains to extend this convergence under P, ;) when k is in T*
and 7 is in {1,2}. Since k is not equal to zero by Eq. (54) we have

. —1 0 . —1 .
NIE)nooN \I/BN (XBN) = ]\}gnooN \IIBN (kJ,Z) =0 P(k,i) a.s.

Hence, we deduce that (N_I\IIBN (X%N) TJ(\)f)NeN goes to zero in ]L]%,(k‘i). From Markov
inequality we deduce that

(82) Ve >0, lim P (N"HUp, (XB,)|70 >¢€)=0.

We define the stochastic process ZN (-) for any positive time ¢ by

. Bs+)_ n n Bs4 _
. JN(NPst)—1 Up,, (XBN>TN NPst th(Nﬁét) in (NPst)
Z, () =u— Z IrN B 2N vy Kby '
n=1

Whatever the distribution of X(?N is, by using Eq. (42), we observe that (XgN)n>1 is a

sequence of i.i.d random variables distributed according to mp, . Hence, since Zév () depends

only on (Xg,N)n>1 we deduce by Proposition 6.2 that under P ;) the finite-dimensional

distributions of ZN(-) converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of the Lévy
process Z°(-) defined in Eq. (76).
Using Eq. (82) we deduce that for any positive time ¢

(83) Ve>0,  lim Pg (

ZfLV(t)—fo(t)‘ >5) ~0.

This concludes the proof.
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6.3. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.9. In this section, we prove Theorem 5.9, to
prove it we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let p be the counting measure on {1,2}. Observe that the measure o = %dkdp
is an invariant measure for the process (Kpy (+), Iy (+)). Let a € (0,1) such that

(84) sup/ Ay (k,i) do(k,i) < oo,
N JTx{1,2}

where Apy is defined in Eq. (37) and define dof; := A\ do. Then for any centered f in
L! (o) and positive time t
t
HPNfHH}([7 = (1+t) ”f”]L Yo%) »
where C is a positive constant which dos not depends on N and Py is the semi-group asso-
ciated to the process (Kpy (1), Iy ().

Proof. This result is proved in a general setting in [24, Theorem 1.1]. In our context, following
the proof of [24] we can check that C' does not depend on N. O

We follow the strategy developed in [21] and [31]. The fundamental tool is Theorem 5.7.
Let (Kp,(0),15,(0)) = (k,i) with k in T* and ¢ in {1,2}. By definition for any positive
time ¢ and v in R

fBN (Nﬂéta N’LL, k,Z) = E(k,i) [fo (Zév(t)a KBN (Nﬁat) 7IBN (Nﬂét))] )

where we recall that
1 NPst

ZY () = N""Zyy gy (NPt) =u— 3N dsvpy (Kgy(s)) -

Let (my)nen be an increasing sequence of positive numbers such that
(85) lim my =400 and  lim % =0.

N —o00 N—oo
Since Xp,(0) = (Kpy(0),1py(0)) = (k,i) with k in T* by Theorem 5.7 under P ;
the finite-dimensional distributions of Z¥ ([1 — N~ Bsm N] ) converge weakly to the finite-

dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Z%(-) generated by £5 where £; is defined in
Eq. (66).

For any i in {1,2}, f°(i) € C° (R x T) hence fo is in C(R) where ?0 is defined in
Eq. (65). We have then

1 1
(86) 5 Am B [70 (ZY (L= N"Pomy] t)))} = §P5(U7t) Py as,

where ps is the unique solution of Eq. (67). By using Fourier’s inverse formula we have
fBy (NP, Nu, k, i)
= B [1° (22 0. King (¥71) Ty (471
_ Z/ dp Z; (0,7, )E ks [ {(p2Y O+ (N0) g (o]
N
reZ

where fO(i) is the function defined for any z in R, i in {1, 2}, by
(87) 1Oz, ki) Zf (z,7,1) exp (2imkr) .

rez

By using Fourier’s inverse formula we get

SEn [P (20 (6= N-Pomut)|

2
= Ei
j=1

1/ dk'dp(5)f° (Z) (t — NP mpt) K, j)
2 Jrxq1,2}



24 GAETAN CANE GAETANCANE.CH

_ZZ/dp}" (0,7, ) B,y | € [ ipZy (t=N""omxt) /dk’ "“] .

j=1reZ

By using Eq. (86) and the dominated convergence theorem we get

lim sup/ dk dp(i)
Tx{1,2}

N—o0

1
fBN (N66t7Nu7k7Z) - 2P§(“at)‘

N—o00

< lim sup/ dk dp(i) |Airu kN
Tx{1,2}
where
N -0 _
Airanx = Foy (NP5, Nuykyi) = 5B [F (22 (1= N™Poma] 1)) ] -
By using Fourier’s inverse formula we get

|A7,rukN|<Z/dp Z’ffo b,r ‘(|Il tkvlvj p,T ‘+|IQ tk,%j b,T )’) .

