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ON THE CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR THE CUTOFF BOLTZMANN
EQUATION WITH SMALL INITIAL DATA

LING-BING HE AND JIN-CHENG JIANG

ABSTRACT. We prove the global existence of the non-negative unique mild
solution for the Cauchy problem of the cutoff Boltzmann equation for soft
potential model —1 < « < 0 with the small initial data in three dimensional
space. Thus our result fixes the gap for the case ¥ = —1 in three dimensional
space in the authors’ previous work [10] where the estimate for the loss term
was improperly used. The other gap in [I0] for the case v = 0 in two di-
mensional space is recently fixed by Chen, Denlinger and Pavlovié¢ [§]. The
initial data fo is non-negative and satisfies that |[(v)’ fo(x, v)llpz < 1and

||<U>27f0||L15/8 < oo where £y, = 0 when v = —1 and ¢y = (1 + )T when

—1 < v < 0. We also show that the solution scatters with respect to the
kinetic transport operator. The novel contribution of this work lies in the
exploration of the symmetric property of the gain term in terms of weighted
estimate. It is the key ingredient for solving the model —1 < v < 0 when
applying the Strichartz estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the cutoff Boltzmann equation
Of+v-Vof =Q(f, )
f(O,JJ,’U) = fo(l’,’l))

in (0,00) x RN x RN, N = 2,3, where the initial data is small in LY, space. Recall
that the collision operator Q(f, f) is given by

A= [ [ = £RIBE = o) deds.

and dw is the solid element in the direction of unit vector w. We use the abbrevi-
ations [/ = f(x,v',t), fi = f(x,v,,t), f« = f(z,v.,t), and the relation between
the pre-collisional velocities of particles and after collision is given by

(1.1)

(1.2) VvV =v—[w-(v—v)w, v, =v.+[w- (v —v)|w, we SN

In this paper, we consider the cutoff soft potential model, i.e., the collision kernel
B being the product of kinetic part and angular part,
(1.3) B(v — vy ,w) = [v — |7 b(cosh), 0 <0 <7/2,

where

—N <v<0, cost = (w,(v—u)/|v—0s]),
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10756v1

2 LING-BING HE AND JIN-CHENG JIANG

and the angular function b(cos @) satisfies the Grad’s cutoff assumption

(1.4) /SN?1 b(cos f)dw < oco.

When v = 0, the kernel (3] is called the Maxwell molecules. When the cutoff
condition (4] is satisfied, the collision operator @ can be split into the gain term
Q@7 and the loss term Q. It is useful to introduce the bilinear gain term

Q+(f7g)(v) = / / f(vl)g(v;)B(v—U*,w)dwdv*,
RN SNfl
and the bilinear loss term

@ ()= [ [ 5@ Bo = v w)dado.

1.1. Short review. Let us briefly recall the progress on the Cauchy problem (LT])
for cutoff model with small initial data. To the best of our knowledge, Illner and
Shinbrot [I1] first showed the global existence of solutions for the Cauchy prob-
lem (1)) for several cutoff models when the initial data has exponential decay in
spatial variable and has suitable weight in velocity variable. They also discussed the
asymptotic behavior of the solutions. The iteration method in [I1] comes from the
earlier work [I4] of Kaniel and Shinbrot who designed it for the study of the initial
boundary value problem in a bounded domain. Now it is called the Kaniel-Shinbrot
iteration. Various of results about the small initial data Cauchy problem (1) for
different models were then obtained during that decade by many authors through
the same iteration or fixed point argument, see [4, 9] and reference therein for more
details. Please note that the assumption that the initial data has exponential decay
in spatial variable or in velocity variable is necessary to get these results.

With the first appearance of Strichartz estimates for the kinetic equation in the
note of Castella and Perthame [7], these new estimates seem to be a promising tool
to solve (L)) with initial data being small in Lebesgue space instead of decaying
exponentially. Indeed, with initial data small in Lebesgue assumption, Bournaveas
et al. [0] used it to prove the existence of global weak solution for a nonlinear kinetic
system modeling chemotaxis. For the Boltzmann equation, Arsénio [2] considered
a non-conventional collision kernel whose kinetic part is LP integrable for some p
depending on dimension, and then proved the existence of global weak solution
for small data. But the uniqueness of the solution is unknown. The reason that
the Strichartz estimates is not handy as one expects in solving small initial data
Boltzmann equation lies in the fact that the loss term does not enjoy the same
symmetry as the gain term does in the Lebesgue space. More precisely, the gain
and loss terms both satisfy

(1.5) 1Q*(f. DLy @y) < Clf Iy @m)l9lly@y),

where the norm is taking on the velocity variable and the exponents p, g, v satisfying
the scaling condition

(1.6) 1/p+1/g=1+~/N+1/r,
while the estimate for the loss term requires additional condition,

(1.7) 1/p <1/t
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which means that f and g need to be treated differently when dealing with the
loss term. In the authors’ previous work [10], the constraint (1), included in the
proof but not the statement of Lemma 2.4 there, was neglected when applying the
Strichartz estimates to solve the Cauchy problem. Therefore the result in [10], c.f.
Proposition Z4] holds for the gain term only Boltzmann equation instead of full
equation (see also the paragraph before and after Lemma 27 below). The work [10]
pointed out that when the exponent of kinetic part equals v =2 — N, we can find
suitable Strichartz spaces, c.f. (218) , where the global mild solution for gain term
only Boltzmann equation exists if the initial data fy is small in Li\f v

Very recently, Chen, Denlinger and Pavlovié¢ [§] studied the full Boltzmann equa-
tion for the case N = 2, Maxwell molecules, by a different approach. Their idea
can be sketched as follows. Using the fact that the kinetic transport equation can
be converted to the free Schrédinger equation by Wigner transform and vice verse
by inverse Wigner transform, they proved the spacetime estimates for the nonlin-
ear Schrodinger equation to conclude the existence of mild solution for gain term
only Boltzmann equation when the initial data is small enough in L2 . Due to
the fact that kinetic transport operator, weight in velocity and differential oper-
ator for spatial variable are commuting with each other, they showed that if fj
is small in L2 , and additionally ||<v>%+<vx>%+fo|\L§ _ is finite, then the quantity

I <U>%+<Vm>%+f+||L?oL§ , remains finite where f denotes the solution of the gain
term only Boltzmann eduation. The propagation of regularity and moment thus
ensures the loss term is well-defined when plugging in f;. Note the fact that if
the initial fy is non-negative, then solution of the gain term only Boltzmann equa-
tion is also non-negative. Combining all the facts, using the solution of gain term
only Boltzmann equation as an upper bound of the “beginning condition” of the
Kaniel-Shinbrot iteration, one can ensure the global existence of the mild solution
for full equation. The uniqueness of the solution is not provided by Kaniel-Shinbrot
iteration. Fortunately it can be saved by the fact that the solution of the gain term
only Boltzmann equation is an upper bound of that for the full equation and the
former lies in solution space already. The scattering and propagation of moment
and regularity for the solution of the full equation are also proved by the similar
idea.

