A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS TO LANDAU EQUATION UNDER
PRODI-SERRIN LIKE CRITERIA

R. ALONSO, V. BAGLAND, L. DESVILLETTES, AND B. LODS

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce Prodi-Serrin like criteria which enable to provide a priori
estimates for the solutions to the spatially homogeneous Landau equation for all classical soft po-
tentials and dimensions d > 3. The physical case of Coulomb interaction in dimension d = 3 is
included in our analysis, which generalizes the work of Silvestre (2017). Our approach is quan-

titative and does not require a preliminary knowledge of elaborate tools for nonlinear parabolic
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equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The spatially homogeneous Landau equation. In this work, we are interested in the
regularity properties of the solutions to the (spatially homogeneous) Landau equation:

O f(t,v) = Q(f(t,))(v), t=0, veR? (1.1a)
supplemented with the initial condition
ft=0v) = f(v), veER? (1.1b)
where Q here above denotes the (quadratic) Landau collision operator
QNW =Yy [ o= 1w - 0) {£.57 = 191} dv., (12)
with the usual shorthands f := f(v), f« := f(vs), and where II(z) is the orthogonal projector
onto 2t 2@ 2
II(z) :=1d — NEER

In the present contribution we obtain new results for the Landau equation in the case of so-

called very soft potentials
—d<y< -2,

including the physically relevant Coulomb case d = 3, v = —3, in which the Landau operator
models collisions between charged particles, see Lifschitz-Pitaevskii (1938). We nevertheless
point out that the results presented here still hold when —2 < v < 0 (so-called moderately soft
potentials), and enable to get new proofs of already known results (see for example Wu (2014);
Desvillettes (2015) and Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023)). The case of Maxwell molecules (y = 0)
and hard potentials (y € (0, 1]) is quite different (see e.g. Desvillettes, Villani (2000)), and is not
considered in this work.

1.2. Notations. For k € R and p > 1, we define the Lebesgue space L} = L? (Rd) through the
norm

g = ([ £ Wt aw)”, 2@ = {5 <R Ry < oo}

where (v) := /1+ [v]%, v € RY. For k = 0, we simply denote || - ||, the LP-norm. We also
denote the homogeneous Sobolev space H" through the norm

1 = [l

and the weighted homogenous Sobolev space Hkm through the norm

FIfE)Pd, meN

111 = [ 6P [F105 @) a6 men, keR

where JF[f] denotes the Fourier transform of f. Given k € R and f € L}(R?), we also define
the statistical moments as

milf) = [ f@))tdo.
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In relation to the coefficients of the Landau equation, we introduce, for v € [—d, 0),

a(z) = (aij(2));; with a;;(2) = |z[7+2 (51'73' - T;Tg) :

bi(2) = D p0kaik(z) =—(d—1)zlz|7,

co(z) = = O (2).
Therefore,

o) {(d—l) (v +d) |2, for v € (—d,0),
(d—1)(d —2)|S" 1 6o(2), fory = —d.
Forany f € L} +V(Rd), we define then the matrix-valued mapping A[f] given by
A[f] = (Aij[f])ij = (ag * f)ij- (1.3)
In the same way, we define b[f] € R? and ¢, [f] € R by
bi[f] :==b; * f, 1=1,...,d; cylfli==cxf.

We emphasize the dependency with respect to the parameter v in ¢, [f] since, in several places,
we apply the same definition with v + 1 replacing . Notice that

@-D(+d) [ ol fede fory e (<o),
ca f(v) ) for v = —d,
where cg := (d — 1)(d — 2)|S%1].
With these notations, the Landau equation can then be written alternatively under the form
of = V- (AfIVf=blf]f) =Te (AfID*f) + e [f1f,
{ fE=0) = fu,
where D?f is the Hessian matrix of f. Notice that, with respect to previous existing works on

the field, we adopt here a convention in which the term ¢, [f] in (1.5) is nonnegative. With such
a convention, ¢, [f] = =V - b[f].

& [fl(v) = (14)

(1.5)

1.3. Solutions to the (spatially homogeneous) Landau equation. We discuss here some of
the results existing in the literature for the Landau equation in dimension d = 3.

In the case of hard potentials (y € (0, 1]), existence, uniqueness, appearance of smoothness
and of moments is known Desvillettes, Villani (2000). Exponential convergence towards equi-
librium also holds, see Alonso et al. (2021) and Desvillettes (2023). The situation for Maxwell
molecules (v = 0) and moderately soft potentials (v € [—2,0)), is almost identical in terms of ex-
istence, uniqueness and appearance of smoothness. The main difference concerns the statistical
moments, which are propagated (and grow at most linearly with time) but are not created (see
Wu (2014); Desvillettes (2015); Desvillettes, Villani (2000)). Moreover, the speed of convergence
towards equilibrium is proved under suitable assumptions on the initial datum to be "stretched
exponential” (see Theorem 1.4 of Carrapatoso (2015) for the case —1 < v < 0 or Section 6 of
Alonso et al. (2022) for the more general case of Landau-Fermi-Dirac equation, covering in partic-
ular the Landau case). A systematic study of the Landau equation for moderately soft potentials,
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including in particular the “critical case” v = —2 has been addressed recently with techniques
partly similar to those of the present paper in Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023).

The case of very soft potentials (y € [—3, —2)), which includes the physically relevant case
of Coulomb potential (y = —3) is different. Up to the appearance of the very recent paper
Guillen & Silvestre (2023), only weak solutions (including H-solutions) were known to exist
and uniqueness was an open problem as discussed in Desvillettes (2015). Notice that stretched
exponential convergence to equilibrium still holds Carrapatoso et al. (2017).

Focusing on Coulomb interactions v = —3, the main a priori estimate in Lebesgue spaces
states that H-solutions f satisfy

feL'(0,T); L3, (R?)),

see Desvillettes (2015). We point out the very recent improvement in terms of moments for
Coulomb potential v = —3 which shows that f € L([0,7]; L3(R3)) with s > —5, see Ji
(2023). Such an estimate is deduced from a careful study of the entropy production of the
Landau collision operator and can be interpolated with the energy estimate stating that f €
15(0, T); LY(R))

As far as regularity of solutions is concerned, it is possible to get a bound on the Hausdorff
dimension of the times in which the solution might be singular (see Golse et al. (2022a) for
the Coulomb case and Golse et al. (2022b) for general very soft potentials). Various perturba-
tive results are also available in the literature: we refer to Golding et al. (2023) for a recent
construction of close-to-equilibrium solutions in the case of Coulomb interactions while local in
time solutions for large data and global in time solutions for data close to equilibrium have been
recently obtained in Desvillettes, He & Jiang (2023).

Finally, in (Silvestre , 2017, Theorem 3.8), conditional results show that if the solution lies
in L>([0,T); LE(R3)) for p > 3 and r sufficiently large, then it is bounded and consequently
smooth. We refer also to Ben Porath (2022) for a local version of a close result. We discuss the
consequences of the new work Guillen & Silvestre (2023) on the results presented in this paper
in Section 1.8.

We end this description of the literature on the Landau equation with very interesting results
about a related model, known as the isotropic Landau equation, introduced in Krieger & Strain
(2012) and investigated later in Gressman et al. (2012); Gualdani & Guillen (2019, 2022). For
such a model, the projection II(z) in the Landau equation is simply replaced with II(z) = Id and
this simplification yields striking results. In particular, there exists 7. € (—%, —2) such that, for
v € (Vx, —2), LP-norms are propagated for p > [“_;:l{_m and become instantaneously bounded.
Therefore, classical solutions of the isotropic Landau equation remain smooth for every finite
time (see Theorem 1.1 of Gualdani & Guillen (2022)). Similar results have been obtained recently
for an isotropic version of the Boltzmann equation, see Snelson (2023).
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1.4. Link between the Landau equation and the Navier-Stokes equation. Some striking
analogies between the spatially homogeneous Landau for very soft potentials and the incom-
pressible 3d-Navier-Stokes have been observed in recent contributions. More precisely, recall
the incompressible 3d-Navier-Stokes with viscosity v > 0:

ou+u-Vu—vAu+ Vp =0, V-u=0, u(t =0) = ujp, V- up, =0, (1.6)

where u = u(t,x) € R3. It appears that the H-solutions constructed in Villani (1998) share
several common points with Leray solutions to the incompressible 3d-Navier-Stokes equations
Leray (1934); Ozanski & Pooley (2018):

e One first evidence is the contribution of the third author about the role of entropy dissipa-
tion, showing that H-solutions to Landau equation satisfy (1.13) for any 7' > 0 providing
an a priori estimate for solutions f to (1.1). In particular, H-solutions to Landau equa-
tion are weak-solutions just like Leray solutions to Navier-Stokes equations are weak
solutions and the entropy H plays for the Landau equation a similar role as the energy
||lu(t)||3 for the Navier-Stokes equation. Note that in this analogy, \/f plays the role of u,
since on one hand /f € L{°(L?), and on the other hand \/f belongs to some weigthed
L?(H}) space.

e Based on this estimate, it has been shown in Golse et al. (2022a) that the Hausdorff
dimension of the set of time singularities is at most % for solutions to (1.1) in the Coulomb
case (y = —3, d = 3). This result has been extended to soft potentials —3 < v < —2
in Golse et al. (2022b) and is the analogue of the celebrated Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
Theorem Caffarelli et al. (1982); Ozanski (2019) for the Navier-Stokes equations.

e Finally, a new monotonicity formula for a functional involving entropy, regularity and
moments has been obtained in Desvillettes, He & Jiang (2023). This formula entails in
particular that, if

H(fin) (I fin ~ Ml +€) < 2,

then no blow-up can occur for solutions to (1.1). Here, H ( fiy) is the entropy of the initial
datum, M is the associated Maxwellian steady state, and C' > 0 is some fixed universal
constant. Such a result can be compared to the result of Leray (1934) for Navier-Stokes
equation which shows that, provided ||uin||2 || Vuin||2 < 1, the Navier-Stokes equations
admit global smooth solutions (see also Ozanski & Pooley (2018)). Regularity of solutions
after a given (sufficiently large) time can also be considered as a common feature of both
equations.

An important criterion about the existence of global classical solutions to 3d-incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation is the celebrated Prodi-Serrin criterion which reads as follows (see (Bedrossian
& Vicol , 2022, Theorems 4.8 and 4.9)):

Theorem 1.1 (Prodi-Serrin criterion for 3d-incompressible Navier-Stokes equation). Con-
sider two Leray-Hopf weak solutions u, @ of the Navier-Stokes equation with u(0) = 4(0) = ujy.

If
u € L"([0,T]; LY(R?)), with % + g =1, qe€(3,] (1.7)
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then u = @ on [0, T"). Moreover, for ¢ = 3 (and r = o), there exists a universal constant § > 0
such that, if

sup [u(t)ls < ov
t€[0,7]

then u = 1 on [0, T). Finally, in both cases, u is a strong solution on [0, T] provided u;, € H'(R?)
whereas, if uiy, € L?(R®), then u is a strong solution solution on [t., T for anyt, > 0.

We refer to Bedrossian & Vicol (2022); Lemarié—Rieusset (2016) for more details on the no-
tions of Leray-Hopf weak solutions in the above Theorem. The aforementioned result has been
proven first in Prodi (1959) (with some additional assumption) for ¢ > 3 and derived in the
present form in Serrin (1963), still for ¢ > 3. The statement here above for ¢ = 3 is a very spe-
cial case called the endpoint Prodi-Serrin criterion. It is somehow possible to remove the smallness
assumption on ||ul[ Lo 0,77 ;£3(r3)) in that case, but the corresponding result reads then a bit dif-
ferently: the breakthrough result Iskauriaza et al. (2003) dealing with the case r = co,q = 3
shows indeed smoothness and uniqueness in some indirect way. Precisely, result of Iskauriaza
et al. (2003) rather reads as follows: if u is a classical solution to Navier-Stokes equation whose
maximal time of existence T is finite, then

lim sup [|u(t)||3 = +oo.
t—T

We also refer the reader to Chapters 12 and 15 of Lemarié-Rieusset (2016). Similar criteria have
been established for other types of problems, spanning from the study of MHD equations Jia &
Zhou (2015) to stochastic differential equations Neves & Olivera (2015) ; Krylov & Rockner
(2005); Rockner & Zhao (2023). We notice that the proof of Theorem 1.1 is fully quantitative
whereas the endpoint proof of Iskauriaza et al. (2003) is obtained by contradiction and thanks
to a compactness argument (we refer to the recent contributions Tao (2021); Palasek (2022) for
a quantitative approach of the same result).

1.5. Main results of the paper. Inthe present paper, we intend to obtain a result which extends
the bounds obtained in Silvestre (2017), and which is the equivalent for the Landau equation of
the Prodi-Serrin result for the Navier-Stokes equation. As mentioned already, our results cover
all dimensions d > 3, any soft potentials v € [—d,0), and are valid for a suitable range of
admissible L} (L?) spaces (with exception of the end-point estimate r = oo, see Section 5.2).

As it is the case for the Navier-Stokes equation, the Prodi-Serrin criteria that we obtain are
actually the fundamental conditional assumptions which allow to prove the propagation and ap-
pearance of LP-norms for suitable p, for the solutions to the spatially homogeneous equation.
Such propagation/appearance of LP-norms can be seen as the main result of the present contri-
bution and such conditional results are completely new to our knowledge (for r < 00). We will
see that they are also the cornerstone for uniqueness and further smoothness of solutions to (1.1).

For the clarity of presentation, and due to the physical relevance of the Coulomb case, we
distinguish the two cases 7y = —d and y € (—d, 0), beginning with the Prodi-Serrin criterion for
Landau equation in the Coulomb case v = —d.

Theorem 1.2 (Prodi-Serrin criterion for Landau equation and Coulomb interaction). We
consider an integer dimension d > 3 and let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the
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sense of Definition 1.15 with

v = —d.
Assume that the solution f satisfies one of the following conditions:
f e L0, T]; L= (RY), (1.8)
or
d , d 2 d d
()¢feL"([0,T]; LY(RY)), . +a =2, re(l,c), g€ 5. (1.8b)

Then, the following holds
(a) (Propagation of LP-norms). Given p € (1,00), if fin € LP(R?) then

tsulzq ”f(t)Hp < Cpgr ”fian

)

where Cy, 7 is an explicit constant depending on p, d, q and the norms || f || 110,77, Lo (raY) OF
1) f1l £ (0,77 La(ray) according to the above condition (1.8).