rEZL

where
o i N r B
I{V(t7 k’ 1,7, D, fr) = ]E(k,i) |:e (pzu (t)+ KBN (N 5t))]lIBN (NBJt):j:|

_E[ei(pzf(t—NfﬁsmNt)JrrKBN(Nﬁat))ILIB (Ng“),j} ,
N =

and

IéN(t’ kv iajap, T) = E(k,i) [ei(pzi\](tiN_ﬁ(;mNt)+rKBN (Nﬁst))]l
) [eipzf’(tzv—ﬁsmm)l/eik' dk/} .
2 T

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to show that for any positive time ¢, k # 0, (¢,7) in
{1,2}2, pin R and r in Z we have

(88) Vg € {1,2}, A}iinooﬂév(t,k,i,j,p,r)‘ =0.

1 (¥791)

We start to deal with I7V.

We recall that for any @ in R we have |1 — ei“‘ < |a| and that the function vp,, is a bounded
function independently of N (see Eq. (16)). Hence, for any positive ¢, p in R, r in Z and j
in {1,2} we have

’I{v(t’kj,i’j7p’7")‘ < Ek,i |:

1 — (2 ()=2) (t=-N"Pomyt)) ]

< Ewi [[p (2 (t) — Z) (t — N~Pmnt))|]
< |VByllo tiPlma N,

which goes to zero when N goes to infinity by definition of the sequence (my)nen (see Eq. (85)).
This proves Eq. (88) for i = 1. It remains to prove the convergence of I¥. Using Markov
Property we get

B [07 (NP pesin (Cs)y ]

_ E(k,i) [ei(pzf(th*f"émNt))E )) [ei(rKBN (mNt))

(Ko (NP5 t—mut), 5y (N5 t—mt 1IBN(mNt):jH :

Hence, by Markov Property we get

|12 t kvlvj p,T )} < E(k %) HE Nﬁgt ’mNt) [BN(Nﬁgt mNt))gr (KBijBN)H )

where

1

gr Ky Ipy) = e fox WO — 5 / e di
T
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Let r in N and g, the centered function defined for any &k in T and ¢ in {1,2} by
. 1 . !’
gr (ki) = 51 (i) — f/ e k!
2 J)r

Using the fact that %dkdp(i) is the reversible probability measure of the stochastic process
(KBN ()7 IBN ()) we get
irkK m 1 irk’
Ek.i) |:E(KBN(Nﬁét—mNt),IBN(Nﬁét—mNt)) [6 PN g )= §/T€ dk'} }
=[Py
which goes to zero when N goes to infinity according to Lemma 6.5. This ends the proof of
Theorem 5.9 .

H]Ll(a) ’

6.4. Proof of Theorem 5.11. We recall that 79 ~ £ (1). By applying Fourier’s formula to
Eq. (67) we get for any p in R and positive time ¢ in ]0, T

(89) F[pB] (t,p) = exp (t®p(p)) F {?O} ()

where we recall that for any p in R

=3 ot o[ () 00 ()]

since gp,+ are even functions by item i) of Proposition 5.5. Observe that ®p is negative, to
conclude the proof we need the following lemma the proof of which is left to the readers.

Lemma 6.6. There exists functions hy and fi such that for almost every r

(90) VB >1, Bigpi(r) < fu(r),
(91) VB <1, gp+(r)<hs(r),
where
1 oo
(92) / fe(r)r?dr < oo and / far(r)dr < oo,
0 1
1 oo
(93) he(r)r? dr < oo and / hi(r)dr <oo.
0 1

By using item iii), item iv) of Proposition 5.5, Lemma 6.6 and the dominated convergence
theorem we get that for almost every p in R

: 3\ _1_ s
= — —_ 2
lim @p(p) = -1 (1 + 2) v 2Dolp|?

. 1 5 72 5
lim B3®p(p) = -T L+ 3 )7 3 Doolpl®

B— o0

where Dy and Do are defined in Eq. (68) and I' denotes the Gamma function. Since the
proofs of item i) and ii) of Theorem 5.11 are similar we only prove item i). By applying
Fourier’s formula to Eq. (69) we obtain

(94) Flpalt.p) = exp (—i1 (145 )2 0ol ) £ [17] ).

We recall that ?O is in C2° (R) hence is in L?(R). By the dominated convergence theorem we
deduce that for any positive time ¢ in [0, T

. ~ 2
Lim (15 (t,) = polt, Iz

= lim ||F [5] (t.) = F [po] (t.)|E2 e

= lim dp

B—0 Jr
=0.

7 [ 0 (ex0 (2000 exo (0 (14 )7 202 ) )
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This proves that for each positive time t, pg(t,-) converges in L%(R) to po(t,-). By the
dominated convergence theorem we conclude the proof of Theorem 5.11 .