1.2. Main results. The main purpose of this paper is to solve the problem (1))
for the case N = 3 when v satisfying —1 < v < 0. Instead of using the correspon-
dence between the Schordinger equation and kinetic transport equation, the result
of [10] for the gain term only Boltzmann equation will be our starting point, c.f.
Proposition 24 On the other hand, we should adopt the strategy of [8] to recover
the solution for the full equation from that for the gain term only Boltzmann equa-
tion. To get rid of the fact that the loss term is not symmetric, we also need an
additional assumption about the initial data besides it is small in velocity-weighted
L3, (no weighted when v = —1). We should assume that the initial data is also
bounded in velocity-weighted Lg{ 8 (no weighted when v = —1). Here the exponent
15/8 is just one of possible options. Please note that our additional assumption
for the initial data does not require the additional regularity in spatial variable nor
additional weight in velocity variable.
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This difference on assumptions reflects the difference of the method. It is in-
teresting and worth to explore more about this. First we note that the exponent
v = 2 — N of kinetic part of the collision kernel is special in the sense that it
is scaling critical case in the content of dispersive equation. The spacetime Liyv
estimates in [§] is non-trivial since it is an end point estimate. Comparing L%U
space with the LELP, r < N = 2,p > 2 in Proposition [Z4] it is not surprising
that to recover the solution for full equation from that of gain term only equation
in the Li,v space, one needs to require the initial data has additional regularity in
spatial variable as well as additional weight in velocity variable. If one follows the
approach of [8] to study the case N = 3, both requirements seem to be unavoided
again. Also the other difficulty that will encounter is that the exponent of kinetic
part of the collision kernel under consideration is —1 < v < 0 when N = 3 which
is unlike v = 0 when N = 2 as the latter is more convenient when applying the
Fourier transform to the gain term of the collision operator.

The novel contribution of this work is that the symmetric property of the gain
term is explored further in terms of weighted estimate and this is the key step
to study the model —1 < v < 0 when applying the Strichartz estimate to solve
the porblem. The gain term enjoys two different estimates based on two different
scaling relations, i.e.,

(o) Q* (£, D)l vy < CIOY fllLy el () gl o),
where 1/p+1/q=1+4+~/N +1/t, £ >0, and

1) QT (f, @)l zem < Clom, O fllLom () gllLam

where 1/p, + 1/ +1/m = 1+ v/N + 1/v,,, £ > N/m. On the other hand,
the loss term only satisfies the second estimate above while the constraint (L)
is unchanged. Please see Proposition [ and Proposition 4] for more details.
This new discovery on the property of gain term allows us to solve the Cauchy
problem (L) for the soft potential model with exponent —1 < ~ < 0 beyond
v = —1. It seems to us that this approach is more straight forward for the case
N = 3, thus our argument is shorter than that in [8]. Unfortunately this method
does not work for the case N = 2 since v < 0 is below the critical case v = 0 while
—1 <~y <0isabove y=—1for N =3.

To state the main results, let us introduce the mixed Lebesgue norm
||f(t7 &€, ’U)”LgL;Lg

where the notation L{L" LP stands for the space LI(R; L"(RY; LP(RN))). It is un-
derstood that we use L{(R) = L{(]0, 00)) for the well-posedness problem which can

be done by imposing support restriction to the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates.
We use LZ , to denote L&(RN; L&(RY)).

We also need to give a precise meaning of the scattering of the solution with
respect to kinetic transport operator. Here we say that a global solution f €
C([0,00), L ) scatters in Lg , as t — oo if there exits fo € L§ , such that

(1.8) If(t) = Ut) foollLe, =0

where U (t) f (z,v) = f(x—uvt,v) is the solution map of the kinetic transport equation

(?tf+szf:O
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Please see the interesting discussion in [3] about scattering of the solution and its
relation with H-theorem.

For the purpose of clear representation, we should prove first the case v = —1
then generalize the argument to the case —1 < v < 0. First we state the result for
the case v = —1 as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let N = 3 and assume the kernel B in ([L3) has v = —1 and
satisfies (L4l). There exists a small number n > 0 such that if the initial data

fo € By ={folfo =0, [[follzs, <m, ||f0||L;§48 < oo} C Li,v?
then the Cauchy problem ([[1l) admits a unique and non-negative mild solution
fed([0,00), L3 ,) N LA([0, 00], LLLY),
where the triple (q,r,p) lies in the set
(1.9) (@rplly=2-1,;=3-=. 3<<g)
The solution map fo € B, — f € LALLLY is Lipschitz continuous and the solution
f scatters with respect to the kinetic transport operator in Li)v.

Next we state the result for the case —1 < v < 0. This part is not studied in the
authors’ previous work [10], even for the gain term only Boltzmann equation. We
use the notation Ej to denote £ + € where € > 0 is arbitrary small. The result is
as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let N = 3 and assume the kernel B (L3]) has —1 < v < 0 and
satisfies (LA)). Let £y = (1 +~)T < 3/2. There exists a small number nn > 0 such
that if the initial data

foe By ={folfo=0, [(0)* follzs,, <n, {0} foll prsys < 00} € L3,
n T,V Lz,v 5
then the Cauchy problem ([[1l) admits a unique and non-negative mild solution
(0)" f € C([0,00), L3 ) N LA([0,00], L5 LE),

where the triple (q,r,p) lies in the set (L9). The solution map (v) fo € Bff —
(VYo f € LPLELP is Lipschitz continuous and the solution (v)* f scatters with
respect to the kinetic transport operator in Li,v'

Finally, we note that the local wellposedness result of Theorem 1.3 in [10] holds
for gain term only Boltzmann equation instead of full equation due to the same
reason mentioned above. The method of Theorem [[.T] can also fix the problem and
we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let N = 2 or 3 and B defined in [L3) satisfies (L4) and —N <
v < 2—N. The Cauchy problem ([LT) is locally wellposed when the initial data lies
mn

Br ={fo € Ly, (RY xRY): fo >0, | follpzs, <R, lfollom, < oo} C L3,

where ag = 2N /(v + N), m =2N/[(v+ N)(ba—1)] and 1/2 < a < (N +1)/(2N).
More specially, for any R > 0 there exists a T = T(rs,ps, R) such that for all
fo € Bg, the Cauchy problem (1)) admits a unique mild solution

fec((o,T), Lg:,) N L ([0, T], Ly Ly*),
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where the triple (qs,rs,ps) lies in the set

(1.10) Os T Ps’ Os 2 ’
1 _(A-a)@+N) 1 _aly+N)

Iy N " Ps N b
The solution map fo € Br — f € L9=([0,T]; LE=LP+) is Lipschitz continuous.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The proof of Theorem [[1lis lengthy as it con-
tains many parts. We organize the paper as follows.