(b) (Appearance of LP-norms). Given p € (1,00), assume that

d?p—1
fn€ Ly, (RY),  w= 5
then
_é(l_l)
1fOllp < Cpr(fin)t 2077, Vte(0,T]

for some explicit positive constant C), 7( fin) which depends onT', p,d, q, the initial datum fi,
through the quantifies oin, Ein, H(fin) defined in Definition 1.11,
associated to the above condition (1.8).

finHL;p: and the norms

Remark 1.3. We emphasise here the different nature of the two Prodi-Serrin criteria in (1.8). The
assumption (1.8a) does not require any moment assumption on f whereas the Prodi-Serrin criterion
(1.8b) involves the weighted solution {-) f, see Remark 1.6 for more details. We also point out that,
under the assumption f € L*([0,T], L>=(R%)), the conclusion of point (a) still holds for p = oo
(see Prop. 2.1).

The full proof of the above Theorem is presented in Section 2 and is based on several inter-
mediate results. Typically, Proposition 2.1 shows the propagation of LP-norm under the L; (L°)
criterion while Proposition 2.2 shows the appearance of LP-norms under this assumption. The
general L} (L) case is dealt with in Proposition 2.5 and Corollary 2.7 for appearance and propaga-
tion of LP-norms respectively. Note also that constants are explicitly given in those propositions.

An analogue of the above result holds true for general soft-potentials v € (—d, 0)

Theorem 1.4 (Prodi-Serrin criterion for Landau equation with soft potentials). We consider
an integer dimension d > 3 and let fi,, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1.15 with

—d<v<0.
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Assume that the solution f satisfies one of the following conditions:
f € L (0.7); L7 () (1.99)

or

(OFlf e (o1l L), 24l —2rdsn, (1.90)

wherer € (1,00), q € (max (1, ﬁ) , %) . Then, the following holds

(a) (Propagation of LP-norms). If fi, € LP(RY) withp € (1, #) under condition (1.9a) or
p € (1, 00) under condition (1.9b), then

sup |[f(t)llp < Cpr,q,1 |.finllp
t€[0,T]
where C,, 41 is an explicit constant depending on p, d, q, the initial datum fi, through oin,
Ein, H(fin), and the norms associated to the above conditions (1.9).

d

(b) (Appearance of LP-norms). Let p € (1, pw

condition (1.9b). Assume that

d 1
fin € L’I’%p(Rd)’ Vrp = % <1 a ]_9> ’

) under condition (1.9a) orp € (1,00) under

then
_dr_1
1F)lp < Comar(fin)t 2075 Vie (0,T]

for some explicit positive constant Cy, ~ o 7( fin) which depends ond,~y, T, p, q, the initial datum
fin through Qin; Ein: H(fln):

finllzr , and the norms associated to the above condition (1.9).
vy,p

Remark 1.5. Notice that the link% + g =2+d+, withr,q > 1 implies

d d
max | 1l, — | < g < ——,
( d+2+ 7) 1= a+ v
so that this condition is automatically satisfied in Theorem 1.4.

Remark 1.6. As in the Coulomb case, one notices the discrepancy between the two sets of assump-
tions for our Prodi-Serrin like criteria. In particular, the assumption (1.9a) does not require any
moment assumption on f whereas the Prodi-Serrin criterion (1.9b) applies to the weighted solution
(YN f instead of the mere solution f. We point out that, by using a simple interpolation argument,
we can reformulate the Prodi-Serrin assumption with an inequality linking the two parameters (r, q).
Namely, if one assumes that y + 2 < 0 and

2 d
feL(o.T], LRY) =4 - <dty+2
7o qo0

then given max (1, ﬁ) < g < 00, assuming

q(q —1
fw € IL®Y,  p= L0
qo — ¢q
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one can find r > 1 such that
e L 4R 2,4
(Y7 f e L"([0,T7, LYR?)), i =d+v+2

We also refer to Golding et al. (2023) for consideration on another kind of inequality relating the
parameters r and q.

The above result is similar to its analogue for the Coulomb case but we point out here that,
dealing with soft-potentials v € (—d, 0) leads to additional technical difficulties due to the fact
that the lowest order term c,|[f] in (1.1) is a convolution. To overcome this difficulty, we give
here a general estimate involving such a term, which is a variant of estimates introduced in
Gualdani & Guillen (2019), who named it e-Poincaré inequality. For moderately soft potentials,
the e-Poincaré inequality has been already used to show the appearance of LP-norms in the
contributions Alonso et al. (2022); Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023). We propose here a version,
possibly sharp, of such a functional inequality, which involves suitable L?-space estimates:

Proposition 1.7 (General c-Poincaré inequality). Assume thatd € N, d > 3, —d < v < 0,

max | 1 7d <qg< —d —d oo if d
X ’ ) - 1 = — .
d+2+v =37 0 d+y i
Then there exists Coy > 0 depending only on d,y, q such that, for any € > 0 (and suitable functions

¢ andg = 0),

and

2 2 2
Peldv<e [ [9(0)20w)] a
R4 R4
-
e <||9H1 +e T |1()Plg 1S> ¢*(v)7dv, (1.10)
q Rd
where s € (0,1) is given by s = %;H"Y)

Remark 1.8. With the above notations, if one sets r = 1% one notices that % + g =d+v+2.

s

When applied to the solution g = f(t) to the Landau equation (1.1), one sees therefore that the
1
integrability in time ofH <->Mf(t) H;’S exactly corresponds to our Prodi-Serrin criterion (1.9D).

The proof of this fundamental functional inequality is given in Section 3.2. This is the main
tool in the proof of Theorem 1.4, under assumption (1.9b). The proof of Theorem 1.4 is then
given in Section 3, in which Proposition 3.2 shows the propagation of LP-norm under condition
(1.9a) while Proposition 3.4 shows the appearance of LP-norms under this same condition. The
general L} (L?) case (1.9b) is dealt with in Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.7, for appearance and
propagation of LP-norms respectively. The constants in Theorem 1.4 are made explicit in those
results.

1.6. Relevance of our main results. We chose to present the main results of the paper as
conditional theorems ensuring the propagation and appearance of LP-norms for the solutions to
the Landau equation. Besides their specific interest, such propagation and appearance results are
the fundamental tools which allow to deduce both uniqueness and regularity of solutions to the
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Landau equation. Precisely, as already observed in Chern & Gualdani (2022) in the Coulomb case,
suitable bounds on LP-norms for solutions to Landau equation imply uniqueness of the solution.
While the result is stated in Chern & Gualdani (2022) as a consequence of L>([0,T], LP(R%))
norms with p > % in the Coulomb case v = —3, d = 3, our main results Theorem 1.2 and 1.4 can
be seen as suitable conditional result yielding such bounds valid for any dimension d > 3 and
for any choice 7 € [—d, 0). Then, as in Chern & Gualdani (2022), such bounds yield uniqueness
of suitable strong solutions. This question is addressed in Section 4 and the main result of this
section can then be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.9. We consider an integer dimension d > 3. Lety € [—d,—2) and assume that
2> ﬁ. Let f = f(t,v),g = g(t,v) define two solutions to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition
1.15, with

£0,-) = 9(0,-) = fin € Li o1,/ (RY) N Liy(RY),
where k > d, and N is defined in Proposition 4.2. If f, g satisfy one of the two assumptions (1.9a)
or (1.9b) ify € (—d,0), or (1.8a) or (1.8b) in the Coulomb case v = —d, then

ft)=g(t)  vtel0,T].

Remark 1.10. We restrict our uniqueness result to the case of very soft potentials —d < v < —2
only, since the case of moderate soft potentials y € [—2,0) is well-understood (see Alexandre et al.
(2015); Wu (2014) and the recent contribution Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023)). Notice that because
of the condition 2 > ﬁ, our analysis is restricted in the Coulomb case to the physical dimension
d=3.

The above result can be seen as a generalisation and an improvement on existing conditional
uniqueness results for Landau equation. As mentioned already, the uniqueness of weak solutions
with bounded mass, momentum, energy, and entropy which further lie in L' ([0, T]; L>°(R%)) (i.e.
under condition (1.8a)) has been established in the Coulomb case in Fournier (2010) via probabilis-
tic arguments, whereas the results of Chern & Gualdani (2022) provide uniqueness of solutions
to (1.1) under some L>([0, 7], LP(R?)) bound (and decay) with p > 3. Our uniqueness result
generalises these two results and extends them to general soft potentials~y € [—d,0),d > 3,
and the whole range L"([0,T); L1(R%)), 2 + g =2+d+, withr € [1,00).

Besides the above uniqueness result, our two main results also allow to deduce suitable unique
continuation and regularity results for the solutions to Landau equation. Even though we do not
elaborate on this point in the present contribution, we mention here that, due to the parabolic
nature of the Landau equation, the appearance of LP-bounds is of paramount important in order
to deduce regularity estimates:

(1) Elaborating on the pioneering work of De Giorgi (1957) (suitably adapted to spatially homo-
geneous kinetic equations in Alonso (2019)), it is a well-established fact that the appearance
of (uniform in time) LP-bounds (for p large enough) yields the appearance of L°°-bounds for
solutions to Landau equation. Such a LP — L°° De Giorgi’s argument has been already in-
troduced in the study of Landau equations in Alonso et al. (2022); Golding et al. (2023);
Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023). More specifically, one can deduce from Theorems 1.2 or 1.4
the following: if f = f(¢, v) is a solution to the Landau equation (1.1) satisfying (1.8) or (1.9b)



LANDAU EQUATION UNDER PRODI-SERRIN LIKE CRITERIA 11

(according to ¥ = —d or —d < v < 0), and suitable L!-moments estimates, then for any
t. € (0,T) there exists K (t,,T") > 0 such that

sup |[f(t, )]l < K (24, T). (1.11)
te(ts,T]

A full proof of such an estimate is given in the case of moderately soft potentials v € [—2,0)
in Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023) and in Alonso et al. (2023) for general —d < v < —2.
This appearance of L°°-bounds (uniform in time on [t.,T) is close to results presented in
Silvestre (2017). While the approach of the latter is based upon general results regarding
strong solutions to parabolic equations, the approach in Alonso et al. (2023); Alonso, Bagland
& Lods (2023) is, as said, based upon an adaptation of the approach of De Giorgi (1957) to
spatially homogeneous kinetic equations introduced in Alonso (2019).

(2) Suitable L>°-bounds like (1.11) can then be combined with parabolic regularising effect to
deduce the smoothness of the solution. We refer to (Golse et al. , 2022b, Proposition A.1) for
a full proof of the fact that, in dimension d = 3 and for any 7 € [—3,—2), for any weak
solution f = f(¢) to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15, it holds

feL®(t.,T]; L®(RY) = f e €>°((t,,T] x RY).

Therefore, our main results Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, provide conditional results (in the form of
the assumptions (1.8) or (1.9)) ensuring the smoothness of the solution to the Landau equation.
We recall also that such smoothness provides also unique continuation criteria of the solution.
We refer to the recent contribution Snelson & Solomon (2023) for more details about this
question.

The above two points illustrate the importance of devising sufficient conditions yielding the
appearance and/or propagation of LP-norms for solutions to the Landau equation and, on this
basis, we strongly believe that the Prodi-Serrin criteria (1.8) (in the case v = —d) or (1.9) (in the
case v € (—d,0)) provide a significant contribution to the conditional uniqueness and regularity
of Landau equation, yielding an analogue of the Theorem 1.1 for Navier-Stokes equation.

We end this description mentioning that the method and ideas developed in this paper can be
adapted to derive Prodi-Serrin criterion for the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation with
soft potentials without cut-off assumptions. We refer to the work in progress Alonso, Gervais
and Lods (2023) for further details.

1.7. About the class of solutions. Our main results Theorem 1.2 and 1.4 have to be interpreted
as practical criteria to get a priori estimates for weak solutions to the Landau equation in an
explicit and quantitative way. In this context, most of the computations that we are providing
may be seen as formal, especially since they use one or several integrations by parts. Those
estimates can however be fully justified under some extra assumption and, in particular, we
strongly believe that our formal estimates are actually valid for any weak solutions to the Landau
equation, which satisfy the Prodi-Serrin criteria that we stated. We define here weak solutions
in the following way:
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Definition 1.11. Givend € N, d > 3,v € [-d,0) and T > 0, let fi, > 0 lie in L%(Rd) N
Llog L(RY), i.e. fi, admits finite mass, energy and entropy as defined respectively by

o = /R fa)dv>0, By = /R ) oo,
and
H(f) = / Fin(v) log fin(v)do.
Rd

We say that a family f = f(t,v) > 0 is a weak solution to (1.1) with initial condition f(0,v) =
fin(v) if the following hold:
(1) f €C([0,T7); D'(RY)) and

1 1
ft,v) ( v dv = fin(v) ( v dv. (1.12)
Rd R4

Ll o]

(2) One has

T
H(f(t)) < H(fin) vt € [O’T] ’ and /0 dt/Rd

(3) Forany ¢ = o(t,v) € €2([0,T) x RY),

V\/f(t,fu)‘2 (V)7dv < oo. (1.13)

T
- / dt [ ft, 00t v)do — [ fin(@)p(0, v)dv
0 Rd Rd

d T
1
=5 > [t [ o - w) [0, et 0) + 5 elt0)] dudu
=170 RexRd

d .1
+ ;/0 dt /Rded f(t,v)f(t,w)bi(v —w) [0y, e(t,v) — Ow,p(t, w)] dvdw. (1.14)

Remark 1.12. Notice that slightly weaker solutions to Landau equation have been shown to exist
in Villani (1998) for initial data considered in Def. 1.11 (and called H-solutions) which are not
assumed to satisfy estimate (1.13). It has been shown later (when d = 3) in Desvillettes (2015) that
such solutions (when they are built thanks to a suitable approximation process) do satisfy (1.13) and
are in fact weak solutions in the sense of Def. 1.11. Subsequently, it has been shown in Gualdani,
Zamponi (2018) that such solutions satisfy the estimates

d
2

Alfj e 1= (0TLLE D), blf] € L2(0.T]: L (RY)
and, for any test-function ¢ € L>®((0,T) , Wy (R%)), it holds
T
/ dt | Ouf(t,v)e(t,v)dv
0 R4

T
T / at / (AL (O1)V f(t,0) — FBLFB)W)) - Vo(t, v)dv = 0. (1.15)
0 R4
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Here above Wé’w(Rd) denotes the collection of all bounded and compactly supported functions ¢
such that V¢ € L>°(R?), and all terms can be well defined.

Remark 1.13. We point out that weak solutions f = f(t) as defined in Definition 1.11 are such
that there exists a constant Ky > 0, depending on H ( fin) and ||finHL% such that

ST A &€ > Ko() |2, Yo, E€RY >0,
1,J

We refer to Lemma A.3 in Appendix A for a full proof of this estimate.