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE EVOLUTION EQUATION OF THE WIGNER DISTRIBUTION

In this appendix we want to prove Eq. (72), this is the aim of Appendix A.2 and Appendix
A.3. In a first instance, in Appendix A.1 we prove Lemma 3.2. We end this section by the
proof of Lemma 5.2.

In order to lighten the notations we denote, for ¢ in [0,7], ¢ in {1,2}, k in T and p in R,
Ui (te™ b+ ) by o5 (k£ ).
A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2. Before proving Lemma 3.2, we prove that the integral in

Eq. (23) is well defined. Let J := (J1,J2) in S xS and 4 in {1, 2}, by using Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality, Fubini’s theorem and the periodicity of ¢ we have

2/dppf[ (p, k \/dkE {¢E<k+ )ws(kf%)
<5 ([ ar s 1 0o) (2 [ [ an

g f|)
< KollJ|

where we used Eq. (22) to obtain the last inequality. This proves the existence of the integral
in Eq. (23). The other expressions of the Wigner distribution presented in Sec. 3.4 are
consequences of Fubini’s theorem and Fourier’s inverse formula. Observe that we proved
in fact

(95) vt e [0,T], |Wi(1),J)| < Koll || -

Using the same argument we can prove that
(96) vte (0,7, [(A5(t), J)] < KollJI| and [{(A5)", )| < KollJ] -

Proof of Lemma 3.2. By Eq. (95) and the linearity of the Fourier transform the proof of
item i) is immediate. To prove item ii) we use the evolution equation (see Eq. (72)) satisfied
by the Wigner distribution. Let J in & x S, in Appendix A.2 and Appendix A.3 we prove
that

WE(E), ) — (WE(0), ) = /ds (W2 (s), voduJ) +7/ ds (WE(t), CoJ)

" (/ ds (A%(s), Co) + / 5 (A" <>,coJ>)

t
n / ds 0, 5(e) ,
0

with |O, 5| < K a constant independent of € and time s. Since for any ¢ in [0, T], (W= (¢t), J)
is the integral of a bounded function this is a continuous function. Using Eq. (95) and Eq. (96)
we conclude the proof of Lemma 3.2.

A.2. Behavior of the transport term. We recall that B. = Be® with § > 0. To prove
Eq. (72) we use Dynkin’s formula, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 6.1. Let J := (J1,J2) in S x S, ¢
in [0,7] and ¢ in {1,2} we want to prove that

Oy (Wi (t), Ji) = % Wi (), voduJi) + (Wi (1), [CoJli)
+ (A7 (1), [CoJ]i) + ((AD)" (1), [CoJli) + Oru(e) -

For any i in {1,2} we define ¢; by

i (45 (1),p°(1)) = Adp[rdk O (te™ k — ) 95 (te™Y k + ) F i) (p, k)*
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By the equation above we can write that
13 € & £
(97) Wi (t), Ji) = 5By [di (¢ (8) .27 ()] -
By Dynkin’s formula we have
8 (Wi (1), Ji) = e "By {(A+ B:G) [¢1 (¢ (1) ,p° (1))} +Epe {S [0: (47 (1) ,p° ()]} -
To complete the proof of Eq. (72) it is sufficient to prove that

(98) e Eue {(A+ B:G) g (¢° (1) ,p° ()]} = %<Wf(t),vO8uJi> +0,(e),

(99)  Eue {S[9i (¢° (&) ,p° ()]} = ((AF (1), [CoT]s) + ((AF)" (1), [CoJli)) + O(e) -
In this section we prove Eq. (98) and in Appendix A.3 we prove Eq. (99).

Let i in {1,2}, by Lemma 3.1 and the fact that A+ Be’G is a first order differential operator
we have

e '"Eue {(A+ B.G) [¢i (¢ (t),p° (1))}
_ g/de/Tdk E,. [{Z;f (k— %)*Jf (k+ %)} F[J] (. k)

(100) x = [wi,BE (k: + %p) —wip. (k _ %p)} :

We split the proof of Eq. (98) into two steps, the first one which follows [4] is to prove the
following

_ 1
(101) e By {(A+ B:G) [¢i (" (1) .07 ()]} = 5. Wi (), vB.0uJ) + Oy(e)
where |O;(e)| < ks(B) x € and k;(B) is a constant which depends only on J and B. The
second step will be to prove the following equality
(102) Wi (1), vB.0ui) = (Wi (t), voduJi) + O(e) .

To prove Eq. (101), we need the following lemma which is proved at the end of this section.

Lemma A.1. We recall that the functions w2 p. and vp, are defined in Eq. (14) and
Eq. (16) respectively. They satisfie the following properties.

i) vp, is a bounded function on T.
ii) There exists a positive constant C' such that

cun (6 2) e (5 0) <l

iii) For allp in R and k in T such that |k| > e|p| we have

VpeR, VkeT, e !