In Section 2 we prove the global existence of solutions f; for the gain term only
Boltzmann equation with small initial data in the suitable Strichartz spaces. In
particular, the solution is non-negative if the initial data is non-negative. This part
is mainly the reminiscence of [I0]. Two useful estimates induced by the condition
[[foll L15/s < oo are also included.

In Section 3 we use hy = 0 and g1 = f+ > 0 as the lower and upper bounds
to build the beginning condition, 0 < hy < hy < g2 < g1, for the Kaniel-Shinbrot

iteration. With the aid of || fo|[ 155 < oo, the solution f of Section 2 ensures the

lose term Q~ (ha,g1) is well-defined in the sense that it lies in a suitable Strichartz
space also. The same trick also makes sure that each term in the iteration process
is well-defined, thus we can run the Kaniel-Shinbro iteration to get the lower and
upper solutions h and g of system ([B4). To close the iteration, we need to show

g = h. The argument requires again that the assumption that || fol| ,15/s < oo.

To check the uniqueness of the solution, we consider the difference of the solutions
for the full equation and the corresponding difference equation with zero initial data.
The non-negativity of the solution helps us when using the continuity argument.
The continuity in time, scattering of the solution and the solution map is Lipschitz
continuous can be shown by the standard argument.

In the end of Section 3, we include the proof of Theorem [[.3] by pointing out the
main difference with that of Theorem [T}

The proof of Theorem [T.2is included in Section 4 which generalizes the argument
of Theorem [[LT] after building the weighted estimates for the gain and loss terms as
well as weighted Strichartz estimates.

2. THE GAIN TERM ONLY BOLTZMANN EQUATION

2.1. Global Existence for the gain term only Boltzmann equation. The
main result, Proposition 24 is indeed included in [I0]. To be self-contained, we
will review the main strategy of the proof which is needed for the further analysis.

First we recall the Strichartz estimates for the kinetic transport equation,
Opu(t, x,v) +v - Veu(t,r,v) = F(t,z,v), (t,2,v) € (0,00) x RN x RV,
(2.1)
u(0,2,v) = ug(z, v).

To state the Strichartz estimates for (2.1I), we need the following definition.
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Definition 2.1. We say that the exponent triplet (g, r,p), for 1 < p,q,r < oo is
KT-admissible if

1 N1 1
(22) =30G-7)
(2.3) 1<a<oo, p*(a) <p<a, a<r<r*(a)

except in the case N = 1, (q,7,p) = (a,00,a/2). Here by a =HM(p,r) we have
denoted the harmonic means of the exponents r and p, i.e.,

1 1,1 1
2.4 =z (_ _)
@4 a 2\p + r
Furthermore, the exact lower bound p* to p and the exact upper bound r* to r are
pra) =2, )=y if 5 <a <o,
pra)=1,  r*(a)=z% ifl<a< AL

(2.5)

The triplets of the form (g,r,p) = (a,7*(a), p*(a)) for 252 < a < oo are called
endpoints. The endpoint Strichartz estimate for the kinetic equation is false in all
dimensions has been proved recently by Bennett, Bez, Gutiérrez and Lee [5].

The mild solution of the kinetic equation (2.1 can be written as

(2.6) u=U(t)uo+W(t)F

where

(2.7) U(t)ug = uo(z — vt,v) , W(t)F = / Ut — s)F(s)ds.
0

The estimates for the operator U(t) and W (t) respectively in the mixed Lebesgue
norm || - || rorrre are called homogeneous and inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates
respectively; We record the estimates for the equation (2.6]) in the following Propo-
sition where p’ denotes the conjugate exponent of p and so on.

Proposition 2.2 ([17],[5]). Let u satisfies 21). The estimate
(28) ||u||L?L;L€ < O(Qa ™D, N)(HUOHL;W + ||F||L4,L£/L€,)

t

holds for all ug € L{, and all F' € LfILZ,Lgl if and only if (¢,7,p) and (q4,7,D)
are two KT-admissible exponets triplets and a =HM(p,r) =HM(p',7") with the
exception of (q,r,p) being an endpoint triplet.

Now we consider the Cauchy problem for the gain term only Boltzmann equation

Ohfr +v-Vaofr =Q% (fr,f+)
f+(0,2,0) = folz,v).

We define the solution map by

(2.10) Sfi(ta,v) = UM fo + WEOQT(f1, f1).

From (210) and Proposition [22] we will see that it holds the estimates

ISF+llLgryey < Collfollza , + Cl||Q+(f+af+)||ig’Lng’

< Collfollza, + Coll fllZar, -

(2.9)

(2.11)
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for suitable Strichartz spaces L{ L" LP and Lf/LZI ng/. Then the contraction mapping
argument will work if the initial data is small in space L3 ,. The key lies in the
fact that if there exist admissible triplets (q,r,p) and (¢, #,p") with HM (p,r) =
HM(p',7) such that the estimate

(2.12) ||Q+(f+7f+)||Lg’L;/Lg' < OHerH%‘gL;LS
holds.

In order to prove the existence of such triplets, we need the estimates for the
gain term in v variable. Indeed it is included in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 of [I]
by Alonso, Carneiro and Gamba. We collect what we need as follows.

Proposition 2.3 ([1]). Let 1 <p,q,t < oo with —N <~ <0 and
(2.13) 1/p+1/g=14+~/N+1/t.
Assume the kernel ([L3):
B(v — vy ,w) = |v — vi|"b(cos 9)
with b(cosB) satisfies Grad’s cutoff assumption ([LA). Then the bilinear operator
Q1 (f,9) is a bounded operator from L¥(RN) x L9(RN) — L¥(RY) via the estimate

(2.14) 1QF(f, 9)ls @~y < Cllflle@myllgllLaeny-

As we mention in the introduction that the main result of [I0] actually holds for
gain term only Boltzmann equation instead of full equation due to the negligence of
constrain in the estimate for the loss term. More precisely, the proof of [I0] infers
the following result.

Proposition 2.4 (cf. Theorem 1.1 in [I0]). Let N = 2 or 3 and B defined in ([L3)
satisfies (L4) and v = 2 — N. The Cauchy problem (29) is globally wellposed in
LY when the initial data is small enough. More specially, there exists n > 0 small

z,v

enough such that for all fy in the set
By ={fo e Lg/,(RY xRY) : fo > 0 and | follLy, <n}
there exists a globally unique mild solution

f+ € C([Ov OO), Li\{v) N Lq([ov OO]? LI;LIP)

v
where the triple (q,r,p) lies in the set

1 N 1 2 1 1 1 N+1
2.15 ,T, R ) e _
(2.15) {larp)l =1 TN N p SN
The solution map fo € By C LY, — fi € L}LLLY is Lipschitz continuous and the
solution fi scatters with respect to the kinetic transport operator in Li\f -

Definition 2.5. We use the notation (g,r,p) to address that it stems from the
usual KT-admissible triplet (g, r, p) and lies in the set (ZI5)) (i.e., (T9)). We should
call that (g, r, p) is a solvable triplet. We say that (q', 1, p’) is the conjugate triple
of the solvable triplet (q,r,p) if HM (p,r) = HM(p', ') and

(216) ||Q+(f7 f)HL?,LSLEI < C”f”%?LgLf'

Before we consider the full Boltzmann equation, we also need the following result.
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Corollary 2.6. Under the same conditions as Proposition [2.7), if we furthermore
assume fo > 0, then the solution f is also non-negative.