To avoid technical complications and keep the presentation as simple as possible, we rather
consider in the paper a class of solutions which already enjoy a sufficient regularity to justify the
computations in the next sections. Such local-in-time solutions have been recently constructed
in Desvillettes, He & Jiang (2023) in dimension d = 3, as expressed in the following

Theorem 1.14 (Desvillettes, He & Jiang (2023)). Let fi, € Llog L(R?) N L, (R3) N H' (R?) be
nonnegative. There exists some explicit Ty > 0 depending onmyss(fin), || finllgn and H(fin), 0ins Ein
such that (1.1) admits a unique solution f on the time interval [0, T}] such that

f e €0, LY ®) N L2 ([0, ], FE(R?)) .

Motivated by the above existence and uniqueness result, we define the following notion of
solutions that we will use in all the sequel.

Definition 1.15. In all the sequel, given d € N, d > 3,y € [—d,0) and T > 0, we will say that
an initial datum fi, > 0 and a family f = f(t,v) = 0 define a solution to (1.1) if f = f(t,v) isa
weak solution to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.11 that further satisfies

fee(o,T], H (RY) N L2 ([o,:r], H?y) .

Remark 1.16. The computations in the next section will consist in choosing formally ¢ as a power
of f as test function in the identity (1.15). Under the above additional regularity, we point out that
this can be made rigorous simply by choosing, as in Chern & Gualdani (2022), for the test function
¢ in (1.15) a suitable truncation of a power of f using a cutoff function nr(v) = n (R‘lv), R>1,
where 1) is a smooth cutoff function identically equal to 1 on the unit ball of R? and vanishing on
the ball centered at the origin and with radius 2. The computations are then valid for such ¢ and all
the estimates turn out to be independent of R so, letting R — oo, we justify our computations.

1.8. Comments about the work Guillen & Silvestre (2023). After the completion of this
work and the publication of a previous version of our manuscript as a preprint in Alonso et al.
(2023), an important contribution Guillen & Silvestre (2023) appeared as a preprint, presenting
a proof of the fact that classical solutions to (1.1) do not blow up and can be defined globally.

We still believe that our results remain pertinent to the study of the Landau equation, for
reasons that we now explain. The analysis of Guillen & Silvestre (2023), in dimension d = 3, is
based upon the decay of the Fisher information

1[f]:4/Rd(v\/mfdv
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along the flow of classical solutions to (1.1), extending previous partial results (see Matthes &
Toscani (2009); Desvillettes, Villani (2000); Villani (2000); Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2019)).
Such a decay is proven through a very clever representation of the Landau operator and suitable
functional inequality for the Fisher information of this operator. When applied to classical solu-
tions to (1.1), the analysis of Guillen & Silvestre (2023) applies to solutions associated with an
initial datum f;,, with finite Fisher information and pointwise Gaussian decay:

fin(v) < exp (—ﬁ0]0]2) , I[fin] < o0, Bo > 0. (1.16)

The decay of the Fisher information implies then the following integrability estimates for the
considered solution f = f(t):

f e L=([0,T), L*(R®)) N L*°([0, T], Li.(R3)), k> 0.

Of course, this shows that our Prodi-Serrin criterion is satisfied and our main results apply to
such solutions. In this context, our present result provides quantitative estimates on the LP-norms
for such solutions.

We also believe that our result is relevant for a wider class of solutions than the one considered
in Guillen & Silvestre (2023). Indeed pointwise Gaussian decay is not created for soft potentials
—3 < v < 0. In our present contribution, we do not assume such a Gaussian decay of the initial
datum fi,, but only some finite L (]Rd) N L,lg (]Rd) norm, for suitable p > 1, k > 2. Second, our
approach applies to initial data fi, with I[fin] = oco. Note that a (negatively) weighted Fisher
information is immediately created for soft potentials —3 < v < 0 (see (1.13)) but the rate of
appearance is not explicit and such a result is not known for the Fisher information itself. Our
result applies therefore to solutions associated with an initial datum f;,, with a thick tail decay or
rough initial datum, which contrasts with the assumption (1.16). For such initial datum, it is not
clear how the results of Guillen & Silvestre (2023) may be applied, and an interesting problem is
to see for example if it is possible to provide criteria allowing to quantify the rate of appearance
of the Fisher information.

1.9. Organization of the paper. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is given in Section 2 where the two
different criteria (1.8a) and (1.8b) are treated separately as well as propagation (point (a)) and
appearance (point (b)) of LP-norms.

Section 3 gives the full proof of Theorem 1.4 with again the various cases (a), (b) under
conditions (1.9a) or (1.9b) treated separately. In particular, the full proof of the e-Poincaré Prop.
1.7 is given in Section 3.2.

The stability and uniqueness of solutions to the Landau equation is discussed in Section 4,
which culminates with the proof of Theorem 1.9.

A final Section 5 is devoted to additional features of the Landau equation. Namely, we show
in subsection 5.1 how the Prodi-Serrin criteria in Theorem 1.4 applies to the case of moderate
soft potentials —2 < v < 0. It is well-known that, for such potentials, propagation/appearance
of LP-norms occurs as well as the uniqueness and regularity of the solution (see Alexandre et al.
(2015); Wu (2014); Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023)) but we believe that Theorem 1.4 sheds a new
light on this case, showing that Prodi-Serrin criteria (1.9) are met in this case. We also discuss
the end-point case r = o0, ¢ = Wdﬁﬁ of the Prodi-Serrin criterion (1.8b)—(1.9b) in subsection
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5.2, showing an analogue of the end-point case 7 = 00, ¢ = 3 in Theorem 1.1 for Navier-Stokes
equations. We point out here that the role of viscosity v in Theorem 1.1 is played by the coercivity
constant K in Remark 1.13 (see Theorem 5.2 for details).

In Appendix A we recall some known results about weak solutions to the Landau equation.
Some of them are found in the literature only in dimension d = 3, so that we also give some
sketches of proof to extend them to arbitrary dimension d > 3.

Finally, Appendix B gives some technical results regarding the evolution of weighted L”-
norms which are useful for the proof of the uniqueness result Theorem 1.9.

Acknowledgements. B.L. gratefully acknowledges the financial support from the Italian Min-
istry of Education, University and Research (MIUR), Dipartimenti di Eccellenza grant 2022-2027
as well as the support from the de Castro Statistics Initiative, Collegio Carlo Alberto (Torino).

2. PRODI-SERRIN LIKE CRITERIA FOR COULOMB INTERACTIONS

In this section, we focus on the Landau equation for charged particles associated to Coulomb
interactions. In this situation, we recall from (1.4)—(1.5) that the equation writes

{ of = V-(AfIVf=0blf]f) =Tr (A[fID*f) + caf?,
f(tZO) = finv

where D?f is the Hessian matrix of f and cg := (d — 1)(d — 2)|S*71.
We start with a simple proposition which shows the propagation of L” norms (including the

(2.1)

case when p = 00) under one of the end point of Prodi-Serrin condition:

Proposition 2.1. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (2.1) in the sense of Definition
1.15. Assume that

feL'([0,T]; L= (RY))

for some T > 0, and fi, € LP(R?) for somep € [1,00]. Then f also lies in L>([0,T]; LP(R%)).
More precisely, the following estimate holds:

T
[ f 2o o,17,pray) < lfinllp exp(ca [ [1f()[lodt ) -
0

Proof. Using the multiplicator fP~! for p € [1,00[ in eq. (2.1), we see that, using the nonnegativ-
ity of the matrix A[f], and the identity —V - b[f] = c[f] = ¢4 f,

li P — _(p — p—2 . _ p—1 .
S L === [ v Alesas o) [ bl v
<20 [ priavc @Dy [ pan.

Thanks to Gronwall’s lemma, we end up with, for ¢ € [0, 7]

s [ e es(ap-1 [ 1iOkas), e

R4
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and consequently

T
Lo ([0,T],LP(R4)) =X in|lp €XP | Cq oo ds |-
£l < || finl ; [f($)]lood

This concludes the proof when p € [1,00[. Passing to the limit when p — oo in the above
estimate shows that the proposition also holds when p = oco. g

We then show the appearance when ¢ > 0 of L? norms for finite 1 < p < oo (notice that the
result now excludes the case when p = co) under one of the end point of Prodi-Serrin condition,
assuming that the initial datum has some moments in L'

Proposition 2.2. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (2.1) in the sense of Definition
1.15. Givenp € (1,00), assume that

d?p—1
1 d _
fiHELVp(R )7 Vp—ETa
and that
f € L0, T); L*(RY)
for some T > 0. Then, the solution f = f(t,v) satisfies the following estimate, for anyt € (0,T]:
_é(l_l)
170 < G| sup (0] ¢5070), 22)
T7€[0,T

where

d
4K, 172073 d2 1\ [T
— C,(T) := S Kolp—1)T 1- =
Cp = Cy(T) |:de50]3:| eXP<p2 olp—1) ‘|'Cd< p)/o IIf(T)IloodT>,

K is the constant (depending on gin, Fin and H ( fin)) appearing in Remark 1.13, and Cs,y, is the
constant appearing in the Sobolev embedding H' (R?) — LT (RY) as defined in (2.5).

Remark 2.3. Recall that, under the assumption fi, € L,ljp (R9), one has

sup m,, (1) < Cqp(1 +1T1),
T7€[0,7T

where Cg, is a positive constant depending only on d,p and m,,,(0) = || fin|[1 (see Prop. A.8).
Vp

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Prop. 2.1, we write down

1d B B
pdi Rdfp(tW)d”:—(p—l)/Rdfp 2Vf'A[f]Vfdv+(p—1)/Rdfp Lb[f] - Vfdo

=22 [ rt A vt et [,
R4 R4
(2.3)

where we noticed that

2
VIt A VS = S AV -V
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Using the uniform ellipticity of the diffusion matrix A[f] (recall Proposition 1.13), we deduce
that

1 4Ko(p—1
4 fP(t,v)dv + 70](912) )

5 dt Rd
Multiplying this inequality by p and using the elementary inequality

/<->‘d\vf§(t,v)(2<cdp_1 FPEYt v)dv .
R4 p R4

2

v ()% r8] L,

<2()7 |vrt

this turns into

8 [ P 2000 ]
R4

_d ,p 2
0t Jo p v [ £E )| o

2Ko(p—1
U+d oép )

<culp-1) [ o

R

/ ()92 21 p)dy.  (24)
R4

At this point, we combine Sobolev’s inequality with a suitable interpolation inequality with
weights to conclude. Namely, recall that Sobolev’s inequality reads (with Cs,y, the best constant

in the Sobolev embedding H' (RY) —» L (R%)

2
e < Csob /
-2 R4

Now, we use the standard Holder interpolation inequality (with weights), which holds for all

ya
2

H<'>_gf *dv. (2.5)

\Y [(v)‘%f%}

e =07

functions g for which the norms below are defined:

1) gl < I gll2, 1) 2 glln s (2.6)
withr,r1,70 > 1, a,a1,a2 € R,
1 0 1-—0
-=—+ , a=0a;+(1—0)az, 6€(0,1).
T 1 2

Using inequality (2.6) for g := f(¢, ) with

d dp 2
= = = —— = =1 = = —
a 07 aj Vp, a2 ) r D, M , T2 d_27 0 dp+2_d7
we get
_d (1-9)
7(t0)do < ma, (0 |75 50|
Rd 25

p

v [ttt )] dv>1_6,

6 ~1—6
<myg, (O Cgop </
Rd

where we used (2.5) in the last inequality. Recalling now the expression of a; and 6, we use this
estimate under the form

J.

p

op I+ 351y
v [<v>—%fa(t,v)”2dv > Ol m,, (1) @D (/Rd fp(t,v)dv> T e
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Plugging this in (2.4), we end up with

_ D I+ 25
4 o+ 200D gty < ff”(t,v)dv> w

dt Jpa P Csob R
d?Ko(p—1)

w01 [ e,

< [cd (0 = DIl g ) +

after having dropped the weight (-)~9~2, Defining
¢ d* K
vy= ([ eorar) e (=60 [ el @l + 2 as).

we see that y(t) satisfies the differential inequality

() < -2 7 (o),
which can be solved (for t € [0,T1]) as
4Ky —aty 1
0% s ( 2y me)
Recalling the definition of y, we get the desired estimate. g

Remark 2.4. Following the dependency with respect to p in the proof, we can prove that, if fi, €
L, (R%) then, for allt.,T > 0 and k > 0 small enough, the following estimate holds:
Fl

sup / exp (/if(t,’u)%) dv < C,
R4

te(t«,T]

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on t.,T, 0in, Ein, H(fin), d,

fin”Llle (Rd)’ and
El
11l L2 o7, £oo ()
We now turn to the general case, in which the Prodi-Serrin condition appears as a weighted
L7 (L) norm assumed to be finite. More precisely, we write down the

Proposition 2.5. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (2.1) in the sense of Definition
1.15. Assume that

2 d
(Y feL"([0,T]; LYRY)) with cte = 2 (2.8)
for some T > 0, wherer € (1,00), ¢ € (%, 00). Given p € (1,00), assume that
d? 1
fin € Lip(Rd), vp = <1 - ]—)> ,

then the solution f = f(t,v) satisfies the following estimate, for anyt € (0,T]:

_dr_1
1Oy < Kpg | sup my,, (1)| t72072), (2.9)
T7€[0,T
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where

Kpq= Kp,q(T) =

)

d
oK, 172075 d2
ol —1)T C Sl H d
—d
d Ko(p—1)2q\ 24
Cpq = (1 - %> [ca (p — 1) Csobq] 20 <7p i , (2.10)
K is the constant (depending on g, Ein and H ( fin)) appearing in Remark 1.13, C'sp is the Sobolev
. d
constant defined in (2.5), and Csop, 4 is the Sobolev constant relative to the embedding H2a (R?) —
Li-1(RY) .
Proof. We start from inequality (2.4) obtained in the proof of Prop. 2.2 and we estimate the term

_d ,p 2
/Rd Pt v)de = /Rd [(v>df(t,v)] [(v) 2f2(t,v)] dv

thanks to Holder’s inequality. Denoting ¢’ = q—il’ where ¢ is the exponent in the Prodi-Serrin

condition, we obtain

i
2

l\JI'U

e < |G| [oE s

Using now the inequality || - ||%q, < Csobgll - |I* 4 resulting from the Sobolev embedding
H2q

ol,, -
R4

. 2
e (RY) — Lot (R9) ) (see Bahouri et al. (2011), Theorem 1.38), we first deduce that

—d ,p, |2
[ oo < Gy |45 007% 20
Rd q H 29
Observing now that, since ¢ > %, 0 < % < 1, we can invoke the interpolation inequality

H'(RY) N L2(RY) € % (R%) (see Bahouri et al. (2011), Proposition 1.32) to deduce now that

[0t o)L <[t 2|7 v [0t o) |
Plugging this in inequality (2.4), we obtain
G [ o gjig%?illzjéd ‘7[“”_%-f%“7”ﬂ\2d”
<ca(p—1)Csoby H('>df(t)H H H { fg(t)] j
N % /R ()R, @)

