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KNUDSEN BOUNDARY LAYER EQUATIONS FOR FULL RANGES OF
CUTOFF COLLISION KERNELS: MAXWELL REFLECTION BOUNDARY
WITH ALL ACCOMMODATION COEFFICIENTS IN [0,1]
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the Knudsen layer equa-
tion imposed on Maxwell reflection boundary condition with full ranges of cutoff collision
kernels and accommodation coefficients (i.e., =3 < v < 1 and 0 < a < 1, respectively) in

the Lg%, framework. Moreover, the solution enjoys the exponential decay exp{—cx% —cvl*}
for some ¢ > 0. We first verify a so-called Nondissipative lemma to deal with the nondis-
sipative boundary condition. In order to study the general angular cutoff collision kernel
—3 < v < 1, we should introduce a (z,v)-mixed weight o. Then a so-called spatial-velocity
indices iteration approach is developed to shift the higher power z-polynomial weights to |v|-
polynomial weights. We also find a weak macroscopic damping mechanism to avoid adding
an artificial damping.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. The description of the problem. When studying the hydrodynamic limits of the
scaled Boltzmann equation in the domain with boundary, there is an essential kinetic boundary
layer equation, called the Knudsen layer equation, will be generated, see [1, 9, 14, 15, 19, 20]
for instance. In this paper, we consider the Knudsen layer equation over (x,v) € Ry x R3
with the Maxwell boundary condition at x = 0:

v30, f +Lf =S,
F(0,0)]ps50 = (1 — @) (0, Ryv) + Dy f(0,0) + fi(v), (KL)
{Ell)I-fI-lOO f(x,v) =0,

where S = S(z,v) € Nullt (L), fy(v) = 0 if v3 < 0. At z = 0, we define an external normal
vector n(0) = (0,0,—1). Rov = v — 2(n(0) - v)n(0) = (v, v, —v3) represents the specular
reflection at = 0. f(0, Ryv) then characterizes the specular reflection effect at the boundary
x = 0. The operator D,, f(0,v) is the diffusive reflection operator, which is defined by

Dw f(0,0) = % %) £(0,0")y/M(W)dv' . (1.1)

Here M, (v) is the Maxwellian of the boundary with the expression

_ Jom 1 [v—uw|?
My, (v) = q/ﬁ(%Tw)%exp[ — S5 ] ,

where Ty, > 0 is the temperature of the boundary, and w, = (Uw, 1, Uw 2, Uw3) € R3 with
Uy 3 = 0 is the velocity of the boundary. Remark that M, (v) satisfies

/ v3My(v)dv =1,
v3>0
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which means that the particles absorbed by the boundary will be completely released by
the way of Gaussian distribution. The constant «, € [0,1] is the accommodation coefficient
weighting the specular reflection effect and the diffusive reflection effect.

The symbol £ is the linearized Boltzmann collision operator B(F, F') around the Maxwellian
L __exp| - v
(27T)3/2 a1

M(v) =

where p,T > 0 and u = (u1,us,u3) € R? with u3 = 0 are all constant. More precisely, the
Boltzmann collision operator B(F, F') is defined by

B(F,F) = j j (F'F — FF,)b(w, vy — v)dwdu, . (12)
R3xS?

Here w € S? is a unit vector, dw is the rotationally invariant surface integral on S?, while
Fl, F', F, and F are the number density F(-) evaluated at the velocities v}, v’, v, and v
respectively, i.e.,

Fl=F@,), FF=F@®), F,=F(v), F=F(@).

Here (v),v’) are the velocities after an elastic binary collision between two molecules with
velocities (vs,v) before the collision, or vice versa. Since both momentum and energy are
conserved during the elastic collision, v/, and v" can be expressed in terms of v, and v as

v =0 — [(vs —v) - wlw, ¥V = v+ [(vs — ) - ww, (1.3)
where the unit vector w € S? is parallel to the deflections v/, — v, and v' — v, and is therefore
perpendicular to the plane of reflection. In the collision term B(F, F'), F.F’ is the gain term,
while F, F' is called the loss term.

By Grad’s work [10], the collision kernel b(w, v, —v) has the factored form
b(w, vy —v) = b(B)|vy — 0|7, COSQZ%, —-3<~v<1, (1.4)
where b(f) satisfies the small deflection cutoff condition
/S2 b(f)dw =1, 0 < b(8) < byl cos b (1.5)

for some constant by > 0. The cases —3 < v < 0 and 0 <~ <1 are respectively referred to
as the “soft” and “hard” potential cases. In particular, v = 0 is the Maxwell potential case,
and v = 1 is the hard sphere case, in which b(8) = bo| cos 6)].

Considering the perturbation F' = M+ v f around M, the linearized Boltzmann collision
operator L is defined by

Lf=— M3 () [BEOR, VIRS) + B(VIRS, M)

(1.6)
=v(v)f(v) = Kf(v),
where the collision frequency v(v) is defined by
Vo) = ff b, —odede, D [ o o), o)
RS xS? RS
and the operator K f(v) can be decomposed into two parts:
Kf(v) =—-Kif(v) + Kaf (v). (1.8)

Here the loss term K f(v) is

Kif(v) =M () [ f(0)ME (0)b(w, v, — v)dwdv, (1.9)
R3 xS?
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and the gain term K2 f(v) is
Ko f(v fj
R3 xS2

= fj [Dﬁ% (W) f() + me (U')f(vi)]i)ﬁ%(v*)b(w, vy — v)dwduvy ,
R3xS?

where the last equality is derived from the collisional invariant D(v)M(v.) = M(V)M(v).

*
Remark that the collision frequency is invariant under the specular reflection operator, i.e.,

v(Ryv) = v(v). (1.11)
The null space Null(£) of the operator £ is spanned by the basis

= LV, i = SRV =1,2,3), v = o (B - 3) v, (1.12)

The basis is orthonormal in the Hilbert space L? := L?(R?). Namely,

N))—l

(") + im__( )f(v;)]im(v*)b(w, v — v)dwdu,
(1.10)

/3¢2¢jdv = 52]727] = 071727374'
R

Let Nullt(£) be the orthogonal space of Null(£) in L?, namely,
Null(£) ® Null*(£) = L?.

We define the projection P : L? — Null(£) by
4

Pf=>ai(fi, ai(f) = /RS fidv,i=0,1,2,3,4. (1.13)

1=0

1.2. Overdetermined far-field condition lim,_, . f(z,v) = 0. As inspired in Theorem
3.3 of [2], the function f(z,v) solving the problem

{vgamf+ﬁf25,x>0, (1.14)
J(0,0)|us>0 = (1 = ) £ (0, Rov) + Dy f(0,0) + fi(v) '
will enjoy the asymptotic behavior

L f(@,0) = acetho(v) + biootpn (v) + bacot2(v) + bsocts(v) + Cootha(v) (1.15)

for some constants aso, D100, b200s b300 and ¢, where the functions ;(v) are given in (1.12).
In other words, the far-field condition lim,_,1o f(z,v) = 0 in (KL) is overdetermined for
general source terms S € Nullt(£) and fp.

However, the far-field condition lim,_,~ f(2,v) = 0 is necessary in proving the hydrody-
namic limits (including the compressible/incompressible limits) of the Boltzmann equation
with Maxwell reflection boundary condition. In order to overcome the overdetermination of
zero far-field condition, some further assumptions on the source terms S € Null* (L) and f;
are required. Now we introduce a so-called admissible sources set ASS,, defined by

ASS,, = {(S, f1); S(z,v) € Null*(£) and f,(v) in (1.14) such that xEwa(x,v) =0}.

(1.16)
As shown in [0], one knows that for o, =0,

ASSy = {(s, fo); S(z,v) € Nullt(£), / v31); () fo(v)dv = 0, 7 = 0, 1,2,4} £,

v3>0
For the case 0 < a,. < 1, by employing the isotropic properties of £ (see Appendix B of [19]
and Appendix A.2 of [20]), one can find some special expressions of S(z,v) and f,(v) belonging

to the so-called admissible sources set ASS,,,. For example, special representations of S and f3
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can be found in Problems (106)-(109), Section 5.2 of [1], and Problems (4.16)-(4.17), Section

4 of [11]. Therefore, by summarizing above arguments, we know that for 0 < a, <1,
ASS,, # @. (1.17)
From now on, we will assume (5, f,) € ASS,, such that the far-field condition
lim_f(w,0) =0
holds.

1.3. Toolbox. In this subsection, we will collect all notations, functions spaces and energy
functionals that will be utilized in whole paper.

1.3.1. Notations. We employ the symbol A < B meaning that A < C'B for some harmless
constant C' > 0. Moreover, A ~ B denotes by C1B < A < CyB for some harmless constants
C1,Co > 0. As inspired in [3], we introduce the following (z,v)-mixed weight

o(z,v) =5(0x + )75 [1 - r(ﬁ—ﬂ

dx+l1 2 dx+l1
T <(1+\U—t|)1*’Y +3Jv —y] )T<(1+\U—t|)3*’Y>
for small § > 0 and large [ > 0 to be determined, where the cutoff function Y(-) is defined in

(1.52). This weight can also be employed in the works [24, 25, 26]. For any small & > 0 to be
determined, denote by

(1.18)

fo =€ f (Vf = f(z,v)). (1.19)
We also introduce a weighted function
ws.p(v) = (1+ [o])Pe’lv (1.20)
for the constants 8 € R and ¥ > 0. Then, for a € R, we denote a weight function
_ ‘7}3‘0{7 ‘7}3’ <1,
za(v) = { 1, Jug| > 1. (1.21)

We remark that the weights o(z,v) and wg y(v) satisfy
o(z, Ryv) = o(x,v), wgy(Ruv) = wgy(v), 2a(Ryv) = 2a(v) for U =0, 4, (1.22)

due to ug = 0. Here Ryv =v —2[n(U) - vjn(U), n(A) = (0,0,1).
We now define the numbers n, as follows:

0, —-3<~vy<l1, 193
T d>1, y=1. (1.23)
Furthermore, the constant 3, is given by
0, ifo<~y<1, A
= 1.2
By {—% if —3<~v<0. (1.24)
Moreover, the constant 3, is introduced by
B =By —m(l =7)/2+ No(B; + 1), (1.25)
and the integer Ny > 1 is such that
1— 1—
2n, — 22 - Ny < -2 (1.26)
Here m € R will be determined later. At the end, we introduce
min{—1,—21}, for —3<~vy<1,
m, = e 7 (1.27)
0, fory=1.

We remark that the above numbers will be utilized while designing the various weighted
Norms.
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1.3.2. Functions spaces. Based on the above weights, we introduce the spaces Xr‘fj 3 9(A4) and
Yo, 0(A) over (z,v) € Qa x R3 for m, 3,9 € R, n, > 0 given in (1.23) and 0 < 4 < o0
with the weighted norms

1l asms 80 = 102 + )M wg o fllre, = sup (02 + 1) wgo(v)f(z, )],
(z,0)EQ 4 xXR3 (128)

[l asma, 50 = llod (52 + )™, ofllLge, »
respectively. For simplicity, we denote by
[f 180 = I lloosny 8,05 Lflminy 8.0 = [Flocimin, 8.0 (1.29)

On the boundary ¥ := 9Q4 x R3, we introduce the spaces L, Xﬁj,Bﬂ%Z and Yn‘?:’n%ﬁ’&z
endowed with the norms

[fllg == sup [f(z,v)|, [|flla,p0,5 = [lwso(dz+ D" fllrg ,
oes (1.30)
[fTmny.p05 = llog (6z + 1) wso fll Ly

respectively. Let L% and LY with 1 < p < oo be the standard L? space over x € Q4 and
v € R3, respectively. Moreover, the norm || - || Lr(z2) is defined by

I gz = QLG g -
We also introduce the space L°L? endowed with the norm

HfHLgOLg = sup ”f(x”)HL% .
TEN 4
Furthermore, the space wa over 4 x R3 endows with the norm

1fla=( [ 17 v)Pdedz)?. (131)

QA xR3

If A = 0o, one simply denotes by

=10 = ([ [ 1@ 0Pduda)

One introduces the out normal vector n(0) = (0,0, —1) and n(A) = (0,0, 1) of the boundary
0Q 4. Define
Yy ={(z,v) € E;+n(x)-v > 0}.

We then define the space L% _ over (z,v) € ¥y as follows:

A1z = 1A, + 122 o (112 =/ £(0,0)2dv,
+ =9 o4 =9 +v3<0

(1.32)
1913, = [ AP,
=4 +v3>0
1.3.3. Energy functionals. We now introduce total energy functional as
E19) = E2(9) + E4o(9) + rer(9) + E5N(9) (1.33)
for 0 < A < oo and A € [0, 1], where the weighted Lg%, energy functional &; 4(g) is defined as
E2(9) = [[g]]A;mnw,Bﬂy (1.34)

the cross energy functional &4, (g) connecting the L7, and L2 estimates is defined as

1 m _1 3
Eho(9) = V2200 (67 + D)™ wgy g, 9glla + v 22q04 (0 + )" 21wpp,,0029]la, (1.35)
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the spatial-velocity indices iteration energy functional &%, (g) is expressed by
No—1 L
Efrex Z |0 + 1y~ PVRWei s (No—i) (Bt h)0914 (1.36)

and the weighted Lw,v energy functional 6027 )\(g) is represented by

1
5’{,&(9) =v1-— Alxe[o,%]||V2wB+B*n99||A
T . (1.37)
+ \/Xlxe[%,u (162 + 1) 2B Pwgp, 9glla + [v2Prwsyp, vglla) »

Here the constants n., £, 8, and Ny are given in (1.23), (1.24), (1.25) and (1.26), respectively.
We further introduce the source energy functional MAA(h) and the boundary source energy
functional #A(p) as follows:

'Q{)\A(h) = ‘Q{o‘g(h’) + 'Q{ro(h) + ‘Q{I[Iger(h) + %Ij{)\(h) )

¢ (1.38)
B(p) = PBoo(p) + Bero(p) + Breer () + Pa(p)
where
1 m
L) =V B A, s s Firo(h) = V722002 (62 + 1)V wpyp, 9hl|a,
No—1 L
ger(h) Z (6 +1)" “F VTR0 8 Ny (84 b0t A
(1.39)
3\ (h) :1)\6[0,%]|’V_§wﬂ+ﬁ*,v9hHA
1—v 1
+ Lyep gy (102 + D750 Pug. g, ohlla + ™2 PHwgis, ohlla)
and
m 1
Boo(p) =llos (A,)(6A + 1) wpoplLe,  Palp) = |||U3|2w5+5*,1990”L22A
_ 15 n
Pexol0) =llvs|200 (04 + D™ 2atwp s, 0¢ll2, » (1.40)
No—1 1-
Broex (0 Z sl (32 + 1)~ 5= P Wsip (o) (B, +h)0¥llE2

At the end, we define the following norm associated with the boundary source term f,(v) as
1 fllow = E°(" X (@) fo) + ("X (s fo) + A7°(" X (2) L f) (1.41)

where the functionals &7°(-) and 2/°(-) are introduced in (1.33) and (1.38), respectively
(taking A = oo and A = 1), and Y(z) is given in (1.52) below.

1.4. Main results.

1.4.1. Linear problem (KL). We now state the existence result on the Knudsen layer equation
(KL). Before doing this, we first display the parameters assumptions occurred in éa)f‘(g) (see
(1.33)) and @ (h), B(p) (see (1.38)) above.

Parameters Hypotheses (PH): For the parameters {~, a,,m,d, h, 0,1, 0, B, p, T, Ty, U, Uy }
we assume that

o 3<v<1,0<a <1,

m < m,, where m,, is defined in (1.27);
6, h, 9 > 0 are all sufficiently small, and [ > 1 is large enough;
0 < a < py, where p, > 0 is given in Lemma 2.6 below;
B> B+ 157 + max{0, —v}, where (3, is introduced in (1.25);
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o T T, > 0 satisfy
0< Ty <27, (1.42)
e p>0,u,u, €R3 with ug = u, 3 = 0.
We now state the first result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let the mized weight o(x,v) be given in (1.18). Assume that the parame-
ters {7y, as,m, 8, h, 0,1, 0, B, p, T, Ty, u, uyy } satisfy the hypotheses (PH), and the source terms
(S, fo) € ASS,,, defined in (1.16). We further assume that

(e S) < oo, || flln < o0, (1.43)

where o/>°(-) is defined in (1.38) with A = 0o, A\ =1, and || fp||m is given in (1.41). Then the
Knudsen layer equation (KL) admits a unique solution f(x,v) satisfying

&M f) < C(A™(€S) + || folln) (1.44)

for some constant C > 0.
2
Remark 1.1 (Exponential decay). Since o(z,v) > c¢(dx +1)3- for =3 <~y <1, one has
m 2
(b@loo(ehgf) > ”0'9? ((51’ + l)nywﬁ,ﬂehofHLgou > Cle%c(6m+l)37’y e%ﬁ|v|2 ]f(a:, ’U)‘

uniformly in (z,v) € Ry x R3. Together with the bound (1.44) in Theorem 1.1, the solution
f(z,v) to the problem (KL) enjoys the pointwise decay behavior

_2
|f($,’U)| 5 e—%c(&m—l—l)S*’Y e—%ﬁ|v|2 ) (145)

Remark 1.2 (Background temperature T vs boundary temperature T,). The assumption
(1.42), i.e., 0 < T\, < 2T, is such that the factor Mu®) i the diffusive operator D, expo-

VM (v)

nentially decays at |v| — 400. Indeed,

My (v) \/%T? 1 2 (uw—u)-(v—uw) [
NooR exp{ — 2Tw — )|V — | = 2T —

—(’)(exp{ (2Tw ﬁ)_]v — uwlz}) -0

as |v| — +oo under the assumption (1.42). This reasonable assumption is consistent with the
desired exponential decay (1.45) about the Mazwell reflection boundary condition f(0,v)|ys>0 =

(1 — ax) f(0, Rov) + a M“’(U fv <o(=v3)f(0,v NWM@AY + fo(v). In other words, %

should enjoy the same decay behamor of the quantity f(0,v)|vs>0 — (1 — ax) f(0, Rov) — fp(v).

Remark 1.3 (The index m < m,). One of novelties of our paper is to seek a so-called weak
macroscopic damping mechanism, which should sacrifice a small L>-norm with x-weighted

ny, =0 for
—3<vy<landm <0, n, >1 fory=1 are such that the factor (éx + 1) (L=m) 5= —ny is

1—
factor (6z + l)_(l_m)ﬁ_ny, see Lemma 2.3 below. The assumptions m < — 127,

integrable over x € Ry. The hypothesis m < —1 for —3 < v < 1 is such that (dz +1) =) <

m(1=7)
(0z +1) = =), which guarantees %A% [Kn()] < Sher() + é}‘?l(-) (see (4.21) below). This

mnequality is applzed to extend the connection auziliary equation (CA-eq) from A =0 to A =1,
see Lemma 4.1.

1.4.2. Application to monlinear problem. In this part, we will employ the linear theory con-
structed in Theorem 1.1 to investigate the following nonlinear problem

030, F =B(F,F)+H, z>0,v€eR3,

F(0,0)uy>0 = (1= @) PO, Rov) + aMauf0) [ (<) FO,0080+ Fi(e), (146

v5<0

lim F(z,v) =M(v).

T—+00
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Let
_ 7 7 I3
Then the problem (1.46) can be equivalently rewritten as

vadof + LF =T(f, f) +h, ©>0,0€R?,

f(ovv)|v3>0 = (1 - Oé*)f(o, ROU) + a*Dwf(O,U) + fb(v) > (148)
lim f(z,v) =0,

T—+00

where the nonlinear operator I'(f, f) is defined as
D(f, £) = BV, /). (1.49)

By the arguments in Appendix B of [19] and Appendix A.2 of [20], one knows that T'(f, f)
enjoy the same isotropic properties as Lf. Then the far-field condition lim,_, o f(z,v) =0
in (1.48) will be valid if (h, f,) € ASS,, defined in (1.16). More precisely, we can establish
the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let the mized weight o(x,v) be given in (1.18). Assume that the parame-
ters {7y, as,m, 8, h, 0,1, 0, B, p, T, Ty, u, uyy } satisfy the hypotheses (PH), and the source terms

(\/%, jg—ﬁ) € ASS,,, defined in (1.16). Then there is a small 9 > 0 such that if

¢ = A ) 4 | By < o (1.50)
then the nonlinear problem (1.46) admits a unique solution F(z,v) enjoying the bound
&M ) < O (1.51)

for some constant C' > 0, where the functionals &°(-) and </>°(-) are respectively defined in
(1.33) and (1.38) with A = oo, A = 1, and the norm || - ||, is given in (1.41).

1.5. Outline of existence of the solutions to the system (KL). We now sketch the
rough process of solving the Knudsen layer equation (KL).

First, we homogenize the Maxwell reflection boundary condition in (KL). Let T : Ry —
[0, 1] be a smooth monotone function satisfying

1 for 0<z<1
(x) = {O for z>2. (1.52)
Denote by
g(x,v) =f(2,v) = T(2)fy(v), (1.53)

h(z,v) =S(z,v) —v30, Y () fo(v) — T(2)Lfo(v) .
It is easy to see that
v30,9 + Lg=h.

Recall that fy(v) = 0 for v3 < 0, which means that f,(Rov)|ys>0 = 0. Then
9(0, Rov)|uvs>0 = f(0, Rov)|us>0 — Y(0) fo(Rov)|us>0 = f(0, Rov)us>0 -
Moreover,
9(0,0) 0350 = f(0,0)|v350 = T(0) f5(0)|vs>0 = (£(0,0) = fo(v)) o3>0,
where the fact T(0) = 1 has been used. It is further derived that
9(0,0) <0 = F(0,0)uy<0 = LO)f5(v") g0 = (0,00

which infers that
Dyg(0,v) = Dy f(0,0) .

As a result, g(x,v) satisfies the boundary condition
9(07 U)’v3>0 = (1 - a*)g(O, ROU) + a*Dwg(Oa ’U) :
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Observing that Y(x) = 0 for z > 2, one has limy_,4 o g(z,v) = limy_, 4o f(z,v) = 0. There-
fore, g(x,v) satisfies

v30,9 + Lg=h,
g(oa U)‘v3>0 = (1 - a*)g(07 ROU) + a*Dwg(Ov U) ’ (KLe)
xgl}-loo g(m, ?}) =0 ’

where h(z,v) is defined in (1.53). So, the goal of this paper is to prove the existence of (KLe).
Second, in order to prove the existence of (KLe), we consider the problem in a finite slab
with Maxwell reflection condition at z = 0 and incoming boundary condition at z = A.
Namely, for (z,v) € Q4 x R with Q4 = {2;0 < 2 < A},
0309+ Lg=h,
9(0,v)|ug>0 = (1 — as)g(0, Rov) + a.Diyg(0,v) (Ap-eq)
g(A7 U)’v3<0 = QDA(U) 9
where the assumptions on the function p4(v) will be clarified later. Here the boundary con-
dition at x = A is actually the incoming data. We will prove the solution of the approximate
problem (Ap-eq) converges to that of (KLe) as A — +o0.
Third, in order to construct the solutions to the approximate problem (Ap-eq), we consider

the following connection auxiliary problem (in short CA-eq) over (x,v) € Q4 x R3 with the
parameter \ € [0, 1]

v30,9 +v(v)g=AKg+h,
9(0,v) |30 = (1 — ax)g(0, Rov) + . Dywg(0, v) (CA-eq)
9(A,0)|uy<0 = pa(v).
We remark that the solution to (CA-eq) with the case A = 0 can be explicitly expressed by
Gi(h,pa)(z,v), v3>0,

g(z,v) = { G-(h,pa)(z,v), v3<0, (1.54)

ﬁh(:n,v), v3 =0,

where G_(h, pa)(z,v) and G4 (h,pa)(x,v) are defined in (4.4) and (4.5), respectively. The
detailed derivation of (1.54) can be found in Subsection 4.1 later. Then, by employing the
continuous extension argument, we will show that the existence to the family of (CA-eq) can
be extended from A =0 to A = 1.

1.6. Methodology and novelties. In this subsection, we methodologically sketch the proof
of the main results and illustrate the novelties of this paper. As shown in the previous
subsection, the core of current work is to derive the uniform estimates of the connection
auxiliary equation (CA-eq) associated with the parameters A € [0,1] and A > 1. The main
ideas are displayed as follows.

(I) Choice of the mixed weight o(z,v). The major part of the equation (KL) reads

v30, f + v(v)f = s.o.t. (some other terms) . (1.55)

For the hard sphere model v = 1, v3 and v(v) have the same order as |v] > 1, i.e. |v3] < v(v).
Roughly speaking, the z-decay can be expected from

O.f +cf =s.ot.,
which means that the expected z-decay is e~ “*. For example, for the hard sphere model
v = 1, there have been some related works as follows: Golse-Perthame-Sulem [6] proved
the exponential decay e~“* in the space L%(e“dx; L2((1 + |v|)%dv)) N L*>®(e“*dx; L?(dv)) for
specular reflection condition (a, = 0); Coron-Golse-Sulem [] verified the exponential decay
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e~ in L (e“*dx; L?(|vs|dv)) for general Maxwell reflection boundary condition (0 < a, < 1);

Huang-Wang [13] proved the exponential decay e~“* e~alvl® in L7, space for diffusive reflection

condition (o, = 1); Huang-Jiang-Wang [12] also shown the exponential decay e~¢*e~alvl®
in L%, space for specular reflection condition (a. = 0); He-Jiang-Wu [11] recently proved
cx ,—alv|?

the exponential decay e~ “e in Lg%, space for Maxwell reflection boundary condition
(0 < ax < 1). All of previous works have essentially used the fact |vz| < v(v) which only
holds for v = 1.

For the cases —3 <y < 1, |v3] < v(v)|vs|t™7. Note that (1.55) implies

V(U)x
Oy(e s " f) =s.o.t..

v(v)

This inspires us to introduce an (z,v)-mixed weight o(z,v) to deal with the power = ~x.

More precisely, (1.55) reduces to
0305 (" f) + (v(v) — hvso,)e f = s.0.t.

which inspires us to find a weight o(z,v) such that vso,(z,v) ~ v(v). As in Chen-Liu-Yang’s
work [3], the weight o(x,v) is introduced, which satisfies

lvg|oz(z,v) Sv(v),o(z,v) > c(dz + l)% yoz(zyv) S (dx+1) 377 .