For the proof of Corollary and later analysis, we include the portion of
the proof of Proposition 2.4] which shows that if the admissible triplets (g, r, p) lie
in (2IH), there exist corresponding (¢’,7,p’) such that (2I2) holds, i.e., we can
find solvable triple (g, r,p) and its conjugate triplet (@, T, D).

Proof of (Z18). For v variable, we let v = ', p = q = p in [2I4), thus

2 ¥ 1
2.17 —=14 =4 =.
(217) =iyt
For x variables, the condition for being able to apply the Holder inequality is
(2.18) 27 =7, r>2.
Furthermore the Strichartz inequality demands the relation of pairs (p,r), (p’,7),
(2.19) = + L_1 + !
' AR A
To apply the Holder inequality to t variable, we need
2 1
2.20 -==<1,
(2.20) q
that is
2 1 1 1
2.21 -—+=-=1, - < =.
221) 7 q q 2
Finally the KT-admissible conditions
1 N1 1
2.22 —-=—(-—-)>0,
(2:22) =56 1)
1 N1 1
2.23 Z=_(-2)Y>0

must be fulfilled.

We note that once v, p,r are given, q,p,7, ¢ are determined. Thus we rewrite
above conditions as

1 1
(2.24a) —+—:1+% from (ZI7) and (ZI8), (ZI9)
p r
1 1 2
(2.24b) —+= 2 from (ZZI) and (ZZZ), EI9)
p r
1 1 1
(2.24c¢) O<___<N from 1/q < 1/2 in (220 and [222))
p r
(2.240) 0<2-1olai )y fom @23 and @ID)
. -——-< = — rom ot
p r 2 N
Therefore

vy=2—-N,a=N.

and by (€3), [Z3) and [@22),
1 1 N+1 N-1 1 1

<< <«
N " p N2 N2 r

2|
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Thus we conclude that if the triplet (¢, p) satisfies [2.13)), i.e.,

(« )|1 N 1 1 2 1 1<1<N+1}

Tr _—= — = _= — == — —_ —_ _—

4 5P q P "r N p' N p N2

then (I8) holds where the triplet (&, &, ') is given by €I7), (IF) , @I

and (Z20).
O

Proof of Corollary[2.6. When fy > 0, we can see that the solution is non-negative
by iterating Duhamel’s formula:

(2.25)
fo(t) = UM fo+ /0 Ut — 0)Q" (U (1) fo, U(t1) o)ty

+/ / 1 Ut —t)Q" (U(tr = t2)Q* (U (t2) fo, U (ta) fo), U (tr) fo)dtadty + - --
0 0

Since each term in the right hand side is non-negative, it suffices to show the
series converges. Using Strichartz estimates of Proposition 222l with solvable triplet
repeatedly, we get that the Strichartz norm of f for solvable triplets is bounded by
a series of Li\f », norm of fo which converges since initial data is small enough. [
Now we explain the reason why the above approach cannot solve the full Boltz-
mann equation. First we record the estimate for the loss term whose proof can be
obtained by dropping ¢ and m and modifying the proof of Proposition L4

Lemma 2.7. Let 1 < p,q,vt < oo with —N <y <0,1/p+1/q=1+~/N+1/¢
and 1/p < 1/v. Assume the kernel ([L3):

B(v — vy, ,w) = |v — vi|"b(cos 0)

with b(cos @) satisfies Grad’s cutoff assumptation (LA). Then the bilinear operator
Q™ is a bounded operator from LP(RN) x LY(RYN) — L¥*(RY) via the estimate

1Q(fs DllLe@yy < Clflloe @™y llgll Lany-

Please note the difference between the estimates for gain and loss terms, Propo-
sition and Lemma 2.7 the latter does not include the case v = 0 and it needs
additional constraint 1/p < 1/¢. It is the main reason for equation (Z.I16) does not
hold for @~. In the proof of [2I6]), we use ([ZI4]) by letting vt = p’ and p = q = p.
The computation there also shows that we need to take y =2—N and 1/N < 1/p <
(N +1)/N?%. However the range of p and equality 2/p = 1+ (2 — N)/N + 1/p’
exclude the possibility of 1/p < 1/p/, i.e., 1/p < 1/,

To end this subsection, we present two results which are useful in closing the
Kaniel-Shinbrot iteration.

Proposition 2.8. Let N = 3 and ay = 15/8. Under the same assumption as
Proposition[2.4), if we further assume that || fol| a2, < 0o, then solution fy in Propo-

sition also satisfies

(2.26) I f 1702 pra e < 00,
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where (1/q2,1/7r2,1/p2) = (1/2, 11/30, 21/30) is a KT-admissible triplet with
1/p2+1/r2 =2/as.

Proof. Due to the assumption that || fol[ 22 < oo, we claim that there exist KT-
admissible triplets (g, 72, p2) and (G2, T2, p2) such that

(2-27) ||Q+(f+7 f+)||ngLf§Lzs’2 < O||f+||L?L;LE ||f+||L§2L;2L52 )
t x v

and ay = HM (p2,r2) = HM (ph, ) where pj, means the conjugate of ¢ and so on.
From this together with Strichartz estimate (2.8]), we have

||f+||L;?2L;2L52 = ||Sf+||L§2L;2L52
< Collfollpez, + CLlQT (Fas F Loy 74 34
t T v

< Collfollpaz, + Coll f+llars el f+]l Lo o o

The proof of Proposition 2.4l implies that Cal|f | pag:p < 1 where (q,r,p) is a
solvable triplet. Thus we have

Vil pzene < Clloll gz, < oo

To prove (227, we define p,, and 7 as follows:

1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1

2.28 P I S - g S
(228) PP 30 % ¢ 303 2 g
By (2I4), it is easy to have that

1 1 2 1 1 1 1
(2.29a) L

P p2 3 Dy P Py P2

1 1 1
(2.29b) Sh— ==,

r ro 7

1 1 1 1 2 16
(2.29¢) S o= 220

P2 T2 Py TH az 15

1 3,1 1 1 3,1 1
(2.29d) L P

@2 2p2 r2’ G2 2 p2 T2

1 1 1
(2.29¢) ===

q q2 qds
and the proof of ([Z27) is finished. O

Remark 2.9. Our choice of pa, 72, P2, 72 in (22])) is one of possible combina-
tions which satisfies ([Z29alb,c,d,e). In fact, by 23], i.e., 1/re < 1/pa < 2/r9,
and (2.29a)), it is easy to find more options.