We now resort to Young’s inequality (for z,y = 0, € > 0) in the following form:
2¢\ 7', \u 2¢ \7' (y\mt
< [ 2 Z
a:y\<d> (Ex)d+<2q—d> (E) ’

Yoy ca(p—1) Csang ||V 0|

with the choice

d

zi= |V [()7% FE )]

q
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and
d
_ [Ko (p—1) 2q} 2
gi=|——-2L= .
P d

Inserting this into (2.11), we obtain

d Ko(p—1) d ,p
o fp(tv)dv—i-T/RdVBw f2tv” dv
d 24 P _d ,.p
< (1 - z—q> ca(p = 1) Csange ™77 01270 |7 02 £ )]
+ EKop—1) Koz()p — /R d(v>_d_2 FP(t,v)dv .
Observing that H <->_% fa (t)Hz = /Rd (v) "4 fP(t,v)dv, we can deduce from the above that

d K (p— 1) d .p

T fp(tv)dv—i-T/]RdV{(w f2tv” dv

< (Gt send + LD [ g, @i
where

d Ko (p— 1) 2\ 24
Cp,q = <1 - Z) [Cd( - 1) CSob,q] 2q T-d <¥Eq> . (2.13)

We now plug estimate (2.7) in this inequality to deduce (neglecting the negative weight in the
last integral):

d Ko(p—1 2 +35
R e ( fp<t,v>dv)
dt P Rd

P Csob
2 _
e+ =D [ o
p Rd

< [Ghalltr® )

We now proceed like at the end of the proof of Prop. 2.2, introducing now

)= [ reoraves (= [ e s+ EE=D g),

Rd
and check that

Ko(p—1)

m,, ()T y(t) D
pCsob ’

y'(t) < -

so that (for ¢ € [0,7)

2K _d( 2p 5 _d(Pgl)
0 P
y(t) < [ < sup my (T > t}
®) dp Csob \ ref0,7] ()
. .. . . )
Recalling the definition of y, we get estimate (2.9) after observing that r = zq—ﬁd. 0
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Remark 2.6. In both Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.5, whenever p < _& e observe that

d2—4°
% <1 — %) < 2, so that no extra moment (beyond the kinetic energy) for the initial datum is

required in this case.
One can also deduce from the proof above the following propagation result:

Corollary 2.7. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (2.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15.
Assume that (2.8) holds for some T > 0, wherer € (1,00), q € (%l, o0). Givenp € (1,00), assume
that fi, € LP(R?). Then, the solution f = f(t,v) satisfies the estimate

C T , d>Ko(p—1
1oy oy < il exo (22 [ 1600 ol a4 S0P =Hr).
where C), , is defined in (2.10).

Proof. We start from inequality (2.12) for the evolution of the LP(R?)-norm of f (note that this
inequality does not use the assumption that L'-moments are initially finite). Then, dropping the
weight (-)~? and the nonnegative term involving the integral of the gradient on the right-hand-
side, we deduce that

G L e < [Cuallt)! sl + (1),
R4 R4

where C), , is given by (2.10). According to Gronwall’s Lemma, one deduces that, for all ¢ € [0, 77,

[ o< ([ ) e ([ calor o+ 22D

from which the result easily follows. g

d* Ko (p — 1)}
p

Proof. of Theorem 1.2: It is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 when
the L} (L®) condition is considered, and of Proposition 2.5 and Corollary 2.7 when the L} (L{)
condition is considered. g

3. PRODI-SERRIN LIKE CRITERIA FOR SOFT POTENTIALS —d < v < 0

We present here an analysis, similar to the one of the previous section, for the Landau equation
with soft potentials —d < v < 0. The main difference between the Coulomb case treated in Sec-
tion 2 and the present one is the nature of the lower order term ¢ [f] which is now a convolution
operator. The analysis of this term requires then the specific use of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality which we recalls here for the sake of completeness:

Proposition 3.1 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Letd € N,d > 1,1 < r,p < oo and
0 < X < d with

1 X 1
-+ —=4+-=2.
d r
Then there exists Cyrs > 0 (depending on d, p, A) such that the estimate
/R2d g(@)|z =yl h(y)dzdy < Cuis [|glp Il (3.1)

holds for any smooth g,h : R — R.
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d
3.1. Appearance of LP-norms - the L} (L@ ) case. As in the Coulomb case, we are already
d

o under one of the end point of

in position to prove the propagation of L” norms for p < =
Prodi-Serrin condition:

Proposition 3.2. We considerd € N, d > 3 and vy € (—d,0). Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a
solution to Eq. (2.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15. Assume that

fert (.1 Lﬁ(md)) , (3.2)

for some T > 0, and fi, € LP(R?) for somep € (1
More precisely, the following estimate holds:

T
1oy sy < Wil 50 (Can [ 17O g0t )

where Cg ~ , > 0 is an explicit constant depending only on d, -y, p.

7d+ ). Then f also lies in L>([0, T; LP(R%)).

Proof. Since only propagation of LP-norms are involved here, we simply notice that

1d - )
pdt/Rddev——(p—l)/Rdfp 2Vf-A[f]Vfdv+(p—1)/Rdfp lb[f]'Vfdv o

- e ’ v p_1 Pe v
- 1féaf VAV fd+ — A;f S[f]d
so that .
X /Rd fP(tv)de < (p—1) /Rd s [f (0] () £2(t,v)dv,

and we only need to estimate this last integral. Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (3.1)
with g = f(t,-) € LP, h = fP(t,-) and A\ = —~, we observe that p < % implies
1 1
L NS
r d p

and conclude that

/Rd DI Pt v)do < Cayp|l F Ol P Elr = Canpll FOlpll £ 15

where Cy 7 p := (d—1)(d+~) Curs is depending only on d, -y, p. Writing qp = d ~ and recalling
that p < 7= + ~» We use an interpolation based on Holder’s inequality, namely,
1F @I < IO IO,
with . 0 10
N e O e
prop W (qo—-p)
Observing that 1 = % + 1 — =, one actually has § = 1 — =, so that p (1 — 0) = 1 and
[ el OU0 (0t < Cany LFOIIF Ol = Aott) [ f7(t.0)av. G
with

Ao(t) := Cayp 1 ()l € L1([0,T1)
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by assumption. Thanks to Gréonwall’s lemma, we obtain that, for ¢ € [0, T,

t
» fP(t,v)dv < </Rd 1P (v) dv> exp <C’d,%p(p— 1) / ILf () lq0 ds), vVt € [0,T]
0
which gives the desired result. 0

In order to show the appearance of LP-norms, we need to investigate more carefully the evo-
lution of LP-norms for solutions to the Landau equation (1.5). We use in the sequel the notation,
fork € Rand p € (1,00),

]Mk,p(t) = /]Rd f(t,'u)p<v>kdv, ]Dk7p(t) = /Rd

together with the shorthand notation IM,,(¢) := Mg , ().

P
2

(t,v)) ‘2dv,

v (@)r

Lemma 3.3. We considerd € N, d > 3 and vy € [—d,0), and assume that fi, and f = f(t,v)
define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15. Then for allp € (1,00), if

d 1
e Ll (R? = [rld 1-= 3.5
f € I/.y,p( )7 V%p 2 p 9 ( )
it holds
d 2K __2p 2 _
E]MP(t) T C'S(le) My, p (t) =D ]Mp(t)1+ d(pal) < K(p)ylep(t)

+0=1) [ e lfO10) Pt 6o

where K (p) := pp%lKo, K being the constant appearing in Remark 1.13 and Csy, is the Sobolev
constant appearing in the Sobolev embedding H' (R?) — L' (RY) (see (2.5)).

Proof. As in the proof of the previous proposition, we start with

L =0 [ VAN ek -1 [ bl v
p t R4 R4 R4 (37)
— (p— 2y p-1
=== [ v I [ e i,
where we recall that V - b[f] = —c,[f]. Now, as previously observed,
_ 4Ko(p—1 2|2
o= [ s vz P82 e vgs] .
Moreover, writing
V()3 1%) = @)V + Jv )32,
which implies
b = LV (w3r2)] = Zep—2p 3.8
W [VUH| = 5|V (03r8)] = L2, (38
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we observe that
2
1 ,p
\Y ((v>2f2)‘ dv

_ Ko(pp_2 1)72 /Rd <v>7_2fpdv.

(p—1) /Rd fPRAfIVE - Vdo > %/{Rd

Inserting this into (3.7), we obtain

d
S0 + 2K (D, (0)  KEM0 + (- 1) [ e lf010) P, 69
R
where we simply observe that (v)?7~2 < 1.
Now, as in the proof of Proposition 2.2, we combine a Sobolev inequality with a suitable in-
terpolation inequality with weights to estimate D, ,(¢) in terms of m,, ,(t) and IM, (). Namely,

one can reformulate the Sobolev embedding inequality (2.5) as

Y P Y P 2 Y .p 2
|31 =025 < 0o [V [@353]] dv=CoaDop).  a0)
d—2 da—2 R
We now use the interpolation inequality (2.6) with the choice
0 dp 2
a=0, a1 ="vyy, azzz—?, r:=mp, r =1, 2= o, 9::7dp+2—d'
We can reformulate (2.7) as
Yy P 2 1 __2r 1+d(p2*1)
/ﬁ v[@»afa@ﬂo” dv > Cgh m,. (1) d@1>< fp@ﬂﬁdv> . (311)
R4 R4
Plugging this into (3.9), we get the result. g

Thanks to the above evolution, we can now show the analogue of Prop. 2.2 and prove the
appearance of LP-norms, for p < % under the endpoint Prodi-Serrin criterion (3.2):

Proposition 3.4. We considerd € N, d > 3 and~y € (—d,0), and assume that fi, and f = f(t,v)
define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15. Assume that

fert(jo.r); L5 ®RY)
for someT' > 0. Assume moreover that

d
n €L, (R 1, —
fin € L, ,(RY), pe<,d+v>,

with v., ,, defined by (3.5). Then, for anyt € (0,77,
_d_1
1F@llp < Copt™ 20720 sup my (), (312

T€[0,T

d 1
1K, 1720 2 AWE
Ow,pzay,pm:[ " ] exp <”—2Ko<p—1>T+odmp (1——) / ufmnidT),
p b 0 d+ry
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K is the constant (depending on gin, Ei, and H (fin)) appearing in Remark 1.13, Csoy, is the con-
stant appearing in the Sobolev embedding H' (R%) < L (RY) (see (2.5)), and Cy  is the positive
constant (depending on d,~y and p) appearing in Proposition 3.2.

Proof. We already observed (see (3.4)) that, under assumption (3.2),

[ e lF1@0) do < Moft) 17Ol = Aa(eM, (0

where Ao(t) i= Canpll f(1)]_o and 1 < p < 7

7 - Inserting this in the evolution of M, ()

given in (3.6), we deduce that

d 2K (p)

— M, (¢ v
dt p( )+ C(Sob M

with Ag € L1([0,T]). As in the proof of Prop. 2.2, we can now define

o) =2y0) e (= [ K617+ 0= D) as).

and we see that y(¢) satisfies the differential inequality

2 K(p)
y/(t) < - CSOb mV’Y»P

()T, () T < (K(p)y® + (p — DAo(t) M,(1), (3.13)

(1) 70D y(t) 7,

where we used that y(t) < IM,,(¢). This inequality can be solved (for ¢ € [0,T) as

y(t) < [d(‘lﬂ( sup m<>)ﬁ t]

p—1)Csob \ rejo,1]
This proves the result. 0

_dp-1)
2

Remark 3.5. The aforementioned criterion (3.2) is always met in the case of moderately soft poten-
tials v € [—2,0), see Section 5.1.

3.2. Proof of the c-Poincaré inequality. For the Prodi-Serrin criteria with » > 1, by virtue of
the proof of the above Proposition, the crucial point for the appearance of L”-moments lies in a
suitable estimate for

[ elsoio
Rd

To deal with such a term, one resorts to the e-Poincaré inequality stated in Proposition 1.7. We
first give the proof of this fundamental result:

Proof of Proposition 1.7. We start with the case —d < v < 0. For a given g, ¢ > 0, we define

10)= [ Selgldv=(d=D(+d) [ o= v e 0)g(e)dudo..
Rd R xR

For any v, v, € RY, if v — v, < %(fu> then (v) < 2(v.). We deduce from this, see (Alexandre et

al. , 2012, Eq. (2.5)), that

o |V <€ OV [\ o —v,]?
|’U U*| <2 <U> (1{|v—v*><;>}+<v*> |U ’U*| 1{|v—v*|<<;>}>.
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Therefore,
I9) <277(d—1) (y+d) (I + I) (3.14)
with
o= / (W) 62 (v)dw / g(v)do,
Rd \v—m\)%
and I, :/ (V4) ™ g(v*)dv*/ v — v [T (0)7 ¢*(v)dw.
R4 [v—vs| <3 (v)
Introducing

one checks that
I < lgll 9l
while

I < / v — v [V F(v,)0? (v)dvdo,.
RIxR4

We estimate then I thanks to Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (3.1) to get
1 1 v

L < ClIF|¢ 9%l = ClIFlq %13, A (1 <gr<oo),

where C' depends only on v, d, q.

We recall that we apply this with ﬁ <g< % We write for some s € (0, 1)
d d

q (3.15)

:d—I—’}/—l-QS’ "T a2

Notice that 2r = dz—%s' According for example to Theorem 1.38 of Bahouri et al. (2011), HS is

continuously embedded in L?", that is (for C' > 0 depending on d, s)
I < C||F gl

Moreover, since
[l < Il I9lls°,

see for example (Bahouri et al. , 2011, Proposition 1.32), one has that
I < Ol FllgllvlIE: 1wl
Thanks to Young’s inequality, there is C' > 0 depending only on d, v, s such that, for any § > 0,
_ a2,
277(d = 1) (v + d) 2 <8 [YlF, + CIFllg— 67 = [lv]l3.