Ep Ep |P\2

Let k > 0 and 7 in ]0,1[ with § > 7. We denote by k., the real ke” and define I°¢ as
follows

(103) IF = e 'Bus {(A+ B:G) [ (¢° (1) .1 (1))} — (Wi (#), vB.0ui) -
Using Eq. (100) we cut I° into two terms denoted by I (k.) and I (k.) with

=g [ akm [ (k= F) i (k4 F)] FU @y

L @) W ( _ @) _ }
X - [wz’BE (k:+ 5 w;.B. | Kk 5 epvp, (k)| -
By using point i) and point ii) of Lemma A.1 and the fact that J; belongs to S we have

w5 [ &f(k)ﬂ |

|k|<ke

dkE[
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By Lemma 5.2 we obtain then

limsup IS (ke) =0 .
e—0

It remains to deal with IS (k.). We have
5 -~ EP\* ~ ep
IE (ko) = = E, |of (k- L) o¢ b 1 (p, k)
> (H ) 2 /s|p|>f<5 dp/k|>f<5 a* a {,(/Jl (k 2 ) Vi (k + 2 )} ]:[J] (p k)

o (i 2) e (- 3) - ron 0]

+ % /glpl% dp/|k|>rc€ dk E,- [1? (k - %p) e (k: v %’ﬂ FLI] (0, k)*

o (4 ) - (- 2) -]

= Ii,l (ke) + I;z (Ke)
By the points i) and ii) of Lemma A.1 and Eq. (22) we have

115, (52)] SKo /

[p|>ren—1

dp (p + 1) sup |F [L] (p, k)] ,
keT

which goes to zero when € goes to zero since 7 < 1. For the remaining term we have that
|k| > ke > €|p| hence by point iii) of Lemma A.1 we get

2
- elp
1S 5 (ke)| SKo/de LJ ilglf[%] (p, k)|,

which goes to zero since n < 1.

In order to end the computations for the transport term it remains to prove Eq. (102).
We define R® in the following way

R =WV, [ve. = vol 9udi) -

Hence, we want to prove that (R¢).s( converges to zero when ¢ goes to zero. As we did
before for I¢, we cute R® into two terms RS (k.) and RS (k.) where

RE< (FLE) = <WZE, [VBE — Vo] 8uJi]1{k§ns}> and RE> (HE) = <WZE, [VBE — VQ] auJi]l{eres}> .

We start to show that (RS (ke))eso converges to zero. Using the fact that vo is bounded
and the fact that k£ > k. we can bound |RS (k)| by

;/]de‘/lkl|>r€5 dk K. [1@8 (/ﬂ_%)*&f (k—i—%)u i‘éﬁ;'}—[‘m (pvk)‘%
B2:26
Valk) —yfalk) + =

Since k > ke, a(k) > 0 and by using a Taylor expansion we get

mel s [ aem ([0 (k=) e (e )]

< sup | F (] (p, )] x (“”'35>

X

k€T ker/a(k)

19 ~ EpP * Ep
< e (k= Y ge 4
5] ame 5 (- 3) 0 (e D))

B2€26
<suplF ] () x (2222
keT |kel

5 K0€2(6777) )
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which goes to zero when € goes to zero since § > n by assumption. It remains to show that
(RZ (Ke)) .5 converges to zero. By using the fact that vo and vp, are bounded and the fact
that J; belongs to & we obtain for any time ¢ in [0, 7]

€

mewlss [ ame|lrwf] =5 [ ameEeenlf]
|k|<ke |k|<ke
which goes to zero by Lemma 5.2. Hence, we proved that for any ¢ in {1, 2}
By {(A+ B:G) [¢i (¢° (1) ,p° (1)1} = Wi (1), vodu i) + Oy (e) -

So far we obtained the first term of Eq. (72) which corresponds to the transport term of the
Boltzmann equation (see Eq. (29)). In the next section, we obtain the last terms of Eq. (72).
Before doing this, we give the sketch of the proof of Lemma A.1.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma A.1. We recall that a(k) = 4n? sin? (7k).
Hence, by definition we have for every k in T

A'(k:) 47r cos (k) sin (

24/ sin® (k)

This ends the proof of point i). Using a Taylor expansion, the proof of point ii) follows using
the item i). It remains to deal with point iii). For p = 0, the results is obvious since |k| > ¢|p|
hence it is sufficient to discuss the case |k| > 0. Let f; and ¢; be two real-valued functions
defined on )0, e[ by

)<47r

fi(s) = w; B, (k + %) and  g;(s) = w; B, (k — %) .