By (2I4), the condition 1/p < 1/ps < 1/ps can be removed for [227) as an
estimate for the gain term. However it is compulsory for the loss term due to
Lemma 2.7l In summary, we have the following result.
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Corollary 2.10. Use the same notations as Proposition[Z8. Suppose f1 € LALELP
and fy € LPL™2LP2 | then Q*(f1, f2) € LPL? L? and

Q™ (f1, f2)
1QT (f1, f2)
1QT (1, f2)

HLféLZéLfé < Clfillzaps el fellpaz prz o2,

||L6§L%Lﬁ’2 < Cllfillars el foll Loz 2 pr2 s
2020

”Lé’széLﬁé < Cllfellars el fill Loz prz pre
2021

3. BACK TO THE FULL EQUATION

3.1. Well-defined of Loss term and Kaniel and Shinbrot’s iteration. We
will follow the idea of Chen, Denlinger and Pavlovi¢ [§] to recover the solutions to
the full Boltzmann equation from the solutions to the gain term only Boltzmann
equation by making use of Kaniel and Shinbrot’s iteration [14} [TT].

Proposition 3.1. Consider the Cauchy problem ([LIl) with N =3, v = —1. Sup-
pose the initial data

fo € Bﬁ = {f0|f0 >0, ”fOHL;U <, ”fO”L};’q{S < OO} c Li,vv

where 1 is chosen in Propositions 24 Then (L) admits a non-negative unique
mald solution

f€C([0,00), L ,) N LA([0, 00], LLLE)

where the triple (q,r,p) lies in the set (LI). The solution map fo € By C L3, —
f € LALELP is Lipschitz continuous and the solution f scatters with respect to the
kinetic transport operator in Li,v'

Proof. Let us denote the loss term Q~ (f1, f2) = f1L(f2). First we recall that the
Kaniel-Shinbrot iteration ensures that if there exist measurable functions hq, ho, g1, g2
which satisfy the beginning condition, i.e.,

(3.1) 0<hi<hs<g2<0,
then the iteration(n > 2)
Oign+1 + 0 Vagni1 + gns1L(hn) = Q7 (gn, 9n)
(3.2) Othng1 + 0 Vohnyt + hnp1L(gn) = QT (b, hy)
In+1(0) = hny1(0) = fo
will induce the monotone sequence of measurable functions
(3.3) 0<h1<hp<hnt1 <Ggnt1 < gn < g1

Thus the monotone convergence theorem implies the existence of the limits g, h
with 0 < h < g < g1 which satisfy

Org +v-Vag+gL(h) = Q" (g,9)
(3.4) Oth +v-Vyh+ hL(g) = QT (h,h)
9(0) = h(0) = fo
Hence the Cauchy problem (L)) is solved if one can further prove g = h(= f).
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Based on the Proposition 24 it is natural to choose h1 = 0 and g; = f where
f+ > 0 is the solution of gain term only Boltzmann equation (2.9) with initial data
| follzs , <mn. The Proposition 2] ensures

(3.5) f+ € C([0,00), L3 ,,) N LA([0, 00], L LY)
where (g, r, p) is a solvable triplet (i.e., satisfying [2.19])).
According to (B2), we want to find hy and go through
D192+ v - Vaga + g2L(h1) = Q" (91, 91)
(3.6) Oiha 4+ v - Viha + haL(g1) = Q7 (h1, ha)
92(0) = h2(0) = fo

Since h; = 0, the first equation of ([B.6]) is exactly the gain term only Boltzmann
equation. Hence we have go = g1 = f+ by Proposition 2.4 and

(3.7) a(t) = Ut fo + / Ut - $)Q* (g1, 91)(s)ds.

Next we want to solve the second equation of () with the given g;. More
precisely, formally we have

(3.8) ho(t) = U(t) fo e~ Jo Ut=s)L(gn)(s)ds
To ensure that L(gy) is pointwisely a.e. well-defined when g = f; satisfies (33,

we recall that the assumption || fo|| ;155 < co and Proposition 2.8 ensure
(3.9) g1 = fr € L=([0, 00}, L}? L7?).

Note that we are looking for a solution he € L%([0, 0], LLLP). From the estimate
of Corollary 2101

[lh2L(g1)

we know that if ¢ € L2 L™ L7 then (hoL(g1),¢) is bounded. Since (hoL(gy),d) =
(L(g1), hao), we have L(g1) € Ly L22LP2 where (1/q2) = 1/¢2+ 1/q , (1/r2) =
1/ + 1/r and (1/p2)’ = 1/p2 + 1/p. Therefore L(g1) is pointwisely a.e. well-
defined.

| s s o < Cllhellorseellgllpe pre e
t x v

Now we can compute hy by (B.8). It is easy to have hy =0 < hg < U(t)fo <
g2 by non-negativity of g;. Therefore we conclude the beginning condition (BI).
From ([B.9), we also have that

ha, g2 € L®([0,00], L2 L7?).

Thus we can repeat the above argument to check that each term in (B32) is well-
defined. Therefore the method of Kaniel-Shinbrot ensures the existence of monotone
sequence ([33) and the limit functions g, h satisfy ([B.4).

We also note that from the monotone convergence theorem and (3.3]), we have
g, h € L([0,00], L3 LY),

9, h e L=([0,00], L3 Li?),

Q" (9.9), Q*(hh) € LF LY L,

Q*(g,9), Q¥ (hh) € LE L LT,

(3.10)
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Thus we have a solution for the full Boltzmann equation if g = h.

To prove that g = h, we let w = g — h > 0. By ([B.4) the difference w satisfies
the equation

Ow+v-Vew=QF(g,w) + QT (w,h) + Q (g9,w) — Q~ (w, g)

with zero initial data. By Lemma below we know that this equation has a
unique solution w = 0. Thus g = h and we conclude the global existence of the
non-negative mild solution for the full Boltzmann equation. The uniqueness of this
solution can be proved by a standard continuity argument and the fact that the
solutions are non-negative. We include it in subsection Also the continuity
in time, scattering of the solution and Lipschitz continuous of the solution map is
included in the subsection [3.3] Thus we conclude the Proposition 3.1l ([l

Lemma 3.2. Let g, h be non-negative functions satisfy BI0). Suppose that w > 0
is a mild solution of

(3.11) { ?Jgg;;”d%w = Q" (g9:w) + QT (w,h) + Q~(g,w) = Q™ (w, 9)

Then w = 0.

Proof. Consider the given time interval [0,T] and define

to = inf {t e [0,T]’||w(t)||Lq2({wLL;ngz) > o}.
Then w=0for 0 <t <tg. Let tg <s<T.
From (&II)), we have

w(s) = / U - 1)[Q (g.w) + Q. k) + Q (g w) — @ (w, )] (7).

Noting that w > 0, 0 < h < g and the operators U(t), QT, Q™ are non-negative,
we have

(312)  0<uw(s) < / U -1 [QFgow) + Q. k) + Q@ (g,w)] (7).