The derivative o, of o actually balances the disparity of |vs| and v(v). We remark that the
work [3] investigated the Knudsen layer equation with the nondegenerate moving boundary
condition and hard potential collision kernel 0 < v < 1. Here we, similarly as in [3], design
the mixed weight o(x,v) in (1.18) to verify the exponential decays both z and v variables for
all cases =3 <y < 1and 0 < a, < 1. The o(x,v) in [3] merely dealt with the background
state (p,u,T) = (1,0,1). On the contrast, the mixed weight we introduced is to deal with the
general background state (p,u,T).

(IT) Weak macroscopic damping mechanism. It is well-known that the linearized
Boltzmann operator £ does not supply the coercivity structure in the null space Null(£), i.e.,
macroscopic damping effect. In the previous literature, various artificial damping quantities
are introduced to obtain the macroscopic coercivity, and then remove additional damping
quantities by proper ways. For example, in the works [4, 6, 11, 12, 13], the damping ef was
introduced to deal with the linear Knudsen layer equation for hard sphere collision case with
various boundary conditions. Then it is removed by taking ¢ — 0 via compact arguments.
Moreover, in the works [3, 24, 25, 26], the artificial damping —’yPOJr &1 f (v > 0) coming from
the eigenspace corresponding to positive eigenvalues of the linear operator Py&1 Py are applied
to deal with the incoming boundary conditions. In order to return the original equation,
a further assumption on the incoming data a(§) (the data a(£) vanishes in the eigenspace
corresponding to positive eigenvalues of the linear operator Py&1 Py, i.e., P0+ &1 Pya = 0) will
be imposed such that the artificial damping —’yPOJr &1 f vanishes by the Gronwall inequality
argument.

However, in this paper, we will NOT introduce an additional damping term. One of our
novelties in current work is to seek a week macroscopic damping mechanism in L?>-norm by
sacrificing a small L>®-norm and a small L?norm in Null* (£). More precisely, by rescaling
the equation (CA-eq) by using the factor e"?, (CA-eq) can be equivalently expressed by (3.2)
below, i.e.,

v30,9 — hogvsg +v(v)g — AKpg = h.
The term v(v)g — AKpg supplies the coercivity structure HV%Png,ﬂgHig in Null*(£). By
using the property of o(z,v), the term —ho,v3g implies the weak macroscopic damping A(dx+
1—
l)_ﬁ ||Pw5,1gg||%% by losing two small quantities h2 HV%Png,ggH%% and h[[g]]%;m’n%ﬁ_ﬁw (the
smallness comes from the small parameter i > 0). To be more precise, the weak macroscopic
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damping is constructed in Lemma 2.3 below, i.e.,
_l=y 1,1
/RS w,9(—hogv3g)dv > poh(8x + 1) 3 | Pwg ggll72 — Ch2 V2P wg 97,
—(1=m)i=>r _
—Ch(dx +1) (I1-m) 3= —n,y [[g]]i;mm—y,ﬁ—ﬁl,’ﬂ'

The factor (dz + 1) (1=m) 3=} —ny is such that the quantity [ps wﬁ o(—hogvsg)dv is integrable

over x € R, see Remark 1.3 above. We believe that the assumption Po &1 Pya = 0 on the
moving boundary problems in the works [3, 24, 25, 26] can be removed by employing the weak
macroscopic damping mechanism what we find.

(III) Nondissipative boundary condition. While multiplying the equation (KLe) by
g(z,v) and integrating the resultant equation over (z,v) € Ry x R3, one can obtain the
boundary L? energy

Epc = —/ v3]9(0,v)[>dv .
R3

If the boundary condition ¢(0,v)|ys>0 = Kg(0,v) is such that &g > 0, we call that the bound-
ary condition ¢(0,v)]ys>0 = Kg(0,v) is dissipative. Otherwise, we call that the corresponding
boundary is nondissipative. In this paper, we consider

Kg(0,v) = (1 — a4)g(0, Rov) + a*% (—v5)g(0,0")/M(v")dv’ .

To the best knowledge of the authors, all the known results of the boundary value problem
of Boltzmann equation studied the dissipative boundary case. For instance, Guo [%] studied
the Boltzmann equation in three dimensional bounded domain with in-flow, bounce-back,
specular reflection (o, = 0) and diffusive reflection (. = 1) boundary conditions associated

2

with the global Maxwellian M,,(v) = M(v) = e_%. We remark that the in-flow boundary
condition responds to the case L = 0 by homogenizing the boundary condition as the similar
operations as in Subsection 1.5 above. Li-Lu-Sun [18] investigated one dimensional half-space
linear steady Boltzmann equation with general dissipative boundary condition. Moreover, the
all hard sphere model v = 1 mentioned in Part (I) of this subsection studied the dissipative
Maxwell type boundary conditions.

We now consider the Maxwell reflection boundary condition (KLe) considered in our paper.
Actually, under the boundary condition in (KLe),

Epc :2a*(1—a*)[/ |v3|92(0,v)dv—/ |v3|\1‘//[—%g( ,v)dv/ |vs|g(0,v)/9N dv}
v3<0 v3<0 v3<0
cat [ fulg oo~ [ fulfao( [ fualo.0) V007,
v3<0 3<0 v3<0

V-

If a, = 0, Ego = 0, which means that the specular reflection boundary condition is dissipative.
If 0 < ae < 1, the fact Ego > 0 for any g(0,v) is equivalent to dissipative condition

[ tetgbde [ o <1 (156)
v3<0 v3<0

However, the general parameters (T, T, u,u,,) given in the hypotheses (PH) above do not
meet the dissipative condition (1.56). It is easy to check that (1.56) will hold by setting
T =T, and u = u,. In the works [1, 6, 8, 11, 13], the special case (1,T) = (ty, Ti) = (0, 1),
which subjected to the dissipative condition (1.56), was considered.

In our work, we focus on the general case WITHOUT the dissipative condition (1.56). The
nondissipation of &g comes from the integral form fvg <0 |v3]g(0,v)ro(v)dv for some exponen-
tial decay function to(v). In order to dominate the previous integral form, in the so-called
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nondissipative boundary lemma (see Lemma 3.2 below), we subtly construct a useful nondis-
sipative boundary inequality

| [v[10(0) g (0, v)dv| S TwaZb7 7 [V gol|a + 1/ 255 I (ax + by gyl 4 + -
v3<0

for any 7'*, a,b > 0 and 3> % By taking proper 7, a,b > 0 and 3 > % such that the coefficients

7.a2b1 and \/ (23 1) are both sufficiently small. Then the integral form | L <0 [v3]9(0, v)ro(v)dv
can be successfully dominated. As a result, the boundary energy Ego has a lower bound

Epo > [1— (1 — ay)?] / lus|g%(0,v)dv — a, x (some controllable quantities),
v3<0

see Boundary energy lemma, i.e., Lemma 3.3 below. We believe that our approach/ideas about

the nondissipative boundary condition can be applied to the general Boltzmann equation

theory.

(IV) Designing the uniform norms of (CA-eq). Now we illustrate the process of
deriving the uniform bounds of the problem (3.2) below (equivalently (CA-eq)). Due to the
complication of deriving the uniform bounds, the following sketch map will be initially drawn
for the sake of readers’ intuition (see Figure 1 below).

Based on the Figure 1, we now illustrate the main ideas. We mainly want to control the
weighted LZ°, quantity é" 4(gs). However, the operator K is not compact in the weighted

L7, spaces, Wthh fails to obtain a closed estimate in the LZ°, framework. By apply-

ing the property of K in Lemma 2.5, the quantity &2(g,) can be bounded by the norm

Hza/ax (6x + 1) wg 9gol Lo 12, see Lemma 3.4. In this step, the L2°, bounds for the operators
Y4, Z,U defined in (2.3)-(2. ) (2.5) are important, see Lemma 2. 2. By Lemma 3.5, the quan-

tity ||zar0 (0241)" w99 || Lo 12 is thereby dominated by &4 (go). Tt is actually the Sobolev
type interpolation in one dimensional space with different weights. Due to the structure of

the equation, the singular weight z_,(v) is unavoidable.

_m1=y)
By Lemma 3.6, the quantity &2 (gs) can be bounded by the norm ||(6z + )™ 26 v

W34, —m(1—~)/2,090|/ 4, Which can be further dominated by 4 (go), see (3.63). The main

goal of this step is to control the (z, v)-mixed polynomial type weight o2 (z,v) and the singular

2 (95). The (x,v)-mixed weight o, (z,v) can be controlled by z-
polynomial and |v|-polynomial weights. The difficult is to deal with the singular weight z_,(v)

associated with the operator K. Thanks to Lemma 2.6, the weight z_,(v) is successfully
removed, in which the key is to obtain the estimate h(v,) = [ps 22, (v)|v—10s |sz§ (v)dv < (14
[v,])7, see (8.65) below. Note that the quantity &2, (go) is considered in the L2 , framework.
The Nondissipative boundary lemma (Lemma 3.2) is therefore required to deal with the

weighted boundary energy as stated in Part (III) above.

weight z_,(v) involved in &2

_md-y)
In the norm ||(6z-+1)" ™ 2= V%wBJFBW_m(l_V)/QﬁgU |4, the power of the spatial polynomial

weight (6 + l)n”_% is too large to be controlled. We then develop a so-called spatial-
velocity indices iteration approach to overcome this difficulty. The ideas is to shift the spatial
polynomial weight to the velocity one in the L2 , framework. As in Lemma 3.7, together with
the Nondissipative boundary lemma, the followmg spatial-velocity indices iteration form are
found:

Va8, S (Wq_l Bytft + some controllable terms,

where 145, is defined in (3.54). This means that once an z-polynomial weight v/dx + [ is

reduced, a |v|-polynomial weight (1+ ]v])BVJF% will be increased. Based on the spatial-velocity
indices iteration form, we carefully design the iteration energy functional &%},. (g, ), which can

_m(l—x)
dominate the norm ||(6z 41)™~ 26— V%’wﬁ_,_g,y_m(l—-y)/ZﬁgcrHA' By Lemma 3.8, i, (g5) can
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1 1
02h2 <1
&2(90) = [9o]Asmony 5.0

| |
! 1 !
| 82h2E82(90) !
| e e e e e e e e e I
‘Lemma 3.4 +
o |
3 | 531736 (90) |
lzar02 (62 + 1) ws,990 || oo 12 | “Iter (Jo |
| |
‘Lemma 3.5 NDBL ]Lemma 3.9
1 1 1
) m 6365 (90) =62VI -1 1,IvZwsyp, 990114
E2u(90) = [VE 200 (62+1)" w5090 4 pela T
m 1 __l=
+H7/7%Z—a0'x? (6 + 1) z1wg,90290 || 4 +o2 \F)‘lxe[%vl] 0z +1) 2G=) Pwgip, 09004
6%l—% << 1 +5%\/X1>\€[%71]HV%'PLwlg+g*ypgaHA
NDBL‘Lemma 3.6
(3.74)
m(l1—5)
(52 +1)™ 2= /3
1 R e B
XWp4 8, —m(1—)/2,090] A 62[|(dz +1) 2V v2wpig, 090 4
3.63 .
(363) (3.73) / SVII + NDBL
md—y)

> No—1 ny— i1
Erer(95) =225 16z +1)7 2677 2v2wg g (v, iy, 11)090 14

SVII: Spatial-velocity indices iteration, see Lemma 3.7

NDBL: Nondissipative boundary lemma, see Lemma 3.2

—>: A < B + some known quantities
[C:’}%@ : D — C > ¢yD for some positive constant cg > 0, i.e., C' can be absorbed by D

FIGURE 1. Derivation of uniform bounds for the connection auxiliary equation
(CA-eq). Here we denote by g, = e"?g.

1—
be bounded by the quantity 5%H(5:17 + l)_2<117) l/%wBJrg*,ggoHA, where the factor 62 can be
taken sufficiently small.

1—
By (3.74), 52 |(6z+1)" =) V%wm_ghqggg |4 can be bounded by the quantity 52 (fz‘?)\(ga). To-
gether with the Nondissipative boundary lemma, § 2 (fz‘?)\ (9o ) can be controlled by & 2h2 EA (g )+

5212 A (9s), see Lemma 3.9. In this step, the weak macroscopic damping mechanism
in Lemma 2.3 is essential. At the end, by taking 52h% and 020"% both small enough,
5%71%6"0’2(90) + 5%1_56‘}’%“(90) can be absorbed by &2(gy) + &fier(go). Therefore, we ob-
tain the uniform a priori estimates for (CA-eq) in Lemma 3.1.

(V) Advantage of incoming data approximation. While investigating the problem
(KLe) over half-space = € (0,00), we will consider the approximate problem in a finite slab
x € (0,A). Then the boundary condition at x = A should be imposed. In the works
[11, 12, 13] about the hard sphere model (y = 1) with Maxwell reflection type boundary
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conditions, the specular reflection boundary condition g(A4,v)|y<0 = g(A4, Rav) at z = A
was imposed. Taking the work [12] (setting a. = 0) as an example, the auxiliary connection
problem (corresponding to the problem (CA-eq) in this work) became
30,9 +eg+v(v)g=AKg+h, 0 <z < AveR3, (L57)
g(oav)‘vg>0 = (1 - %)g(oa RO”)? g(Aav)‘U3<0 = (1 - %)Q(A, RAU) . .

In order to justify the existence of the above problem for the case A = 0, they had to apply
the following iterative approximate which was the boundary problem with incoming data:

30,9 +eg ™ +v(v)gt = h, 0<z < AveR?, (158)

gi+1(0,v)\1}3>0 = (1 - %)gi(O,Ro’U), gi+1(A7U)’v3<0 = (1 - %)gl(Av RAU)? .
for i = 0,1,2,---, where ¢g° = 0. They first passed limit i — +oo in (1.58) by compact
arguments to obtain the existence of (1.57) for the case A = 0. Then they took limits

n — 400 and € — 0 in (1.57). The works [11] and [13] had the similar treatments.

However, we employ the incoming data approximation at x = A, i.e., imposing the bound-
ary condition g(A,v)|ys<0 = @a(v), where p4(v) is any fixed function with (4 4) < oo
which means p4(v) — 0 as A — +o00. The rationality of the incoming data approximation
at © = A can be illustrated that the far field condition lim, ,;~ g(z,v) = 0 is closer to the
incoming data approximation g(A4,v)|ws<0 = wa(v) with ¢4(v) — 0 as A — +oo than the
specular reflection approximation g(A,v)|y,<o0 = ga(Ra,v). Actually, we will take ¢ 4(v) = 0.
But we still employ the general ¢ 4(v) which will be used to study the uniqueness of the
problem (KL). Moreover, the advantage of the incoming data approximation at x = A is to
simplify the proof process relative to the works [11, 12, 13]. In our approximation, the solution
to (CA-eq) with the case A = 0 can be explicitly expressed by (1.54). Furthermore, it also
obeys the estimate constructed in Lemma 3.1. This directly gives the existence of the problem
(CA-eq) with A = 0, where the limits process i — 400 and n — 400 in (1.57)-(1.58) are not
required. Additionally, the weak macroscopic damping mechanism constructed in Lemma 2.3
is such that the artificial damping g is not necessary, where we do not need to investigate
the limit & — 0 (removing the damping eg).

(VI) Existence of the equations (KLe) and (1.46). Based on the uniform a priori
estimates on the connection auxiliary problem (CA-eq) in Lemma 3.1, we first sketch the
proof of existence to the linear problem (KL) (equivalently (KLe)).

The first step is to prove the existence of the approximate problem (Ap-eq), i.e., (CA-eq)
with A = 1. The explicit expression (1.54) and Lemma 3.1 show us that the solution to
(CA-eq) with A = 0 exists and belongs to the space By defined in (4.6). By Lemma 3.1,
we then can extend the existence of (CA-eq) from A = 0 to A = % in the space By by the
contraction arguments. Moreover, Lemma 3.1 tells us that the solution to (CA-eq) with A = %
also belongs to the space B; given in (4.6). Based on Lemma 3.1, one can extend the existence
of (CA-eq) from \ = % to A = 1 in the space By by the contraction arguments. Then the
existence of the approximate problem (Ap-eq) holds, see Lemma 4.1.

The second step is to justify the existence of (KLe) by using Lemma 4.1. By taking p4(v) =
0 and assuming . (e""h) < oo, the solution g“(z,v) constructed in Lemma 4.1 obeys the
uniform-in-A bound & (e" g4) < @/ (e" h). Note that g# is defined on (x,v) € (0, A) x R3.
We extend g?(x,v) to (z,v) € Ry x R3 as g4 (z,v) = lxe(O,A)gA(:E,v), which, together the
bound of ¢4, is uniformly bounded in the space B". defined in (4.23). Moreover, we can prove
that §“(x,v) is a Cauchy sequence in B/ for any fixed #/ € (0,h). Then we can show that
the limit of §4(z,v) is the unique solution to (KLe). The result on Theorem 1.1 is thereby
obtained.

At the end, we focus on the nonlinear problem (1.46), which can be equivalently represented
by (1.48). The key point of studying the nonlinear problem is to obtain nonlinear estimate

AT (f,9) S E7(" )6 (M g)
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given in Lemma 5.1. Then by employing the linear theory constructed in Theorem 1.1, the
iterative scheme (5.3) is contraction under the small data assumption (1.50). Then the limit of
the iterative scheme (5.3) exactly solves the nonlinear problem (1.48). The result on Theorem
1.2 is therefore constructed.

1.7. Historical remarks. The known results on Knudsen layer equation with Maxwell type
boundary condition has been listed in Subsection 1.6 above, hence, [1, 6, 11, 12, 13], which
all considered the hard sphere model (v = 1). For the incoming data boundary conditions
with angular cutoff collisional kernel cases, there have been many results. The incoming
data involves two cases: fixed boundary and moving boundary. For the fixed boundary case,
Bardos-Caflisch-Nicolaenko [2] proved the exponential decay e~* in L (dx; L((1 + |v|)dv))
for hard sphere model v = 1, and Golse-Poupaud [7] then proved superalgebraic O(x~°°) in
L>®(dz; L*(Jvg|dv)) space for —2 < v < 1. The results on moving boundary case are listed
as follows. Coron-Golse-Sulem [1] studied the exponential decay e~* in L°°(e“*dx; L?(|vs +
u|dv)) space for v = 1, both degenerate and nondegenerate moving velocities. Ukai-Yang-Yu
[22] investigated the exponential decay e™“* in x and algebraic decay (1 + |v|)™# in v in L,
space for v = 1 and nondegenerate moving velocity. Then Golse [5] proved the same result
for the degenerate moving velocity as in [22]. Chen-Liu-Yang [3] justified the exponential

2
decay =" in x and algebraic decay (1 + |v|)~? in v in L7, space for 0 < v < 1 and
nondegenerate moving velocity. Wang-Yang-Yang [25] proved the same decay results of [3]
for —2 < v < 0 and nondegenerate moving velocity. Yang [27] verified the superalgebraic
decay O(z~>°) and O(|v|=*°) in L%, for —3 < v < 1, both degenerate and nondegenerate
moving velocities. There also were some nonlinear stability results on the Knudsen boundary
layer equation with incoming data, see [23, 24, 26]. We remark that there is no any result
about the Knudsen boundary layer problems with noncutoff angular for all types of boundary

conditions.

1.8. Organization of current paper. In the next section, we give some preliminaries will
be frequently used later. Section 3 aims at deriving the uniform estimates for the connection
auxiliary equation (CA-eq). In Section 4, the existence and uniqueness of the linear problem
(KL) is proved, i.e., Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we justify the existence and uniqueness of the

nonlinear problem (1.46), hence, Theorem 1.2. The L7, bounds for the operators Yy, Z, U are

studied in Section 6, i.e., proving Lemma 2.2. In Section 7, the weak macroscopic damping
mechanism is constructed, i.e., verifying Lemma 2.3. We finally study the properties of the
operator K, namely, to prove Lemma 2.4-2.5-2.6 in Section 8.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Properties of the (z,v)-mixed weights o(z,v). From the works [3, 24, 25, 26], the
weihgt o(z,v) admits the following properties.

Lemma 2.1. For —3 < v <1, some large constant [ > 0 and small constant § > 0, there are
some positive constants c,cy,co such that

o(2,v) > e(0x + 177 , |o(z,v) — o, 0] < cjo = = [o. —uf?],

0 < ¢; min {(533 + l)_g (14 v — u|)—1+'y} < oz, v) < eo(dz + l)_:l”:ijf < 621_:1”:7?/ )

loz(z,v)vs| < ev(v), |oge(z,v)v3] < doypv(v).

2.2. The operators Y4, Z and U. We introduce the functions

wa0) = [ [ ) — o)+ 42y,

Kn, () = nyIn #H , Bz, v) = K(z,v) + ki, (2) -

(2.1)
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Moreover, denote by
M, (v) = M(v)e 2hoO0) (2.2)

We then define the following linear operators

(1 - a*)ek(A,Rov)—F;(w,v)f(A7 RO'U)

M (v) Iy o2 (0)
+ov (—v3) &
ma(v) v O';T O,UI
Ya(f) = ¥ <0 (0 (2.3)

xeR(A’v/)_k(x’U)f(A, U/)\/del , ifwvg >0,

eFAVR@Y) £(A 4) | ifug <0,

and
A
(1— o) /0 e~ [Rl@v) =R ’ROU)]%f(:E/, Rov)dax’
A m
Z(f) = Mo(v) Jyy<0.Jo o7 (0./) (2.4)
xif(a:',U')\/img(v’)dx’dv', if v3 >0,
\ 0, if v3 < 0,
and
/ e_[k(x’”)_k(m,’””%f(:nl,v)d:z:/, if v3 >0,
Uf)=3 "4 (2.5)
—/ e~ [Fz.w)—F(z ’”)}%f(:z:',v)dznl, if v3 <0.

These operators will play an essential role in estimating the weighted LZ°, norms of the

Knudsen layer equations (KLe). More precisely, they obey the following estimates.

Lemma 2.2. Let -3 <y <1,1>1,m,eR, A>0,9 >0 andn, >0 be given in (1.23).
Then, for sufficiently small h,é6 > 0, there are some positive constant C > 0, independent of
[, 6, h and A, such that

(1) Ya(f) subjects to the estimate

1Ya()llLse, < CIIF(A)Lee s (2.6)
(2) Z(f) enjoys the bound

1Z(AlLge, < Clv™" Fllge, ; (2.7)
(3) U(f) obeys the bound

Iz, < Cllv™ fllrg, - (2.8)

The proof of Lemma 2.2 will be given in Section 6 later.

2.3. Weak macroscopic damping mechanism. It is well-known that the linearized Boltz-
mann operator £ does not support the coercivity structure of positive functions invariant, i.e.,
macroscopic damping effect. In the previous literature, various additional damping quantities
are introduced to obtain the macroscopic coercivity, and then remove additional damping
quantities by proper ways. However, in this paper, we will NOT introduce an additional
damping term. One of our novelties in current work is to seek a week macroscopic damping
mechanism in L?-norm by sacrificing a small L>-norm. More precisely, the result on the weak
macroscopic damping mechanism is stated as follows.
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Lemma 2.3. Let Il > 1 be sufficiently large, h > 0,9 > 0 be both small enough, & > 0,
B, €eR, m<0 and —3 <~ < 1. Then there are pg,C > 0 such that

1—
/3 w3 99(—hogvsg)dv >poh(6z + [)"5 /3 |Pwgs 9g|*dv
R R

—C’h%/ v(v)|Prwg pg|*dv (2.9)
R3

1—y

= Ch(oz + 1)~ TS T g, o
where ny, > 0 is given in (1.23).
The proof of Lemma 2.3 will be given in Section 7 later.
2.4. Properties of the operator K. In this subsection, the goal is to derive some useful

properties of the operator K defined in (1.8)-(1.9)-(1.10). It then is focused on the following
decay results of the operator K.

Lemma 2.4. Let -3 <~y <1, A>0,m,8 €R, A,9 > 0 with dg := i—T(ch—l—z?) > 0, where
c > 0 is given in Lemma 2.1. Then there is a constant C > 0, independent of A, h, such that

lo2? " K fll a5 < Cllod € fllamg s47-1,0 - (2.10)
where ny > 0 is given in (1.23), and the norm || - ||an, 5,9 is defined in (1.28).

The proof of Lemma 2.4 will be given in Subsection 8.1 later.
Next we prove the boundedness of the operator K from Ynfnmoﬁ(A)ﬂLgoL% toY " 49(A).
Here the operator K} is defined as

Kngo =€ K(eg,). (2.11)
More precisely, the following results hold.

Lemma 2.5. Let -3 <y<1,A>0, meR, 0<d < % and h,Y¥ > 0 sufficiently small.
Then for any 1 > 0, there is a Cy, > 0, independent of A, h, such that

[[V_lKﬁg]]A;m,nw,O,ﬁ <m [[g]]A;m,n%(],ﬂ + Cﬁl ”0’? (5$ + l)"Vza/w_wggHLgoL% . (212)
Here the weight zo is given in (1.21), and n, > 0 is given in (1.23)..

The proof of Lemma 2.5 will be given in Subsection 8.2 later.
Next we show the boundedness of the operator K, in the weighted L2 space. More precisely,
the following conclusions hold.

Lemma 2.6. Let -3 < v <1, m,8 € R and h,9 > 0 be sufficiently small. Define two
nonempty sets

S«/ = {bo ER|b0 <2,0<by < 1—’7,b0+’7+1 >0},

7; = {b1 ER|b1 <3,0<h; < 1—’7,b1+’7 >0}.
Denote by 1y := min{%,’%g, %, bl%} > 0 with bg € Sy and by € Ty. Let 0 < a < fuy.
Then there is a positive constant C > 0, independent of h, such that

1 m

/3 |V_%z_aafw5,19th(x,v)|2dv < C’/3 V2ol wgeg(z,v)|*dv. (2.13)
R R

The proof of Lemma 2.6 will be given in Subsection 8.3 later.
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3. UNIFORM ESTIMATES FOR THE CONNECTION AUXILIARY PROBLEM (CA-eq)

In this section, we mainly derive the a priori estimates for the connection auxiliary problem
(CA-eq), i.e
v30,9 +v(v)g=AKg+h,
9(0,v)|us>0 = (1 — ax)g(0, Rov) + . Duyg(0,v) ,
9(A,V)|us<0 = pa(v) .

uniformly in the parameters A € [0,1] and A > 1 on the functional & given in (1.33). It is
the core of the current work.