Then we have
€

o (k+ F) —win. (k= 2) = epva.(b)| = 7 [fie) = £:(0) = =£(0)
&7 [5i(e) — :(0) — egi(0)] -

We conclude the proof by a Taylor expansion and using the fact that a(k) > C|k| where C
is a positive constant. O

3

A.3. Behavior of the collisional term. Let i in {1,2} and i* = 3 — 4, following the proof
did by the authors of [31] we can prove that

(104) B [S o (¢° (te™) .07 (te71))]] = v (WE (), [C.J)i) + (A5 (1), [KB. J]i))
+ 7 (A7) (1), [KB.J]i)) + Ou(e)
where for any (u,k) in R x T

2
(CoTliunk) = 3o [ k' 02 (R (1) 05, ()17, (0n) = i)

(K5, )i, k) = /Tr Ak’ 01 5, (k) 2.5, (k)R (ks &) {93*735 (k) o=, ) — @

To conclude the proof of Eq. (99) we have to replace Kp_J and Cp_J in Eq. (104) by CoJ
where for any (u,k) in R x T

(CoTluk) = 3 [ ' 3R () 17y (0. ) = TR

Since the arguments are similar we only prove that
(105) Wi (1), [Cp.J]i) = (Wi (1), [CoJli) + O (e) -
We define an operator Cp, on S x S where for any 4 in {1,2} and (u, k) in R x T

N 2 02 5 (k
(Cp.J)i(u, k) :Z/Tdk’ %()R(k,k’) [J; (u, k') — Ji(u, k)]
j=1
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Let ¢ in {1,2} we first prove that
(106) (Wi (0),1Cp. T} — [Cp.T)i) = 04(e) |
Let (p, k) in R x T and j in {1, 2}, we recall that

R (k, k') = 16sin®(7k) sin® (7k) .

Then
[ ROk 85,000 |25, () = 3] [F 11 0ok = F 3 0.0°]| 5 1BE%)s )
where

ra(p) = (sup F 1 (k)| + sup | F ) (k,p>|) |
keT keT

Hence, using the fact that J; belongs to S and the usual argument we conclude that
|(W:(©), a1 — (€. T )

This proves Eq. (106). Similarly , one can prove that
(Wi (), [Co.7): ~ [Colli) = Ose) -

By the triangle inequality we obtain Eq. (105) and conclude the proof of Eq. (72).

< Kol J||Be? .

A.4. Proof of Lemma 5.2. In this section, we prove Lemma 5.2 which allows us to extend
the assumption (50), on the initial distribution ¢ to times te~1. The proof of this Lemma
follows the one of [4, Lemma 7]. Let J = (J1, J2) be a bounded measurable function on T.
Then for any ¢ in {1,2} and ¢ in [0, T]

(107) (WE (L), J) = %/TE#E {Jf (tel,k)ﬂ Ji(k)* dk .
(108) (AE(L), J) = %/TEME [$ (te= k) o (tg—l,—k)} Ji(k)* dk .

Since J is a bounded measurable function the previous objects are well defined. Indeed, we
have

(109) Wi (@), J)] SKoilgglJ(k)l and |<Af(t)7J>|SKoi1€1§r>|J(k)\ :

Using Lemma 3.1 we get

e
Y

(110) (A+ B.G) [ 1 (k) =0.

Following the proof presented in Appendix A.3 and using Eq. (110) we obtain that
0y WE(t), Ji) = 7 (W (1), [Codli) + (AF (1), [CoJLi) + (A7) (1), [CoJi)) + Oru(e)

where we recall that for any ¢ in {1,2}, [CoJ]; is defined in Eq. (27), & is a positive constant
and 7 is in ]0,1[. Let s, := xe” and J** := (L[__ x.]; L[—s.,x.])- Then we have
[CoT"]; (K)| S (ke + J7 (R))

7

and
(A7 (1) + (AD)" (1), [CoT"];) S (W5 (), [Cod™e]i)] -
Hence, using Eq. (72) we obtain that for any ¢ in {1, 2} and ¢ in [0, 7]
t
V0.1 S VE0).I5%) + Cup+ Caalt+ [ OVE(9) ) s
0

where C; and Cy are two positive constants. By Gronwall’s lemma we conclude that

(111) W (1), J7*) < exp(C3) (Cike + Cae + (W (0), J;))
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Using assumption (50) the previous term goes to zero when € goes to zero which proves that

e—0 e—0

~ 2
lim sup (WE (t), J5) zlimsup;/|k|< E,: qug (te’l,k)’ ] dk =0 .
This ends the proof of Lemma 5.2.

A.5. Proof of the uniqueness in the Boltzmann equation. In this section, we want to
prove Lemma 4.1. Let u be a Borel measure valued solution of Eq. (29). Then, for any
J:=(J1,J2) € S x § we have that

2

Z/MTE[J(u,k) dpa(t, u, k)] —i/RXTIE Vi (Zun®), Ka () du(0,u.k)]

where (Z%B('),fB('),f(B(')) is the dual process of (Z, g(-),I5(-), Kp(-)) starting from
(u, k, 7). Hence, the infinitesimal generator of the dual process is defined by £+ vd, where
Lp is defined in Eq. (35). Since the Markov process (ZH,B(~),I~B(~)7I~(B(-)) is unique, we

conclude the proof.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.4 AND PROPOSITION 5.5

In this section, we prove Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5

B.1. Proof of Proposition 5.4. We recall that B > 0 and that zp 1 is defined in Eq. (55).
Observe that sign(zp 4 (r)) = sign(r), moreover Eq. (55) has exactly two solutions with
opposite sign. This proves that zp +(—r) = —zp 1 (r) and ends the proof of item i).