Apply Strichartz estimates as Proposition[2.§ and use the estimate of Corollary[2.10,
then we have

||w||qu([to,s],L;2L52)
(3.13) < C(llgllzaio,s).zz 22y + 1hll Lo, 1,22 o)W Loz (((to,5),272 £72)
= C(g, h, 5)||w||qu([t(,,s],L;2L€2)-

Letting s — to+, clearly we have C(g, h,s) < 1 which means that
1wl Las (ft0,5], 272 £22) = O

for some s > 0. By continuity, we have wlj,r) = 0 for any 7' > 0. O
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3.2. Uniqueness of the solution. Assume that ¢ > 0 and h > 0 both are mild
solutions which satisfy (LI). Let w = g—h. Comparing to Lemma[3.2] the function
w satisfies [B.IT]), but we do not have the property w > 0. For our convenience, we

rewrite (B.I1)) as

{ Ow +v - Vow + wL(g) = QJr(ng) + QJr(wa h) + Qi(ng)
w(0) =0,

and want to show w = 0. Since g, h and thus w satisfy (B.I0), the term L(g) is
pointwisely a.e. well-defined. Thus the function w satisfies

t
U}(t) — / e j; U(t—7)L(g)(7)dT
0

Ut = 5)[QF (g, w) + QT (w, h) + Q™ (g, w)] (s)ds.
Using the fact that L(g) > 0 since g > 0, we have

(3.14) lw(®)] < /0 U(t = $)[Q" (g, lwl) + Q" (Jwl,h) + Q™ (g, [w])] (s)ds.

The equation [B.I4]) is in place of [BI2) for the proof of w = 0, thus we conclude
the uniqueness of the solution.

3.3. Continuity in L2, and Scattering of the solution. Now we show that

z,v

feC([0,T],L3 ,) for any T € [0,00]. From the formula

t

(3.15) / Ut — )0~ (F, F)(s)ds + F(8) = U fo + / Ut — $)QF(f f)(s)ds

and the observation that each term in (BI5) is non-negative, we have

(3.16) 0< f(t) <U®fo+ / Ut — $)Q* (f. £)(s)ds.

It has been observed by Ovcharov [16] that U(t)fo € C(R; LY ,), hence it suffices
to show that W (t) (see (Z7)) is also continuous. Let 0 < ¢t € (0,00]. Applying
inhomogeneous Strichartz with triplet (§', 7/, p’) used in (ZI8]), we see that

t
IW QT )l (osnrs ) = / 10— $)Q*(, f)llzs s

is bounded. Since U(t) is continuous, we conclude that W (¢) is continuous from
above expression. Also the solution map fo € B, C L3 , — f € L{L} L? is Lipschitz
continuous.

Next we want to show that the solution f scatters, i.e., there exists a function
foo € L3, such that

[ f(t) = U(t)foollzs , — 0 ast — oo.
The above statement is equivalent to prove that
(3.17) NU(=t)f(t) = foollzs, = 0 ast — oo,

since U(t) preserves the L3 , norm.

z,v
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By the Duhamel formula, we have

(3.18) W%V@—h+AUPQMﬁﬁ®®

Hence the scattering of f(t) is confirmed if we have the convergence of the integral

AMW4muﬁwﬁ

in Li,v' In this case f is given by
(3.19) &—ﬁ+A U(=DQUf. )(t)dt.

We rewrite (318) as
t

U(—t)f(t)+/0 U(=s)Q™(f, f)(s)ds—fo+/0 U(=s)Q"(f, f)(s)ds.

Since each term of above equation is non-negative, thus we have
t

/UFﬂTMﬂ@%Sh+/UPﬂWMﬂ@%
0 0
SE+A U(=)Q* (£, f)(s)ds.

By monotone convergence theorem, it holds that

o0

B20) [ U9 NG < ho+ [ U@ D)
0 0
Then we are reduced to prove the right hand side of (8:20) is bounded in Li,v'

Let U*(t) be the adjoint operator of U(t), it is clearly that U*(t) = U(—t). Let
(@, 7, p) be the KT-admissible triplet chosen in the proof of ([2I6) and recall that
1/p’ + 1/t = 2/3. By duality, the homogeneous Strichartz estimate

||U(t)g||LflLiLf < C”gHLiff

implies

| [ oo

<CNRQT (U Nl ot e e < CllNEars e
L3 ¢

as before. Thus we conclude that f scatters.
3.4. Proof of Theorem [1.3l

Proof. As before, we apply the Strichartz estimate to the gain term only Boltzmann
equation

||Sf+(taxaU)HLq([o,T];L;LS) < C(||f0||Lg,v + 1Q(f+, f+)||qu([01T];L;’L5’))'
To show that
IS f+ (2, 0) | Lo o5 L2)

(3.21)
< Cillfo(z, 0)l|za, + CoTPN f(ts 2,0\ a0 y,2r 20
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with 8 > 0, we need to find KT-admissible triplets (¢, r, p) and

2_, o b2z 111 1
p N §r 7 p v F

(G, 7, p) which satisfy
1
7

and 5 )

-+ [3 =—.

q q
It is already found in [I0] that the set (LIT) is the collection of all possible (q,r,p)
where (2N

- -7

by
To recover the solution for the full equation, we need another pair of KT-admissible
triplets (gz, 2, p2) and (¢h, 7, ph) . It is straightforward to check that the following
choice works:

> 0.

Lon(1Y), L n(12Y)
3= n(T), 3 =ne(Z)

4. THEOREM THE CASE —1 <y <0

In this section, we give the proof for Theorem It is in the same spirit as
that of the case v = —1 except that we need the weighted estimates for the gain
and loss terms as well as the weighted Strichartz estimates.

4.1. Weighted estimates. Let (v) = (1 + [v|?)'/2. To prove the weighted esti-
mates for the gain term, we consider the quantity

(4.1) (W) Q" (f,9), (v)~"¥), £>0.

When ¢ = 0, Alonso, Carneiro and Gamba [I] introduce a bilinear operator to
give () two representations which are used to prove the estimates collected in
Proposition 23 (see the upcoming proof of Proposition [Z1] for two representations).
In what follows, we first prove that the quantity (£I) with ¢ # 0 can also be
bounded by the formulas with the same representations as £ = 0. Then the desired
estimate follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let £ >0, 1 <p,q,t < oo with —N <~ <0 and
(4.2) I/p+1/g=14+~/N+1/t.
Assume the kernel ([L3):

B(v — vy,w) = |[v — vi|"b(cos 9)

with b(cosB) satisfies Grad’s cutoff assumption ([LA). Then the bilinear operator
Q*+(f.9) satisfies

(4.3) ||<v>EQ+(f, Q)HL;(RN) < CH<U>2f||L‘5(]RN)||<’U>eg||L§}(]RN)-
If ¢ > N/m and 1 < Poyy G, M, Ty, < 00 satisfy

1 1 1 1
(4.4) —+—<1, —+ =<1,

Pm m qm M
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and

11 1 v
4.5 =14
(4.5) Pm Gm ™M N v,

then we have

(4.6) o) Q* (£, 9)llzom < Clpum, Ol (W) Fllzom () gllLam.