3.1. Statements of the uniform results. For any given A\ € [0,1], we define an operator
2 as follows:

L9 =309 +v(v)g— AKg=h,

9(0,)|us>0 = (1 — o) g(0, Rov) + a*\/— (—v5)g(0,v")/M(v)do’, (3.1)

g(Avv)‘v3<0 - (PA(U) .

For notation convenience, let g = %, !(h) be the solution to the problem (3.1). First, we
given the following a priori estimates for the operator .#; ! (h) uniformly in A € [0, 1].
Let g, = €'g. (3.1) can be equivalently expressed as

LYo = 030290 + [—hogvs + v (V)]ge — AKRgs = he

90 (0,0) |50 = (1 — ) 9o (0, Rov) + a*\/— ( v3)90(0,0") /Mg (v))dv",  (3.2)

Mo (v)
.gcr(Aa U)|1)3<0 = (;DA,U(U) ;
where Kj, is defined in (2.11), and 9, (v) is given in (2.2), i.e., My (v) = %. Note that

8;(;(0?(695 + 1) go) + Onii(z, v)(g?(ax + D)™ g,)
= % ()\Um% (5:17 + l)n'ytho + am% (5;1; + l)“’yho) ,

:=H(z,v)

which means
Oy [e’%(x’”)af (ox + l)"”gg(x,v)] = e’%(x’”)viH(:E,v). (3.3)

3

If v3 < 0, by integrating (3.3) from = to A, it follows that

am% (6x + 1) go(x,v)
) ) ™ A . (3.4)
_en(A,v)—n(:c,v)O,xz (A, 0)(6A+ D)™ paq(v) — / e~ [F(@v)—R(z'v)] v_lgH(x,7 U)dx/ '

If v3 > 0, integrating (3.3) from 0 to = and together with the specular reflection boundary
condition in (3.2), one has

m

o (6x +1)" gy (z,0)

— e (=, U)O_m (0, )ln«,‘gg( v) + / e~ [F(@v)—=R(z'v)] LH(JE/, U)d$/ .
0

v3

(3.5)

By the boundary conditions in (3.2), one has

0t (0.0)™ go (0, v)

—(1 — a)e ") 5.2 (0, Ryw)I™ g, (0, Rov)
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+ e F@v) Mul) —v Ufn = (0.0) ;B% 0,)1"™ g5 (0,0") /M, (v')dv . (3.6)
Ve (v) vh <0

Oy (0,1})
Here we have utilized the fact 0,(0, Ryv) = 0,(0,v) by (1.22). Note that (3.3) indicates
Ox [e’%(x’ROU)Jfgg(:E, Rov)(0z + )] = eF(@Fov) (Rolv)gH($’ Ryv). (3.7)

Due to (Rov)s = —v3 < 0, together with the boundary condition in (3.2), integrating (3.7)
from 0 to A implies

e/%(A,Rov)O_x% (A, RoU)(5A + l) YA, U(RO'U) — U:c (0 Rov)l “fgg(O, ROU)

A
= / ™' Fov) L H(z', Ryv)da’
0

—v3

which means that

m\§

e FE) 5 Z (0, Rov)l™ g, (0, Ryv)

:e/%(A,Rov)—/i(:c,v)O.m? (A, RQ’U)(5A + l)n’v (‘DA7O_(RO'U) (3.8)
A
+ /(; e—[fz(w,v)—n(m ,Rov)] %H(x/, R()'U)dx/

Furthermore, (3.4) shows that for v} < 0,

m
2

m A ! /
(0,0)I™ gy (0,0") = eFA) 52 (A0 (6A 4 1) pa o (V) — / efla'w )iH(x/,z/)dx'.
0

It thereby holds

m
m

_,ié(w,v) Mw(’U) ! 0;7(07,0) 2 \n ’ ; ,
‘ Vo (v) vg<0( U3)oz% (o,v’)am (0,0)1" g (0,") /M, (v/)dw

_ My(v) 0 Uzr%L( ) /%(Av) F(z,v) 5 A 5A—|—l ny /m d
\/W ( V3 )7(01}) O'x( 7U)( (PAJ v (39)

o) / / ,az(, e RO =RE L (2! o) |/, (o) dado
AV A U<0 0,0/

It is thus derived from collecting the equations (3.5), (3.6), (3.8) and (3.9) that for vz > 0,
J?(éx + 1) gy (z,v)
=(1 — )R AR —R@) 52 (A Rov)(0A + )™ a0 (Rov)

v3

A
(- a*)/ o~ F@) =R Rov)] L [7(o/ Rov)da!
0

m

Mw(v) o) a2 (0,v) R(AY)—R(z,v)

G (v 3 0% (0
X 0 (A, 0) (A + 1™ o o (v)) /D, () do!
ez / / %o e‘““’”*“ﬂc””’ﬂ%H(w',v’)de’dv’
<0 Y3

\/Dﬁa
+ / e~ [F(@v) =R (' v)] UISH(:E,v)dx'. (3.10)
0

Summarily, the equations (3.4) and (3.10) indicate that
am% (b +1)"gs :YA(am%(éx +0)Mpa0)
+ 200 (62 + )" Kigo + 0 f(0x+1)"hy)
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L U2 (62 + )™ Kngo + 022 (62 + 1) hy), (3.11)

where the operators Y4(-), Z(-) and U(-) are introduced in (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5), respectively.
Then we can establish the uniform a priori estimates for the problem (CA-eq) (or equiva-
lently (3.2)) in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (Uniform a priori estimates for (3.2)). Let —3 <y <1, n, > 0 given in (1.23),
m < —% <0 for =3<~vy<1andm <0 fory=1, X € [0,1], sufficiently small §, h,9 > 0,
large enough A,l1 > 1, integer B > max{0, —v} and 0 < a < p., where p, > 0 is given in
Lemma 2.6. Assume that the source term hy and the boundary source term pa o of the system
(3.2) satisfy

G (he), B(paes) < 0. (3.12)
Let go = go(z,v) be the solution to (3.2). Then there is a constant C > 0, independent of A,
A, h and §, such that g, obeying the following bounds:

&Mg0) < C(A (ho) + B(pa)) - (3.13)

Moreover, let go; = goi(x,v) be the solutions with respect to the source terms hy; (i = 1,2),
where .Q{/\A(hgi) < oo fori=1,2. Then goo — go1 satisfies

g)f‘ (902 - gal) < Cd)A\A(hJ2 - hal) . (314)
Here the functionals & (+), /() and B(-) are defined in (1.33) and (1.38).
The proof of Lemma 3.1 will be completed in Subsection 3.8 later.

3.2. Nondissipative boundary energy. In this paper, we consider the nondissipative Maxwell
reflection boundary condition as stated in Subsection 1.6 before. We now establish the fol-
lowing key lemma to deal with the nondissipative boundary condition.

Lemma 3.2 (Nondissipative boundary lemma). Let wo(v) ezponentially decay at |v| — +oo.
Assume that g, (x,v) is a solution to (3.2). Then for any T«,a,b >0 and 3 > %, one has

1 1 1 - 1
‘/ \vglm(v)ga(O,v)dv‘ < Criazb il golla+ Cy/ o= ll(az + b2 go|a
v <0 (3.15)

+C —al(’;;_%l) |(ax + b)3y_%thA + ‘ / w(v)v3pa,o(v)do
v3<0

for some constant C > 0 independent of T,a,b,3, A, A, kA, [.
Proof. Note that g, solves (3.2), i.e.,
832(”390) = [ho_wvii - V(U)]gcr + )\Kﬁgo + ho .

We multiply the above equation by the factor e ™ (@2+0)” " where the constants 7, a,b,p > 0
will be determined later. It thereby holds
O, (e—n (az+Db)P U?,gg)
= — prea(az + b)P~Le @@ g 4 [hopug — v(v)]e ™ (@810 g (3.16)

+ e T (am—l—b)ptho 4T (az+b)P hU )

We integrate the equation (3.16) over (z,v) € (0, A) x {v3 < 0}. Together with the boundary
condition g, (A, v)|v;<0 = ¥a,0(v), one has

- e_T*bp/ o (v)v3g, (0, v)dv
v3<0

A
= —pT*a/ / (az + b)P~ e ™ (@@ v (v) g g, (2, v)dvda
0 v3<0

=
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A
+ / / [hogvs — v(v)]e” ™ @@ v (1) g, (2, v)dvda
0 v3<0

:=2Ao
4 P
+)\/ / e @0 5 (1) Ky go (@, v)doda
0 v3<0
=23
A
+/ / e~ () 1 (0) by (22, v) dazdw —e_T*(“A+b)p/ (v)vgpae(v)dv, (3.17)
0 v3<0 v3<0
=2y =As

where the weight function w(v) is given in Lemma 3.2.
Step 1. Control of the quantity ;.
The Holder inequality implies that
A 1 1
il <pra [ G op e ([ b ([ o) e
0 v

3<0 v3<0

A 1
gC’pT*a(/ (aa:—|—b)2p_2e_27*(“m+b)pdx)§||V%90HA,
0

1
where we have utilized the fact ( fm <0 v! \v3\2m2(v)dv) 2 < (' owing to the exponential decay
of to(v) at |v| — +o0. A direct calculation shows

A
/ (ax+b)2p—2e—2'r*(a:c+b)pdl,
0

A
1 — A - L
:—0(2;—1) (ax + b)2p 16 27« (azx+b)P ‘0 + 22;;_21 /0 (ax + b)3p 26 2T*(ax+b)pdw.

Under the assumptions a,p, 7 > 0 and 2p — 1 < 0, one has

A
2p—2 —27x +b)P p2r—1 —T7xbP\2
/0 ((L’E + b) P e 4 (ax ) dfll' S m(e T ) .

Collecting the above estimates, one knows

1 1 _ 1
0] < Crap g () 3 gola

Step 2. Control of the quantity 2(s. It is derived from the Holder inequality that

A
2] < / (az + b) e~ (" ( / v hogvs — v(v) P (v)dv) 2
0 v3<0

1
<[ lar i) Pa) b,
v3<0
where the constant 3 > 0 is to be determined later. Lemma 2.1 indicates that |vs|o,(x,v) <

cv(v). Then
/ v Hho vz — v()[*r?(v)de < C vro?(v)dv < C
v3<0

v3<0
by using the exponential decay of ro(v) at |v| — +oo. It therefore holds

A 1
| <C / (az + b) e (e ( / (a2 + bYw2 go (i, v) *dv) 2 d
0 v3<0

A
<C( / (az + b)—%e—?ﬂ(aHb)de)%H(ax FbYr2gya.
0
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A straightforward computation shows

A
/ (am + b)—2ge—2n (ax-i—b)pdx
0

A
o _ A o o _
—a(2;,1—1) (az + b)'"%e 2T*(ax+b)p‘0 ——22311{/0 (ax + b)P~ 22 (az )" 44

BL=2 ( —rbP\2
<zm-oe ™)

under the assumptions a, p, 7s,3 > 0 and 253 — 1 > 0. As a result,

1-2; — T bP 1
%] < Oy () gl
Step 3. Control of the quantity 3. Following the similar arguments of || and

1
employing the fact (fv m2(v)dv) 2 < C, one has

3<0V

2] < O/ (7™ [ (0w + b)v 2 Kgol|a

under the assumptions a, p, 74,3 > 0 and 23 — 1 > 0. By employing Lemma 2.6 with a« = m =
1 1
B =19 =0, one obtains ||(ax 4+ b)’ v 2 Kpgs||a < C|(ax + b)iv2g,| 4. Consequently,
bl—2s — T« bP 1
2] < O/ () (ax + bfvig,la

Step 4. Control of the quantity 2. It infers from the similar arguments of |2(3| that
1-2 _
2] < Cyf o (7| (am + b2 hy | 4
under the assumptions a,p, 7,3 > 0 and 25 — 1 > 0.
Step 5. Control of the quantity 25. Note that

/ m(v)vgcpAJ(v)dv‘ .
v3<0
Observe that e~ ™(@A+DP+7b" < 1 for 7 a,b,p > 0. Then
|205] < e_T*bp‘/ m(v)v3¢A7U(v)dv‘ .
v3<0

Collecting the all above estimates on |2(;| (1 < ¢ < 5) and the all assumptions on 7y, a, b, p, 3,
one obtains

’Q[E)’ — e—nb”e—n (aA+b)P 4T, bP

‘/1)3<0m(v)v390(0,v)dv‘ SCT*pa’zlb = ||]/2go_HA +C a(23 1 [(az + bYv gyl

1-2
+C al()% 31 [(az + b)iv~2hy HA—F‘/ (v)vgpae(v)do
v3<0
with the assumptlons a,b,p,T,3>0,2p—1 < 0 and 23 — 1 > 0. For any fixed 7,,a,b > 0
and 3 > 2, we take p = %. Then one has T*p“jlb 5 = T*“;/bi 4. The inequality (3.15) thus
holds. Consequently, the proof of Lemma 3.2 is finished. O

Based on the Nondissipative boundary lemma (Lemma 3.2) above, we will deal with the
boundary energy with the form — [ps v3w,.(v)g2(0,v)dv, where the weight wy(v) is to be
determined later.

Lemma 3.3 (Boundary energy lemma). Let 1 > 1, A >0, 6 > 0. Assume that (1.42) holds,
i.e., 0 < Ty < 2T. We further assume that the weight w,(v) satisfies

Wi (Rov) = we(v), 0 <wi(v) S 8z ~ar)lo—ul? , (3.18)
and the small h > 0 is such that
ehO’(Oﬂ)) 5 eCT,Twlv_u‘Q . (3.19)
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where Cpp,, = min{gx, g(ﬁ — 77)} > 0. Let go(z,v) be a solution to (3.2). Then

—Z2A/ v3ws (v)g2(0,v)dv >[1 — (1 — a*)2]12A/ |lug|ws (v)g2 (0, v)dv
R3 v3<0
— Coad (|| (5 + l)AV%gaHi + ||(6x + l)AV_%hJHE‘) (3.20)
— Coaullus|2 (54 + D e}z
Db
for some constant Cy > 0 independent of 1,9, A, \.

Proof. Observe that the solution g, (x,v) satisfies the boundary condition
90(0,0)[v3>0 = (1 — )95 (0, Rov) + v ﬁ) (—3)g0 (0, ) /Do (v') v
> Mo (v) v5<0 ’
where 9, is defined in (2.2). It then follows from a direct calculation that
- Z2A/ V3w (v)g2 (0, v)dv
R3
[ Juafu (0)g2 (0.0~ Y [ Juglun (o) (0, )
v3<0 v3>0
1= = [l 052 0,0 (3.21)
v3<0

2
22 [ o)t do( [ fenlgn(0,0) VI [0} o)
v3<0 v3<0
20, (1= )P [ () S, (0,000 [ Junlgn (0,0)v/, ()
¥ v3<0 ’

v3<0

where we have utilized the facts

/ ol (0)g2 (0, Rov)dv = / s e, (v)g2 (0, v)dv.,
v3>0

v3<0

My (v) Muw(v)
vg|wsy (v C,O,Rvdv—/ vg|wy (v +(0,v)dv,
/1)3>0 | 3| ( ) /—g ( 0 ) 15 <0 | 3| ( ) /—5)3?0 g ( )

v 2 v
/ |v3|w*(v)%jgvgdv :/ |v3|w*(v)%jgvgdv.
v3>0 v3<0

It is easy to see that

v us o -
el VI (A o () (0 ) el

<Cexp{— (2Tw - T)’U - u‘ }
Together with the assumptions (3.18)-(3.19) and the definition of 9, (v) in (2.2), one obtains

wi (v) 2 < Coxp{—(g7; — 7p)lv —ul*},

VMs(v) —
ME(W)  Goxpl—5(L1 _ L\y — ul?
w*(”)gmg(v) < Cexp{ 8(2Tw 4T)|U ul“},
My (v) < Cexp{—grlv —u*},

who all exponentially decay at |v| — +oo under the assumption 0 < T,, < 27

We now take w(v) = /My (v) or wy (v)\;/[mwi(—l())w in Lemma 3.2. Then the inequality (3.15)

tells us

i / sl (1) (0. )|
v3<0
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<OTa?b 1M [vagolla + O\ 1 (az + b)v2 o

+C (23 n ZAH(ax + b)éy—EhJHA + ‘IA/ w(v)v3pa o (v)do (3.22)

v3<0

foranya,a,b>0and5>%. Wetakeazé,b:landz:%+%. Then

1 112 1,12 1
LS (0 + D)t gl a =L |13 5 (8 + 13 B g, 52
s .
<0z + ) A gsla
and similarly,
1 1
VM ez + )2 hol|a < L0 + D v Eh 4 (3:24)
We further take 7, = 2l 2. It thereby follows that
1 1 1 1 1
reazb i M 2 golla = LIt vEgolla < JlI(6z + D vz gs||a (3.25)
Moreover, the Holder inequality implies
1
[ w(peas(eide] < ClleaffGA+ D paclsz, (3.26)
v3<0 -

for ro(v) = /M, (v) or w(v) va)) From substituting the bounds (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and
(3.26) into (3.22), one has

\zA/U . o3lr(0)g (0. )|

_1 AL _1 A 1 1 A (3.27)
<CU72[|(6x + 1) v2gs|la + CU72[|(6x + 1) v Zhe|la + C|vs|2(6A + 1) pacllr2
Db
for w(v) = /M, (v) or w*(v)\}/]mwii—ig)). Furthermore, one has
M (v) —uf?
|v3|w*(v)9ﬁa(v) dv < C exp{— (sz )|v ul“}dv < C'. (3.28)
v3<0 v3<0
As a consequence, the equality (3.21) and the bounds (3.27)-(3.28) conclude the estimate
(3.20). The proof of Lemma 3.3 is therefore completed. O

3.3. Weighted L2°
trolling the norm HgoﬂAmn7,60 with respect to the space Y.*° ot ﬁﬁ(A). Moreover, we will
also investigate the continuous dependence of g, with respect to the source term h,. Set
Joi = f)\_%(hai) (i =1,2) for 0 < A < 1 and sufficiently small A > 0. Then the difference
Ags = go2 — go1 Subjects to

v30:(Agy) + [—hozvs + v(V)](Ags) — AKR(Ags) = Dby,
(40,20 = (1 =) (500) 0, Ror) xR [ (-2f) (0000

(AgU)(Ay U) |v3<0 =0 )

v estimates in Y° 5 o(A) space. In this subsection, we aim at con-

(3.29)
where Ahy := hgg — hot.
More precisely, the following lemma holds.
Lemma 3.4. Let -3 <~v<1,meR, A>1,0< %—,uy<a’<%, ny, > 0 given in (1.23)
and the integer f > max{0, —v}, where the constant ji, > 0 is given in Lemma 2.6. Then for
sufficiently small ¥, h > 0, there is a constant C > 0, independent of A, A and h, such that

éaoé(ga) + Hga]]m,ny,ﬁ,ﬁ,z < CHZQ’US? (6z + l)nvwﬁ,ﬂgJHLg’L% + C('Q{oé(ha) + f%m(‘PA,U)) )
(3.30)
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where the functionals EA(-), H2(-) and Buso(-) are defined in (1.34), (1.39) and (1.40), re-
spectively. Moreover, Agy(x,v) satisfying (3.29) enjoys the bound

EL(890) + [Bgollmm, 502 < Cllzwod (62 + )™ ws 9000l rers + CAi(Bhg) . (3:31)
Proof. By Lemma 2.2, the equation (3.11) shows
[9:]A:mmy 80 + [9olmmn, 50,5
=llo (82 + )™ ws o901z, + llod (5 + )™ wg 0]l
<Jlwg.sVa(oR (GA+1)"0a0)l 1z,

+ Z |ws9ENo? (6x + 1)V Kpgy + 0 (6 + l)“7h0)||Lg?v
Ee{z,U}
S'@OO((F’A,U) + C”V_l()‘o':c?Kﬁga + Uﬂ?ha)HA;n%B,ﬂ (332)
S%M(SDA,U) + C([[V_lthcr]]A;m,n—y,B,ﬁ + «Q{oé(ho)) .
By Lemma 2.4, one has [[V_lthU]]A;mm%gﬂg < ClgolAimpn, ,p—1,9- 1t therefore infers that
[[ga]]A;m,n%B,ﬂ + [[ga]]m,n«,,ﬁ,ﬁ,E < C[[QU]]A;m,n«,,ﬁ—l,ﬁ + Cﬂojg(ha) + r@oo(cpA,a) .
Inductively, for any given integer 8 > max{0, —v}, it follows that
[[ga]]A;m,n«,,B,ﬂ + [[ga]]m,nmﬁ,ﬂ,ﬁ < C[[QJ]]A;m,nW,O,ﬂ + C(Moé(ha) + ’@OO(()DA,U)) ; (333)

where we have utilized [[V_lho]]A;mm.Wiﬁ < C[[V_th]]A;mm,y’gﬁ for 0 < < 8.
It remains to dominate the quantity [gs] Asmong,0,9- Together with (3.11), the similar argu-
ments in (3.32) indicate that

[95] 4;m,ny,00 + [9o]mn, 00,5
<Clv " Kigol amm, 00 + C ([ hol aimn, 0,0 + ||0’w%(147 VOA+ )" woppaclLe) -
Lemmas 2.5 show that
v ' Kigol aimon, 0.0 < mIgo]aimmn, .00 + Cnyll2ar ol (6 + D)™ w_y 090 oo 12
for any small 7y > 0. Taking n; > 0 such that C'n; < %, it follows that
(901 A:m.ny.0.0 + [96]mny 00,5
<Clewas? (03 + 1) w5 990\ 2 12 + C (T (ho) + Bocl04,0)

for integer § > max{0, —y} and —3 < v < 1. Then (3.33) and (3.34) imply the bound (3.30)
for integer 5 > max{0,—v}, -3 <y<1,0< % — iy < < % and sufficiently small ¢, 2 > 0.

By the virtue of the similar arguments in (3.30), Ag, subjecting to the equation (3.29)
satisfies the bound (3.31). Then the proof of Lemma 3.4 is finished. O

(3.34)

3.4. Estimate for L°L? norm with weight z, 07 (6z + )™ wgs y. In this subsection, we

will control the norm Hza/@? (6x + 1) wp 9gol oo 12 appeared in the right hand side of (3.30),
Lemma 3.4. More precisely, the follow lemma holds.

Lemma 3.5. Let -3 <y <1, meR, A>1,0<h9 <1, n >0 given in (1.23), the
integer § > max{0, —y} and o = % — o, where o is given in Lemma 3.4. Then there is a

constant C > 0, independent of A, A and h, such that
|z (62 + 0™ wpogallisers < CELA4(g0)., (3.35)
where the functional £4.(+) is given in (1.35). Moreover, one similarly has

cro

r

learos® (02 + 1) wp o890 | 1212 < CEGo(L05) - (3.36)
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Proof. Denote by
() = /RS \zarax%(éx + l)"”wgﬂggg(x,U)]zdv,(ﬁ(a;,fu) = a%]za/ax%(éx + l)"”wgﬂgggﬁ(a;,v).
Then for any =,y € Qa,
ote) o) = [ [ ot v)nas’ (3.37)

We claim that B
Iy, < CELo(90) - (3.38)
Indeed, a direct computation yields

A . m
HQSHL; ) SQ/ /3 lo? (0x + l)““/Zo/wﬁ,ﬁgA o (0x + l)“wza/w57gamgg|dvdx
’ 0 R

—T1.,

A
m m_q
+ m/ lod (0 + 1) zpws 990! - |07 Ozzza (02 + 1)V wgs ygs|dvde
0o Jr3

—T.,

A m m
+ 5117/ , 02 (62 + D)™ 205 990 - |02 (07 + )™ 20rwp 990 |dvda . (3.39)
o Jr

=TT,

By the virtue of |z10,,| < |v30.42| < dv(v)o, derived from Lemma 2.1, we have

A
MLy S&\m!/ / v(v)ol(x,v)(0x +l)znvzga/_lw%ﬂ(v)gg(a;,v)dvdx
0 R3 ’ (340)
=8lmlllvz-a0 (0 + 1) wsa90]3

where the fact zoq/_1 = 2_9q = 22, With a = % — o has been used. For the quantity T,

one has
Mg = 51‘1«,”75(!17,’0)1/%2_&0? (6 4+ D)™ ws.995 4 ,
v 2z, ()
(62+1) 2 (1+[v])#
in (1.21) tell us that zq4q/(v) < 1. The definition of 3, in (1.24) gives

t(x,v) < C uniformly in (z,v). It thereby holds

1

where t(z,v) = . The relation o + o/ = 5 and the definition of 21 (v) given

1
2
(lﬁw < C. Then
Mg < 051‘1«/‘|I/%Z_a0;? (6 4+ 1) ws 99014 - (3.41)

Furthermore, the relation z9,/_1 = z%a also implies

A m m
M, :2/ ; ]V%z_aaf (0z + 1) wg 9gs] - \V_%z_aaf (0z + 1) zwp 90y gr |dvda
0o Jr

1 m _1 m 42
<200 (52 4+ ) ws.oge 4l 2oaod (62 + 1™ 2105905901 A (342)

m 1 m
<[v2z a0 (52 + D)™ wg o003 + (V722002 (52 + 1™ 21w 90go |

By using wg 9 < wgy 4,9, one can conclude the claim (3.38) from (3.39)-(3.40)-(3.41)-(3.42).