We prove item ii), since the proof are similar we only give the details for xp . Using
Eq. (55) we get that for any r # 0

s 1
[z (r) < /ozIr 72
2y

Hence for each r # 0, (xp,+(r))B>0 is a bounded sequence and therefore admits an accu-
mulation point. Observing that there is only one accumulation point we conclude that the
whole sequence converges and

lim xp = sign( P72 =
o +(r g |

To prove the convergence of the sequence (xB’+)B>0 we derive Eq. (55) with respect to r
and we send B to zero. This concludes the proof of item ii).

We prove item iii). We can write Eq. (55) in the following way

4% , (r
(112) ST LU P .

Byr -’

Using Eq. (112) we observe that the sequence (Bil‘CCB’:t(T'))B>O converges to zero when B
goes to infinity. Hence by performing a Taylor expansion in Eq. (112) we obtain the first
part of item iii). To conclude the proof we derive Eq. (112) with respect to r and send B to
infinity.

B.2. Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let r # 0 we have

g . (r) (1 B
9B.+(r) = 0 la* - = 25,2(r) Lo
44/ xp 4 (r) +
xB :t( r) 1

(113)

471' B r<0 .
4\/% +(r)+
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By Proposition 5.4, zp + is an odd function, hence its derivative is an even function and this
proves item 1i).
Since the arguments are similar, to prove item ii) it is sufficient to show that

e} 1
(114) / gp.+(r) dr < oo and/ g (r) dr < oo.
1 0

Let A > 1, then

A
/1 Gl (r) dr <371y L (1) — 2%, 4 (4)) .

By Eq. (55) we deduce that (zp 1 (A)) a>1 goes to zero when A goes to infinity. The monotone
convergence theorem ends the proof. Let € < 1, we have

1 1
. 2 .
[ 7 ar) dr S8 @b () - b @) + 5 [ rha) dr

By Eq. (55) and using that g 1 (r) > 0 for r > 0 we get

1 1 2 d
(115) / rx?jg’i(r) dr = / MCB’i(T) !
€ e v (2

\/xQBVi(r) + 372 + B)
By sending r to zero in Eq. (55) we obtain that for any B and r in” V(0)
g2 (r) ~ 1| 72CO(B)

where C'(B) is a constant which depends on B. Hence we deduce that

1

;i_r}%) 2} 4(e)e* =0 and ;1_% rafy 4 (r) dr < oo
€

This ends the proof of item ii). Using item ii) (resp. item iii)), of Proposition 5.4 and sending
B to zero (resp. to infinity) in Eq. (113) we get item iii) (resp. item iv)) of Proposition 5.5
and conclude the proof.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.6 AND PROPOSITION 6.2

We recall that B > 0. In this section, first we prove Proposition 5.6 which gives us the
tails of the function ¥p, under the measure mp,. Then we prove Proposition 6.2 which
allows us to prove Theorem 5.7.

C.1. Proof of Proposition 5.6. We recall that Up, is defined by Eq. (54). Since for any
i, Upy(+,7) is an odd function and that the density of 7z, with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on T is even we have for any r # 0

TBN ({<k’7’)a Upy (k77’) > NT}) = TBN ({(k72)7 Upy (kJ) < _NT}) .

Hence, we only prove the result for » > 0. We make the change of variables 2 = sin(7k)N?
for k in T and we get for r > 0

Ty ({(k;0),  Vpy(k,1) > Nr})

N-30 /N ’ 1 B 2?2
= ]lA (r) (l‘) 5+ dx
4 N.B,+ 2 B2 1— r2N—-26
0 4\/1‘2 + e \/ T
N-35 /N‘y 1 B 22
+ — 1y o) ()| = — dx
47 N.B, 2 B2 1— x2N—28
0 4 1.2 + T \/ xT

=: Ig,Jr(T) —|—Ig,_(r) ,

9Here, V(0) denotes a neighborhood of 0.
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where

2
(2\/x2+34:|:B>x 261

V1 — g2 N2 < yr

AN,B,i(T): xz

Let r # 0, we define xx p 4 (r) the solutions on [—N‘S, N‘S} of the following equations

(2\/ ay g (r) + B+ B) TN (r) N1
(116) - .

= B N o

Observe that sign(zn p,+(r)) = sign(r). To complete the proof of Proposition 5.6 we need
the following lemma which is proved at the end of this section.