Remark 4.2. Note that we use different notations p, q, t and P, qum, tr to differ (@3))
from (A6) for their exponents satisfying different relations.

Proof of Proposition [{_1] First of all, we need to adopt the notations used in [I].
Let

i =u/flul, u="v— v,.
It is well known that the pre-post collision velocity relation (I2]) is equivalent to

1 1
(4.7) o == (= lulo), v = v, + 50— fulo),

and
1

= d
v 4 cosb 7

where 6 is the angle between w and u = v —wv,. In [I], the collision kernel is denoted
by

B(ul, - 0) = [u]"b(a - ).
(Note that v above is denoted by A in [I].) They also define the bilinear operator

(1) Pl = [ v )o(w o) do.
where the variables u™ and u™ are defined by
u” = 4(u—|ulo) and uli=u—u" = (u+ |ulo).

We note that the vector w is often used in the occurrence (IL2)) and o in ([@.7), while
the vector o in 7)) is denoted by w in [I]. However this difference of notations
clearly does not affect the proof of any related result. They also use 7 and R to
denote the translation and reflection operators

TP () = Y(z —v), RY(z) = ¢(-x).
Use above notations, the representations
[ @ taw = [ [ - PR dud

= / flu+v)g)P(1, 7—yRY) (u)|u|” dudv
RN JRN

are used to prove the estimates collected in Proposition More precisely, when
v = 0, Alonso etc. used the first line of (@) (equation (4.1) in [I]) as a starting
point to show ([@3]) with £ =0 . When —N < v < 0, both lines of [@3)) (equations
(5.1) and (5.12) in [I]) are used to show the case £ = 0 of ([{@.3)).
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On the other hand, we follow the observation of Lions [I5] to write

(QF(f.9)h /RN /RN /SN 1 )W) B(v — v, w)dwdv,dv
= [ [ S0 0T om) pedvede

Here T is a Radon transform

Ti(x) = |z|Y /ESNl b(cosB) P(z — (z - w)w)dw,

(4.10)

with cos@ = (z - w)/|z|,z # 0, x = |2](0,0,1) and w = (cos ¢ sin §, sin ¢ sin 6, cos §),
0 < 0 < /2. The regularizing effect of T is first studied by Lions [15], then studied
by several authors, see [12] [13] for more details.

Combining (ZJ) and [@I0), we have
[ @90 vwido = [[ 1019t~ wP(r R, D@l duds
(4.11) / Flu+0)g(0)P(L, 7_yRe) () || dudy
//f (7—u. 0 T 0 7y, )tb(v)dvsdv.

With these preparations, we are ready to estimate the quantity (QT(f,g), ).
From the conservation of energy, either (v') < 2(v) or (v') < 2(v,) has to be true.
Hence for any ¢ > 0 we have either

(4.12) (W)=t < (WY or (v,) Tt < (W)L

We define ¥(v,v,) := (7_,, 0o T o7y, )9b(v) and ¥_s(v) = (v)~%2)(v). From @EI2),
we know that one of the followings estimates is true:

| (v, v,)] < /SN?1 |9 (v)|B(v — vy, w)dw

(4.13) < <U>e/ (')~ ()| B(v — v, w)duw
SN*I
= (0) (7=, 0 T o 7, )|[th—¢|(v)
or
|\If(v,v*)‘ < /SN*I |¢(U’)|B(v — Uy, w)dw
(4.14) < <v*>£/ [(0") " (v") | B(v = v, w)dw
SN*I

= <v*>£(7',v* oT oy, )|t

o|(v)

Denote fy(v) = (v)‘f(v) and g¢(v.) = (vi)’g(v.). Combining @EII), EII)
and ([{I4) , we have

(/:9)(v) ¥(v)dv]
S//{‘fé(v (v ‘—f— |f v)gr U*)‘}(T_ v. 0T 0Ty, ‘g/} g| Ydv,dv.

(4.15)
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Using the formulas of ([@IT]) to the right hand side of (I, we have

+(
(4.16) ’/Q (19)) 9w ‘
// \fe g(v—u \ + |f v)ge(v _u)‘}P(TvR|1/LE|71)(U)|U|7dudv

and

| [ @ (.90 v
(4.17)
< [[ {1stu+ 09| + |0+ 0)g0 ) }PL 7 Rl ()l o

We note that the right hand sides of (£16) and ([@IT) still preserve the form of the
representations in (£9]). Following the proofs of [1I], we have

| [ @ (.9 v)ar]

< C(Ifellymyllgll sy + 1Ly ny lgell L em)) 19—l g )
< Ol fellLp@myllgell Laemy 1 —ell s vy,

(4.18)

thus we conclude (£3) by duality.

The proof of estimate (£3) is a easy consequence of above argument which can
be done by revising (I8). Let 1/a1 = 1/p, + 1/m and 1/as = 1/q,, + 1/m and
note that we then have

11 N1 11 N
a1+qm +N+7'm o pm+a2 +N+7'm
which is exactly [@2]). Parallel to (£I8]), we have

(4.19)

\/Q*f, Y0y

< O(| fellpm @y llgll oo oy + 1 F | por vy lgell Lgm @) 10—ell Lim @y
< C(Ifell pom @y llgell am ay | 0) =Nl e @)

1Al o ey 1) ™ Lom @y lgell pam vy ) 19 —ell pm mov)
< Ol fell pom @yl gell Lam @y [¥—ell Lzm mvy,

where we used the condition ¢m > N in the last inequality. By duality, we con-

clude (4.4). O

To prove the weighted estimate for the loss term. We begin with the following.

Proposition 4.3 (The Hardy Littlewood Sobolev inequality). If z,y € RY, 1 <
p,q < 00, N<”y<0and +3 —|—_V*2 then we have

| [[ 1@le = sl gtw)dzdy] < Cxvol Fluslgl
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Proposition 4.4. Assume B(v — v,,w) defined in ([L3) satisfies —N < v < 0
and [LA). If £ > N/m and 1 < pp, G, M, Ty < 00 Satisfy

1 1 1 1
(4.20) —+ <1, —+—=<1,

Pm T qm m
and

11 1 o1
4.21 R RS RN AT
(4.21) pm+qm+m +N+tm’

then we have

(4.22) 1) Q™ (s @llem < Cloms 1) fll o [[(0) gll Larm-
Here we note that the first inequality of [@20) is equivalent to 1/ppy, < 1/tpy,.