Since the claim (3.38) holds with the finite value in the right hand side of (3.38), the relation
(3.37) tells us that ¢ € C(Q4). Let My = max,cq, ¢(x) > 0 and my = min g, ¢(x) > 0.
Then there are two points xs, T, € 4 such that

0< My —my = dlay) — dlam) = / N /]R ¢z, v)dvdz < [0l , -



KNUDSEN LAYER EQUATION 27
If My > 3my, one has My < 2Mgy + ||¢||11 , which means that

My < 3l|¢llLs, - (3.43)

If My < %m¢, one has
M 3 < 3 dr = 3 —% % %L 5 ™ 2
6 <3mgy < 31 p(x)de = x|V 22020 V2 2_q0 (02 + 1) we 990 |2
0 (3.44)

1 m
<C|lv2z_qos (0x + l)nwwﬁ—irﬁmﬂga”i )

where the last inequality is derived from A=' < 1 for A > 1 and V_%zaza/wg,ﬂ < Cwgyp,9-

We remark that the index /3, given in (1.24) is required here. Consequently, (3.38), (3.43)
and (3.44) indicate that

120057 (62 + 1) wp.090 | g2 = M2 < O6o(90)-

Namely, the bound (3.35). Furthermore, the estimate of the bound (3.36) is similar to that
of (3.35). Thus the proof of Lemma 3.5 is completed. O

3.5. Estimate for L2 , with weight vig? (0x+1)"z_qwgyg, 9. In this subsection, we will
dominate the quantity &4,(g,) = HV_%z_aag?(éx + l)“721w5+5%198xgaHA—i—HV%z_aag?(&v +
)™ wgy s, 990/ 4 in the right hand side of (3.35).

Lemma 3.6. Let -3 <7< 1,0< a0, <1, m<0, A>1,0<hd <1, the integer
B > max{0, —v}, ny, > 0 given in (1.23) and o = % — o, where o is given in Lemma 3./.
Moreover, 1 > 1y for some constant lyg > 1 independent of A, \,d,h. Then there is a constant
C > 0, independent of A, \, 0 and h, such that

1
(1= (1= ) lllval?o? (0 + )™ 2-awssp, 00072,
+

+ sl 20 (64 + 1) z-awpis, vaollzz | +60(00)) (3.45)
=4
ny—mO= 1 A )
<C||(0x + 1) "7 v2ws s (12090 % + Clre (ho))* + ClBero(pa0))?
where the functionals &A,(+), A (-) and Bero(-) are introduced in (1.35), (1.39) and (1.40),

cro cro

respectively. Similarly, there holds

1
(1= (1= a)llus|208 (52 + 1) 2-awpis, 0006 I3
+

1 m
+llesl3od (GA+ DM zawses, 0danlle + 65 (000 (3.46)
s

n,Y_M 1 2 A
<C|| 6z + 1) 726 vIwg g _p(1—) /2,0 090 1% + Clddee(he )] .

Proof. For 0 < o < iy with g, > 0 given in Lemma 2.6, multiplying (3.2) by o7'(dz +
[)2m 22 w%_wﬂ/ 990 and integrating by parts over (z,v) € 24 x R3, one has

Jf (Rv322 ol (6z + 1) "”wBJrB ﬁgg)dvda:
Q4 xR3

—1 ff mugz? oo™ (6 + Z)Q“Vw%Jrgmﬁggdvdx
QAXR3

ff snyvzz2 o (6x + 1)2“7_1w%+6w99§dvdx
Q4 xR3

+ jf [—howvs + ()]0 0z + 1)* 2% Jwh, 5. ggaduda
Q4 xR3
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- ff Khgy - o' (0 + l)2nwzzaw%+5%ﬁg§dvdx
QA xR3

ff hy - o' (6 + l)2“7z3aw%+ﬁwﬁg(2,dvda:.
Q4 xR3
Notice that by Lemma 2.1,
jj [—ho,vs + v(v)]o™ (6x + 1)*™ zzaw%JrB%ﬁggdvdx
QaxR3 (347)
1 m
> VA z_ao? (2 + D)™ wsrs, 090
where ¢ =1 — ch > 0 for suﬂiciently small A > 0. Observe that

fj (Rvg22 o (6x +1) “Wwﬁﬂg ﬂga)dvdx
QAXR3

=1 /R3 v322 o™(6A + l)2“7w%+5%ﬁg§(A, v)dv

— L /RB 1)323(10?(0,'U)w%_i_gwﬂ(’l))gg(o,'l))d’l).

By the boundary conditions in (3.2), it infers that
SA+1)* w3 2(A,v)d
/R3 v322 o' (0A +1)? Wi g 995 (A, v)dv

= / v322 (O (BA + )P wd 5 595 (A, v)dv + / 0322 0 (FA + D)™ wh g yg5(A,v)dv
v3>0

v3<0

- / Josle2 a0 6A + 105, 002 (A, 0) o
v3>
- / e R T WURDLE
v3<

1 z 1 m
=l[vs]2 200 (GA+ ) wsis, 00513 — Nusl? z—a0d (BA + D™ wses, soacls
=4 A

Moreover, we choose A = 2n, and w,(v) = 22 m(O,v)w%_w%ﬂ(v) in Lemma 3.3. Then

—(XUSC

estimate (3.20) thereby reduces to
- 12“”’/ vgzzaa;”(O,v)w%Jrﬁwﬂ(v)gg(O,v)dv
R3

2= (= [ ol o 0 0)uh g, o0)g2 0, 0)d0

v3<0
— Coaad ™ (1(9 + )™ v2 go 1% + 152 4+ ™02 ho[%) — Coalllval2 GA + 1) oa2
27

Observe that 1 < \/Clz_aafu}@rﬁ%ﬂ for some universal constant C7 > 0. As a result, one
has

jj (3v322 ol (0x + l)2n7w%+6wﬂg§)dvdx
Q4 xR3

1 m
251 = (1= @)l [[Jvs]? 200 ws4, 090 1I72,
+

1 m
+ %H‘Ui’»‘iz—aaf (0A + l)nwwﬁ+ﬁmﬂga”2LQA
3
+

m 1
- %C’OC’la*l_IH(&E + )Mz g0 w5+5%1w§go||124 (3.48)
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_ n _1
— 3CoC1ad |62 + D)™ 200 wpyp, 9v 2 hol%

1 m
= 51+ CoCrow)les[22-a0s (64 + 1) wsi, 0040l 72 |

By Lemma 2.1, |v30,,| < doyv(v). Then it holds

l\DI»—A

Jf mu3z? Opeo™ 0z 4 1) ”wBJrB ﬁggdfudaz!
Q4 xR3

1 m
<O8||v32_a0d (62 + D™ wsis, 003 < SV 200 (02 + 1) wpi s, 200113
where § > 0 is taken small enough such that C§ < 7&. Note that |v3| < |v| < Cv(v) for v = 1,
and n, = 0 for —3 <~y < 1. We then obtain
ff onyvzz2 o (6x + 1)2“7_1w%+6w993dvdx|
QqxR3

1 m
<CO|v2z_qoi (0o +1)" "wetg, 09014 < Lllviz_qod 0z + l)“”wﬂwmgalli

for —3 <y <1, where > 0 is taken small enough such that C'6 < {%. Moreover, the Holder
inequality shows

ff hy - o' (dx + l)Z“szaw%Jrﬁwﬁggdvd:d
Q4 xR3
1 m _1 z
S%”VEZ—aUIZ (0z + l)“”wﬁwmga\\i +Clv 22 04 (0 + l)n7w5+ﬁw,ﬂh0|’?4 )

and

J Krgo - 03" (0 + l)2mzzaw%+ﬁmﬁggdvdx|
Q4 xR3

1 n 1 m
<G |v2zaod (6 + 1) wpip, 990 + Cllv 222008 (52 + D)™ wgs g, 9 Kngol% -

We thereby establish
1
(1= (= a)llvslzod (02 + 1™ 2-awpis, 09075

1 1 m
+ llosl 200 (OA+ )" z-awpss, 092, + 122002 (02 + 1) wps5, 094
+

<Clv 22 a0d (03 + 1) ws g, 0 Kngols + Clerdo(ho)? + ClBexo(pao)lP . (3.49)

Lemma 2.6 show that for 0 < o < p1y and =3 <y <1,

Iz 2z_aax (0x 4+ 1) wgy g, 9 Kngo |4 < ”1/20';,; (0x + 1) wgyg,, 990114 - (3.50)

It follow from Lemma 2.1 that

(1 v)

m m(1—
oi (z,v) Smax{(éz +1) G- 7 (L4 o —ul)” }
(1 )

S0z +1) E= (1+jv—ul)”

for m < 0. It thereby infers

1 om _ml=-v) 1
202 (62 4+ )™ wpi,090lla S 0z + 1) 2 v2wsi g _m1—r)/2,090 4 -
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As a result, after taking large [ > 1 such that CoCla*l I> %ch in (3.48), one has
11— an)lllesl?o (5 + D™ z—aws+p,090I72,
P
+
1 m 1 m
+ ||[vz]2 022 (6A + l)"”’z_awg.kg%ﬁggH%zA +[lv2z_qod (52 4+ D)™ wss s, 9904 (3.51)
b))
4
= 2 A 2
<C||(6z + 1) 72 2wy g (- /2,090 14 + Cldino(ho)* + ClBero(9a,0)]
for m < 0 and 0 < a < p1y. Here the constant C' > 0 is independent of A, h and A.
Recalling (3.2), one has 0,9, = —[—ho, + Vég)]go + Av—nghgg + v_lghov which means

1 m
V™22 q07 (0x + 1) 21ws41 8,90 90|
1 m
<C(hw'zi0, + %)W?z_aaf (0x 4+ 1) wpy 4,990 |

+ClghvT 2093 (6x +1)™ 2 qwpyp,, 9 Kngo| + Clihv™ 20’90 (0x + 1) 2_qwpi g, 9ho! -

Observe that |f)—2| <1, and o, < c"jz()g‘) by Lemma 2.1, which imply hv~—'zi0, + ﬁ <ch+1.
It therefore follows that

1 m 1 5
v 2z_q0 (0x + l)n”z1w6+6~/7196m90||?4 < Cllv2z_pos (62 + l)"”w/wwgo”i
_1 =
+Cllv 207 (0 + D)™ 2_qwpi s, 0 Kngo i + Clite (ho)].

Lemma 2.6 reads that [ps ]V_%afz_awmgmﬁl{hggﬁdv < C Js \V%z_aafwmg%ﬁgaﬁdv.
Then, together with (3.51), one has

_1 m
v 2z_q0 (0x + l)"”z1w5+577196$go||?4
1 m 1 m
<C|v2z_aqod (62 + 1) waig, 99013 + Cllv 202 (52 + 1) 2_qwpi g, whollh (3.52)

_ml-y) 1
<Oz + D)7 v2wgy g, m1-)/2,090 4 + Clize(ho)]* + ClBero (94,0

Then the bounds (3.51) and (3.52) conclude the estimate (3.45).

Furthermore, as the similar arguments in (3.51) and (3.52), one can easily knows that Ag,
obeying the equation (3.29) satisfies the bound (3.46). Consequently, the proof of Lemma 3.6
is completed. O

3.6. Spatial-velocity indices iteration approach. In this subsection, the majority is to

_md-y)
control the norm [|(dz+1)" ™ 2637 y%wBJrﬁ7 —m(1=)/2, 990 % in the right-hand side of (3.45) by
developing a so-called spatial-velocity indices ztemtwn approach. We remark that the power

m(l—y)
of spatial polynomial weight (6x 4 1)"~ 26-%) is actually too large to be dominated. In fact,
we will assume

{m<—%,n7:0, for —3<vy<1, (3.53)

m<0,n,>1, fory=1,

which is such that the power n, — % is large. In order to control the large power of

the spatial polynomial weight, we will develop the so-called spatial-velocity indices iteration
approach, the key of which is to shift the spatial polynomial weight to the velocity one.
For any a,b € R, we define the spatial-velocity indices functions as

a 1
Yap =02 +1)2v2wp 9905

a _1 1 a 3.54
o =62 + D3~ S wnoha |+ feal3 0A + 1) EuwnopaolZs (354
27

Here a is the spatial polynomial weighted index, and b stands for the velocity polynomial
weighed index.
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First, we establish the following spatial-velocity indices iteration lemma.

Lemma 3.7 (Spatial-velocity indices iteration form). Let =3 <y <1,0 < a, <1, B4,q € R,
A>1,0< <1 and sufficiently small h,¥ > 0. There are constants ly > 1 and C > 0,
independent of A, A\, 0 and h, such that if | > ly, then

¢qﬁu < Céwq_l,ﬁﬁ_;.gw_;.% + quﬁu + Ca*1q<0(l_1¢0,0 + y0,0) s (3.55)
where B is given in (1.24).

Proof. From multiplying (3.2) by (dx + l)qw% 990 it follows that

ff Svs(0 —I-l)qwﬁﬁ 992)dvdz — 1q0 ff vg(dx + )3 wg sg-dvdz

QAXRS QAXRS

+ jj [—hogvs + v(v)]|(dz + l)qw%wggdvdx (3.56)
Q4 xR3

=)\ ff Kigo - (5a:+l)qwﬁ 99sdvdx + fj he - (6x +1)4 wﬁ 990dvdx .
QAXR?’ QAXRS
By the same arguments in (3.47), one has
a1
[ =rowvs + v@)](02 + 1%, ye2dvde > el (63 + 1) Eviws, pgol3 (3.57)

Q4 xR3
Observe that

jj Tvs(0z —Fl)qwﬁﬁ 992)dvdz
QA xR3

:%/ v3(5A+l)qw%u7ﬁgc2,(A,v)dv— %lq/ Ugw%wgg(o,v)dv.
R3 R3

It follows from the boundary condition in (3.2) that

%/RS v3(0A + l)qw%ﬁ’ﬂgg(fl,v)dv

a a
2 2

1 1
=3lllvs|Z(6A +1) Wm,ﬁggllizEA — 5lllvs]2 (04 +1)

wﬁuﬂS@A,o‘H%g A
¥ o

If 9 > 0, Lemma 3.3 (or similar arguments in (3.48)) indicates that

_1p 2 9
51 /Rsvgwﬁwgg(o,v)dv
1

1
2[1—(1—a*)2]|||03|5(5$+l)%wﬁwgollp — Canl™[(6z + 1) 2v2wp, wgoll%

a _ a
2y 2

a6+ us, ol el 6440 wsopaalls )

If g < 0, one derives from Lemma 3.3 that

1
417 [ ool g0 0 0)do 2[1 (1= Pl (50 + )b 00,
R

+

— 1 _1 1
— Cad Y|v2ge|i — Caulllv™2holl% + IHvs\WA,aH%zEA) ~

In summary, one has
jf svs(dz + l)qwﬁﬁ 992)dvdx

Q4 xR3

1 q 1 q
2401~ (1~ ) Plesl 0 + D3, g0, + sl 6A+ D 002
T oy
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9 1

_ q 1 1
— Cal™ (1gz0| 0z + 1)2v2wg, 990 | + 1g<ollv2 g0 %)
a _1 1 q
— Calgzo ([|(02 + )20 2wg, phel% + [[|vs|2 (5A + l)zwﬁu,ﬁ¢A,a‘|i2A)
27

_1 1
— Calgeo(|[v™ 2 ho % + |HU3‘2<PA70”2L;A) : (3.58)
Note that |vs| < % Sv(v)(1+ v —ul)?FL where 3, is given in (1.24). Then
1296 Jf v3(0x + l)q_lwénﬂggdvdx]
QAXR3
<3lqld ff lvg| (6 4+ 1)%~ 1w5ﬁ sg2dvdz
24 xR2 (3.59)
<Cé jj v()(1 4+ v —u))? (6 4 )3 wﬁ 9g2dvdz
Qa4 xR3

1

ol 1 2
=Coll(z +1)"F vrwy 1 yeollh
Moreover, the Holder inequality shows that
jj Kigy - (0x + l)qw%uﬂgadvdx\
Qa4 xR3
<<n|l(6x +1)3u3 2 L O(6x 4+ 1) 3v2ws, 9 Kngo |2
<Z(6z + 1) 2v2wg, vgolla + Cll(6z + 1) 20" 2w, 9 Kngolla -
Following the similar arguments in [17], one knows that the operator v~!Kj, is compact on

L%(V%wgwg) for sufficiently small /#,9 > 0. This means that for any € > 0,

q 1
2y

qa _1
162 + )20 2wg, 9 Kngolh < ell (8 + )2 vwg, 090114

It thereby holds that
Cll@z + D3 2wp, 9 Kngo | <Cell (8 + )3 v2wg, o955 = G102 + 13 v2 ws, 090115
by taking small € > 0 such that Ce = . Consequently, for A € [0,1

j Krg, - (0x + l)qwﬁﬁﬂggdvdxl < %H(éw +1)
QAXR3

q
2

Wey,9Y0 I% - (3.60)

Furthermore, it follow from the Holder inequality that

ﬂ hy - (0 + 1)}, ygodvdz|
QAXR3 (361)

q 1 i -1
<2(|(0z + 1) v, ﬁgouzwn(ml)w 2w, oho %

We now take [ > Iy > 1 such that Ca, /™! < % in (3.58). Then collecting the estimates (3.56),
(3.57), (3.58), (3. 59) (3.60) and (3.61) can conclude that

1 a
[~ (1= a)?llvs|2 (6 + l)Qwﬁu,ﬁgolliQO
+
a 1
2y

1 aq
+|||v3|2(5:v+l)2wmgallL2 + 10z + 1) 2v2wg, 9904

M\H

<C8l|(0z +1)"2 vhug o ﬁgonA

q
2

q _1 1
+ O + 13v R, ool + esl (02 + 3w, peaclls )

_ 1 _1 1
+ Calqo(I w2 gollh + Il 2 ho % + |||v3|290A,oH%zEA)- (3.62)
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Together with (3.54), the bound (3.62) complete the proof of Lemma 3.7. O

Now, based on the spatial-velocity indices iteration form (3.55) in Lemma 3.7, we will estab-

_m(l—7)
lish the following lemma to control the quantity ||(dz + l)M 2(3-7) V%w5+57_m(1_7)/2,1990”,4.
By using the relation (1.25), one has

_md-y) 1
||(5$ + l)n’y B v2w —m(1— 2,7990”14

m(1—v)

_m(-y) 1 A
:H((S‘T + l)nW 2 V2w5+5*—NO(B'y+%)ﬂ9.gU”A < glter(ga) )
where &7, (g5) is given in (1.36).

Lemma3.8. Let —3<7<1,0<a.<1,meR, A>1,0<d<1,A€]0,1],0<hd <1,
n, > 0 given in (1.23), the integer § > max{0,—v} and | > Iy, where Iy > 1 is independent
of A, \,h,0. Then

[6fter(95)]° < C8[E33(90)) + Clettser (ho)]* + CBreer (pa.0)]% (3.64)

where the functionals &fio. (), égf‘)\() AR () and PBreer(-) are defined in (1.36), (1.37),

(1.39) and (1.40), respectively. Here the constant C' > 0 is given in Lemma 3.7. Furthermore,
one similarly has

[Eter (895)]7 < ClEsN(A90)) + Ol ger (Bho)]* (3.65)

Proof. From iteration form (3.55) in Lemma 3.7, it is easy to see that for any integer Ny € N,
Vamify+ipy+3) = C%qmiz1 g+ 41)(8,+) T CVaigyti(s,+1)
+Calq—ico(l™ 0,0 + Yo,0)

fori =0,1, -+, Ny — 1, where the integer Ny > 1 is given in (1.26). Summing up (3.66) for
1=0,1,--- , Ny — 1, one has

(3.66)

No—1 No—1 No—1
Z Vamisgyritr+h) SO0 D Yamim1pr(ien@d) T C D Yaipri(sr+d)
=0 =0
o (3.67)
+Co Z L—ico(l™ " 00 + %0,0) -
i=0
Note that
No—1 No—1
Z ¢q—i—1,ﬁu+(i+1)(5w+%) - Z Q/Jq—iﬁw-i(ﬁy-i-%) +¢q—No,Bu+No(5w+%)' (3.68)
i— i=1
Then for sufficiently small 6 > 0, the relations (3.67) and (3.68) indicate that
No—1 No—1
Z Vaoippriton ) < O ng greNo(,+3) T C D Yamigpri(s+1)
=0
o (3.69)
+Cay Z 1q-ico(I™ 40,0 + Y0,0) -
i=0

We now take
q= My ::2“7_7713(%«,7)7 Bi=B+Be—No(By+3) =8+ By —m(1—7)/2
for m € R. One then has
No—1
Ca Y Tamicoll™ 00+ 500) < O W 515, No3,43) T Y 98- o(343))
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We now take [ large enough such that C’I~! is sufficiently small. It is then implied by (3.69)
that

No—1 No—1
Y Yo —i e (No—i) 5y ) S O, —Nos+8. +C D Y g po—(No—iy( 42y - (3-70)
=0 =0

In other words, together with (3.54), the bound (3.70) shows that

~—No
[Eiter(90))? < CO 0z +1) 72 vEiwgsp, 990l% + Cleer (ho))? + ClBreer(pao)2 . (371)

By (1.26), one has my — Ny < —3:—7, which indicates that

—Ng

_ 1=y 1
[(0x + l) E Vzwﬁm v+ No(By+1) 1990”?4 <6z + )72 vawg g, 0901 - (3.72)
In summary, (3.71) and (3.72) read

_ 1=y 1
[6tter (90)]? < OO (3 + 1) 26 v2wgy g, 990lh + Clser (ho)* + C[PBrrer(pa0)]”
(3.73)

1—
Due to (6x + l)_2(3j"f> < 1 uniformly in > 0 and HV%ngJrgwggUHA S Pwss g, 990 4,
one easily knows that

_ =y 1 1
10z + 1) 2E T v2wgp, g0 |% < C(1— A)lxe[o 1]””"”/#&,1?90“31
+CA Ly (102 + 1) 2 Pugs g, ogo |4 + Il3P Twg s, 0901%)

<C [602,)\(90)] :
(3.74)
Plugging (3.74) into (3.73), one immediately concludes (3.64). The estimate (3.65) for the
difference Ag, can be derived as similarly as in (3.64). The proof of Lemma 3.8 is therefore
finished. O

3.7. wg4g, y-weighted L2 estimates. In this subsection, the majority is to control the

x,v

quantity [&5 (g-)]? appeared in the right-hand side of (3.64) in Lemma 3.8 by employing the
weighted Lfm, energy method. More precisely, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 3.9. Let -3 <v<1,0<a, <1, A>1,1>1,0<0<1, A €]|0,1], the integer
B > max{0,—v}, 0 < h,¥ < 1, ny > 0 given in (1.23) and B, > 0 be given in (1.25) in
Lemma 3.8. Moreover, the number m < 0 satisfies

m<——=n,=0, for —3<~y<1,
{ ng,nz>l, jzorfyzl.fy (3.75)
Then there is a constant C' > 0, independent of A, \,6 and h, such that
1= (1= ol 00, + ol ussoolGs , + 165007
+
ACHEL(90)? + Carcd ™ (Efbar 95 (3.76)

+ Ol (ho)? + Canlyer (ho)]? + C[B2(0a,0))%,

where the functionals E4(-), e (), cg"f/\(-), %A)\() and PBy(-) are defined in (1.34), (1.36),
(1.37), (1.39) and (1.40), respectively. Moreover, the difference Agy enjoys the bound

1 1
n-0- a*)2]“‘U3,§w5+5*,19A90“%22 +[[[vs|2ws5,.0890 (172, + (655 (890))
s (3.77)
< ACRIEL(890) + Canl ™ [Efper (890))° + Ol (8ho)? + Canldliyer (0o

ter
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Remark 3.1. The assumptz'ons on m and n., in (3.75) are required to control the quantity
U(z) == Ch(dz+1)" (L=m) 5= = [[gg]]i;m’nmﬁﬂ. To be more precise, the uniform-in-A integra-
bility of the quantity U(z) over Qg = [0, A] is essentially needed, since the limit A — 400
will be also investigated to achieve our goal of this paper. The details of assumptions on ny
and m can be found in (3.79) later.

Proof of Lemma 5.9. Multiplying (3.2) by w%Jrﬁhﬁgo and integrating by parts over (z,v) €
Q4 x R3, we have

jf 130,90 - w6+6 w9odvdr + #)(g5) = jf he w6+6 99odvdz

Q4 xR3 Q4 xR3
where
jj [—ho,vs + v(v)]ge - w%Jrﬁhﬁggdvdx - A jj Krgo - w%H;hﬂgadfuda:.
QA xR3 QA xR3
Note that

JJ va0ngs s, pgodvde = 5 /R | U3Whys, 905 (A, v)dv — 5 /R | U3Wh g, 905 (0,v)dv.
Q4 xR3

The boundary condition in (3.2) reduces to
1 1
%/ V3w g, 995 (A, 0)dv = gll[vs|2wsp, 090172 — lllvsl2wsss, 0040072
R3 Eﬁ A
Moreover, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that
1
3 [ vod s 0O 0)do 2400 = (1= 0Pl e s,
+

1 1 1
— Cad ™ [v2ge|3 — Coullv 2 ho% — Canlllus|2 ol
=2

. 1 _1 1
Tt s easy to see that [|[v2 go|[% < Cl6frer (9012 [V 2he |4 < Clfser (ho)]” and [[[vs|2a0l7. | <
27
C[Ps(oa.0))%. As a consequence, one has
ff 130290 - w%+5hﬁggdvdx
QAXRS

1 1
>3- (11— a*)2”||v3|2w5+ﬁ*,199cr||i20 + %Illvslzwﬁw*ﬂsgolli;A
2 +

— Cad ™ Erer (90)) — Cou[per (ho)]* — CBa(pa o)) (3.78)
Recalling £1,9, = v(v)gs — Kpgo, there holds
W(g90) =(1 = A) fj [—ho,vs + v (v)]gs - w%JFB*’ﬁggdvd:E + A fj Ligs - w%Jrﬁ*ﬂggodvdx
Q4 xR3 Qg xR3

+ A jf (—hozv3gs) w5+5 99odvde .
Q4 xR3

From replacing 3 and 8’ in Lemma 2.3 by 8 + S, and f,, respectively, it follows that

A jj (—hozv39s) w6+ﬁ* 99o-dvdx
Qa4 xR3

_ 11—y 1 1
> o) (3 + 1) 260 Pwgy g, 990 |5 — ACTE |v2 Prwsy s, 0905

- )‘Ch[[ga]]i;m,nwﬂ,ﬂ/ﬂ (6 + 1)~ TS e

A
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Because the limit A — 400 will be focused later, we require here
/ 6z +1)"1~ M3 My < C < 400
Qa4

uniform in A. It is equivalent to
—3<y<1lm<—1=<0,andn,>1,7=1. (3.79)

As a result, under the assumption (3.79)

A jj —ho,v39s) wﬁ+ﬁ* s9odvdz
QA xR3

S St 1 1
>Apohl| (62 4+ 1) 260 Pwgy g, 9905 — ACh2 w2 P wpy s, 990 1% — ACRIgo1mmn, 59 -

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2 of [3] (or Lemma 2.4 of [25]) and the similar arguments in Corollary
1 of [21], it infers that

1
A H Ligo - Wiy 5, 99edvda >Apollv2 Prws g, 9905
QA xR3

1—
— ACR|[(52 + 1) T Puwg, 5, 9904

for pgs > 0. Lemma 2.1 indicates that |o,v3] < cv(v), which means that

1
[ [howvs +v(©)lgs - whig, 9g0dvde > (1= NerllvFws s, 090114
Q4 xR3

where ¢, = 1— ch > ( for sufficiently small i > 0. Take small & > 0 such that us — Ch2 > 2,ug
and pg — Ch > 2,u0 Then
#5(9) 2(1 = Nenllvwsep. 090 + §MallvaPrwsss, 09013
+ S uohl|(6z + l)_ﬁlpwﬁ-l-ﬁ*,ﬂga”i — AChgolhmn, 5.0 (3.80)
>[5 (90)]* — ACRIEL(90))° |

where the functionals £2(-) and 52’3(-) are given in (1.34) and (1.37), respectively.