Lemma C.1. Let r # 0, we have the following results
i) If 6 > & then

1 1
(117) lim Nﬁ_éxMB,i(r) = /7 (2v) " 2 sign(r)|r| "2

N—00
ii) If 6 = 3 then
(118) lim oy p+(r) =zp+(r),
N—o0

where xp 1+ s defined in Eq. (55).
iii) If 6 < § then

(119) A}lm N2y o (r) =n(ry) ' B.
—00
—25 1 1 11
(120) lim N 3 xn,B,—(r) = (7)3(2y)" 3sign(r)|r|”3B3 .
N —o00

From Lemma C.1 we deduce that for any r # 0

IN ( ) N_35 /CEN,B,j:(T) 1 dr 1 ( )
r)=—— 2 s
N, = ; 1 _ J}QN 25 >0

1

For § > %, we make the change of variables y = zN27° in 1§ + and by the dominated

convergence theorem we get that

3
Jrro2
lim N2IY
Ngn B, :I:( ) 2%37%
From this we deduce that for » > 0
(121) Jlim N3mp, ({(k,0)] Uy (ki) > Nv}) = kar™ 2972
—00
with
VT
122 = .
(122) T O5
e Let 6 = %, by using the dominated convergence theorem we get
35 1 rea B 2
A}gnooN IBi() E/ —t———|2"dr=hps(r),

/ B2
4 $2+T

1-25
e Let § < 1, then we make the change of variables y = zN 3 in I gﬁ(ﬂ and the change
of variables y = 2 N1=2% in gy +(r) and by the dominated convergence theorem we get that

where hp 1 is defined in Eq. (56).

lim N~ 5IN =3"'73(ry)3B* and A}im N¥Ig_ :/igfy*gB*%M*% ,
— 00 ’

N—oc0
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with
2
w3
123 Ko = —
(123) ? 233

From this we deduce that

lim N2 7, {(k,i)| Upy (ki) > Nr} = oy 5B 5|r| 75 .

N—o00

This ends the proof of Proposition 5.6.

Proof of Lemma C.1. Since the proofs are similar we will only prove the results for r» > 0
and (xN,B,f(T))NGI\L

When 26 — 1 > 0, N?°~1 goes to infinity when N goes to infinity, hence by Eq. (116)
(xn.B,—(r))Nen is not bounded. Since r > 0, (zn,B,—(r))Nen is positive we deduce that
(xn.B,— (1)) Nen goes to infinity when N goes to infinity. By a Taylor expansion in N in
Eq. (116) we get Eq. (118).

When 26 — 1 < 0, N2*=! is bounded, then we deduce that the sequence (zx 5 (7)) Nen
is bounded and has an accumulation point denoted by Ig(r). By sending N to infinity in
Eq. (116) we get that for 26 —1 < 0 (resp. 20 = 1), Ig(r) = 0 (resp. Ip(r) = zp 4 (1) defined
in Eq. (55)). By a Taylor expansion in Eq. (116) we obtain Eq. (118) and Eq. (120). This
ends the proof of Lemma C.1. O

C.2. Proof of Proposition 6.2. To prove Proposition 6.2 we need the following result
which is adapted from [17, Theorem 4.1] and [21, Lemma 4.2].

Proposition C.2. Let (Z}(,)(N nyenz GN aTTay of random variables and its natural array of
filtration (g}{,)(N n)EN? - Let B in (1,2) and v a Lévy measure on R*. We define a sequence
of stochastic processes (Mn(-)) yen 0Y

[NZt]
(124) ¥t>0, YNeN, My(t)= > Z).
n=1
Let g in C° (R*) and r # 0 we assume that
(125) YN>1, Vn>1, E|Z¥ g;@—ll =0,
(126) Vr >0, lim NPP [Zy > Nr| = v(r, +o0) ,
N—o00
(127) Vr <0, lim NPP[Z) < Nr] =v(-o0,7),
N —o00
[NPt] n
: “N n—1| _ _
(128) ]\}gnooE ; Elg < N) gy t/Rg(r) dv(r) 0,
-2
. 2\ [\,

Then the finite-dimensional distributions of (N"'"Mn(-)) yey
D([0,T],R) where Z(-) is a Lévy process with Lévy measure v.

converge weakly to Z(-) in

Proof. We refer the reader to [23, Appendix A] for the proof of Proposition C.2. O

We recall that wp, is the stationary measure of the chain (K}BLN , IgN)neN . Let Bs defined
in Eq. (60). We recall that for any u in R and positive time ¢ in [0, 7]

| NAst| N
— n Tn
YN(#)=u—-N"" > W, (Xp) o
n=0
We introduce the array (Z%) y,jenz = (Tsy (X3.) Tﬁ)(N n)eN? and its natural array

of filtration (G%)(n,nyen2. To prove Proposition 6.2 it is sufficient to show that the array
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(Z3%)(N,n)en2 satisfies the assumption of Proposition C.2.

Since Up, is a centered function, Eq. (125) is satisfied. By Proposition 5.6, Eq. (126) and
Eq. (127) are satisfied. It remains to prove Eq. (128) and Eq. (129).