Plugging this inequality into the estimate for I, we see that

s

_1
I[¢] <8 |wlF, +C <||9H1 +o ||F||q”> 113,

which is exactly the desired estimate since F' = (-)1lg.
We now turn to the case when v = —d. One notices that

Fedgdv=ca [ Fwgwo=cq [ Pitav,
R4 R4 R4
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Thus, a simple use of Holder’s inequality yields
[ Fedgldo <l FlylwlB, . 17 =1.
R4 r q

Writing now for s € (0, 1) that ¢ = 2%, we see that r = d_;'l%, and we proceed identically as in
the case —d < v < 0. O

3.3. Appearance of LP-norms - general L](L7) case. We now turn to the general Prodi-
Serrin criterion in the L} (L7) case, with r > 1. In such a situation, LP-norms appear for any
choice of p > 1. This contrasts with the previous case in which appearance of L” norms occurred
only for p < #. The following is the analogue of Proposition 2.5 for —d <y < 0:

Proposition 3.6. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition
1.15 with —d < v < 0. Assume that

2 d
(g e L (0,7]; LYRY) with St =2t d+ (3.16)
for someT > 0, wherer € (1,00), q € (max (1, ﬁ) , #). Given p € (1,00), assume that

d 1
fin € Lzlxmp(Rd)v Vyp = % <1 - 5) :

Then, the solution f = f(t,v) satisfies the following estimate, for anyt € (0,T:

_dr_1
£ ()llp < Kpogt 207 sup my, (1), (3.17)
T7€[0,T

where
d 1
oK, 1207w p—1 [
K = — | —K in T
D,7:4 [deSob:| exp( D [p 0 + Coll finll1

(5 () [ o).

K is the constant (depending on oin, Ei, and H (fin)) appearing in Remark 1.13, Csoy, is the con-
stant appearing in the Sobolev embedding H' (R?) < L (R%) (see (2.5)), and Cy is the positive
constant (depending on d,y, q) appearing in the e-Poincaré inequality (1.10).

Proof. The Prodi-Serrin condition (3.16) amounts to
T . d 2
/ lf()]|7e dt < oo, —+-=d+2+7, 1 <r<oo.
0 qlvl q T

Notice that the assumption on ¢ implies that ﬁ < g < %, and therefore, for some s €
(0,1),

B d

d+25s+7’

and the relation between  and s is r = 1—; We recall the evolution of LP-norms given by (3.9):

q
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S0+ 2K D,,(0) < KM, 0+ (0= 1) [ 0] 2 v)de,
R4

and estimate the last integral thanks to an application of the e-Poincaré inequality (1.10) with
g=f(t,-), ¢ = f(t,-)%. This yields

[ elfe) 0o < D,y
+Co (1O +e =10 @1 ) [ foroas

Choosing ¢ in such a way that (p — 1) e = K (p), we see that
d
dt

with

My (1) + K (p)Ds,p(t) < K (p)Y*My(t) + (p = 1) (Coll fnllr + A1) /Rd [t 0)P (v) do,

r—1

A(t) = Coe™ =T ()P ()17 = Co (%) 1P F@IE € L (o, 7)),

(the last point is precisely the Prodi-Serrin assumption (3.16)). Dropping the weight (v)7 in the
last integral, we end up with

d

&Mp(t) + K (p)Dyp(t) < [K(p)Y* + (p — DColl finllt + (p — DA®)] DLy(t).  (3.18)

At this point, using again (3.11) as in the proof of Prop. 3.3, we deduce that

d K(p)
—IM, (¢ m,
P( )+ CSob v,

__2p 142
” (t) d(pfl)IMp(t) d(p—1)

< [K@)7? + (0= DCol finll + (p = DA)] My(2).
The conclusion follows exactly as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 (which corresponds to the case
s =0). g

As far as propagation of LP-norms is concerned, we can deduce also the following:

Corollary 3.7. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition
1.15 with —d < v < 0. Assume that (3.16) holds true for some T' > 0, where r € (1,00), q €

(max (1, ﬁ) ,#). Given p € (1,00), assume that fi, € LP(R?). Then, the solution
f = f(t,v) belongs to L>°([0,T], LP(R?)). More precisely,

p—1[
1l ooty < L finllp xp (7 [?Ko +co||fmu1} T)

exp (7%1 Co (%)H /OTH<'>'*'f<T)H;dT>, (3.19)

where K is the constant (depending on gin, Fin and H (fin)) appearing in Remark 1.13, and Cj is
the positive constant (depending on d, 7y, q) appearing in the c-Poincaré inequality (1.10).
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Proof. Coming back to (3.18) (notice that no assumption on the finiteness of L!-moment is needed
to get this inequality), dropping the nonnegative term K (p)ID,(t) on the right-hand-side, we
deduce from Grénwall’s Lemma that

t
M,(0) < exp { (K72 + (0 = DCallfull) £+ (0= 1) [ A7) {1, 0,
from which the result follows. O

Proof. of Theorem 1.4: It is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4 when
the L} (L) condition is considered, and of Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.7 when the L} (L?)
condition is considered. O

4. STABILITY AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTION

We adapt here the strategy proposed in Chern & Gualdani (2022) to deduce uniqueness of
solutions. Notice that our proof covers all cases v € [—d, 0) and d > 3 whereas the uniqueness
result in Chern & Gualdani (2022) is given in dimension d = 3 for the Coulomb case 7 = —3.

Our strategy is inspired by the work Chern & Gualdani (2022) in the sense that we deduce the
stability from suitable L>°([0, 7] ; L (R?)) estimates on the solution to (1.5). We show first that
such uniform in time estimates, which are variants of the estimates obtained in Sections 2 and
3, hold true under our Prodi-Serrin conditions. The result is a consequence of the study of the
evolution of weighted LP-norms provided in Appendix B. More precisely, we show the following

Proposition 4.1. Let fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition
1.15 on [0, T (for someT > 0) withd € N, d > 3, —d < v < 0. Let k > 0. We consider the
following two alternative assumptions (with the convention % =00 ify = —d)

Hyp. 1. fin € LY(RY) for some1 < p < % and
f e LN(0.T]; L7 (RY)
Hyp. 2. fi, € LY(RY) for somep > 1 and
2 d
(W fe (o, T); LYRY)  with St =2t d+7,
d

d
) m) v dy
mension d = 3 = —, we assume fi, € LL(R?) for some s > 2.

where r € (1,00),q € <max <1 ) . Moreover, in the Coulomb case in di-

Then, under Hyp. 1 or Hyp. 2, and for anyt € [0, T, one has

[ P+ Ko (1-%) /Oth/Rd

where C(T, fin) is an explicit positive constant depending ond, v, p, k, T, K, ||f1n||L%, H(fin), HfinHLz

d the Prodi-Serri !
and the Prodi-Serrin normstHL%(Lﬁ) or|[ ()M f|
(and on || fin||z1 s > 2 in the Coulomb case in dimension d = 3).

k4~ .p

v ()" fa(T,v))fdng(T,fm), (4.1)

Ly (L) (and q), according to the considered case

If one moreover assumes in Assumptions Hyp. 1 or Hyp. 2 that p > Wdﬁﬁ and

fin € LL(RY), VST
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with
_dp =D —k(y+2)" L= =Byl
dp—1)—p(y+2)- T dp -1y 4 py PP
where a~ = —alg<q, then, for any smooth ¢, the following version of the e-Poincaré inequality is

valid for any t € [0,T] and any e > 0:

[ el < = [ [9(0F)[ do+ T fue) [ F@ra. @2

ey, - d7P
L (L9) (and q), according to the con-

where Ci (T, fin,€) is an explicit positive constant depending on HfinHLZ:
k,T, Ky, and the Prodi-Serrin norms || f|| L or || <->Mf|
LML

TH)

sidered case.

Proof. The proof follows the line of the corresponding results in Proposition 3.4 and Theorem
3.6, whose proofs are modified in order to handle weights. Given k > 0, we use the notations of
Appendix B and deduce the evolution of the weighted L”-norms from (B.1), which holds for any
p>1:

d

E]Mkm(t) + 2K (p)Ditq,p(t) < K(p)(k + 7)21Mk+%p(t)

2
v le, v) fP(t,v)dv .
# G 3 [0 ernlf010) a0, 03)

where (), -, depends on d, k, v, p (the explicit value of the constant is given in Appendix B).

We divide the proof according to the two cases v = —d or —d < v < 0.

1) The Coulomb case. Let us begin with the Coulomb case v = —d. Thanks to (B.5), we deduce
now from (4.3) that

SMep(0) + 2K (P)Dicap(8) < e Miy(t) + Gy [ (01 o1 alf0)0) 7 (1, 000
R4

O [ Ao,

where CY, p, ¢, p, C p are explicit positive constants depending only on p, d, k, Ko, || fin|| 1 and
where, for all & € (—d, 0)

el F D)) = (d—1)(d + a) /_ ol

We estimate the last two integrals in (4.4) in different ways according to the Prodi-Serrin condi-
tions that we consider.

e Hyp. 1. First, one has /Rd W)k Pt v)do < || £ () ]|oo Mg p(t). Second,

Edf O = @1 [ ol ) < @ DO 69



LANDAU EQUATION UNDER PRODI-SERRIN LIKE CRITERIA 31

so that
[ @ el 01 £t 00w < (@ = DI £ OoMi-1,0)
Therefore, (4.4) becomes

My (1) + 2K (P)Ditpl1) < OOk, . )L (1)ow M (1)

and, since || f(-)||co € L*([0,T]) by assumption, we deduce from Grénwall’s Lemma the bound
t t
Miy(t) 4 2K0) [ Dicayls)exp (Ol [ 15w ) ds
0 s

< My O (Clkpa) [ 150

which gives the result.
e Hyp. 2. In this second case, we observe that the term [, (v)* fP*1(¢, v)dv is identical (up to
a constant) to [pa(v)¥c_g[f(t)](v) f7 (¢, v)dv and is estimated using the Coulomb version of the

e-Poincaré inequality (1.10), with ¢ = (-) 3 f % and g = f, leading to

—2q_
Crp /Rd (W) [P, v)dv < eDg-ap(t) + C ()N (O)llg" Me—ap(t), (4.6)
where g > %l is given by % + g = 2 (recall we consider here v = —d) and r = 2;—3[1'

To estimate the term
| @ e .o,

we have to additionally distinguish the two cases d = 3, d > 4. We give here only the proof in
the case d = 3 and refer to (Alonso et al. , 2023, Proof of Prop. 1.8, d > 4) for the other case. We
point out already that the use that we will make of Proposition 4.1 in the subsequent stability
result is actually restricted to the case d = 3.

For d = 3, one has €;_4[f(t)] = €-2[f(t)] < c—_2[f(t)] and, resorting to the critical e-
Poincaré inequality in Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023) (see Prop. A.10 in Appendix A), one has
the following: for any @ > 2 and any € > 0,

/R3 <v>k—15_2[f(t)](v) f2(t,v)dv

<eDy3,(t) + Coexp (a_ﬁ ma(f(t))ﬁ> 9 F(t,0)P (W) 3do,

for some Cy > 0 depending only on gi, Ei, and H(fiy). In particular, assuming fi, € L. (R?)
and o > 2, one deduces that there exists Cr > 0 depending only on || fin || 11, H(fin) such that

Clp [ 0V EalF(00) £t 0)d0 < & Dicay ()

+ exp <CT(1 + s‘ﬁ)) My_a,p(t) (d=3). (47)
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Plugging (4.7), (4.6) into (4.4) and choosing € = ¢ > 0 small enough, we obtain
d
EMk,p(t) + K (p)Dy—ap(t) < At) Mg (1), (d=3)

where we introduced, for the specific choice of € = ¢,

AW = exp (Cr(1+5™7)) + Ca DI + e

By assumption, A € L([0,T]) and one concludes as before by a Gronwall argument.

2) The case —d < v < (0. Combining Eq. (4.3) with Lemma B.2 (and modifying the name of
the constant appearing in this lemma), we deduce then that

d _

E]Mk,p(t) + 2K (p) Dty p(t) < CrpMpp(t) + Crp /]Rd ()", [f(D](v) fP(t,v)dv,  (48)
where Cj, , ¢, , are explicit positive constants depending only on &, p,d, v, Kq. As before, we
estimate the last integral in different ways according to the Prodi-Serrin conditions that we con-
sider. .

Hyp. 1. According to Peetre’s inequality, for all v, v, € R%ands € R, (v)° < 22 (v—v,)*l(v,),
so that (for some Cs > 0 depending on s)

| el <c. [0 = 07 () (1 0) () £ (8, v)dvds

[v—vy|<1
for any 0 < s < k. Using now Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (3.1) with g = (-)* f (¢, -),
h(-) = ()" f2(t,-), so that
1 1
L NS
r d p
we conclude that (for some Cy  , s > 0 depending on d,, p, s)

/Rd (), [F ()] (v) P (8, v)dv < Cd,w,p,sH<->Sf(t)HpH<'>k_8f”(t)Hr
= Capall (P FOIIC) 7 1O,

Writing ¢ = % and recalling that p < #, we use an interpolation based on Hélder’s inequal-
ity, namely

16 £, < IO DI @I,

with
1

1-14 g do—pr

- F=5 _aob1—0).
p

0
-+ ) - N\
P (g0 — p)
Observing that 1 qi +1- %, one actually has § = 1 — %, so thatp (1 —60) =1 and

/Rd ()", [F (D)) 7 (t,0)dv < Cagyp,s [ SOl FOIETH T F Ol

Choosing s = a = % and observing that b = 0 and ||(-)° f(¢)||5 = My, ,(t), we see that

/ (W) e, [f (D)) F7(t, v)do < Ao(t) DMy (L), (4.9)
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with
1
Ao(t) = Caryps 1f ()llgo € L7 ([0, TT).
Coming back to (4.8), we end up with the differential inequality

d
aMkm(t) + 2K(p)IDk+%:n(t) < (ck,p + Ck,pAO(t)) ]Mk,:n(t)7

so that assuming that f;, € L} (R?) and remembering that ¢, +C, Ao (t) € L*([0,T]), we deduce
from Gronwall’s Lemma the bound

M, (t) + 2K (1) /0 Disr () exp ( / (erp+ Crpho(r)) d7> ds

t
< My (0) exp ( | (ert Guphalr) d7> ,
0

which gives the result.
Hyp. 2. In this second case, observing that ¢, [f(t)] < ¢,[f(t)], we apply the e-Poincaré inequal-

p

ity (1.10) with g = f(t,-), ¢ = (~>%f§(t, -), and we deduce that, when ¢ > 0,
| @ e lr0l) £7(t.0)dv < Dm0
+C <\|f(7f)||1 +€_ﬁ\|f(t)||£q%s > / F(t,0)P{w) o,
alvl R4

for some positive constant C' > 0, and where s = d—qéz—w) € (0,1). Proceeding now as in the

proof of Theorem 3.6, choosing ¢ in such a way that C}, ,¢ = K (p), we deduce from (4.8) that
d

T Mrp () + K () Dy p(t) < (Crp + Crph(t)) Myp(t) (4.10)
with (using C; > 0 for emphasizing the dependence w.r.t €)

A®) 1= Cllfinll + CNOPF@ I = Clfnll + Cell @)1 € L ([0, 7)),

(the last point is precisely the assumption of the Proposition). As before, we conclude thanks to
Gronwall’s Lemma and integration of (4.10). This proves (4.1) in the case —d < 7 < 0 under the
two possible assumptions Hyp. 1 or Hyp. 2.