We then control the quantity foAng he - w%+5hﬂggdvd:ﬂ. If A €0, %], one has 1 — \ > %
Then

1 _1
([ 1o - whip, sgodvds <keollviwgyp, wgol% + ClvEwg s, ool
Qo xR3 (381)

Colxe[ }[52 \90))? +01Ae[0,%}[%ﬁ(ha)]2a
where the functional %A)\() is defined in (1.39). If A € [3,1], one has

fj hg - w%_w*ﬂggodvdx

QAXR3
€L €L
jf Pwgyg, vhe - Pwgyg, wgodvda + Jj Pwgyp, 9he - Pwg4s, 9godvda
Q4 xR3 Q4 xR3

(3.82)
1— 1—
<geoll(8x + 1) Pugis, o903 + Cll (62 + 120 Puwgs 5, oho
1 1
+ eollvEPrws g, 09013 + Cllv 2P ws ., whols
:%001,\6[%,1} (655 (90)) + Clyet 55\ (ho )] .
Collecting the all above estimates (3.78), (3.80), (3.81) and (3.82), one concludes the bound

(3.76). Moreover, as similar arguments as in (3.76), the difference Ag, := g,2 — go1 enjoys
the estimate (3.77). Therefore, the proof of Lemma 3.9 is completed. 0
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3.8. Close the uniform estimates: Proof of Lemma 3.1. In this subsection, based on
Lemma 3.4-3.9, we will close the required uniform a priori estimate in Lemma 3.1.
First, it follows from the inequalities (3.30) in Lemma 3.4 and (3.35) in Lemma 3.5 that

éa (gU) + [[gU]]m ﬂ»yﬁ 9,5 S N gcro(ga) + 'Q{oé(ha) + <@OO((-;DA,U) . (383)
Together with (3.45) in Lemma 3.6 and (3.83), one then gains

golg(ga) + [[ga]]m,n«,,ﬁ,ﬂ,z + éacro( )

36 b 3.84
SNz +10)7 260 v2wg g (1) /209014 (3.84)

+ ;z{céo(ho) + %crO(SDA,cr) + doé(hcr) + %00(901470) .

_m(=y)
Observe that ||(§x + 1)™ ™ 26-) V%wﬁJrﬁy_m(l_ﬁ/)/g,ﬂgaHA < &4..(gs). Combining with the
bounds (3.84) and (3.64) in Lemma 3.8, one easily sees that

EL(90) + [90mmn, 0.5 + Eo(90) + Efrer(90)
0265 (90) + Hiher (ho) + Breex(04.) (3.85)
+ Sigo(ho) + Bero(9a0) + s (ho) + Boo(0a0) -
Furthermore, the estimates (3.85) and (3.76) in Lemma 3.9 show that
E2(90) + [9olmmy .05 + Eiro(9o) + Elrer (95) + E55\(95)
SO2H3EL(95) + 06212 6l er (G0) + Fser(ho) + 55 (o) + Ba(pa0)
+ Brrer(0a0) + Dby (ho) + Bero(0a0) + D2 (he) + Boo(4,0)
=202 84 (go) + w0212 Efier(90) + 5 (ho) + Bl )

where the functionals () and %(-) are defined in (1.38). By taking §2h2 and o, 6212 small
enough, (3.86) concludes the uniform estimate (3.13). Moreover, by the similar arguments in
(3.86), we can also easily prove the bound (3.14) for the difference Ag,. Therefore, the proof
of Lemma 3.1 is finished.

(3.86)

4. EXISTENCE OF LINEAR PROBLEM (KLe): PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

4.1. Existence of (CA-eq) with A = 0. Note that the equation (CA-eq) with A = 0 reads
v30rg +v(v)g = h,
9(0,0)]ys>0 = (1 — @) g(0, Rov) + aDyyg(0,v) , (4.1)
9(A,0)|us<0 = pa(v) -
If v3 = 0, one obviously has
g(z,v) = ﬁh(az,v). (4.2)
If vg # 0, the equation (4.1) can be rewritten as

dple s gz, v)] = %e vs “h(x,v). (4.3)

For vz < 0, it follows from integrating the differential equation (4.3) over (x, A) and using the
boundary condition g(A,v)|w<0 = @a(v) that

v(v) A v(w) (s
9(z,v) = G (hy o) (2,0) = e 55 A Dip(0) / L5 @D wyda! . (44)

U3

For vz > 0, we integrate the equation (4.3) over (0,z). Together with the boundary condition
of g(0,v)|ys<0 in (4.1), one then has

_ T 0 e
g(z,v) =e 3 “[(1 —a)g(0, Rov) + . Dyyg(0,0)] + € h(z',v)da'.
0



38 NING JIANG AND YI-LONG LUO

Moreover, the relation (4.4) tells us D,g(0,v) = \1\//[9% fv <ol— _(h, ) (0,0 ) /M)
and ¢(0, Rov) = G_(h,9)(0, Ryv). As a result, for vz > 0,

g(x,v) =G (h, @) (,0)
V(v) z
/ )h(:zt/,v)dx/

V(’U)x IJ(ROU)A A 1 v(Rgv) =
+(1—axe s [e“*ov)s wA(Rov) — )5 e ®ovs” (2, Rov)da:]
0

u(v v 4 A u(t;')m/
+ o, ) e m(v’)—/ Lo %% (! o )da!] /W)
\/ 0
(4.5)

Summarily, the relations (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5) give the explicit expression (1.54), i.e.,
G+(h7(10A)($7,U)7 vg >0,

g(m,v) = G—(h7 @A)(%,’U), v3 <0,

V(lv)h(a:,v), v3 =0,

4.2. Existence of (Ap-eq): Extend the existence of (CA-eq) from A=0to A=1. In
this subsection, based on Lemma 3.1, we will prove the existence and uniqueness of (CA-eq)

(or equivalently (3.2)) for all A € [0,1] by a contraction arguments. First we define two
Banach spaces B; (i =0,1) as

B = {f = f(z,0) : 6(f) < o},
which are endowed with the norm
Iflle; = &(f) (4.6)
for i = 0,1. Here the functionals &”(f) (i = 0,1) are defined in (1.33) with \ = 4.

Lemma 4.1. Let —3 < v < 1, ny > 0 given in (1.23), sufficiently small §,h,9 > 0, large
enough A,1 > 1, m < m, gwen in (1.27), integer f > max{0, —v} and 0 < o < p, where
fiy > 0 is given in Lemma 2.6. Assume that the source term h(z,v) = e @) (z,v) and
the boundary source term @a(v) = e "7AV) w4 (v) satisfy (3.12) with A = 1, i.e.,
‘Q{IA(hJ) 7%(9014,0) <00

Then the problem (Ap-eq) admits a unique mild solution g = g(x,v) satisfying g,(z,v) =
g(z,v)e @) ¢ By with the bound

61 (95) < C (" (ho) + #(pa,)) (4.7)

Here the constant C' > 0 is independent of A, 6, h, and the all functionals are defined in
Subsection 1.3.5.

Remark 4.1. The assumption m < —1 for the case —3 < v < 1 is such that
)
(5m+l)2(3 =) < (bx+1) e .

The assumption m < — n,=0(-3<y<1)andn,>1,m <0 (y=1) are required to

ny—(1-m)

2
1—v>

1—
guarantee the integrability of fOA(5$ +1) G dg uniform in A > 1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We will focus on the equivalent problem (3.2) of the connection auxiliary
equation (CA-eq), in which the operator %) j is introduced. The conclusion of this lemma is
equivalent to the existence of the inverse operator fl_hl.
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We will employ the contraction arguments to extend the existence of f)\_%(ha) from A =0

to A = % in the space By, provided that h, satisfies (3.12). By Lemma 3.1, one knows that

gf;(hg) € Bp N B;. Then we extend the existence of f)\_%(ha) from A = £ to A = 1 in the
27 ’

space B1, which complete the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Step 1. Extension from A =0 to A = %

The explicit solution (1.54) to (CA-eq) with A = 0 and Lemma 3.1 guarantee the existence
of ,,2”0}11. Now we define the operator

g = Loy AEpg + ho) .
For any g1, g2 € By and A € [0, 3], it follows from the inequality of (3.13) that
EM DG — Dg2) =& ["%thl()‘thl +ho) — fojhl()‘th2 + he)]
<Co [ AKn(g1 — g2)] -
Recalling (1.38), one has
A () = A () + Ao () + Hger (h) + F5(-) - (4.9)
Step 1.1. Estimate of </2(-). By the definition of &72(-) in (1.39),

1
AL NKn(g1 — 92)] < M 2Kn(91 — 92)] A 5.0 -
It infers by Lemma 2.4 that

1
lv™2Kn(g1 — 92)]]A;m,n.y,6719 <Clg1 - gzﬂA;mmwﬁﬁ-
Consequently, there holds
AL2NKn(g1 — g2)] < CAg1 — g2l asmn, 8,0 = CAE(91 — g2) (4.10)

where the functional &2 is defined in (1.34), and C' > 0 is independent of A\, A, § and F.
Step 1.2. Estimate of <Z(-). By the definition of @74 (-) in (1.39), one has

1 m
D[ MKR(g1 — g2)] SV 22-002 (02 + 1) wsap, 9 Kn(g1 — g2)lla -
It is further implied by Lemma 2.6 that

_1 LS 1 m
32002 (60 + )™ wsss, oKnlgr — g2)lla < Cllvdz_acd 5z + )™ wsrs o(g1 — g2l

In summary, one establishes

AL NE (g1 — g2)] SON[v2 200 (52 + D™ wgip,9(91 — g2)lla
<C)‘@@cro( 92) )
where the functional &2, is defined in (1.35), and C' > 0 is independent of A, 4,8 and A.

cro

Step 1.3. Estimate of o/ (-). From the definition of o7, (-) in (1.39), it is easy to see
that

(4.11)

No—1 )
o1
Fser[MER(91 = 92)] < A Z Iz + 6y Wy g, — (No—i) (8, +2).0En(g1 — g2)lla-

Lemma 2.6 tells us
No—1 i )
Z I+ 0™ 5 v a0kl — 92l

Nol
1

n«,—%—% 1
<C Y lGe+D) T RVRWG g (No—i) (8 +4)0 (91 — 92)lla
1=0
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Therefore, one has

e V1 — 2] SO0 Y (5 + 0 (91— 92)]
Tter [(MAANIL = 92)] = 2 r VA48~ (No—i) (B, +3)9\91 — 92/1lA
:CAgIéer(gl - 92) ; (412)

where the functional &71,, is defined in (1.36), and C' > 0 is independent of A, A,§ and F.
Step 1.4. Estimate of %AO() By the definition of %AO() in (1.39), one knows that

_1
Fip[\Kn(gr = 92)] < Al 2 wgis, 0 Kn(g1 = 92)lla
Then, from the similar arguments in (4.12), one derives that
%f}O [AKn(g1 — g2)] < C)\g)z[?o(gl —92), (4.13)

where the functional ‘5321?0 is defined in (1.37), and C > 0 is independent of A\, A, and .

Consequently, by substituting (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13) into (4.8), it is implied
that &' (g1 — Pg2) < CAES (g1 — g2). Together with the definition of the Banach space
By in (4.6), one has

7291 — Dagz2llBe < CAllg1 — g2llB, (4.14)

where C' > 0 is independent of A, A, J, h.

We now take a sufficiently small A9 > 0 such that Ch,y < % Then 7, : By — By is a
contraction map for all X € [0, A\,o], which admits a fixed point ¢* € By such that

9" =BG = L5 OKng* + ho) .
Namely, for A € [0, As],
Loy = 13029 + [~hogvs + v(v)]gt — AKg* = ho

A _ A My (v) I\ A / 7 /
0,v)|y =(1— s 0,R ——— — 0, M, (v)do'
PO0)l0 = (1= a0, Rov) + e el [ (=)0 0.0/) VIR

TNA, V)l <0 = a0 (V).
Therefore, the existence of .,2”;% for A € [0, Ayo] has been obtained. Moreover, the operator
Z} satisfies the estimates (3.13) in Lemma 3.1, which are uniform in X € [0, A\,o] C [0, 3].
Next we introduce the operator
Prioerg =Ly o f(AKng + ho) -

Since the estimates for ,,2”)\_% in Lemma, 3.1 is uniform in A, it can be followed from the estimates
(3.13) and the similar arguments of 7y as in (4.14) that 7,4\ : Bop — By is a contraction
map for A € [0, \0]. Then the existence of the operator .,2”/\:; 4 With the estimates (3.13)
can be obtained. Consequently, repeating the previous process for finite times can conclude
1
that there is a g2 = ff%(hg) € By with the bounds (3.13).
27
Step 2. Extension from )\ = % toA=1.
Note that Lemma 3.1 shows g% = fi}i(hg) € B;. We now define an operator é; B — By
by ’
g =21, (AKng + he)
27
where A = A — % for A € [3,1]. Following the similar arguments in (4.8), one has
é‘?(%m — Ng2) < CW%A [AKn(91 — 92)] » (4.15)
where

‘Q{lA() = ‘Q{o‘g() + ‘Q{céo() + ‘Q{I[Iger(h) + '52{2174%() : (416)

2
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The similar estimates in (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12) give us

> 2 [AKn(g1 — g2)] < CA > V(9 —92), (4.17)
‘%/'E{y{oé7%?o7%€er ge{goé’éacéo’gléer

where C' > 0 is independent of A = \ — %, A, 0, h. It remains to control %Al [XKh(gl — 92)],
’2
where the functional %Al is defined in (1.39). More precisely,
)

%’74% [S\Kh(gl — g2)]

— v wgs g0 Mg — 92)] 14 + 1062 + )T P g, 5 [AKn(g1 — g2)] 14
+ =2 Py s, o [AKw (o1 — 92)] 14

<Cllv= 2wy, 0 [NEn (g1 — 92)] [l 4 + | (62 + D)= Pwgy s, 9 [AKr(g1 —92)]]la

It is easy to see that

(4.18)

_1 ~ N _1 N 1
v 2wgyp, .9 [AKK(91 — 92)] 14 < Alv"2wsps, 0 Kn(g1 — g2)la < CAlvZwsis, 0(91 — g2)lla

where the last inequality is derived from Lemma 2.6. Note that

1 1 1
lv2wssp, 9(91 — g2)lla < [[v2Pwsis, o(g1 — g2)]|la + V2 Prwssp, 9(g1 — g2)|la -

It is easy to see that

' 1
[v2Pwgyp,.0(g1 = g2)lla <Cllv2wgy sy, 41091 = g2)lla

_md=y) 1
<Oz + D)™ 20T vEwg s (s, 110,001 — 92) 14
chf?:er(gl - 92)
for m < —% with —3 < vy <1 and m < 0 with v = 1. It thereby holds

1
[v2Pwgip, (g1 — g2)lla < Cfrer(gn — 92) + CE5ly (91 — g2) -
As a result,
) . B -
v 2ws4,.9 [MER(g1 — g2)] 14 < CAEer (91 — g2) + CAEN (91 — 92) - (4.19)
Moreover,
1—~ ~
(62 + 1) 750 Pwgy g, 9 [ANKn(91 — g2)] |4

< B e S
SO0z +1)PE 0™ 2wg g, Ny, 44),080(91 = 92)ll4

~ I Se B |
where the last inequality is derived from Lemma 2.6. If we further assume —m > 1 for

1— _m(l=7)
—3 <y <1land m <0 for v = 1, we have (dz + l)2(3j'Y> < (6x 4+ )™~ 2637 | which means
that

1=y 1
102 + D2 v2wg 5 ny(s,41),0(91 = 92)lla

_ml=-y)
<)@z + D)™ T vRwg g no(s,11)0(01 — g2)lla < Efvar(g1 — 92) -
As a consequence,
1—y ~ ~
(6 + 1) Pwgy g, 9 [AKn(91 — 92)] |4 < CAEHrer(91 — 92) (4.20)

for m < min{—1, —%} with —3 < < 1 and m < 0 with v = 1. From plugging (4.19) and
(4.20) into (4.18), one derives

AN [N (g1 — 92)] < CAfper(g1 — 92) + CAE (91 — g2) (4.21)

1
2
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for m < min{—l,—%} with —3 < v < 1 and m < 0 with v = 1. Therefore, (4.15) and
(4.21) indicate that

|91 — g2 B, §(§§(f%\gl — I92)

<CX 3 Y (g1 — 92) = Cllg1 — g2, (4.22)
V(A 64, 6 65}

Iter»

for all g1, g2 € By, where C' > 0 is independent of A=\— %, A, b, h.
We take a small enough A,; > 0 such that CAq < % Then 7, : By — By is a contraction
map for all A € [1 1y A1), which admits a fixed point §* € B; such that

272
9" =G =21 (g + ho).
That is, for A € [1,1 4+ A\,
fA,th 1= 30,9 + [—ho,vs + 1/(1))]5]A — \Kp§» = hy,,

) o ~\ My (v) AV2 / / /
0,v)y = (1 — o 0,R " — 0,v")/IM,(v)dv,
g (0,v)] 5>0 = ( @:)g" ( o) + VM () v§<0( v3)g"(0,v") (v')dv

gA(A7 U)’v3<0 = Q0A7O'(U) .

Therefore, the existence of Z/\_,% for A € [%, %

.,2”/\_,% satisfies the estimates (3.13) in Lemma 3.1, which are uniform in A € [%,% + A\ C
[%,1]. Then, repeating the previous process for finite times can conclude that there is a
g' = £ (h,) € By with the bounds (3.13). Furthermore, the uniqueness can be derived
from the bounds (3.14) in Lemma 3.1. Then the proof of Lemma 4.1 is finished. O

+ A1) has been obtained. Moreover, the operator

4.3. Limits from (Ap-eq) to (KLe): Proof of Theorem 1.1. In this section, based on
Lemma 4.1, we will construct the existence of the problem (KLe) by taking limit A — 400
in the equation (Ap-eq).

For small & > 0 given in Lemma 4.1, we initially define a Banach space

BL, = {f(z,v); & (e" f) < oo} (4.23)
with the norm
£ s, = &2 f), (4.24)

where the functional &7°(+) is given in (1.33) with A = oo and A = 1.
Now we state the existence result on the problem (KLe) as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let -3 <~y <1, n, > 0 given in (1.23), m < m, given in (1.27), sufficiently
small §,h,¥ > 0, large enough 1 > 1, 0 < a < p and integer B > B, + 15—7 + max{0, —v},
where 1y, > 0 is given in Lemma 2.6 and B, is mentioned in (1.25). Assume that the source
term h(zx,v) satisfies

(" h) < o0, (4.25)

where the functional </°(-) is defined in (1.38) with A = oo and X = 1. Then the problem
(KLe) admits a unique solution g = g(x,v) € B such that

lgller, < Co/(e"h) (4.26)
for some constant C > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.1 is a corollary of Lemma 4.2. O
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. We now give a family of functions {p4(v)}a>1 satisfying
sup B py) < 00, (4.27)
A>

where the functional %(-) is defined in (1.38). The assumptions (4.27) and (4.25) tell us that
for any 1 < A < o0,

AN h) + B pa) < & = A ('h) + sup (€"7pa) < o0 (4.28)
>
Then Lemma 4.1 indicates that there is a unique solution g* = g*(z,v), (x,v) € (0,4) x R3
satisfying
&M (e gM) < C(a (") + B("7pa)) < CE,, (4.29)
where C' > 0 is independent of A > 1 and the functional &7(-) is given in (1.33) with A = 1.
We now extend g(z,v) as follows

3 (z,0) = lxe(()’A)gA(a;,v) ,(z,v) € (0,00) x R, (4.30)
It is easy to see that §4(x,v) € B with
1% s, = £("75%) < Cg,. (4.31)
Then there is a g’ = ¢/(x,v) € B, such that
g}A(:E,v) — ¢'(z,v) weakly in B (4.32)
as A — 400 (in the sense of subsequence, if necessary). Moreover, ¢'(z,v) obeys

19 Ilan, = E°("7g") < C, . (4.33)
For any 1 < A; < Ay < 400, let g4 (z,v) (i = 1,2) be the solution to the problem
v30,9% + LgY =h, x€(0,4;),

70,00 = (1= g™ (0, Rov) oo s | (=)™ (00) VIR,

g4 (Ai 0)lea<o = 04, (V)
constructed in Lemma 4.1. Then g% (z,v) (i = 1,2) subject to the estimates
& (" gty < C (e (" h) + Blpa, o)) < CC,. (4.34)
Let g be the extension of g as given in (4.30). Then
(g"
It is easy to see that g1 — g2 obeys
030,(G — §2) + LGN — §M) =0, 0 <z < 4,

(G = §*)(0,0)|uy50 = (1 — ) (5 — §*2)(0, Rov)
+ . i‘//f% ( vy) (57 )(0,0") /(v )do'

(G = 3") (A1, 0)|ug<0 = Pa, (v) — 9A2(A1,v)-
It thereby follows from the similar arguments in Lemma 4.1 that for any fixed i’ € (0, h),
M ("7 (g — g"2)) SCA( TN (o, (v) — g2(Ar,v)))
<CB(" My (v) + OB ) g2 (A, v)) .
By the definition of %(-) given in (1.38), one has

%(eh,U(A17v)(pA1 (’U)) < sup 6_(h_h,)U(A1’v)%(ehg(Al’U)gﬁAl (U)) <@, sup e—(h—h’)o(Al,v) )
veER3 vER3

— §)(@,0) = Luc,an (9™ — 9™)(@,0) — Locpa, 40)9™2 (2, 0). (4.35)

(4.36)
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Lemma 2.1 shows that o(Aj,v) > ¢(6A; + Z)% uniformly in v € R3, which indicates that

2
up e~ (ImM)o(A10) < p=e(h=1)(EAI+)TT (4.37)
Then
2
(@(ehfa(Ahv)(pAl (0)) < Q:be—c(h—h’)(éAl-i-l)f?“f . (4.38)

In the following, we focus on controlling the quantity %(eh/"(Al’”) g42(A1,v)). Recalling
(1.38), one has

'@() = f%oo() + %cro(’) + %Iter(') + ,@2() . (4.39)

Case 1. Control of Bog(e 7ALY) gA2( A} v)).
By the definition of B (+) in (1.40), one has

Boo ("7 g2 (A4, )
=[le" g2 (AL, v)(6A1 + D)™ wg e (v)g™? (A1, v)l| e

< sup3 o~ (h=1)o(A1,v) ”eha (A1,v) :?(Alﬂ))wfll +l)“”wg,ﬂ(v)gAz(Alvv)”L?o (4.40)
veR .

< p—c(h=H)(EA1+1)57

[[thgAz]]Ag,m 1,8,0

_e_c(h_h//)(5A1 +l) 3*"/ é&AQ (ehcrgAQ)

where the inequality (4.37) is utilized, and £22(-) is defined in (1.34).
Case 2. Control of Bo(el'7(ALv) gA2( Ay v)).
By the definition of %s(-) in (1.40), one has

%2(671/0'(.41,1))9142 (A17 ’U))

1 /
=[l[v3]2wgp,,9¢" 7 g2 (A1, 0) | 2 A1
>

+

:(/ 0 |U3|w%+5*ﬂ962hl0(A17U)|gA2 (A17U)|2dv) ’
v3>

o

(S

:(/ D(A1,v)|z0 (v)am%(Al,fu)@Al + 1) wg g (v)eT A1) gA2 (Al,v)]2dv> ,
v3>0
where o/ € (% — oy, %) is given in Lemma 3.4 below, and
B(Ay,0) = |vs]22 0 (V) (1 + [0])P 0™ (A1, 0) (§A; + 1)~ e 2=MolALe)
Lemma 2.1 implies that
6T (ALv) < C(6AL+ 1) "5 (1 4 |o — uf) =m0 (4.41)

It is also easy to verify that o(Ay,v) > (1 + |v —u|?) for some constant ¢’ > 0, which means
that
e—(ﬁ—ﬁ’)U(Al,v) < e—c’(ﬁ—ﬁ’)e—c’(ﬁ—ﬁ’)|v—u\2 < e—c’(ﬁ—ﬁ’)\v—u|2 ) (442)

Then the bounds (4.37), (4.41) and (4.42) show that
(A1,v) <Clus2? o (v) (1 + |v|)25*-’”(1—“0e-c’“—ﬁ’””—“‘?