Proof. Assume 1 < Py, Qm, m, ty < 00 satisfy (@4) and [@2)). Let 1 < a1,a2 < 00
be defined by

1 1 1 1 1 1
(4.23) —

= — _—, — .
aq Pm t;n as Om m

Then we have 1 < a1,as < 0o and
(4.24) —+—=2+—=.
By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Hélder inequality, we have

(@ (f, 9)7h>‘ = ‘///f(v)g(v*)h(v)B(v — v*,w)dwdv*dv‘

- ‘O//f(v)g(v*)h(vﬂv — v, [Ydv,dv
< CIIf - hllzer gl ze-

< Ol Fllpwm [10) = Rl e, [1(0) gl Lam [ (0) =l £m
< Ol Fllpoml[0) = Rl er, [1(0) gl Lam

where the last inequality holds when ¢ > N/m. Then we conclude that ([£22)
holds. 0

(4.25)

Remark 4.5. Our proof also includes the estimate

1) Q™ (f,9)llzem < Clom, O (0) FllLom llgllzea.
where 1/a3 = 1/q,, + 1/m and

We also need to build the weighted Strichartz estimates. We consider the weight
(v)¢, ¢ € R as the multiplication operator. Using the notations of ([2.1]), we note
that the following communication relations hold:

(4.26) (W)U (t)ug = U(t)(v) uo, ()W (t)F = W (t)(v)'F.

Combining above facts with Proposition 2.2 we have the following result.
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Corollary 4.6. Let u satisfy the kinetic transport equation (21)). The estimate

||<’U>£u||LfL;L€

(4.27)
< Cla o N)(0) wol e, + 10 Fl g o)

holds for all uo € L, and all F € Lf/LT;/Lfl if and only if (q,r,p) and (g,7,p)
are two KT-admissible exponents triplets and a =HM(p,r) =HM(p', ") with the
exception of (q,r,p) being an endpoint triplet.

4.2. Gain term only equation for N =3 and -1 <~ <0.

Proposition 4.7. Let N = 3 and collision kernel B defined in (L3) satisfies (L4)
and —1 <~y <0. Let £, = (1+~)" < 3/2. There exists a small number n > 0 such
that if the initial data fo is in the set

By ={fo€ L ,(R® xR?) : [|(v)" follza , <n} C L3,
there exists a globally unique mild solution
<U>€W f+ € C([07 OO)? Li,v) N Lq([ov OO]? LELE)
where the triple (q,r,p) lies in the set
1 3 1 2 1 1 1 4
4.28 =1, Z=2__ <<y
(4.28) {(@mr,]p)I@1 b i3 ]p,3<]p<9}

The solution map (v)’ fo € Bf;7 — (V) fy € LPLELP is Lipschitz continuous and
the solution (v)* fy scatters with respect to the kinetic transport operator in Li)v.

Proof. The proof can be done by exactly the same argument as that for Propo-
sition [Z.4] except that the estimates there need to be replaced by weighted ones.
Parallel to [2.I1)), we claim that the following key estimates hold:

IS Follsssas < Colle)™ folloy, + Crl} @* (i )l e
< Co||<”>e”fo||L;V,v + C2||<U>e”f+||i?L;Lf-

where we choose the same triplets as Proposition 2] (see also Definition 21).
Then the first inequality follows from Corollary LGl To show the second inequality
is equal to show

(4.30) 1) QF (fs fl v o o < CHOY™ FillZanpe o

which is parallel to (210). Please note that the only change occurs at v variable
and at which we should verify.

When v =2 — N = —1, the relation (2I3) and the proof of (ZI6]) require

1 1 2 1
4.31 =4 =
(4.31) P P 3 D

When —1 < v <0, we can rewrite (L31)) as

1 1 1+ 1
_+_+—7:1+1+~_
P P 3 3 P

/

(4.32)
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and note that this is the form of (@3 with 1/m = (1 +v)/3 < 1/3. Since 1/3 <
1/p < 4/9, the relation (@4 is satisfied. Let £, = (3/m)* = (1+~)t > N/m =
(14 7), then we have (L), i.e., [@30). O

Also we need a weighted version of Proposition

Proposition 4.8. Let N = 3 and ay = 15/8. Under the same assumption as
Proposition[{.7, if we further assume ||[(v)* fol|l 22 < 0o, then solution f in Propo-
sition [{-7] also satisfies

(433) (ORI T

where (1/q2,1/r2,1/p2) = (1/2, (124+)/30, (20—+)/30) is a K T-admissible triplet
with 1/]92 + 1/7"2 = 2/@2.

Proof. Follow the idea of Proposition 2.8} it suffices to show that

(4.34) ||<U>Z”Q+(f+a f+)||L§/2L;/2Lf/2 < C||<”>e”f+||L?L;LE||<U>Z”f+||L;?2L;2LS2-

Using the same trick of rewriting (@3] as ([{32), we rewrite (Z29a), i.e., 1/p +
1/p2=2/3+1/p, as

1 1 1+ 1
(4.35) St S A
P P2 3 3 Dy
and apply (&8]) of Proposition [£.1] O

Using again the argument of Proposition .8 and Proposition [£4] and the result
of Proposition A1l we have the following weighted version of Corollary 2.10]

Corollary 4.9. Use the same notations as Proposition [{.8 but v # 0. Suppose
(WY fy € LALELP and (v) fo € LEL™2LP2. Then () QT (f1, f2) € L Ly LY?

and

1) Q™ (f1, f2)
1) Q* (f1, f2)
1) Q* (f1, f2)

”L%L%Lﬁé < Cll(w) f1 lzare ol (vt fellpazpr2 oz,
+ x Ly

<

||L45Li§Lﬁ’2 < C|[{w) fr lars el (vt fellpszpre pre,
+ x v

||L45Li§Lﬁ’2 < Cl(w)" Fallaps 2l ()" fr o2 pr2pre,
+ x v

4.3. Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.4. As we did for the case v = —1, we use the solution f in
Proposition 1] to construct the beginning condition of the the Kaniel-Shinbrot
iteration, i.e. Let g1 = f+ and hy = 0. Then the system B.0) gives g2 = f+ = g1.
By Corollary and the argument after ([3.3), we have (v)"L(g1) € L Li2LP?
where (1/q2) = 1/¢2 + 1/a , (1/r2) = 1/f2 + 1/r and (1/p2) = 1/p2 + 1/p
((g2,72,p2) is given by Proposition [.8]). Therefore L(g1) is pointwisely a.e. well-
defined. Then we can compute ho by (B.6) and have the beginning condition 0 <
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h1 < hs < g2 < g1. Hence the limit functions g, h of iteration exist and we have
(v)"g, () h € L([0, o0], LELE),
()9, (v)h € L=([0,00], Ly2 LE?),

(©)"Q"(9.9), Q" (1) € LI LI LY,

() Q*(9.9), ()" Q* (h,h) € LELPLE.

g,
g,
(4.36)
(g
(9

Replacing the estimates from Lemma[3.2to the end of Section 3 by their weighted
version, we see that the remaining part of the proof follows. For example, (313) is
replaced by

(4.37)
|HvywwHLﬂqm§LL?L?)
< C(IW) gl aito,s1,Lx28) + 10 Bl Lago,s), e 28 (0) Wl Loz (10,51, 72 272
= C(g,h,s)| <’U>éww||L‘12([to,s],ngng)a

and the others are similar. O
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