Let us now show how the L*°([0,7], L¥(R?)) estimate (4.1) is enough to deduce (4.2). Let
p > d-‘r;f/—l—2 be fixed — with the restriction p < # when we work under Hyp. 1.

Applying the e-Poincaré inequality (1.10) with ¢ = f(¢, -), we deduce as above that (for any
suitable ¢)

v (10)36()) (2 dv

/Rd ey [f(1)](v) ¢ (v)dv gg/

R4

o (Il + 107017 ) [ o,
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is valid for any max (1, ﬁ) <q< #‘lﬂy with s = d—qg;—w) . Using simple interpolation with

max <1, ﬁ) < ¢ < p one has
1P @Iz < IO™ PO 162 F@)
q = 1
with
pq—1 Pyl = bok

bp = =—— and m=m —

T ap-1 @= p(1—0o)
Since m = m(q) = Ap=DI=kE=]) e mapping ¢ — m(q) is nondecreasing if p|y| > k and

p—q
nonincreasing if k > p|y|. Thus, recalling that max (1, #ﬁ/”) <q< %, one has

dlp =Dy = k(v +2)"

dip—1) —p(y+2)~ itk <phl,
U= i%fm((j) = (4.11)
(dp—1) = k)|y|
dip—1)+py itk > phl.

where ™ 1= —a l,<0.
Thus, assuming fi, € LL(R?) with v > 7, one can choose max <1, ﬁ) <q< #‘lﬂy with
m = m(q) < v so that

sup || ()™ f()]l < oo,
te[0,T

Then, thanks to (4.1),

sup | FOITT < Cr(fin),

te[0,T

where Cr(fin) depends on Cr( fin) appearing in (4.1) and || fin|| 1 - This proves the result. [

With this, we can deduce the following stability result for solutions to Landau equation. Note
that the assumptions on the two considered initial data are not identical.

Proposition 4.2. Let d be an integer, d > 3, and v be such that —d < v < —2 and d+'y+2 < 2.
Let fin, gin and f = f(t,v),g = g(t,v) define two solutions to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition
1.15 with f(0,-) = fin, 9(0,-) = gin. We consider one of the following two assumptions (with the
convention % = o0 wheny = —d):

Hyp. 1: there exists T > 0 such that f,g € L*([0,T]; Lﬁ(Rd)) and m > 2;

Hyp. 2: there existsT' > 0 such that

O fs (g e L7([0,T]; LARY),  with % + ‘g =2+d+7,

d d
wherer € (1,00), q € (m, m)

Given k > d, assume moreover that

fin € LFRYNLNRY),  gin € L2,y (R
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9, @=R)h| (d-k)|+2k
d+2vy 0 d+2(y+2)

with N > max (2, ) . Then, there exists Cr( fin, gin) > 0 depending on

d,~, T, k, Ky, fm”L1 HgmHL%, (fin), H(gin) HLz HgmHLz andtheProdl Serrin norms
”f7gHL%(Ldi OrH Mf >Mg‘ L (L) (and q), such that
1f(t) — g(t)\lii < Crllfin — ginH%i Vvt € [0,T). (4.12)

Remark 4.3. Notice that the result still applies if f and g do not satisfy the same hypothesis: it
applies if f satisfies Hyp. 1 and g satisfies Hyp. 2 or the opposite. We stated the result in the above
way for simplicity.

. . s d
Remark 4.4. We point out that, in the Coulomb case v = —d, the restriction T2 < 2 enforces
d=3.

Proof. We consider two solutions f, g with initial data f(0) = fi, and g(0) = gin, and write

h = f — g. We notice first that, since fin, gin € L? (Rd) estimate (4.1) holds true for both f, g

with p = 2, where we recall that, under Assumption Hyp. 1, we assume 2 < = 5~ It ensures that
f.g € L%([0,T] ; LY(RY).

This means that for all t € [0,7], h(t,-) € L°°([0,T]; L2(R?)). Furthermore, since g, €

Li+2M (R4), we deduce from Proposition 4.1 that

Ko [T
sup / g2(t,v)<v>k+2|y|dv+—/ dT/ \Y
te[0,7] JRd 2 Jo R4

We then investigate the evolution of

)= /Rd(wkhz(t,v)dv.

2
s g(T,’U)) ‘ dv < 0. (4.13)

One has then

%j(t) _ 2/Rd(v>kh(t,v) Duh(t, v)dv

=2 | Alf)Vh-V (h(®)*) dv -2

Rd

A[R)Vg -V <h<v>k) dv

Rd

+ 2/ hblf] - v (h<v>k) dv + 2/ gblh] -V (h(v>k> dv
Rd Rd
= A + Sy + I3+ Sy
As in the proof of Lemma B.1 one has .1 = .%1 1 + .%1 » with

=2 / (WRA[fIVh - Vhdy, — S5 = —2k / (2R A[f]V A - vdv.
R4 R4
From the diffusive properties of A[f],
/ ()* A[f]Vh - Vhdv > K / (v)*7 | Vh|2dw.
R4 Rd

o=k /R (4 0)V - [Af) 2] do
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Therefore, using the reasoning and notations of Lemma B.1
Ho=k /]Rd B2 (0)*=2 (b[f] - v) dv + k‘/Rd ()4 h%Trace (A[f] - A(v)) dw.
Using several integration by parts and using that V - b[f] = —c,[f], one also shows that
Sy = / W R2e [fldv+k [ ) 202 (BLf) - ) do
Rd Rd

therefore

f1,2+f3=k‘/

(v)*=1h2Trace (A[f] - A(v)) dv + / (w)*h2e, [f]dv
Rd

Rd
+ v)*2R2 (b[f] - v) dw.
Zk/d< ) T R (b]f] - v)d

Using the estimate of Trace (A[f] - A(v)) in Lemma B.1 and estimate (B.4) for estimating the
integral involving b[f], we deduce that

Fa+ I3 < Capn < /R d(v>k_2h2cv+2[f]dv + /R d(fu>k_1h20w1[f]dv> + /R d<v>kh2cv[f]dfu.

Using Lemma B.2, we deduce in the case —d < v < —2 that there exist C' = C(d, k,v),c =
c(d,k,v) > 0 (depending on || fin|| 11 (ra)) such that

Frat I <C [ (0)h%e [fldv+ e / (v)* h2do.
R4 R4

Thus, observing that ¢,[f] < ¢, [f], we get

%+%<4%/

(0)*7 | Vh|2dv + C’/ (w)*h%e, [f](v)dv + c/ (WY R%dv.  (4.14)
R4 R4

Rd
In the case ¥ = —d, Lemma B.2 implies that there exist C' = C/(d, k), C' = C(d, k), c = ¢(d, k) >
0 such that
Frat I <C [ R dfldv+C [ @ h2e_glfldv +c / (0YF 1 h2do,
Rd Rd Rd
Note that (4.5) holds when Assumption Hyp. 1 is in force and implies that

/R el fldo < (d - DS IOl /R ),

Now, under Assumption Hyp. 2, since d = 3 (see Remark 4.4), we have €;_4[f ()] < c_2[f(?)]
and we deduce from Proposition A.10 that there exist Cy > 0 such that, for any ¢ > 0 (N > 2
being defined in the statement of the theorem),

/ (o) e g[f (D] (0) R3(t, v)dv < e /
Rd

Rd
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Thus, in the case v = —d, for any € > 0,

+

I+ Iy < 2K, /Rdmkﬂ ()5 ht.0) [ o

+C/ h2cV )d»u+re(t)/ ()*h%dv, (4.15)

Rd
where I'. € L([0,7)).
Finally, gathering (4.14) and (4.15), we obtain for —d < v < —2 and for any ¢ > 0,

S+ I3 < —2K0/ {0y
Rd

()5 h(t.v)) (2 dv
+C / h2c,Y (v)dv 4 T (t) / (v)*h2dv, (4.16)

Rd
with T'. € LY([0,T]).
One now looks at .#5, which is more delicate. One has again .%, = %5 1 + %5 o, with

Iy = —2/ ()* A[h)Vg - Vhdv, Ioo = —2/<;/ (WY =2 h A[h)Vg - vdv.
Rd R4
k-2 k-2
Writing (v)*~2hA[h)Vg-v = <<U>Thv) . ((v)T.A[h]Vg) and using Young’s inequality, we
deduce that

| F2,2| < k‘/ tvdv—l—k‘/ (W] |Vg|*dv.

Similarly, with (v)* A[h]Vg - Vh = (( >kﬂ Vh) (( >k WA[h]Vg) we deduce from Young’s
inequality that, for any § > 0,

1
Aaal <6 [ @FTIRPAo 4 5 [ (PRI (VgPde,
Rd R4

We deduce that there exists Cj, > 0 such that, for any ¢ €]0, 1],

C
al <6 [ e wnPar+ ([ e oo+ AR [ @4 19gRa ).
6 Rd Rd
Now, from Lemma A.9, Eq. (A.7), there is C' > 0 such that, when ¢ > #ﬂw andm > d (1 — %),
[A[]loo < CI()™Rllq-
Applying this with ¢ = 2, m = %, and this shows that, if & > d,
A < € [ R o),
R4
and we deduce therefore that, for any ¢ €]0, 1],
7] < 6 / (Y57 |V h[2dy + Zs(t) / (0Y*h2dv, (4.17)
Rd Rd

where

=5(t) = 6710, [1 +C? /R d <v>k_7|Vg(t,v)|2dv} .
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Notice that (4.13) implies that for any ¢ €]0, 1],
25 € LY([0,T)).

One proceeds in the exact same way for .y = % 1 + .74 o, with
Il = 2/ () g(t,v)b[R] - Vhdo, Fyo = 2/<;/ (WYE2n(t, v)g(t, v)blh] - vdv.
Rd R4

To estimate |b[A]|, for which can apply (A.8)

(™Rl (m > £), and the case 2 < d+ 7 for which we resort

to (A.9) or (A.10). We focus here on this second case, the case b[h] € L> (Rd) being simpler (one
can follow the line of the previous estimate for ||.A[h]||, We leave it to the reader). We treat in

to estimate || b[h]

details first the case 2 < W‘l“. Clearly,

Al <2 [ (05 v8l) (o5 plpllav.

2d
d—2(1+~+d) > 2. Letp be such

One deduces from Holder’s inequality that

Let p’, be defined as in (A.9) with the choice of ¢ = 2, i.e. p} =
L0141 _ oo d
thatﬁ—i_i—i_ﬁ—l,thatlsp—m

| Aa1| < 2/[b[A]]p

o], o,
Now, a simple use of Young’s inequality yields, for any § > 0,
a0,

()= g(t)

1
A1l <6 [ (0 [Tl o) du -+ 5 Bl .
’ R4 4 P P
We now use (A.9) to deduce that ||b[h] ng < C(fin, gin) || P
and || fin|1, ||gin /1. It remains only to estimate

2 d
p’ p_1+7+d

2, where C( fin, gin) depends on d, v

One checks easily that p < 2 under the assumption 2 > - = +2, while p > 2 clearly holds by
assumption. Then, by mterpolatlon and Sobolev embedding, there exist C' > 0 and « € (0,1)
such that

o= s, < e o= s, [v (0 Faw)];.
Thanks to Young’s inequality, we deduce that
ool e (JoTowf+ [ (0 s fa).
P
We showed that, for any 6 > 0,

S| <6 / (Y5 |V h(E, 0)[2 do + Og(#) / (WY (4, v)dw,
R4 R4

where

0301 =07 Cune (1900 +

(' Fatt0) [ ).
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for some positive constant Cy - 1, depending on d,~, k and || fin||1, ||gin||1. Notice that, according
to (4.13), one has ©5 € L1([0, T]). In the same way,

el o=
<k /Rd (0)F1h2(t,v) do + kl|BlA] 2,

As before, this yields then the estimate

| F42| < 2K||b[h]|,

k-1

()29

‘2
P
BZEIES @(t)/ (0)Fn?(t,v) dv

Rd

o) = Cu i <1+H H v (' ot v)>(2dv>

for some positive constant Cy > 0 depending on d,% k and | finl| £} In particular, © €
L(]0,T)). Combining these two estimates, for any § > 0, there is A; € L!([0, 7)) such that

where

|- 74] < 6/Rd<v>k+»y IVh(t,v)|* dv+ As(t) /Rd<v>kh2dv' (4.18)

Choosing § = §y = min(1, %) in (4.17)-(4.18) and combining this with (4.16), one sees that

d

E/Rd@ﬂh?(t,v)dv—i—KO/R (v >k+’Y|Vh(t v)| dv < 0

+

h(t, v)) ‘2 dv

v ()

R4

+ E.(t) /Rd (v)khQ(t,v)dv +C y (v)kh2(t,v)67[f(t)](v)dv

with
BL(t) = Mgy (1) + Z5y () + Tot), =2 € L1((0,7]).
Since fi, € L (R?), we may now use the e-Poincaré inequality (4.2) with ¢? = (-)*h2. Notice

that the definition of 7 in (4.11) with p = 2 yields 7 = % if k < 2]y| while v (dd +k2) l{w
if k > 2|ry|. We deduce that, for any £ > 0,

d

Ly R2 (e, v)do + Ky / ()54 [Vh(E, 0)[2 do
dt Rd R4

SC&?/
Rd

v () hit.0)) ‘2 dv + Cr(fin; ) /R R )
@) /R )R (5, v)do,

[1]

_l’_

where Cr(fin,€) > 0 is a positive constant depending only on ¢, T, || fin || 12,7 Recalling that
there are cg, ¢y > 0 such that

: 2
/ (v>k+7|Vh|2dv>co/ v ()5)] dv—cl/ (Y122 o,
R4 Rd Rd
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one chooses then ¢ = ¢y > 0 such that Cey = %K(]CO to deduce that

- 2
4 (WY R (t, v)dv + EKM / v(m’%mt,v))( dv < A(t) / (WYER2(t, v)dv,
dt ]Rd 2 Rd Rd
with

1
A(t) = By (t) + 5 Ko et + Or(fin20), A€ L'([0,T]).
We conclude by a Gronwall argument that, for any ¢ € [0, 7],

/Rd (V)*R%(t,v)dv < Cr /Rd (W)*h%(0,v)dw, Cr:=exp (/OT A(t)dt> 7

which gives the result.