Proof of Eq. (128). Let g in C° (R*), we want to prove that

g(ZN>g 1 /Rg<r>du5<r> 0,

where vs is the Lévy measure defined in Eq. (60). We have
[NFet) n
N —1
oo | 5 2o o) |

+o0 ;
_ U, (ki)u .

_ N\ Bs u ~N\™Y
=N /0 e du/irx{1,2}9< o N ) drp, (k1)

—+00 oo
_ Nﬂ(s —u 2w N -1 r 1 ' .
/0 ‘ du/irx{u}/o (@mN) g (27rN> [0.95 (k)] (r) dmpy (. ) dr

- Nﬁ«s/ efudu/ g (r) Ty <\IJBN > Wu T) dr .
0 0

Using the tails condition (item i) of Proposition 5.6) we get that

+oo 00 2N
lim Nﬁé/ 6_“du/ g'(r) mpy (‘I’BN > T) dr = / g(r) dus(r) .
N —o00 0 0 u R

This proves Eq. (128). From this result we deduce that Eq. (129) is satisfied and the proof
of Proposition 6.2 is complete. g

| NAst|
(130) Jim B, Z Erg,

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF LEMMA 6.3

We recall that 7p, is the stationary measure of the chain (K3, I3, ), - To prove
Lemma 6.3 we need the following result.

Lemma D.1. Let u > 0 then

LN
(131) Vo >0, lim Pr, Nﬁéu Z Apy (XB )T —g5|>o] =0

Proof of Lemma D.1. In order to prove the convergence in probability we prove the conver-
gence in L'. Let N be fixed, we define the sequence of function <>\€BN)E>O where for any k

in T and ¢ in {1,2} we have

Aoy (ki) = gy (k)1 1 1 and g, :/ A5y (ki) drpy (ki) .
e3¢ Tx{1,2}

[~ 2 telule, 2

Observe that for any €, A5 is in L?(7p, ). Using the stationnarity of the Markov chain
(XgN)nEN and the definition of 7, given by Eq. (41) we have

L e
e || 2 Pey (X8O TR =6, (KB 7R = C)
n=0 .
T G
o | & Do =3l =0
n—= ]Ll
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where |C(e)| S e.
By the triangle inequality, to end the proof it is sufficient to prove that for any € we have

[NP3u]
. NE —
RS | PORNEREE S
]Ll
Using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and that for any N the random variables (Xg.N, TJ’\“,) are
independent and centered we get

[NF5u)
1 € n N G K(E)
] | 2o Mow (B) ™ 26 | = To

L1
where K (g) < e. Finally we get that

[N u

li TNBou| Ay (XBy) TR — AR <Ce) .
N [NPu] Z_% By (XBy) TR = Ay || <C()
— .
By sending ¢ to zero we end the proof of Lemma D.1. 0

From this result we can prove Lemma 6.3.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Let tg >0, T > tg and € > 0.

Pry. | sup [Sn(t) —S(t)| > a} < Pry, (3t € [to, T), Sn(t) <S(t)— 5]

tE[to,T]

+ Prg, [3t€[to, T), Sn(t) > S(t) + 5]

Let m in N, since S is a continuous function there exists a subdivision (;)ic{o,... ,m} such
that tg <t1 < --- <ty =T with
Vie{0,---,m}, S(tiy1)— S(t;) < E
Using the fact that S and Sy are increasing functions we get
Pry, [at € [to, T], Sn(t) < S(t) — %}

1

3
|

Pen, [3 € st () < 50) — 5]

TB N 2

IA
I\

3
L

IA
<
n
=z
=
IN
n
™
A

|
™

'n'BN

@
I
=

IN

Pry, |Sn(t:) < S(t:) — =

3
|
—
1
[N}
™
-

<.
(=)
T

Using the same techniques we get

,_.

]PWBN [Et € [to,T], SN(t) PTFBN SN Z+1) S(tiJrl) 2 %] ’
=0

Hence we proved that

IP’WBN sup |Sn(t) — S(t)| > s] < 2m sup ]P’WB [|SN(tl-) —S(t;)] > %‘5] .
tE[to,T] 1=0,-

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to prove that
vt € [to,T], V6 >0, A}i_r)nooIP’,rBN [|Sn(t) —S(t)| >d]=0.
This result follows from Lemma D.1, indeed let § > 0 then
Prpy ISN(8) = S(t)] > 6] < Prp [Sn(2) < S(¢) + 0]
+ Prp, [Sn(t) > S(t) + 4]
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N8 [S(t)+9]]
S]Pﬂ-BN W Z ABN (XgN)TIT\L/ >t

n=0
[NPs[S(t)-6])
+IP7TBN W Z )\BN (XgN)T;\l] St

n=0

Using the dominated convergence theorem and Lemma D.1, we conclude the proof. O
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