X (6A; + 1) 2 el (A1) 3

Sce—g(h—h’)(éAl-H)f?“f
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uniformly in v € R3. It therefore follows that
BT A g2 (A, v))

N

2 m
<Cem#BADTT ( / 20 (0)02 (A1, 0) (A1 + D) p ()02 (A, v) Pdo)

v3>0

<Ce= §(h=1)(A+D)TT ||Za/0'm (6 + 1) wg 9e™g 2||L°°L2‘

From Lemma 3.5 below, it is derived that
|20 (62 + 1) wg,9€" g || oo 12

1 m
<Clv™22-002 (0 + 1)V 21ws4 5, 902 ("7 92| 4, + COllv3 2o (524 1)" Twgy g, 0€"7 9" 4y
_CéaAz( ho Az)

cro

where the functional £42(-) is defined in (1.35). Then there hold

cro

%2(eh’a(A1,v)gA2(Aljv)) < Ceilh- h’)(6A1+l) éaAg( ho Az) (4.43)

cro

Case 3. Control of %ero(eh/"(Al’”)gAz(Al, v)) + %Iter(eh "(Al’”)gAz(Al, v)).

By employing the similar arguments of controlling the quantity (e 7(41%)g42( A1, v)),
one obtains

%cro( h,U(ALU) Az (A17 U)) + %Iter(eh,U(Al’v) Az (A17 'U))

m

<Ce~ (=) EA+]) )57 ”||za,ax (0 + )™ wg e g*| oo 12 (4.44)

<Ce~ 7 (h— h)((SAl‘H) éaAz( ho A2)

cro

As a consequence, the relations (4.39), (4.40), (4.43) and (4.44) reduce to

2
BTV (A, 0)) < ce—gm—n'xmlww (6522 (M g™) + E43(e"79™2)

cro

(4.45)

)

< Ce_Z(h ﬁ’)(5A1+l) @pAQ( ho Az) S C %(h—h’)(6A1+l)3TW
34).

where the last inequality is derived from the bound (4
(4.38) and (4.45), one gains

Collecting the estimates (4.36),

- / 2
éaloo(le(O,Al)eh/U(gAl _ gAz)) _ éolAl (eﬁ’a(gA1 _ gAz)) < C@be—ﬁ(ﬁ—ﬁ Y(6AL+1)3=7 (4.46)

for any 1’ € (0, h).
Note that

Wo Az)

gloo(lxe[AhAz)e g e Az)

A
=] (1 z€[A1,42)¢ 39
A _(F_H
§‘§1 2( ﬁUgAz) sup 1:06[A1,A2)e (h—1")o (z,v)
z>0,0€R3
<CC, sup lyc(a, 4,)€ —(h=h )U(x’”),
z>0,0€R3

where the last inequality is deduced from (4.34). Since o(z,v) > c(dx + l)% by Lemma 2.1,

2 2
one has Lye(4, agye” "M7E0) <Ay e BIGTHDTT < meh=IEAED T yniformly
in x and v. Then
EX (Lpeia, A€ “g1?) < CEe = WAL +) 37 (4.47)

Therefore, the decomposition (4.35) and the estimates (4.46)-(4.47) 1mply that for any fixed
1 <Ay <Ay <ooand i €(0,h),

E(7 (G = §)) <EP (Lac.ane” " (9™ = 97) + E7° (Laepa, a0 €™ 9™)

(4.48)
goebe—ﬂﬁ—ﬁ’)(mﬁ”% —0
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as A; — +o00. Moreover, by (4.31),
E("7gh) < 115 ley, = 675 < Cg, (4.49)

for any b’ € (0, h).
Denote by B be a Banach space defined as the same way of B in (4.23)-(4.24). It is easy
to see that B, C B i.e., ||g|lgw < gllgn - Then the estimates (4.48) and (4.49) tell us that

{3} 4>1 is a bounded Cauchy sequence in B . As a result, there is a unique g = g(x,v) € Bl
such that

G (z,v) = g(x,v) strongly in B/, (4.50)

as A — +00. Combining with the convergences (4.32) and (4.50), the uniqueness of the limit
shows that g(xz,v) = ¢'(x,v). Moreover, the bound (4.33) infers that g(z,v) satisfies the
bound

lgllen, < CC,. (4.51)
Taking limit A — +o0 in the mild solution form of (Ap-eq), i.e.,

130,00 + LGP =h, 0<z < A,

~A _ ~A My (v) I\~A / ’ /
0,0)|pss0 = (1 — )3 (0, R . — 0, M )do',
7(0.0)>0 = (1 = ) (0. Rov) + o 8l || ()" (0.0) /Ao

we easily know that the limit g(z,v) of g% (x,v) subjects to
v30,9 + Lg=h,z >0,

M 4.52)
g(0,0)|ps>0 = (1 — ayx)g(0, R —i—a*—“’(v) —v5)g(0,v")/M(v")dv’ (

in the sense of mild solution. Furthermore, the bounds (4.41) and (4.51) imply

—ho(x,v)

lg(z, )| <e 0z * (2,0)(dx + 1) wyy(v) g ller

m(1—

o )
SCQ:be—ch(M—i-l)Sf'Y LC(6z + l)_“'y_ 2(37»7) (14 v— u’)—m(l—’y)wglﬁ(v) (4.53)

)

2
<C'g e 5M0EHTT g

as © — +oo. Hence, lim,_, 1 g(z,v) = 0. Therefore, the function g(x,v) solves the problem
(KLe). Note that we should take the approximate incoming data @ (v) merely satisfying
(4.27), namely, sup 4., B(e"“p4) < co. Without loss of generality, we can take @(v) = 0,
whose corresponding solution g(z,v) subjects to the estimate

lgllsr, < Ca/®(e"h) < oo. (4.54)

At the end, we justify the uniqueness. Assume that g;(x,v) (i = 1,2) are both the solutions
to the problem (KLe) enjoying the bound (4.54). Then, for any fixed A > 1, the difference
g1 — g2 obeys

v30,(91 —92) + L(g1 —g2) =0, 0 <z < A,
(gl - 92)(07U)‘v3>0 = (1 - a*)(gl - 92)(0, R()’U)

M (v) ! B / o
+a*\/m v’3<0( v3)(91 92)(0,21)\/de,

(91 — 92)(A,0)|vs<0 = Pa(v) := 1ys<0(91 — 92)(A, ).

Following the similar arguments in Lemma 4.1, one knows that

" (g1 — g2)) < OB AV pa(v)) = CB(M 71, o(g1 — g2)(A,0))
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for any fixed 1/ € (0, ). By employing the same arguments of (4.45), one has

2
%(EEIJ(A’U)103<0(91 o 92)(14’,0)) éoe—g(h_h’)(éA-H)m Z éalA(ehagi)
i=1,2

SC%@O(ehah)e_g(h_h')(amz)z%

)

where the last inequality is derived from (4.54). As a result,
2
E( (g1 = go)) = lim_ &g~ g2)) < lim [Co® (M h)emi0OARDTT] — o,
A—+o00 A—r+o0

which means that g7 = g3. Therefore, the uniqueness holds. The proof of Lemma 4.2 is
finished. O

5. NONLINEAR PROBLEM (1.46): PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section, we devote to investigating the nonlinear problem (1.46) near the Maxwellian
M(v) by employing the linear theory constructed in Theorem 1.1. It is equivalent to study
the equation (1.48). The key point is to dominate the quantity <> (e"*T'(f,g)), where the
functional &7>(-) is given in (1.38).

Notice that </ (e"°T(f,g)) is composed of the weighted Lg%,-norms and L?w-norms of
e"T'(f,g). Concerning the weights involved in «/°(e"°T'(f, g)), one has

ehor(f’ g) — ehor(e—hoehof’ e—hoeho ) ) (51)
2
By the properties of ¢ in Lemma 2.1, it holds " > ec0z+) 7 eelvl?  Ag shown in (5.1),
loosely speaking, one of e~/ can absorb the factor " out of ', and the other decay factor
e~ho < e=c@e+)T 7 g=cvl® cap be used to adjust the required weights.

It is easy to see that I'(f,g) can be pointwise bounded by the LZ°-norms of f and g.
By the similar arguments in Lemma 3 of [21], the weighted L2 ,-norms of e"T'(f,g) can be
bounded by the quantity with form leehC’fHL%UngehC’gHL;ov + leehggHL% vagehC’fHLgov,
where w1, wo are some required weights. As a result, we can establish the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. For any fized functions f(x,v) and g(x,v), there holds
(T (f,9)) < CE( F)EXF ("), (5.2)
where the functionals &°(-) and </°(-) are defined in (1.33) and (1.38), respectively.
The proof of Lemma 5.1 can be finished by applying the properties of the weight o(z,v)
and employing the similar arguments in Lemma 3 of [21]. For simplicity, we omit the details
here.

Based on Lemma 5.1, we will study the nonlinear problem (1.48) (equivalently (1.46)) by
employing the iterative approach, hence, prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We design the following iteration scheme
U30p fT + LT =T(f, f)+h, 2>0,veER?,
FH0,0) o0 = (1 = ) f771(0, Rov) + Do f77(0,0) + fi(v) (5.3)

: i+1 —
mEI—lI-loof (Z’,U) =0,

which starts from f°(z,v) = 0. By Theorem 1.1, one has
L 1) < Coa (" (f1, 1)) + Cos

for some constant Cyp > 0, where the quantity ¢ is defined in (1.50). Together with (5.2), it
infers that ' '
éaloO(ehafz-i-l) < C[@ploo(ehafz)P + Cps . (5‘4)
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Now we assert that there is a small ¢y > 0 such that if ¢ < ¢, then for all i > 1,
& (M Fity < 2C0s. (5.5)

Note that fO = 0. (5.4) shows that & (e" f1) < Cos < 2Cg, i.e., the claim (5.5) holds for
i = 1. Assume that the claim (5.5) holds for 1,2,--- ,i. Then the case i + 1 can be carried
out by (5.4) that &° (e fi+1) < C(2Cy6)? + Cos = (4CCos + 1)Cos. Take o > 0 small such
that 4CCysp < 1. Then if ¢ < gy, one has & (e fi+1) < (4CChs + 1)Cos < 2Cps. Therefore,
the Induction Principle concludes the claim (5.5), which indicates that {f};>1 is bounded in
the Banach space B?° defined in (4.23).

Next we will show that {f};>1 is a Cauchy sequence in B°. Observe that fi1— f? subjects
to

v (Y — f1) 4 L = ) = D(fF = 0 )+ D f = 7Y, 2> 0,0 € BY,
(£ = F)(0,0) gm0 = (1= @) (f7F1 = F)(0, Rov) + oD (f7 = £)(0,0),
lim (f* — £)(w,v) = 0.

z—+00
Theorem 1.1 reduces to
EP(M(FH = 1) < Coa (M (f1 = 71 ) + Cod (T (F7H = F771).
By (5.2) and (5.5), one obtains that
G VAR B D Rl CRt NVARY A )
SC[E( 1) + (M F]EX( (f1 = 71) S 4CCos& (e (fF = f71).

As a consequence,

EP(M(FH = 1) SACCHET(M (f1 = f71) < 367°( (f = 7)) (5:6)
by further taking small ¢y > 0 such that 4C’C’§§ < 4008(2 < %

Note that O = 0. It follows from iterating (5.6) and employing (5.5) that
E( (= 1) < () e (€ ) < 2C0s(3)" = 0 (5.7)
as i — +oo. Consequently, (5.5) and (5.7) tell us that {f?};>1 is a bounded Cauchy sequence
in BS°. Then there is a unique f(x,v) € B such that
f(z,v) = f(z,v) strongly in B?®.

Passing the limit, i — +00, in the mild formation of the iterative scheme (5.3), one knows that
f(z,v) solves the nonlinear problem (1.48). Moreover, f(x,v) enjoys the estimate & (e f) <
2Cos. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is therefore finished. O

6. BOUNDS FOR OPERATORS Y4, Z AND U: PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2

In this section, we mainly aim at verifying the proof of Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The proof of this lemma will be divided into three steps as follows.
Step 1. L, bound for the operator Yj.
We now show the inequality (2.6).
If v3 > 0, Lemma 2.1 indicates that 0 < vso, < cv(v) and |04, v3| < do,v(v), which mean
that

(@, v) = /0 [— most) g (g ) + 420 ]qy
(6.1)

v3 v

2/ (1= ch — 2Ly qy — (1 — ch— i)y > g,
0
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provided that cps :=1—ch— |2£|5 > 0. Actually, one can take sufficiently small &, > 0 such
that cp 5 > % Then one has
e @) < (6.2)

for 1 —ch — |2£|5 > 0. Moreover, (Ryv)s = —v3 < 0, one similarly knows that

A
(A4, Bo) = [ [~ B o (v, Rov) + sy

N (6.3)
< _/ (1= ch— 2oy 0 ay = —(1— e — mlg)u® 4 <o,
0

which means that e(4-%0v) < 1. Recalling the definition of kn, (7) in (2.1), one has

efny (A)—nnﬁ{(m) _ enw In #H—nq, ln#ﬂ _ (gﬁill )na, <1 (6_4)
forn, > 0and 0 <z < A. As a result, for v3 > 0,

e/%(A,Rov)—f%(x,v) — e—li(l‘,v)eli(A,Ro’U)eﬁn,y(A)—Hn,y (z) <1. (65)
Here %(z,v) is defined in (2.1). It thereby holds

115 50e™ AR £ (A Rov)ge, < [1F (A, )l - (6.6)

Moreover, by the similar arguments in (6.5), one easily obtains eF(A)—R(z.0) < 1 for vh <0
and v > 0. Recall the definition of M, in (2.2), i.e., M,(v) = M(v)e 20V Based on
Lemma 2.1, it is easy to verify that

Whlos 2 (0,0') /DM, () < COME (o)

m

for some universal constant C' > 0. Now we deal with the factor \]/meii—z()z))af (0,v). Lemma 2.1
tells us .
0< O_x? (O’U)eho(O,v) < 61(1 + |U _ u|)(1—~/)\m\60h\v—u|2 ]
Then
My (v) 5 \/%T2 ho(0,v
L0 (0,0) ~LZgfLo (0,0)e/0
|2
x exp{— (gt — gp)lv —u® = (= w) - (0 —w) = Bty
<C(1+ [v —u)E0mleertl=Foxp L — do)lv —uf?}
with the assumption (1.42), ie.,, 0 < T,, < 2T. By taking small & > 0 such that ¢;h <
%(ﬁ 1), it thereby infers T(())O'x (0,v) < C uniformly in v € R3. We then have shown
that "
L0 () o) 2 00) (RAV)=R(@) £(A of )\ /I, () AV || oo
H 3>0\/m Ug<0( 3) Z 0w f( ) ( ) HLWJ
(6.7)
<C| £ (A ) (1) |1, < CF(A, ) lge
v5<0
where the fact [, _, M (v")dv" < C has been used.
3
If v3 <0,
A mozz(y,v) v(v)
K(A,) = w(o,0) = [ [~ hoa(y,0) — 1y s

(1 —ch— 28" A -z)<0,

[vs]
which means that

m 5\ ()
e/i(A,v)—n(:c,v) < e_(l_Ch_f(S)W(A_x) <1. (69)
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Together with (6.4), one has
eEz(A,v)—i-é(m,v) _ en(A,v)—ﬁ(m,v)enny(A)—nny(x) <1. (610)

Consequently, there holds
10y <0e™ 750 £ (A, )| 1e0, < [1F (A, )l - (6.11)

Recalling the definition of the operator Y4(f) in (2.3), the estimates (6.6), (6.7) and (6.11)
infer that
IYa(H)llrge, < CIFA, e

for some constant C' > 0 independent of A, h. Namely the bound (2.6) holds.
Step 2. LY°, bound for the operator Z.
Now we prove the inequalities (2.7).
If v3 > 0, then (1.11) and o, > 0 derived from Lemma 2.1 show that for vg > 0,

/

w(a!, Rov) = /0 [ Tt g (y, Rov) + Aoy < —(1 - §)X2a’ <0, (6.12)

/ v(w) . _q_ Oy
Together with (6.1), one has e~ #(@V)+r(@'Rov) < 7Ny T =25 for v3 > 0. By (6.4),

one has e~ (@)F#ny (@) — ((%Z,Ll)): . Recall the definition of & (z,v) = k(z,v) + Kn, (z) in (2.1).
Then there hold

’/ —[n(xv —&(z',Rov)] ’l}lgf(x Ro’l))dx’

<(1— )Lyym0e 0 Vo 4 )

A _(1_é)u(v)m
x/ e 2) g 2 v ]y Yw) (62" + D)™ f(a!, Rov)|da’
0

for small 7 > 0 and ny, > 0. Observe that

v(v)
et (6u(v)x . V( ) _|_l)n—y/(6x _i_l)n.y

) V('U 2! 9
TS G 4 ) (6 4 1) = (T2

€ v3
—n vz \n —(1—%)V( )m v(v) 1 n
Sl 7([ + m) Te v3 (5K$ + 1) gl

For the case v = 1, one easily has |V”f) | <C V'Z)J) < C uniformly in v, which means that =™ (4

oy v()
e ))“V < C uniformly in v € R® and [ > 1. Moreover, for v3 > 0, e T (5Mazl+l)“7 <

—a-dyr@
C uniformly in 2’ and v. Then e (=355 e ((5V(U)x +1)™ < Ce 301-
that ny, > 1 for vy =1 and n, = 0 for —3 <y < 1. Consequently, we have

V(”) '
) for v = 1. Recall

1 1 |/ —[n z,v)—k(z',Rov)] 1 f(g; Rov)d$|
(6.13)

1 —chs (v) A —l(l—é)y( ) ! v(v) / /
<(1— L)1ym0e / e~ 30D L0 - ) £ (0 Row)da
0

for small i > 0. Note that the right-hand side of the bound (6.13) can be bounded by

[ Sam ) ) e
(1-1) e vs - tdal [y (v) f (2, Rov) | nge

=2(1- )71 = v W) £(, Rov)llzee ,

which implies

(1-1 H/ e R =R Rl L f(o!| Ryv)da'||pee, < 201 — )71 (1 = H)lv " fllree, . (6.14)
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Now we control the quantity

— Mw(U l O'z ) _[’%(xyv)_;i(f,ﬂ),)]i / / S , ,
Q( \/Dﬁg(v /U <0/ ’Uéf(x , U ) V mg(v )diU d'U .

(Ov)

P C))
The inequality (6.1) implies 1,,50e™"®¥) < 1,,50e” ™ »s *. Furthermore,

e~ nvy (@) :(%)"w = (7"(“). U3 )““/
<Ol + )M (64 + 1) < 064z + 1)

where we have used the facts [ > 1 and % < C for v =1. As a result,

1U3>Oe—/%(m,v) :1v3>oe—n(m,v) —Kny (2) < Clv3>o((5 v(v)

v(v)

<Ce~ 20h8 g <C.

)nWe Ch,s 53)

v(v') 4

By the similar arguments in (6.3), one has lvg<oe“(m/’”') <1 /<Oe BT
that efm @) =
Toms \SJ \)

Observe
(5:55)" < 1. Ome then obtains 1, oe"@) = 1, e @ V) erny (@) <
oz’ +1 - v3<0 — +vg<0 >~

1, <o€ . It also follows from the similar arguments of (6.7) that

Ma(v) 0.2 (00)

/ Lo
M, (0) U;_g_ 0') M, (V') < CMa (V')

uniformly in v € R? for sufficiently small & > 0, where the constant C' > 0 is independent of
A,n,h,l and d. As a consequence,

1 AV(U/) —ens o al A ST AV AN
19, <Ol flazs, [ [ e ™ gt )as'do
v4<0J0 3

v(v) ’
_ —Ch,5 T 1A 1
Ch || lfHLg% /, 0(—6 |vé\ )|0|Ué|9ﬁ4(v/)d’u/
v

3
1
<L s, [ @ < Ol i, (6.15)
v5<0

with small 2 > 0 and assumption (1.42). Therefore, plugging the estimates (6.14) and (6.15)
into the expression (2.4) of the operator Z(f), one gains

1Z(P)llze, < Cllv™ fllez, ,

T, v —

hence the bound (2.7) holds.
Step 3. L, bound for the operator U.
We now Justlfy the bound (2.8). By the definition of #(x,v) in (2.1), one has

~[A(z0) R v)] — ( Szl )nwe—ff/[—%(“) hoa (y,0)+ %de.

lx’e(o,x)1v3>06 Sl 20z (y,v)

By the similar arguments in (6.1), one has

v(v)
S+l \ny ,—Ch,6 e (=)
< 1$’€(07$)1U3>0(6;+l) Te bO vz

—C r—x —C ()I xT
= (Segartity s S o (5 af) e )

1%’6(0 z) 1U3>Oe—[.‘%(w,v)_g(wl7v)}

v(v) v(v) ’
gC[dM(:n—x’) + 1" (‘”3| + 1) M0 v (22" <Ce 2¢ns Ty, (@)

v3 v(v)

Together with the definition of the operator U in (2.5), it infers that

r ()
LasalU (D] £C [ 4223001 ol
0
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z _ 1 v(v) ot
<Ol iz, [ e gy
0

U3

-1 —Lep 50 -1

:%HV fllze, (1 —e 28y Y < %Hy flizgs, - (6.16)
We then consider the case vz < 0. Combining with the definition of #(z,v) in (2.1) and

the inequality (6.8), one derives

mozz(y,v)

= + «! v(v)
S+l P52 oy (y,v)— St dy
1x’6(x,A)1v3<0(5;/ l)n”’ef 20z (y,v) Tug]

[R(,v)—F(z",v)]

1x’€(x,A) 1v3<06_

v(v) /
—ens ") (2 )
<1pre(z,a)lug<0€ 13 .

Then
A _Ch,é%(xl_x) v(v)| —1 / /
[Los<oU(f)] < € 3 [vs] v (v) f(2',v)|dw
x
)
§||V_1f\|Lg<;v/ e~ Togl (7 x’%dax’ (6.17)
xT
- —cp,s 2 (A _
=Ly g, (1= ™ Tl ) < L fu7t e
Then the bounds (6.16) and (6.17) conclude the estimate (2.8). The proof of Lemma 2.2 is
therefore completed. O

7. WEAK MACROSCOPIC DAMPING MECHANISM: PROOF OF LEMMA 2.3

The goal of this section is to construct the so-called macroscopic damping structure, hence,
to prove Lemma 2.3.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. We first decompose the left quantity in (2.9) as

/RS w%’ﬂg(—haxvgg)dfu = Do+ D1+ Dy, (7.1)

where
Dy :/ [—haxvg(ng,ﬁg)z]dv, Dy = —h/ axvg(Png,ﬂg)zdv,
R? R (7.2)
D2 = —271/ O’x’Ug'PJ'wg,ﬂg . 'ngﬂggd?}.
R3
Due to |vzo,| < cv(v) as in Lemma 2.1, the quantity D; can be bounded by
il < e [ vIP wsagPde, (73)
R3
and Dy can be dominated by

Daf < [ losvall P w50l P pgldo

Schg/ ]vgaxHngﬂgglzdv—Fch;/ v(v)[Prwg ggl*dv.
R3 R3

Moreover, one has

/ [us0| [P aglPdv = / (- )do+ / (- )dv
R3 2(1+|v—u])3—7<éz+l 2(14+|v—u|)3=7>0z+l

:=Do1 :=Do2
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1—
By (8.1)-(8.2) below, if 2(1 + |v — u|)3™7 < §z + [, it follows that o, = %(&t + l)_ﬁ.
Furthermore, the definition of Pwg yg in (1.13) can be rewritten as

Pwgyg = Z a;py, / Pi(w)j(v)dv =6;; (0 <4,5 <4), (7.4)
=0
which means that " A
/RS [ Pwg.pg|*dv = ZO a?. (7.5)
It is easy to see that v; satisfy "
Z [ (v)] < e/ lou? (7.6)

for some ¢, ¢’ > 0. Then D9 can be bounded by

4
1- /
Doy §0(5x+l)_31/ lugle™ ¢ [o—uf? gy g a?
2(1+|v—ul)3=7<éz+l S

<C(0x +1) ;’3/ |Pwg.pg|*dv.

Due to |v30,| < ev(v) in Lemma 2.1 and the relations (7.4)-(7.5)-(7.6), D2y can be controlled
by

Doy <C V(v)e_cllv_“de/ [Pwg_pg|*dv
2(14+|v—ul)3=7 >8z+l R3

J T E o -
<Ce 55T /R y(v)e—w—uPdv/s [Pwg g9*dv < C(6x + 1) /R [Pwg,o9*dv,

where we have used the fact [v — u|> > (6“"3”)337 derived from 2(1 + v — u|)3™7 > 6z + 1
when [ > 2477, Then one has [ps [v304|[Pwggg|*dv < C(0z + l)_i’:_z Jgs [Pwg,9g*dv, which
yields that
1—
|Dy| < Ch?(ém +1) 3= :/// |Pwg, ﬂg‘2dU+Ch2/ v(v)[PHwg ggl*dv. (7.7)
R3

It turns to control the quantity Dy in (7.2). Observe that
Dy=E+G, (7.8)

where
E = /RS wg,99 [T(5$ + l)_é:_zp].03>(]v3pwg7ﬁg - hPamv?,ngvgg] dv,

(7.9)
G=- / T(dz +1) = ng 99(Ply,>ov3Pwggg)dv .
R3
Here the constant 7 = myh for large 79 > 0 to be determined later.
We split the quantity F as
E = (---)dv—l—/ (+--)dv:=Ey + Es. (7.10)
2(1+|v—u|)3—7<éz+l 2(1+|v—u|)3=7>6x+1

By (8.1), if 2(1+ |v —u|)37™7 < 6z +1, one has o, = %(51’4—1)_%. Then, by taking 7 = 1oh

with 75 > 310‘;,

17
By =(6z + 1) 2 / (TLyy0 — 1098)04 (Puyg 5 g)2dy
2(1+|v—u|)3—7<éz+l 7
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1—v
=(r — §2) 6z + 1)+ 7/ Lug>ovs(Pwp,pg)*dv
2(1+|o—u])> 7 <da+
1—
+ 1090 (g + 1) "5 / ~TLug<ovs(Pg)*dv
2(1+o—u])3~7 <do+

>Ch(dz + 1) 5 / |vs|(Pwg,gg)*dv,
2(14+|v—u|)3=7 <z+l

where C' = min{ry — %, %} > 0. Observe that {v € R%2(1+ v —u|)>7 <dz+1} DV :=

{v € R32(1 + |v —u|)>77 < 1}. Together with (7.4), it infers that

|v3|(73w5,1gg)2dv Z/V |v3|(73w57199)2dv = ala]/ |vg|stpdv > 0
,j=0

/2(1+|v—u)37§5m+l

for any Pwgyg # 0. Namely, the symmetric quadratic form Zijzo a;a; fv lvg|1spido is
positive definite. Then there is a constant p' > 0 such that

Z aza]/ v |ihjdv > 4! Za —#/ [Pws.ogl*dv.