The case 3 +fl{ 7 = 2 is treated in the same way using now the Weighted estimate (A.10) for
q = 2. Given d+2 < £ < 2 one defines p, = ZZZ and for p such that : + 3 + = 1, that is

p=1 = m, we get, as before, for any ¢ > 0,

1 2
Al <5 [ (0 [Tht)Pdo+ 3 [elAE, [0 F 900
Rd v p
kty 2 Cvmy 2 by 2
<6 [ (@) VAl v) 2o+ <[l | )3 g(t)H
R4 P
form > |14+ ~v| = Where we used (A.10) in the case ¢ = 2. The estimate for H
with p = /1 is made as before since 2 < p < =5 (because d+2 < ¢ < 2). Details are left to the

reader. O

As a consequence, we immediately deduce our main uniqueness result as stated in the Intro-
duction.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The proof is a simple consequence of the above stability inequality and the
fact that gin = fin. O

5. FURTHER COMMENTS

In this last section we give an informal discussion of some additional features of our contri-
bution. Specifically, we explain how the results of the previous sections allow to recover well-
known results in the case of moderately soft potentials —2 < v < 0, and then we discuss the
endpoint case of Prodi-Serrin criterion for which r = oo.

5.1. About the moderate soft potential case. We illustrate here how Prodi-Serrin’s criterion
is satisfied by any weak solution constructed with an approximation procedure, as in Desvillettes
(2015) to the Landau equation, in the moderate soft potential case:

-2<v<0.

It is already a well-known fact that Landau equation is globally well-posed in this case (weak
solutions are global and unique under suitable assumptions) and that apperance/propagation of
LP-norm occurs in this case. Moreover, as shown in the recent contribution Alonso, Bagland
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& Lods (2023), such appearance of L”-bounds implies the appearance of pointwise bounds for
solutions to (1.5). The key point which makes the Prodi-Serrin criterion satisfied is the a priori
estimate related to the weighted Fisher information obtained by the third author in Desvillettes
(2015), see Corollary A.6 which, for —2 < 7 < 0 is strong enough to ensure one of the Prodi-
Serrin criterion to hold.

Proposition 5.1. Let fi,, and f = f(t,v) a weak solution to equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition
1.15. Then the following holds:

(1) Assume that —2 < v < 0 and fi, € LL(R?) with s = 2(,7—_7_2), then
f e LY((0.7], L#5 (RY), VT > 0.
(2) For —2 < v < 0, assume that there is some5 > 0 such that fi, € LL \+5( ). Then, there

is a pair (r,q) withr > 1,1 < ¢ < d+v and 2 +3 —d—|—7—|—2suchthat
(Pfe (o1, LYRY), VT >0.

Proof. Recall that Corollary A.6 ensures that the weak solution f satisfies

[l

We begin with Assumption 1 (and —2 < < 0). Thanks to Sobolev inequality
121720 < Csopl|VRIE,  h € HI(RY)

~

2
5 ft, v))‘ dv < 00. (5.1)

(and since v > —2), we can use the interpolation (Holder’s) inequality

2(1—a) 2a
17Ol e = V@I <||OVFD, |03 VID)| L
d—2
with d;—d“’ =152+ 24 a(1 — o) + Ja = 0, which means a = % and a = 2(2“’42_7) This,

combined with the above Sobolev inequality, implies that

17l

17Ol < Ch,

1\)|Q

Vim)],

Since |y| < 2, we see from (5.1) that || f(-)||_«_ € L*([0, T]) and this proves the first point.
Ty

2|
sup m 2 (f(t))] v (6

te[0,7] 247

Now;, for the second Prodi-Serrin criterion, we still resort to (5.1) but now with the weighted
interpolation inequality

IPEOll < IO FOI 107 FOICs, < 10 FOIE [[03 VT@|
with , o )
521“”79—1 20, Il =B(1-6)+10.

2

We assume that 1 < ¢ < 5= 5 SO that 0 < 6 < 5+ < 1. We choose then

1
So14l40<,
T 2



42 R. ALONSO, V. BAGLAND, L. DESVILLETTES, AND B. LODS

so that -
1P £l < C8, ma(s @) v (0 FVFD)||
while
§+g=£l+2+'y+29:d+’y+2,
qQ T q

which makes (r, ¢) an admissible Prodi-Serrin pair. Now, since 276 < 2, one sees that

sup mg(f(t)) < oo = [|() ()]l € L7([0,T)).

te[0,T]
One notices now that 8 = |y %. We see that if v > —2, we can get § = 2 by
choosing ¢ > 1 sufficiently close to 1 If v = —2, we get (for some given 6 > 0) 8 = 2+ ¢ by
also choosing ¢ > 1 sufficiently close to 1. This proves the result. g

Remark 5.2. For —2 < v < 0, the second point here above means that Prodi-Serrin’s criterion
L (L9) withr > 1 is satisfied for some pair (r,q) for any admissible initial datum f, € L}(R%)
whereas, for y = —2, some additional moment assumption fi, € L%_H;(Rd) is needed. Notice that,
arguing as in Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023) and resorting to the de la Vallée-Poussin criterion, this
additional assumption can be removed. Even if the first point of the Proposition seems to yield a non
optimal moment assumption on fi,, we still believe it provides interesting information on the link
between the Prodi-Serrin criterion in the endpoint caser = 1,q = %, and the Fisher information
estimate of Corollary A.6.

5.2. About the critical endpoint r = oo, ¢ = d+;:5+2‘ We consider d € N, d > 3, and v €

[—d, —2). In the endpoint case for which r = co and g = it is actually possible to obtain

d
p ;B
a result similar to that of Theorem 1.1. Indeed, under some smallness assumption on

(IOl

the appearance and propagation of LP-norms which is the cornerstone of our analysis still holds

L ([0,T], LTFIT2 (Re))’

true:

Proposition 5.3. We considerd € N, d > 3 and~y € [—d, —2). Let fi, and f = f(t,v) be a weak
solution to equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15 with fi, € LL(R?) (s > 2). Additionally,
assume that there existsT" > 0 such that

<->M feL>(0,T]; Ld+i+2 (R%)).

Then, given k > 0, p > 1, there exists some explicit § > 0 (depending on both d,~, k, p) such that,
if

< 0K, (5.2)

T2

sup ||()1 £, )

te(0,T)

and
fin € Li(Rd)7
one has, foranyt € [0,T],
t
fp(t,v)(v>kdv+057p7kKo/ dT/
R4 0 R

ket

v () F f(r.0)

[Nl

> ‘2 dv < C(T, fin,0), (5.3)
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where C(T, fin, 0) is an explicit positive constant depending ond, v, T, p, k, Ko, 0, HfinHLZ’ | finll 1
and the Prodi-Serrin norms || f|| s while Cs , 1 is an explicit constant depending only on

§ and k L)
p, 6 and k.

Proof. We set qp = and recall the evolution of LP norms given in (4.8):

_d
d+2+~

%Mk,p(t) + 2K (p)Dgyry p(t) < e pMpp(t) + Ck,p/ <v>kEy[f(t)](v)fp(t,fu)dv. (54)
R4

As in the proof of Proposition 3.6, the key point is to evaluate the singular term
e Lo

in terms of || (-)1 £(t,-)|| - We argue as in the proof of the e-Poincaré inequality to estimate
& [Flyd
R4

with
- ytk p
F:<> Tt v), 1/}:<> 7 f2.
Indeed, since a1, < (v4)? < g, (v)” when |v — v,| < 1 (for some constants o , 2, > 0),
the estimate on [, €, [F]¢?dv yields an estimate on [p.(-)*e,[f(t,-)] fP(t,v)dv.
We can use Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (3.1) to get

1 1 v d—2

¢, [Fl?dv < Flll?ly,  ==2——+-=——.
/Rdc,y[ v < Cus|Fllao 197, =2+ 5=

This yields
| @lF1d0 < Cuusl Pl 1015, < G 1Pl [ V015,

since d2Td2 is the critical exponent for the Sobolev embedding and Cy, = CursCsep. Moreover,

since 1) = (>#f§ we deduce from (5.4) that

d
&]Mk,p(t) + 2K(p)]Dk+%p(t) < Ck,p,dﬁHF(t)”qo]Dk+%p(t) + Ckp ]Mk,p(t) )

for some positive constant Cy, , 4 4 depending on k, p, d, 7, related to C}, ,Cg - and the constants
a1, a2 4. Therefore, assuming that

2(p—1
sup |F(O)l <Ky with o< 22=D (5.5)
te[0,T] PChpdy

one obtains, recalling that K (p) = Koijl’

d p—1
 Mep(t) + <27 —0 Ck,p,dﬁ) Ko Dty p(t) < epp My (1),

which allows to conclude exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4.1.
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We now briefly explain how to modify the above proof in the case v = —d, when d = 3. We
first observe that M, ,, now satisfies the differential inequality

—2[f ()] (0) fP(t, v)dv

ol

d
MEp0) + 2K (0)Depl6) < Gy Mi(®) + iy [ (0

+Cup [ (0 P70

Then, we recall (see Proposition A.10) the estimate

[, @ el f 1071 00 < €Dy 6) + Cley () My ),

which holds for any € > 0 and any 7 > 2. Finally, we notice

2

[t o= [ @ feo) [0)'F o) a
R3 R3

<P Ol 105" PO < Coan d Ko Dy (0.
This proves the result. g

Remark 5.4. Notice that the above assumption (5.2) is not optimal. Indeed, with the notations of
the proof, and decomposing further

F=Flpsgr+ Flpepr,

after reproducing the aforementioned computations, it is possible to replace (5.2) with an estimate

of the type

limsup sup |F()1pgspl o <6Ko,  Ftv) =i, (6
R—oo t€[0,T) d+2+y

which is more general than some mere uniform integrability of the family (F9°(t)).c(o,7) since we
do not assume the above lim sup to vanish. In particular, the conclusion of Proposition 5.3 holds true
for instance if

(P1f(t,) € L2((0,T) ; L7 (log L)*(R%).
We do not elaborate more in this direction.

Finally, for the Navier-Stokes equation, a sharper endpoint estimate than Theorem 1.1 has
been derived in Iskauriaza et al. (2003) by a compactness argument. This result has been made
quantitative very recently in Tao (2021); Palasek (2022) and appears interesting to inquire about
the Landau equation counterpart.

Data availability. No data was used for the research described in the article.
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APPENDIX A. FACTS ABOUT SOLUTIONS TO THE LANDAU EQUATION

We collect several mathematical results about the solutions to the Landau equation in the
range of parameters we are dealing with here: —d < v < 0. These results are meant to serve as
a mathematical tool-box for the core of the paper.

Definition A.1. Let fi, € L}(R?) N Llog L(R?) be given and nonnegative with

o = /R fal0)dv>0, By = /R ),
and
H(f) = / Fin(0) log fin(v)do.
Rd
We say that f € Yo(fuw) if f € L3(R?) and

1 1
/ flv) v dv = fin(v) v dv,
R4

[ol? #
and H(f) < H(fin).

We observe that at the formal level, a solution f = f(¢, v) of the Landau equation with initial
datum fi, € LI(R?) N Llog L(RY) satisfies

f(t) € Vo(fin)  VE=O.

For general estimates regarding the class of functions )y( fin) and the following lemma, we
refer to Alexandre et al. (2015):

Lemma A.2. Let0 < fi, € LY(RY)NLlog L(R?) be fixed as in Definition A.1. Then, the following
hold:

(1) Forany f € Yo(fin), it holds that

E;
/ fdv > onm <1 — 2> VR > 0. (A1)
[v|<R on R

(2) For any 6 > O there exists 1)(0) > 0 depending only on || fin||zy and H(fin) such that for
any f € Vo(fin) and measurable set A C R?

1Al < 7(6) = /A Fdv<s. (A2)

The aforementioned estimates are the key for the proof of the coercivity estimate for the
matrix A[f] given in Remark 1.13. Namely, one has the following

Lemma A.3. Let0 < fi, € LI(RY) N Llog L(R?) be fixed. Then, there exists a constant Ky > 0,
depending on d, 7y, pin, Fin, H(fin) such that

Z Aij[f](0) & &5 = Ko(o) [€]?, Vo, £ € R,
0, J

holds for any f € Yo(fin)-
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Proof. We show here how the conclusion of Lemma A.2 allows to deduce the result. We follow
the proof of (Alexandre et al. , 2015, Proposition 2.3) given in dimension d = 3 and explain
where some changes have to be made to treat general dimension d > 3. First, one observes that
it is enough to show the result for ¢ € R? with |¢| = 1. We fix such ¢ and, for 6 € (0, 5), we
introduce

Dy¢(v) = {v* eRY, € (v—uy)| > |v —v*|cost9}.

Given v, v, € R v # v, we set for simplicity u = v — v, U = ﬁ and notice that
2 2 2
Z aij (v — vt = " Z g — i) €85 = a2 (1= (@-)?).

Therefore, if v € R? it holds
Z ai j(v —v)&E > [u["?sin? 6, Vo, & Dg¢(v).

For any f € Vy(fin) and any v € R% we have then, for any 6 € (0,%) andany R > 0

Z -Ai,j[ fz Sj Z /B U* aw( )gz g]dv*
i,

r\Dg,¢(v)

where Br = {v. € R?, |v,| < R}. Thus

Z Aii[fl(v) & &5 = sin? 0 f () |u]2do,. (A.3)

Br\Dg ¢

We now fix R > Q 2Bin o that (A.1) reads fB (ve)dvy > QiT" and

/ fledv. > son— [ f(v.)dv.. (A.)
Br\Dg ¢ (v) 2 BrNDg ¢(v)

One argues as in Desvillettes, Villani (2000) to estimate | Br N Dg ¢(v)| . This is the only place in
the proof in which dimension d plays a role, the proof in Desvillettes, Villani (2000) being given
in d = 3. Notice that Bg N Dy ¢(v) is the intersection of a cone with a ball. It can be estimated
from above by the intersection of the cylinder with the ball Br where the cylinder is obtained
choosing u = v—uv, parallel to . The radius of the basis of the cylinder is then r := (R+|v|) tan ¢
£(W)] < cqRrét, with g

depending only on
|Br N Dp¢(v)| < caR (R + |v))? ! tan®~1 9. (A.5)
We distinguish between two cases:
e First case: |v| > 2R. In such a case, for v, € Bp, one has 3|v| < |[v — v,| < 2|v| and there
exists C., > 0 such that [v — v,|772 > C,|v|72. According to (A.3)—(A.4), it holds

Z A; ,] v)&i &5 = C-y”l)’“/-l-? sinZ 6 <%Qin - /B f(?)*)d’l)*> (A.6)

rMNDg ¢ (v)
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()] <R (3 |v|)d_1 tan?~! . With the notations of (A.2),
given § = %Qin, we choose ¢ (depending on v) small enough so that

where, according to (A.5),

1

d—1
caR <§M> tan®lp = n(6), which entails / f(ve)dvy < —oin,
2 BRﬁDg 5(1)) 4

according to (A.2) (notice that such a choice of 6 is always possible up to increasing R). Then,
(A.6) yields

Z Aj 7] gz g] = _Qm‘v‘ﬂﬁ_2 sin? 6.