4,7=0

Consequently, it holds
1—
By > Suoh(Sz + 1) 75 3/ [Pwg.gg|2dv, (7.11)

where pg = éC’,u’ > 0. By (7.4)-(7.5)-(7.6), the quantity FEy can be bounded by

W[
|
=R

|Eo| <Ch(6z + 1) 5 |vs| (Pws.gg)>dv

/2(1+v—u|)37>5x+l

4
1—
<Ch(6z +1)"5 / EADIIACT
2(14+|v—ul)3=7 >dz+l i=0
4
<Ch(ozx + l)_H/ ]vg‘e—%’\v_ulzdea?
2(1+\v—u|)3*7>69§+l i=0

Sce—c’[(lﬂ)ﬁ—lFﬁ((sx + l)—éi—l /

Al |2
lusle clv—y] dv/ ]ngﬂggﬁdv
2(14+|v—ul)3=7 >dz+l R3

1
<CeIWUDTT P s 4 )i / [Pws,pgl*dv.

Choosing large [ > 0 such that Ce_cl[(l/z)ﬁ_”2 < pyp, it follows that
|Es| < poh(dz + 1)~ —3 1/ [Pwg.ggl*dv. (7.12)
Then (7.10), (7.11) and (7.12) show that
E > E\ - |Es| > duoh(dz + 1) 5 3/ Pwg.gg>dv. (7.13)

We then control the quantity G. Note that by (7.4)-(7.6),

,;>

Pwgyg(zr,v) = /% Jwg,99(w,0)dv,
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It then follows that
G| <2 / [0 (52 + 1) T2 (Pugpg) o
RS

4
_ 1=
=27(0zx + 1) 31/ \vg\(zwj / Y (0)wg vg(x, v)dv) dv
Jj=
1—y
327—[[9]]124;7”,“%5—5’#9(5‘%+l) 3—v —Ny

4 L om 9
<. il o0 L @1+ )07 % (,5)a7) do.

m(l—~

m(1=v)
Lemma 2.1 shows that for m < 0, o, (a: 7) < C(dx +1)26G=" uniformly in o € R3. Then
the quantity G can be further bounded by

1—
|G| <CHlglAmn, 5p o0+ 170757

4 . a2
<. al( oo [ W@ +160)145) o (7.15)

(1—m) =2
<Ch(ox + 1)~ 55 T g1, s

(7.14)

) 2
where we have utilized the fact [g; |v3] ( Z?:o V() [gs [1;(0)|(1+ BIpLE |dz7> dv < C. Tt then
follows from (7.8), (7.13) and (7.14) that

Dy >E — |G| > 2uph(dx +1) —iy 1/ [Pwg,pg)*dv
1=y
‘Ch/ (0)[PHwspg2dv — Chox + 1) G . (716)

Then, by taking / > 0 small enough such that Chi < o, the bounds (7.3), (7.7) and (7.16)
conclude the results in Lemma 2.3, and the proof is finished. O

8. PROPERTIES OF THE OPERATOR K: PROOF OF LEMMA 2.4-2.5-2.6
In this section, we aim at investigating the properties of the operator K.

8.1. Lg, property of K: Proof of Lemma 2.4. In this subsection, we will prove the L
property of K, i.e., proof of Lemma 2.4.

Before proving Lemma 2.4, we need to analyze the factor o, in the bound (2.10). By the
definition of o in (1.18), it infers

( +|U_ |)—1+'\/, (33‘,11) GQla
.
ooz, v) = 4 (e (1 + ]v—lu\) Y 4oey(6z+1) 750, (2,0) € Dy, (8.1)
10‘5 (&v +1)" 3, (z,v) € Qg,

where ¢; and ¢y are positive functions depending on (x,v) and T with ¢; + ¢ admiting a
uniform lower bound. Also Q; (i = 1,2,3) are defined as follows.

O ={(z,v): 6z +1<(1+|v—u))>},
Qo= {(z,v): 14 v—u])*7 <dz+1<21 +|v—u))>}, (8.2)
Q3 = {(z,v) : 6z +1>2(1+|v—u|)>7}.

Lemma 8.1. Let —3 < v < 1. Denote by

0x(,0) _ (At —u)~

P, = = .
’ T T e —u)

(T, v4)
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Then the following results hold:

P, \(,v)

(z, v h {2 {3
o P, =P, P, ~ P, 1< P, <P,
0y P, ~ P, P, ~ P, P, ~1
Q3 P, <P <1 P, ~1 P,=1

Proof. Based on the expression o, in (8.1) and the definitions of ; (i = 1,2,3) in (8.2), the

results in Lemma 8.1 will be proved case by case.
Case 1. (z,v) € Q, (z,vs) € Q.

By (8.1), one has o, (z,v) = 6(1 + |[v — u|)™*7 and o, (x,v,) = 6(1 + |vx — u|)~'*7. Then

Galow) _ (Ito—ul)" 7 _
Py = iy = Ty = Do

Case 2. (xz,v) € Qy, (x,v4) € Qo.
Due to (z,vs) € Q2, Lemma 2.1 and the definition of {23 in (8.2) show that
ox(z,v.) ~ 0z + 1)~ = (1 + [ve —u) 1.
Together o, (z,v) = 6(1 4 |[v — u|)~!1*7, it follows that

paw) | (o)t
P = 26y ~ Ty = Do

Case 3. (z,v) € Q, (z,vs) € Q3.
1—
By (8.1), one has o, (z,v,) = %(5% + l)_ﬁ. Then

1—
os () ?’1_—07(1 + v —u)) (52 + l)ﬁ )

oz (T,0x)
In ©4, one has 6z +1 < (1+ |v —u|)3~7. Then
el < B (1 o —u) V(1 o — )Y = 3

In Q3, one has 6z +1 > 2(1 + v, — u|)377. Then
1—
e 2 2 (L o —u) T (L o — )T = 25 50

oz (z,vs)

1=y 4 —~ .
In summary, 23- 31—07PU <P, = ;’”(I’”) < 31—07, ie, P, <P, < 1.

z(my'v*
Case 4. (z,v) € Qa, (z,vs) € Q.
By the similar arguments in Case 2, there hold

~—

-
oo(2,0) ~ 0z + 1757 ~ (L4 v —u)™ 7, ou(zv) = (1+ v, —u|)~ 17,

which implies P, ~ P,.

Case 5. (x,v) € Qo, (x,vs) € Qo.

By the arguments in Case 2 and Case 3, one knows

O’x(.’ﬂ,?)) ~ (1 + ‘U - u‘)—l—l—’y ) O'x(x,’l)*) ~ (1 + ‘?}* - u’)_1+ﬁ/ )

which means P, ~ P,.

Case 6. (x,v) € Qo, (x,vs) € Q3.

1—

In Qo, 04(z,v) ~ (1 + v —u)) ™ ~ 6z +1) 5~
thereby infers that P, ~ 1.

Case 7. (xz,v) € Q3, (x,v4) € Q.

2R

It



KNUDSEN LAYER EQUATION 57

For (z,v) € 3, one has

1— 1—
o (,0) = 42 6z +1)755 < 28975 (1 + v —u)) T

1—
For (z,v,) € €1, it is easy to see that o, (x,v,) = 6(1 + |v, — u|) ™17 < §(0z + l)_ﬁ. Then
there hold

1-v
(@) _ 10 _(u+l) 3T o 10 9—3=2 (Itfe—uf) 7
oe(@vs) — 37 (THv—u]) T = 3 (T oe—u) 157 >
and
_ 1= _ 1=y
og(x,w) 10  (dx+l) 3—7 > 10 (dz+l) 3=7 10
O'Z(ZE,U*) - 3_7 (1+‘U*—U‘)71+ — oY = - :

As a result, one has 1 < P, < P,.
Case 8. (x,v) € Q3, (x,v4) € Qo.
For (z,v) € Q3 and (z,v,) € 92,

0u(@,0) = 28 5z + 1) T, o) ~ (o +1)7T ~ (L4 o, —uf)
which shows that P, = ;””((;11)) ~ 1.
Case 9. (x,v) € Q3, (x,v4) € Q3.
In this case, one has o,(x,v) = o,(z,v.) = %(&t + l)_éi_z, which means that P, =
gz(@o) _
Uz({“ﬁ*e) proof of Lemma, 8.1 is therefore completed. O

Proof of Lemma 2.4. For the simplicity of notations, we denote by
)" 5(0). (8.4)
By the definition of the norm | - ||, 9 in (1.28), one knows that

p(x,v) = ax% (x,v

o2 " K fllasn, 5.0 = (62 + )™ pK f| 1, (8.5)
Let f(z,v) = (0 + )™ pf(z,v) and K,(-) = pK(p~"'-). Then one has
o e K Fllam, 0 = 102 + 0™ PEK 35, = 1 Fllzzs, 56
o € £y -0 = 1+ o) Fllzs, -
It thereby suffices to prove
1K fllzge, < CIA+ o)™ Fllzg, - (8.7)

Let x(r) be a smooth monotone function satisfying x(r) = 0 for 0 < r < 1 and x(r) =1 for
r > 2. Then, together with (1.8)-(1.9)-(1.10), the operator K, can be decomposed as follows:

Kpf(x,v) = _Klpf($7v) + K;;Xf(ﬂj,v) + Kgcpf(xﬂ}) ) (88)
where
Kipf(w,v) = / PO fo — v, 1002 ()9 (v) f (2, v.) v
Kzlp X f(z,v) =p(z,v) f (1= x)(Jvx —v|) [ M %(v;)é(x,vl)+9ﬁ%(v/)é(az,v;)]
R3 xS?
X m%(v*)b(w, v — v)dwduy
13y fla,v) =p(e.0) [f xllow — o) 202 @) f (. 0) + 2 () f 01 (8.9)
R3 xS?

X m%(v*)b(w, vy — v)dwdv, .
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Step 1. Estimate of 2&:Y).

p(mvv*)‘
x,v Oz \T,V 5 v])? o(x,v)—o(x,v« v— —|Vx—
By (8.4), one has pp((%’v*)) = [Uz((m’v*))] 2 ((11:5\'@*'\))6 ehlo(@v)=o(@ vl d(lv—u*~|v.—ul*) By Lemma

2.1, it follows |o(z,v) — o(z,vs)| < ¢||v — ul? — |v, — u|2|.

We claim that for any S € R,

w8
(ﬁ'v*'f)ﬁ <1+ v =)o (8.10)

Indeed, if g > 0,
(L4 ) < (U Jou] + v = 0 ) < (14 o )P (1 + v = 0a])?

namely, ((111\'11'?; < (I+Jv—w])P. I B <0,

(o) < A+ )P+ o =)™ = (L o) P (1 + o — o)

which means that ((1143‘:‘?; < (1+ v — v )Pl As a result, the claim (8.10) holds. Moreover,

Lemma 8.1 and similar arguments in (8.10) indicate that for any m € R,

m(l—v)

m - |m|(1—7)
(228 ) % < Gy (14 2D 8 ) < Gy (L o —wa) ™2 (8.11)
@ (L0 (Hoa—u)) ™2

In summary, one derives that
2l < C(1+ v — va|)Fexp[(ch + 9)|[v — uf? = o, — uf?
where k = [B] + [m|(1 —v)/2 > 0.
Step 2. Estimate of K, f(z,v).
By the definition of Ky, f(z,v) in (8.9) and the bound (8.12), it is easy to see

], (8.12)

Kipfl )] <€ [ fon =0 1+ o = o IR | a0l (8.13)

=A-
where dy = 1 —T'(ch+9) > 0 by the assumptions in Lemma 2.4. Due to v —u[?+ |v, —u|? >
%|U - U*|2a
M (v)M(vy) < [W]zexp[ — %] . (8.14)
Together with [9%(v)M(v,)]% < C(1 + |v.])7~1, it infers that

3 2
A” <CJI+ o) Flles / [ = o (1 + [o, — v])Fexp[ — 2Ll do,
ke - (8.15)

<CI(+ o) fllgs,
where the last inequality is followed from the convergence of the integral
V—Ux 2
/RS o — o1+ Jos — o])Fexp[ — =P dy, < oo,
which holds if and only if v > —3.
Therefore, the relations (8.13) and (8.15) indicate that
[Kip f (2, 0)] < O+ [0) " fllgs, (8.16)

for v > -3, 8,m € R and ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.
Step 3. Estimate of K;;Xf(x,v).
First, we assert that

M(v,) < CMI% (), M(v) < CM W), M) < CM% (), (8.17)
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provided that v, —v| = |[v — V| < 2, where §y € (0,1/4) is given in Lemma 2.4. Indeed, if

|ve —v| < 2, it follows that
= |v, —u? +2(v — v,) - (vs

|v—u|2:|v—v*—|—v*—u|2— —u) + v — v, 2

1—50)’1) _ U*F < ﬁ‘v* _u’2 + 3.

<1+ 25 |ve —uf’ + (14
Then there hold
lv—ul? p oe—u?
) = (%T)%eXp[_ 2T(1—%0) 5OT] > Cm- 60( 2) s

M(v) = —L —
(v) (2xT)3 exp( — g7
which concludes the first inequality in (8.17). Moreover, the same arguments imply the last

two bounds in (8.17). )
By (8.17) and the definition of K;;Xf(x, v) in (8.9), it is easy to obtain
Ky X, 0)| < O+ 1),

where
p(z,v) j (1 —x)(|vs —U\)!% z,v") !E)ﬁl = )E)ﬁ%(v*)b(w,v* —v)dwdv,
R3 xS2
L =p(x,v) fj (1 —x)(Jvs — v|)|% x, v, ‘Emll( i)?ﬁ%(v*)b(w,v* —v)dwduvy .
R3 xS2
Now we focus on dominating the quantity II'. By (8.12), one observes that
— [ = uf]

p(z.v) <C(1+ v —2'|)fexp[(ch+3)|jv — uf?

O+ v — o' * [N (0) (v )20~ .

p(x, v)
<C(+v— v’|)k[E)Jt(v)gm(vf)]—ﬂ(cmﬁ) _
Then the quantiy II' can be bounded by
H/ <C J:[ 1-— "U* — 'U‘)‘f(m v )‘(1 + ”U _ ,U/ka250_%(v)

R3 xS2
1__ % __ _%__
X 92 1T-350) (v*)Dﬁ%5O (V" )IMTT=50) (v, )b(w, v4 — v)dwduw,

<C [ =)o = o) F@, o)A+ o = o F
R3xS?
390 ()30 (o) IMTT5) (0, )b(ow, vs — v)dewdos |
where the last inequality is followed from the bound 9t? g (vs) < CM=~1% () by (8.17)
It is derived from (8.14) that DI (v)ﬂﬁ%‘so (v') < Cexp(— %) Together with mE () <

(1+ [v'[)Y~1, the quantity II' can be further bounded by
)02 = o) (1 + o — o/ PR )05 ()

<O+ o)) flles, [[ (1= x

RS xS2
x exp( — M)gmm %07 (v4)b(w, vy — v)dwduy
<CII(+ o))" Fllzgs, -
_ 50';’0;7?/'2) < C and

where we have used the estimates (1 + |v — v'[)*exp(
[
j (1= x)(Jvs — fu])i)ﬁséo( )93?250(@’)9)?4(1950) (v4)b(w, Vs — v)dwdv, < CMEO (V)v(v) < C.

R3 xS2
Similarly, the quantity IT, can be bounded by IT, < C||(1 + |v])? lfHLo? for -3 <y <1,
B € R and sufficiently small 9 > 0. Consequently, it concludes that
v s -
Ky X f (@,0)] < CII(L+ o) fllzge, (8.18)
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for -3 <y <1, fe€Rand suﬂiNCiently small ¥ > 0.

Step 4. Estimate of K2pf(:17 v). By letting V =v, —v, V, = (V- ww, V) =V =V,
and w = ‘U, U‘, one has dwdv, = 2|V;|~2dV,dV, see Section 2 of [10]. Moreover, v/ = v + V/,
v, =v+Vy, v, =v+ V. Then, by (8.9), one has

K3, f(z,v) = A+ Ay,

where )
M=) [ VDo VB V)
R3JV| 1V,

(U + V) ( V)dVJ_dV, )
= [ f rv..\-?xuw)é(v + VL) (@0 + V)

XM (v + V)b(w, V)AV,dV .

MI»—-

(8.19)

Step 4.1. Control of |A1]. Set
C:U+%VlaCn:[(c_u)’w]waCJ_:(C_u)_CH' (820)

A direct calculation implies

otV —uP o+ V—u? otV —uP V) —ut V)2
4T - 4T
1
‘C 2V\+VJ_ u|2+‘<+vj_ —u+35 V\|2 IC_u+VJ_|2+Z‘V|‘2
= T s (8.21)
‘<\|‘2+|VJ_+CJ_‘2 Z‘Vu‘Q
- 2T ’
which yields
1 1 Vi|? W2 Vi |?
M2(v+V )M2(v+V) = (2ﬂ;)%exp[—%—%—%] . (8.22)

Moreover, (1.4) and (1.5) imply that

[b(eo, V)| < ol |V 7 = oL (8.23)
It also follows from (8.12) that (x(v+\)ﬂ.) < C(1+ |V,|)*exp [(1 4%) Hv ul? — v+ Vv, —uf?|],
where §) = 1 — T'(ch + 9) > 0 has been used. Note that
|'U - u|2 - |U +V - u|2 =V [Z(U - u) + VIYI] =-V- (2<J_ + 2<||) = =2V - CH? (824)
which infers
e < C(1L+ Vi) rexp[S52 V- 6] (8.25)

Plugging (8.22)-(8.23)-(8.25) into the expression of A; in (8.19), one has

™ <c/ / Vi 1+ [ViFexp| — 2 16y 0=id) g
R3 Vi1V,

(8.26)
2
xexp(— Mt B) XEA | f(z, 0+ V) ldViay,.
It is easy to see that by — W"l K"‘z + (1-4%) 460 |VH Gl < — 60‘2‘;‘" — —260¥"‘2,

~ 2 2
A SO+ ol iz, /R VAL VDL o+ Vi)' exp[ - 2R — 20l
2
X / exp( — Mgl b avy av;.
VJ_J-V;\

Recalling that v + V, = ¢, + (o + 3V, +u, it holds v + Vi| < C(1 + |G| + [Cu] + [Vi]),
which means (1 + [v + V,)'™ < C(1 + |[V,D'7 (1 + |G (1 + |¢L])*™. Observe that
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(L+ [Vi)E=7 (1 + | Vexp[ — 5|V“ 5‘%‘,"2] < C and f‘(/("YQ < T (|j P Then the
1+[Vi |2 +[V. 2
quantity A can be further bounded by -

(Al < O+ ol Filps, / Vi~ Lexp[ — A _ 2ok

/ exp( WJ—;‘JQL‘Q) (AHc P —_dV, dV,.
vV, 1V, (1+|V‘\2+|Vﬂ2)

=U
It turns to show that the quantity U is uniformly bounded in V;, and (. Let
L={V,VL LV [Vi+ >3}, L={VyVL LV, |[VL+¢| <3}
Then

U:/ll(---)dvlJr/b(---)de =U 4 Us.

If |V + (| > %!Cﬂ, one has (e N = < Cexp(%). Then U; can be bounded
b AV P+ VL)
Yy

U <C exp(—%)dVLgC.
VJ_J—V|

IF [V +¢o | < 3¢ it holds [V | > |¢[— |V +¢1| > |¢1|, which implies (HC DY
A+ViP+ VL 2) =

% < C. Then Uy can be dominated by
(1+4\CJ_| )

U, <C exp(—%)dVLgC.
VJ_J—V|

It therefore follows that U = Uy + Uy < C, which implies

Aa] O+ o) Fllge, / Vil exp[ - LE — 28l )av;
(8.27)

<O+ o) Fllzgs,

for -3 < v <1, 8 € R and sufficiently small 9 > 0.
Step 4.2. Control of |As|. Recalling the definition (8.20), a direct computation implies

ViRV GV G2 [V P (8.28)
AT 2T AT AT ’
which yields
1,12
M (v + V)02 (v + V) = e - Cto PP el Wty (3.29)
By (8.12), there holds - 28— < /(14 |V |)Pexp 1512 [v — uf? — v+ Vi —uf?[]. By (8.20),
it follows
—uf = o+ VL —u? = —|VL + P+ ¢ (8.30)
Moreover, (1+ |V |)* < (1 + ¢ (1 + |V + ¢ |)¥. Then
EE S < O+ LR+ VL + G Pexp S (VL + Cu? + (¢ )] - (8.31)

Substituting (8.23), (8.29) and (8.31) into the expression of Ay in (8.19), it follows that

1y 2
‘AQ‘ SC,/ H/H’_l(l + ‘CJ_‘)keXp( o \Cu+22FVT.\ o 60'%}‘2)
R3

2
x / (1+ Ve + DR AR f (2,0 4+ Vi)lexp( — 22Dy aviav,. (8.32)
VJ_J—V|
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(VD) c . ¢
Notiee that Wi = e = w2

| (v + VO <+ o)) fllzge, (1 + o+ Vi)
<ONA+ D)™ Flloge, T+ VL + DA+ 16+ 3ViD 7+ (6D,
where the relation v+ V| =u+ ¢, + (|, — %VH + V| has been utilized. Moreover,

Li,2
— 2 CHJ’__VI
(L ICLDP(L 4 16+ 3V exp( — SISl il < o
Then the quantity As can be further bounded by

1
1 " ‘<\|+_V|‘2
Aol SO+ ) Flaz, [ VI ftfeirexn(— ©240)

x / (1+ [V + Cu )P exp (= 2MxByqy, ay
VJ_J—V|

1
1 I ‘C\I+_V|‘2
<O + o) Fllos, / VI e = e (- S )y
=W

Set 111 = {Vi; 16+ 3Vil > 31Gi[} . Ia = {Vi; |G, + $Vi| < 31¢[}. The quantity W can thereby
be decomposed as

W= (MMV+/(~MW:WHM@
11 I

1i, 12
wta Vi
If |G, + 2Vi| > 3|¢|, one has %exp( i +8% | ) < C. Then

= 2
Wl SC/ ‘V“—lexp( o |C”+8%1V‘| )d‘/u
3
" (8.33)

1
<C V|7V, + C exp(— ——%—)dV, < C.
Vi< Vi[>1

If |CH + %VH < %|CH|7 it follows %|V\| > |CH| - |<||+ %VH > %|CH|7 i'e-a |V\| > |CH|7 which infers that
M < 1. As a result,

(A+vip*
= 2
Wa < / V| Lexp( — 12 V'" )dv, < O (8.34)
It thereby holds W = Wy + Wy < C, which shows
A < Ol + (o) fllzge, - (8.35)
By (8.27) and (8.35), one establishes that for —3 < v <1,
K f(@,0)] < [Ax] + Ao < O+ o)™ flee, - (8.36)
Finally, by plugging the estimates (8.16), (8.18) and (8.36) into (8.8), one knows that the
bound (8.7) holds. The proof of Lemma 2.4 is therefore completed. O

8.2. LL2- L7, property of K: Proof of Lemma 2.5. In this subsection, we will justify

the property that the Welghted L°L?2 norm can be bounded by the weighted L3, norm, ie.,
proof of Lemma 2.5

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Let x(r) be a smooth monotone function satisfying x.(r) = 0 for 0 <
r < e and x(r) =1 for r > 2, where £ > 0 is small to be determined. By (1.8)-(1.9)-(1.10),
one has

Kng(z,v) = —Kng(z,v) + Ky “g(z,0) + KX g(a,v), (8.37)
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where for I' = x. and 1 — ¥,
K, v) = / ho(@o)=ho (20| g YRS ()93 (v, ) g (, 0 )dos

Klog(z,v) ff (Jlv — vy h"(x’”)_ha(x’”,)imé(v;)imé(v*)g(:n,v')b(w,v* — v)dwdv, (8.38)
R3xS?
+ jj (lv — vs h"(””’”)_h”(m’”;)m% (U')Em% (ve)g(z,v,)b(w, v — v)dwdv, .
R3 xS?
Observe that [[I/_lth]]A;mm%Qﬂg = ||0’x%(5x + )™M w9 KnglLes, -

Step 1. Control the quantity [[V_lKhlg]]A;mm,y’OﬂQ.
By splitting

ax% (@, v)(0x + 1) w_ry 9(v) Kp1g(z,v) :ax% (x,v)(0x + l)“”w_wg(v)/ (+++)dvy

|[v—vs«|<e

+ ax% (z,v)(0x + l)“”w_wg(v)/ (- )dws
[v—vs|>e

=L+ 1.
Recalling the bound (8.12) with 8 = 0, one has

m
o.? (z,0)wo, 9 (v)e @)

< C(1 £ v — v, ]) ™5 elehr D) lo—uf—lv.—ul?| (8.39)

T
07 (0 )wo,p (vx )l (@:0%)

for sufficiently small &, ¢ > 0. It therefore holds

- Iml-v)
1 <Clalamm 004D [ o=t o =S
|v—’U*‘S5
e_[%—(ch+19)](\v—u|2+|”*_“‘Q)dv*
T
<Clgla;mn, 0.0 / o — v, e 5~ HNv—ulP o) gy, < O3 [g] amn 0.0+
‘U—U*‘SE

provided that A, > 0 are both sufficiently small and v > —3.
By Lemma 2.1 and (8.11), one easily knows that

w_wg(v)af (z,v)0, 2 (, U*)eh"(x’”)_ha(x’”*)

uniformly in (z,v,v,), provided that /i, > 0 are small enough. Then the quantity I, can be
bounded by

0 = 0 gy 5 (0) M (02) < C

m

(v)fmi (ve)o2 (z,v:) (0 + 1)™ |g(z, vs) |dvs

I\t

|I] <C: m

|[v—vs|>e
1
<C: </| | 22 (v*)i)ﬁ%(v)m%(v*)dv*) o2 0z + D™ 2 gl oo 12
V—Ux | >E

<Ccllo? (0x +1)" 2019l oo 12 < Cellog (02 + 1) 20w s 99l oo 2 5

where the last inequality is derived from 0 < o < % Here z, is defined in (1.21). Conse-
quently, it holds

o (2,0) (0 + D)™ w_y,9(v) Kmg(x, v)] < |0+ |I

<0t [[gl]A;m,an,ﬁ + Cellog (0x +1)™ Za’w—*y,ﬁQHLgOLg )

which means that

[[V_lKhlg]]A;m,n.y,O,ﬁ < 053—'—7 [[g]]A;m,n.y,O,ﬁ + C&HO-S? (533 + l)nwza’w—y,ﬁgHLgoL% (8'40)
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for 0 <o < %, -3 <y <1, meR, n, >0, sufficiently small #,9 > 0, and small € > 0 to be
determined.