1
Notice that tan § = ﬁ (Zfﬁ%) “ so that sin?6 = Cralv| =2 cos? 6 for some explicit Cg 4
depending only on d, R and piy, Ein, H( fin). Therefore

Z Aij[fl(v) & & > meR a|v]? cos? 6, |v| > 2R,

with cos? > % since we choose 6 small enough (up to having picked R larger). Thus, there is
K > 0 (depending on d, ¥, pin, Fin, H(fin)) such that

Z Aij[fl(v) & &5 = K(v)7, Viv| > 2R.

e Second case: |v| < 2R. In such a case, arguing exactly as in (Alexandre et al. , 2015, Prop.
1.3), we conclude that

\uEgR ) Aijlflw) &g =K >0

which of course implies the result with Ky = min(K, K). The details of this second case are left
to the reader and are readily adapted from the corresponding result in Alexandre et al. (2015);
Desvillettes, Villani (2000). O

Remark A.4. From the above construction, the constant K depends on R (and therefore on giy,, Eiy,)
and on the construction of the mapping 1 in (A.2) so that Ky depends also on H ( fin).

The following property of the dissipation of entropy for Landau operator was observed in
Desvillettes (2015, 2016):

Proposition A.5. Let 0 < fi, € L3(RY) N Llog L(RY) be fixed as in Definition A.1. Then, there
is a positive constant Cy(7y) depending only on d, y, pin, Ein, H( fin) such that for all f € Yo(fin).

/Rd v\/—( v)'dv < Co(y)(1+ 2(f)) -

where P( ) denotes the dissipation of entropy functional defined as

95 =5 [ o= ) (Viog f - Vlog £.) duds, > 0.
R xR4

2
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In particular, since formally the entropy of solutions to the Landau equation is decreasing
according to

d

VM) =-2(f@®), >0,

one can proves that, for H-solutions f = f(¢,v) to the Landau equation, it holds

T
| o<ty >0
0
and one deduces the following result in Desvillettes (2015, 2016):
Corollary A.6. If fi, and f = f(t,v) define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15

then
’ ol 2
/0 dt /]Rd v <<U>2 \/m)‘ dv < Cr(fin)

where Cr( fin) is an explicit positive constant depending only onT,d,~, oin, Fin and H(fin).

Remark A.7. Notice that, since f € L>=([0,T]; L'(R?)), the above can be reformulated in the
equivalent way as

/Tdt/ ‘V\/f(t,v)r (W)Yo < Cr(fn)
0 R4

for some Cr(fin) different from the previous one. It is in this form that the result is stated in
Desvillettes (2015).

Finally, recall the following a priori growth of moments of solutions to the Landau equation,
referring to Carrapatoso (2015); Carrapatoso et al. (2017) for a proof in dimension d = 3. The
general case is following the same lines (see for instance Alonso et al. (2022) for a proof in the
case of the Landau-Fermi-Dirac equation which is easily adapted to the Landau setting)

Proposition A.8. We considerd € N,d > 3 and~ € [—d,0), and assume that fi, and f = f(t,v)
define a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15. Assume that

fin S Li(Rd), s> 2,

then
m(f(t) < Cs(1+1) t>0
for some positive constant C depending on d, 7, s, pin, Ein, H(fin). In particular

sup [|f()llpy <Cs(1+T) T >0.
te[0,7

We complement also the above with the following properties of the matrix A[h] and vector
b[h]. Notice that the result applies without any sign assumption on the mapping » : R — R.
Lemma A.9. Letd € N,d > 3, —d < v < —2. For any

d 1
€|l ———F5,00], m>d(1—--],
! <d 42 > < q)

there is Cyy, 4.+, > 0 depending only onm, d,~, q such that
[P loo < Cm,dyg 1) Rl - (A7)
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; d
In the same way, if q € (m, oo),

1
1BH]llo0 < Conding |Vl > d (1 - —) , (A8)

for C’m,qu > ( depending only onm, d,~,q.
Then, for
d cy< d
d+vy+2 1S adyy+1
there exists Cgq 4 > 0 depending only on d, v, q such that
qd
d—q(l+~+d)

16[A]llpy, < Crqllhllg Py = (A9)

Finally, ifq = ﬁ,for anyp € (Wd_ﬂ, q) 'm,dy,p > 0 such

that
_ pd Pq
bRz < C, ™A, Y= = . A.10
In the case when q = WJH = 2, the estimate becomes, for any p € (d2+d2 ,2),
B[Rl 22, < Con,diypll ()™ o2 (A11)

Proof. Let us write, for a smooth h,
L) = [ 0wl hw)de,  scR
Rd

and notice that |A[h]| < 2I,42[h] and |b[h]| < (d — 1)I,41[h]. We prove the result for I, [h].
One has, for any R > 0

Laaltlw) < |

lv—w|<R

|v—w|7+2|h(w)|dw+/ ‘ R|v—w|7+2|h(w)|dw
v—w|>
1

q
< (/ !v—w!q/(wz)d’w) 1hllg + B2 (A,
lv—w|<R

where % + q— =landg > 2+d+ . One has then easily that there is C' > 0 (depending on v, d
and ¢) such that

d
Lyalh](v) < C (R4 ], + RV”HhHl) ,

which, after optimizing R (recall that v + 2 < 0 while v 4 2 + 7 > O since 7 L1+ 7+2) reads
simply

(v+2)q +d

Loalhl@) < ClIAlG 7l *
Since (for some C' depends on d,m, q) ||h||1 < C ||h(:)™||4 for any m > %, this yields (A.7).

Now the same exact estimate holds for |b[h]| < (d — 1)I,41[h] under the assumption ¢ >

Tl _H 7 and this proves (A.8).
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Let us now prove (A.9), recalling that d-i-;iﬂ <g< ﬁ. According to Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality (Proposition 3.1), for any ¢ < WJ—I—I’ a simple duality argument shows that

1 1 1 1+~ d—q(14~+d)

I hT’< h 9 _:1__:————1:
| Ly+1[R]]l Chrsl|hllq - phl g wd

(A.12)

. / d . . . . d d .
Notice that ' > 1 <= ¢ > T 2d which is satisfied since 7 - > T This proves
(A9).

Strangely, the case ¢ = 77=— is not covered by the above statements and deserves a separate

d
14+~+
treatment. Indeed, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (A.12) for ¢ = m would give ' =
oo, which is excluded by (3.1). We rather apply it with p < ¢ = d-i-;i—i-l and, as above, deduce

I d-p(l+y+d) 1 1
Laalhlly < Cuislilly, = = -
| Ll < Couslibly, . =

Since 1 < p < ¢, we use a further interpolation ||A|, < ||A| Hh||é_9 with § = p(qq__pl) and, with

Young’s inequality

m 1
Wil < Rl + TAlly < CIO ™Rl m>d(1—5).

This concludes the proof of the Lemma. g

We finally recall a result regarding the e-Poincaré inequality in the (critical) case v = —2 in
any dimension established in Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023).

Proposition A.10. Letd € N,d > 3. Assume fi, be as in Definition A.1. Then there exists Cy > 0
depending only on | fin||L; and H(fin) such that for any e > 0,

[ (Gelalav <z [ |9 (107 0w) [ dosCoemp (=2 muf)s) [ o) P

holds true for any suitable nonnegative functions g € Vo(fin) N LL(R?) (5 > 2) and ¢.

Proof. We refer to Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023) for a full proof of the result in general dimen-
sion d > 3 which uses Lorentz spaces. We just explain the main steps of it, referring to Alonso,
Bagland & Lods (2023) for details and to Bahouri et al. (2011) for definition and properties
of Lorentz spaces. As in the proof of Proposition 1.7, eq. (3.14), we decompose, according to
v)

o — .| > &

5~ or not,

/R o= ()P o) = T+ I,
X

with I1 < ||g|1||¥?||1, and I < Cd'y Jriga v — ve| 29 (v)?F(v,)dv,do, still using the nota-
tions F(v) = (v)?g(v), ¥(v) = (v)"1é(v). Then I < Jy + Jo, with

Iy = /| o @), < 15,
V—Vx | >

and

Jy 1= / v — 0| 2 F (vs)Y? (v)dvdu, .
|[v—vy|<1
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The term J5 is then further split, for R > 0, according to
F=Ff+Fpg, Ff = Flpsp, Fp = Flp<g,
and

J;R = / v — v, 2 F}j{(v*) Y% (v)dvdo,.
’ |[v—vy|<1

Then, J2R Cy R |3

5, while, thanks to the use of Lorentz spaces,
Jyr < CallFg I WHif_gQ,z < Call F5 I IV9li3-

Then, we end up with

¢*c-a[gldv < Cay <HF|!1H1/1H§ + R[5+ IF5 L HW/JH%), VR > 0.

In order to conclude the proposition, one needs to prove that || F} || is small as R is sufficiently
large. This comes from the observation that for, s > 2 and 5 = 1 — % and any suitable function
g € L} N Llog L(RY),

lglog gl \"
log(R)

We refer the reader to Alonso, Bagland & Lods (2023) for more details. O

1-6, . 1-0,
1291 > rll < 169105 rli ™" l91g> 1T < 11C)%gl (

APPENDIX B. EVOLUTION OF WEIGHTED LP-NORMS

We briefly explain here how the analysis of Sections 2 and 3 can be modified to allow the
appearance of weighted LP-norms. We recall the notations

Mi(®):= | 0Pt D= [

fork e Randp € (1, oo). Let us dig directly into the technical lemma

Lemma B.1. Considerd € N,d > 3 andy € [—d,0), and assume that fi, and f = f(t,v) define
a solution to Eq. (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.15. Then forallk € Ry andp € (1,00),

d

&]Mk,p(t) + 2K (p)Ditqp(t) < K(p)(k + ’Y)QMk+%p(t)

+0Wz / “ie,lfO)) (), B)

with (Ko being the constant appearing in Remark 1.13)

p—1
K(p):= TKO, Ch,,p = max (p -1,

2k d*k? )
y+14+d (d—1)(d+~v+2)



52 R. ALONSO, V. BAGLAND, L. DESVILLETTES, AND B. LODS

Proof. We easily check that, for any k& > 0,

Ld Pt v) (v)Fdo = VP )V - _ v
L L renwian= [ @t oY AYS - bl

——o=1) [ @AV - ido+ =) [ () Vo

R
K / ()2 PN ALV ) - vdo + & | ()52 fb(f] - vd.
R R
Arguing as in the proof of Prop. 3.3, we obtain that

w-1) [ hr2ans viae> 2D [ 9 a.
R4 p R4
Moreover, writing
kty .p k+~y P k k+~y P
V() F £8) = @ F vt + e ) F 2t
from which
W 9| 2 5 |V (0 F )] - J e, ®.2)
we observe that
— 2K0(p — 1) k+y p\ |2
o-1) [ e s v s 22D [ e (@ )
KO(p - 1)(]{7 + /7)2 k+~v—2 ¢pp
S [ R
Also, note that
_ 1
L@t rteis)-Vrao= =2 [ 9 (bl ao
k 1
=2 [l vdot s [ @t e fan

Therefore,

d Ko(p —

&]Mk,p(t) + M]Dk#y,p(t)

<=1 [ @ e lfavek [ @ ol o d

Rd

L Kolp = D(k + )’ / (Y12 Py — k:p/ ()2 LAV f - v) do.
]Rd

p Rd
Let us investigate in more detail the latter term. Integration by parts shows that

o [ @A) vdo = <k [ 907 (AL (020 do
R4 R4
= k/Rd fPv. (.A[f] (v>k_2v) dv.
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Using the product rule
V- (.A[f] (v>k_2v> = (0)*72b[f] - v + Trace (.A ( Y2 >) ,
where D, ((v)lf_2 ) is the matrix with entries 0, ( v]), 1,] = ,d, or more compactly,

Dy ((0)* %) = (0)* " A(v),
where A(v) = (v)2Id + (k — 2) v ® v, v € R?, we obtain

M+ 2 < - [ kel
k=2 pp . Ko(p —1)(k +~)? =2 fp
2k [ (@2 plf] o) do g RUETIEEAE [ k2 prg

+ k‘/Rd ()4 fP Trace (A[f] - A(v))dv. (B.3)

We denote by I, I, I3, I the various terms on the right-hand-side of (B.3) and control each of
them separately. We get

Bl <2k [ )70 Bl @)l

< 2h(d—1) / LR ) o — oL (L v )dvsdo s (BA)
R2d

that is,
Bl< g L@ e o))

Clearly, we also get
Ko(p — 1)(k +1)?

3] < My, 4y p(t)-

For the term I, one checks easily that, for any ¢,5 € {1,...,d},

AilfIN <P f, A (0)] < k)2,

)

and
14| < d2/<;2/ (W2 fP (8, v) | — 0,72 £ (£, v, ) dudo,.
R2d
Therefore,
d’k? 9
1< g L0 o el
which proves the result thanks to (B.3). O

We now estimate the various terms
[ el e o, =012,
R4

and observe that the less favourable estimate corresponds to the most singular case ¢ = 0.
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Lemma B.2. Consider d € N. Forany —d < v < 0, p € (1,00), k € Ry, and suitable functions
f = 0 and h, the following estimate holds:

Z / e lfl(0) NPy < Cay | @& AR dvteay [ (o)) P

where Cg ~ —37+dd scdy = 3(d—1) (v +d+2)[|flLy, and where

eli= -+ [ o ul ).

[v—vy|<1

In the Coulomb case v = —d, the estimate becomes:
Z [ s < e [0 0 s
R4 Rd

+Ca [ (el )P+ [ ) )P, @9
R4 Rd
for Ca 1= 3(d — 1), &4 2= 3(d — 1) | .
Proof. For ¢ = 0, 1,2, one simply writes
eilfllo) = =D+ d+1) [ fwlo—v.[ o,

and splits the above integral according to |v — v,| > 1 and |v — v,| < 1. Clearly,

/ @l P, < / Fo)o — v.1dv. < L
V—v4|<

l—v.|<1 (d—=1)(y +d) elfl

Whereas, given that v < 0,

/ foalo — v.Hdu, < / oo — vfido, < @) / f (o) (w)ido,,
[v—vy|>1 [v—v4|>1 R4

since |v — v, | < (v)(vy). Recalling that ¢ = 0, 1, 2,

[y < [ ) = ]y
Thus, s
TECL )+ (= 1) o4 ) o) 5y

and the result follows by defining C; , and ¢y, as in the statement.

cy+ilf] <

In the case ¥ = —d, the proof is almost identical and one simply needs to estimate the sum

Z/Rd “eialf)(0) ()P do.

Then we observe that for i = 1, 2,

/ Fnv— v l~ldv. <@ _glf],  while / F@)lv — v ~4du, < [If]h-
[v—vs|<1 |[v—vy| =1
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Therefore, ¢;_q4[f] < (d— 1)1 <51_d[f] + HfH1> , which gives (B.5). O
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