Step 2. Control the quantity [[V_IK;Q_XEg]]m,nwoﬂg.

Recalling the definition of K%z_xgg(x, v) in (8.38), we decompose Kégxsg(a:, v) = I + II,
where

I = j (1 —x)(Jv — vi|)e ho(x,0)— ha(xv)m 2 (v )m2 (vs)g (:E,v')b(w,v* — v)dwdu, ,
R3xS?
Il = jj (1 _ Xa)(\v _ U*Deho(m,v)—ha(:v,vi)m% (v’)f)ﬁ%(v*)g(l’, ’Ufk)b(w, Uy — v)dwdv* )
R3xS2
Due to |[v—v,| < 2¢ < 2, it follow from (8.17) that M (v)) < COMI=% and M(v.) < CIMI—% (o)

for 8p € (0,1). Together with (8.39) (replacing v, by v'), it infers that for sufficiently small
h,9 >0,

02 (2,0)(0z + )™ w_. o(v)II| < CIIT (8.41)
where
\ n( ) =6 m
7= ()™ ] @) ™5 @)l (50 + )™ w90, o)
R3xS2

1-6g

x (1= xo)(lv — U*‘)e(ch-l—ﬁ)(\v—uIZ+|v/_u\2)9ﬁ (v )gmg (v:)b(w, v — v)dwdu, .

For the quantity II;, one easily has

- Im|(1—) . 1-dy
117 <Clg)am 001+ o)™ [ (=) (v = wa)(1 + o — /)7 (v)
R3xS?
e(Ch+l9)(‘U—u|2—Hv’_up)m% (’U/)m% ('L)*)b(w,v* — ’U)de’U* (8 42)
1-8g

<ClgLima 00 [ (1= xe)lo = 02T )20 (0o - v, v
R

<Ce g Asmny 0,0 -

Then the bounds (8.41) and (8.42) indicate that

|07 (2,0)(0z + 1) w_y 9 (v) 11| < O [g] aumn, 0.0 (8.43)

for =3 <y <1, n, > 0 and sufficiently small 9,2 > 0.
Similarly in (8.43), there holds

|02 (2,0) (02 + 1) w_y 9 (v) L] < O [g] 4, 0,0 (8.44)

for —3 <~ <1, n, > 0 and sufficiently small ¥, 2 > 0. Then, by (8.43) and (8.44), one has

[ Ky glasmin 00 < Ce* (9] aimony 0,0 (8.45)

for -3 <y <1, m €R, ny >0 and sufficiently small 9, > 0.
Step 3. Control the quantity [[V_lKgg]]A;mm%w.
Recalling (8.38), we split K75 g(x,v) = III; + III5, where

11, = ff Xe(|v — v*])eh(’(x’”)_h"(z’vl)ﬁﬁ% (v;)m% (ve)g(z,v")b(w, v — v)dwdo, ,

3 2
s (8.46)

M= [ el = oo Wm0 (0,)g e, ol v, — )
R3 xS2
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Step 3.1. Estimate of [[V_lfffl]]A;mmwoﬂg. We first divide the quantity III; into two parts:

IIIl = fj 1{\1}’—v|§€\v*—v|}(' . )dwdv* + jf 1{|v’—v\>5|v*—v\}(v/)(’ N )dwd’u* N
R3 xS? R3 x§2 (8.47)

=111 =112

where € > 0 is small enough to be determined.

Step 3.1.1. Estimate the quantity |07 (x,v)(0z + )™ w_r g(v) 11 |. If [/ — v| < Elvs — ],
one has

b(w, v —v) < Clo, — |7 |:j _U“ < Célue — |7

Together with (8.39) (replacing v, by v'), it is easy to derive that

m

o (2,0)(82 + D)™ w_ry 9(v) 11| < CEMT11]g) A, 0.9 (8.48)

where

— m|(1—~) 2o —
Iy = fj Xellv-—ol) (9 4 |y))= (1+|v’—v|)%e(0h+’9)“” 2o —uf?|

Toa—ol

R3xS2 (849)

_L 42 13,2
w e~ a7 (v —ul*+|vi—u| )dwdv*.

|vs—u[?

Note that %(H—M)_“/ < C.(14|vs—u])!, which means that % ST <

C:. Then

My <Ce ([ @+ p/ =)= eleh ) lo—P 1o/l | g o~ ol ~uP) gy gy, (8.50)
R3 xS2
By letting V.=v, —v, V, = (V- -ww, V} =V =V, and w = ﬁ, one has dwdv, =
2|V,|72dV dV, see Section 2 of [10]. Moreover, v/ = v+ V, v, = v+ V|, v. = v+ V. Recall
(8.20), hence, ¢ = v+ 3V, ¢ = [(( —uw) - wlw, (L = (( —u) — ¢, Combining with (8.21) and
(8.24), one has

— ml(1— 1 1 Vit
IIIll §2CE/ / H/H’_2(1+ H/H‘)‘ ‘(; ) e‘ﬁ('@wP‘l’Z|V\|2)+2(Cﬁ/+79)‘wl'<|w|e_‘ = Tll dVJ_dVTI
R VJ_J—V|
<C:
provided that A, > 0 are both sufficiently small. It therefor follows that
lo? (z,v)(6x + 1) w_r 9 (v) 11| < Ceélg] amny,0,0 - (8.51)

Step 3.1. 2 Estzmate the quantity \ax (z,v)(0x + )™ w_, 9(v)II12|. It easily follows from

(8.11) that ax (x v)oy K (,0) <CA+|v—w |)‘m‘(21ﬂ). Then by Lemma 2.1,

o) < € [ xe(v. — o))l =1 =ulPlops () Y3 (0, )02 (2, 0") (0 + )™ |g(, )]
R3xS2

[m|(1—v) /_
X(I+[v =) 2 Ly psau—op|vs — 07 \‘;)*—Z‘I dwduv, .

Note that w_, y(v) < C(1+ v, — u|)Me2?lve=ul® (1 4 Ju, —v])e201v==1" which means that

w—w(v)imi(v*) <C(1+ |ve — U|)Ivle2ﬁ\v*—u\2
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for sufficiently small ¥ > 0. Moreover, one has Mﬁ < Ce(1+ |vx —v|)""L. Then
lo? (z,v)(6z + 1) w_r 9 (v) 2|
[m|(1=v) \(
<C. ] W =vl(1+v—v)

R3xS?

(l—l—‘v _UDM-H 1,20ve—0]?

/ m A o
« eChllv—ul?—v —u|2\ax2 (2,0)(6z + )™ |g(z,v')|e” 8T(|v*_u|2+‘v*_u|2)1{\v’—v\>é\v*—v|}dev* .
By employing the change variables (w,v,) — (V,V]), one gains

|05? (@, v)(0x + 1) w_~ 9(v) 12|

-1 [m|(1—v)
<C. Vi (A + (Vi) 2
R3 JV, 1V,
TWVAPHIG P HIVL+¢L

X o (6z + 1) g(z,v+V)|e” AT Loy, savpdViV .

(1 + ’V‘)|'\{|+'y—16279|v‘2e2Ch/‘V|'CH‘

Observe that for sufficiently small A > 0

VIO P HIVL+¢L 2
e 4T

2 hV\ 1"
FRVCI v s avyy

_ 2 2 2 _Co& 2 _Coyz 2
<e=Co(ViPPHIGPHVL+CL | )1{|VHI>€\V|} <e Tz VFem 2 Vil g=ColVitCL®

C052
2

and (1 + |Vl IV < ¢, Jviav, e=ColVL+CLPqV, < C. Then one has

|0§(x 0)(0z + 1) w_ry 9(v) 12|

<05€/ VN v e

Iml(1=7)

e~ BMP |0 (5:13—1—1) Yg(z,v+V)|dV
<Cecel [ |20+ Vi)l (B )yl 0 + V)PAV)
R
/ Vo 72(1 + [V )™O=)22 (v + Ve CO"“'deH)%.

Due to ng ViI72(1 + |V )Imla=222 (v + V) COW"‘QdV,, < C uniformly in v € R® whence
0<d < —. It thereby infers that for 0<d < 2

02 (2,0)(0x + DM w_yy(v) | < Cecllo (5o + D" 2argllLeorz - (8.52)
Then (8.51) and (8.52) imply that

ax% z,0)(0x + D)™ w_n~ 9(v) T
07 2,062 + ) o 0) 11| .

< Caé[[g]]A;m,nw,O,ﬁ + CE,EHUU’? (5‘T + l)nwza’w—'y,ﬂgHLgoL%

for 0 < o < %, -3 < v <1, m € R and sufficiently small #,9 > 0, where €, > 0 are both
small to be determined later.
Step 3.2. Estimate of [[l/_llllgﬂA;mm%Q,ﬁ. Recalling the definition of IIT, in (8.46), we de-

compose it as

Iy, = Iy + 1159 (854)

where
Il = f xe(o = v} Ems () (v.)g . o))
R (8.55)
X L{jof —v|<élve—o[}0(W, Ve — v)dwdvy
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and

M = [[ Xe(lo = vu)e=0 = Ems ()3 (0)g (. v))

R3 xS?
X Lot —v|>&)ve—o[}0(W; Vs — v)dwdv, . (8.56)
Step 3.2.1. Control the quantity ]ax% (@, v)(0x + )™ w_ry 9(v)I21|. By blw,v. —v) <
Clox —v[755 [’ _v|| < Clvy — v|7 and XE(‘U*‘;U_Dﬁ:'vDﬂ < C.(1 + |v.))P1, one has
(02 (2, 0) (8 + )™ w9 (0) [T |
eho(z, v)o. m v)w ( ) | |
<C — (1+|U*|)ﬁ/1 vh —v|<E|vs—v
Ri;[(L2 eho(z, U*)o. 2 (Z‘U )’onﬁ(U ) {| * ‘_5‘ |}
x o (, 0l) (62 + 1) g, (v))g (2, 01| IRE (0))9N3 () deodlv,
<C: [[g]]A;m,ny,O,ﬂ[’ﬁﬂ )
where
m Ux —U 2 'U’*u 2
Mo = [[ (Ut ol — o) 572 el Dl ol oslombamte=iog - ydado,
R3xS2

Jvs—u|2+ v —u|?

Here we have used the bound (1 + \v*])wﬁﬁ% (1/)9)?% (ve) < Ce™ ST and the inequal-
ity (8.39) (replacing v, by v,). By employing the change variables (w,v.) — (V,V.) and
combining with the relations (8.28)-(8.30), it holds that for sufficiently small 2,9 > 0

—~ Im|(1—7) _ 2 2
i :/RS/V ™ Ll NI-IVACPHORI
1 1

G5Vl e 2 viee, 2
X e AT 8T T 8T -2|VH|‘2dVldVH

<C/Rs /w 1+ VL + )™ 0+ ™

e —C1(IG+5 ViR HICLPHIVI+CL?)

1 dV,dV,
{ive |<\/—|V|}

SC/ v —26—01|C.+;V.2/ 1 . e—T‘VJ_"'CJJ dv,dv,.
o V1 R (AE e '

c
Thanks to fVLJ—V| e_TIWH'Ci‘deJ_ < C < +o0 uniformly in V, € R3, we know that for any é >
—%\Vﬁrglﬂﬂ/l <é.

0 thereisa és > 0 sllfh that for any 0 < € < ié: fVLLVI. 1{‘VL‘S 1:2
Then the quantity IIl5; can be bounded by Ills; < C¢, which means that

lo? (z,v)(0x + 1) w_y 9 (v) 21| < Ceé[g] aimin, 09 (8.57)

Vil}©

for any 0 < € < ;.
Step 3.2.2. Control the quantity |0 (x,v)(6x + )™ w_ 4(v)III52|. Observe that

W_ry g ( )m% (’U/) %(’U*) < 0(1 + |U* o U|)|~/|e279|v*—v|2e_8iT(\vl_u‘2+|v*—u‘2) ’
Xe([vx = v])b(w, v — v) < Celv” = o|(1 + v, —0])7 7,
( ) ho(z,v)—ho(z,v)) <C(1—|—|U— |)

oi’ (x, )0y

m —m Iml(1-)

cchllo—ul?—[ol—u?|

Then
|0’§ (z,v)(0x 4+ 1) w_y 9 (v) 22|
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[m|(1—v)

<C: fj W — |1+ —2l)) "z (1 |v, — o) 1200l
R3xS?

m
2

1
Allo—u|2— v —ul? n I\ — s ([ —u)2 4 v —ul?
x e Mol o 2 (50 4 1y g (@, o ) e BT W Py dwde,

By employing the change variables (w,v.) — (V,, V] ) and the similar computations of 17 21,
one has

m

0 (,0) (0 + )™ w0 g (0) s | < C- / V[ e e [ @ iV
R3 VLJ—‘/H

m [m](

m 1—7)
x|o2 (0 4+ D)™ g(,v + V) Ly, sqvpy (L + VL) T 7 e ClPHVitePay, qv .
If |Vi| > &V|, there holds [ |> + |[VL + ¢1|*> > |[VL|* > &%V|?>. Together with (1 +

’VJ_‘)‘m‘(%e_%(mﬂzﬂ‘ﬁ-ﬂl\z) < C and (1 + ’V‘)|7|+’Y—1e—(%52—279)\v\2 < C: under 0 <

¥ < %52, one has

|0§ (x,v)(6x + 1) w_r 9 (v) 2|

m C.
SCe,é/ |V\|_1€_CQ|C”+%V"2 lo? (6 + D)™ g(z,v + VJ_)|€_T2‘VL+CL|2dVJ_dV|Y|
R3 VLV,

:C&é/ ‘gx%((;x +D)vg(z,v + Vi)‘e—%mm?/ \VH]‘le‘02|<"+%“'|2dV‘dVL
R3 Vi1V

SCE,g/ \ax% (0z + )™ g(x,v+ Vl)\e_%Wi“iFdVL .
R3

Since [ps 22, (v + VJ_)G_%le—'—CJ‘ldeJ_ < C uniformly in v, € R3 whence 0 < o < %, we
obtain
|07 (2,0) (0 + )" w_y 9 (v) | < Cegllod (02 + )™ 20—y 99| Lo L2 - (8.58)
Then (8.57) and (8.58) indicate that for any & > 0 there is an £; > 0 such that for all
€€ (07 éé)v

Jx% 2,0)(0x + 1) w_~ 9 (v) I
|loa? (@, v)( )" w9 () L | (8.59)

< Csé[[g]]A;m,n—y,O,ﬁ + Cs,éHO-ﬂ? (5$ + l)nwza’w—w,ﬁgHL%’L% 5
provided that 7,9 > 0 are both small enough. It therefore follows from (8.53) and (8.59) that
for any fixed ¢, > 0, —3<7§1,m€R,n«,20and0§a’<%

[[V_lK%fg]]A;m,an,ﬂ < C:(6+¢) [[QHA;m,ny,O,ﬂ + C€7g|’0'§ (6x + l)“”zarw_wggHL%oL% (8.60)
for all € € (0,&:), provided that h,9 > 0 are both small enough. Consequently, (8.40), (8.45)
and (8.60) show that

v Knglammn, 0,0 < [C7 + Ce(€ + )][g] imny 09 + Ceellod (62 + 1) zarw_y 99l poor2 -

For any fixed 1, > 0, we first take € > 0 such that Ce3t7 < 2 and fixed. Then we take
€ > 0 such that C.¢ < I+ and fixed. At the end, we choose & € (0,é;) such that C.&¢ < %+ and
fixed. Therefore, the above inequality finish the proof of Lemma 2.5. O

8.3. Weighted L%U property of K: Proof of Lemma 2.6. In this section,
Proof of Lemma 2.6. By (1.8)-(1.9)-(1.10), one knows that
Kng = —Kmng + Kn2g + Kpsyg,

where

Kpig(z,v) = ehg(x’”)ﬂﬁ%(v)/ e_ha(x’”*)g(:n,v*)w — v*|79ﬁ%(v*)dv* , (8.61)
]R3
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Kpog(z,v) = elo@v) fj e_ha(x’”/)g(a;,fu')i)ﬁ%(v;)i)ﬁ% (v)b(w, vy — v)dwduy, (8.62)
R3xS2

Kpsg(z,v) = @) jf e_h”(m’”;)g(x,v;)imé (v/)im%(v*)b(w,v* —v)dwdo . (8.63)
R3xS2

Step 1. Estimates for K3 part.
Claim that for 0 < a < min{%, VT*'?’}’

. ’V_%Z_aa'x?wﬁﬂKﬁlg(x,’U)‘2d'U < \ \V%afwﬁﬂgg(x,v)lzdv. (8.64)
R R

Indeed, we rewrite

m

1 -5 ~
v b e a0 wsaKing(oo) = [ tnle,0)g(e0)de.,
R

m

. 1 m
where g := v20/ wg »g, and

ho(z,v)

thi(x,v,0,) = z_a(v)y_%(v)y—%(v*) wﬁ»ﬂ(v)af (z0)e

v — fu*]VDﬁ% (v)m% (vs) .

we,o(0x)0g” (2,04l (@:00)

By (8.12), one has

3 o (w,0) Im|(1—v) —u|2— |y —u?
wg 9 (v)os (z,v)e < (1—|—|U—U*|)‘ﬁ|+ 5 e(Ch+79)HU u|? —|vx—u] \

~

m
we, 9 (v:)0a2 (2,0, )eho (@0x)

m
wg (V)02 (z,0)eh(@v)

Then for sufficiently small i, ¢ > 0, I/_%(U)l/_%(v*) Sm%(v)imi(v*) <1

wﬁ,ﬁ(v*)a'z%(w,v*)ehg(%v*)
uniformly in z, v and v,, which yields that [¢41(z,v,v4)] < z_a(v)|v — U*|79ﬁ%(v)£m%(v*)
uniformly in x. Then

I:= |1/_%z_a0’x%w5ﬂgng(x,v)|2dv:/ |/ 1 (, v, v,)9(x, v, ) v, | Adv
R3 R3 JR3
1 1 2
S [ ([ atle - o.poi @t el o)ide.) do
R3 \JR3

5/]1%3 (/R3 22, (0)|vy — o1 (0)M

Note that by Lemma 2.3 of [17], [ps|v — v*|79ﬁ%(v*)dv* < (1 + |v])?, which means that

=

(U*)dv*> (/R3 Vs — v[VDﬁ%(v)m%(v*)@(w,fu*)\2dfu*)dfu.

~ Y=

/Rg 22 o (V)]s — o[ YMT (V)M (v2)dov, S 22, (V)M (W) (L + |o])7 S 224 (V)ME (v) .
It thereby holds
15 [ Zamimi el - u o) Pvde= [ 9 @)lgte,0)Ph(e)dv.,
R3 xR3 R?
where

h(v,) = /11&3 22, (v)|v — U*IVDﬁ%(v)dv.

One asserts that

h(v.) S (14 [va])? (8.65)
for -3 <y <1and 0 < < min{3, VTJF?’} Once the assertion (8.65) holds, one has

1< / (14 o) (), 00) P, < / 3, 00) 2,
R3 R3

which means the claim (8.64) holds.
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It remains to show the assertion (8.65). Note that

R e

:=hq(v«) :=ha(vs)

Recalling the definition of z_, in (1.21), one has

me) S [ 2wl ed
[v—vx|<1

:/ lvs| 72w — v, |Ydv + / |v — vi|7dv
[v—v«|<1,|v3|<1 |[v—v4|<1,|v3|>1

5/ lus| 72w — v, |Ydv + / |v — v, |[7dv.
[v—vs|<1 lv—v4|<1

By letting v1 — vy1 = rsinpcosf, vg — v = rsinpsing, vg — vy =rcos with 0 < r < 1,
0<0<2mand 0 <y <, adirect computation shows

! 3
hy(vs) < 271/0 r2+7_2a/0 (|cos + @\_20‘ + | cosp — @\_20‘) sin pdpdr + 3“

Observe that for 0 < a < %,

us

/02 (|cos + @\_20‘ + |cosp — @\_20‘) sin pdg

1—12a [(lv*al + 1)1 20 (@ _ 1)1—2a] 7 Vs E 3l >1
- o3 \1—2a [vs3|\1—2a | <Ca <
e L1+ 220) —(1-Ehl=e] o<
uniformly in @ > 0, which implies that
h(0,) < 27C, / PR 4 G = 2 4 ST < oo, (8.66)

provided that 0 < @ < min{3, 3+7}

For the case [v—wv,| > 1, one can assert that [v—v,|" < (1+[v])(1+]vs])? for =3 < v < 1.
Indeed, if 0 < < 1, the bound |v — v,| < (14 |v])(1 + |v.|) implies the assertion for the case
0<~y <1 If -3<v<0,o0nehas 1+ v <(1+]v])(1+v—0vs])<2(14|v])|v—vs|, hence,
|v — ve| 71 < 2(1 4 |v|)(1 + |v4|)~t, which infers the assertion for the case —3 < vy < 0. Then
it follows

hQ(v*)gfl >1z3a(v)(1+yvy)mﬂv*\)mi(v)dvg (1+ [v.])? /R 22 (1)1 (v)dv.

Thanks to 0 < a < 3, one has [g, zza(v)imi(v)dv < 1, which implies
ha(vi) S (14 [vs])7. (8.67)

Then the bounds (8.66) and (8.67) conclude the assertion (8.65).
Step 2. Estimates for Kjs part.
One asserts that for 0 < o < min{3, b0+7+1} with by € S, given in Lemma 2.6,

/3 ’V_%Z_aUgwﬁ7ﬁKﬁgg($,’U)Pd'U < /3 \V%afwﬁﬂgg(x,v)Pdv. (8.68)
R R

Indeed, let x(r) be a smooth monotone function satisfying y(r) = 0 for 0 < r < 1 and
x(r) =1 for r > 2. Then the operator in (8.62) can be decomposed as follows:

KﬁZQ(‘Ta U) Kﬁ2g('x U) + K}%Q_Xg(x7 U) ) (869)
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where for a =y or 1 — x

K&g(x,v) = elo@v) Jf e~ @) g |y — v*\)g(x,U')Dﬁ%(v;)ﬁﬁ%(v*)b(w,v* —v)dwdvy .

R3 xS2
Step 2.1. Control of K},.
Denote by
~ _l m
K%%g(xa U) = Z_a('l))l/ 2 (U)Ux2 (.’1’, U)wﬂ,ﬂ(v)K%(Q.g(x7 U) .
By (8.12),
wﬁﬁa»agxmmyﬁdzw> < O_+|v__Uqﬂm+ﬁﬂ%:ﬁegm+wﬂw_uw_hﬂ—ﬁﬂ. (8.70)
wg 9 (v )os? (w,0)eho (@)
Then
[Kho(2,0) S 2av) [[ (1|0 B (et D)l o=l = ] =5 ()= 3 (o)

]R3><S2
x|l/%0§g(x,v’)|x(|v — V4| )b(w, vy — v)dwdu,
which means
’/ R:)zég(x?v) ’ h(x,v)dv\
R3
S [ a0 L+ o — o et ) o B g )

R3XxR3 xS2
v 2, v) |90 ()2 (0)x (o = 0])bw, v, — v)dwdv.do

SV,

where
jfj \V_%h(a:,v)ﬁmi(v*)b(w,v* — v)dwdv.dv
R3XR3xS2
and
=[] Rl W o A O 2l g (1)
R3 xR3xS?

xm(v;)fm%(v*)xz(lv — 0| )b(w, vy — v)dwdv.do .

Due to [[ps, .« M (v)b(w, v —v)dwdv, < v(v) derived from Lemma 2.1 of [17], the factor
I can be bounded by

L < / \h(z,v)dv. (8.71)
R3
Now we estimate the second factor I5. Note that
y W) ~ (L )7 S U DI+ o’ = )™ S 95 (o) (L + o' — L)

for —3 < v < 1. Moreover, the measure x2(|v, — v|)b(w, v« —v)dwdv.dv is invariant under the
transform (v, vy) — (v',v)). Then

I < / Vo wp.ag(z,v) s (v)dv,
RS
where

‘£f N1+ v — ve]) V(L + [o — o) 2IBHImIC=7) 2(ht D)l [v—uf—|o—u®
R3xS2

T (01 (v,)x2 (v — ve])b(w, v — v)dwdo, .
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Let V=v,—v, V,= (V- -ww, V. =V —V,. Then dwdv, = 2|V,|72dV, dV,, v' = v+ V],
v, =v+V, v, =v+V. By (821) and (8.24), one has

WL —ul2os—ul2 _ |G IVIPHIVI L)
- o7 == T ;v

2

_u| - |U/ _u|2 = =2V, - G,

where ( = v+ 3V}, ¢, = [(¢( —u) - ww, {1 = (( —u) — (. Recall that

b(w, ve —v) = |[v — v.[7b(cos B) < Clv — v,|"| cos §] = WC“%

Then

ip(v) S / / 22 (04 V)1 + V)TV (1 + |V])2BIHImIA=) cAeht0) ViG]
R3 JV, 1V,

xear (G VIV G WD o)y =2qv, qV;

Note that (14 [V[)™7 < (1 +|V,)P(1 4 |V |)™". Then, for sufficiently small 7,9 > 0,

12(,0) SJ / / Z%a(?) + "/H)"/I’I‘—le—c(‘c\l‘2+|V\|2+‘VL+CL‘2)(1 + ’VJ_‘)—’Y T;?LYL) dVJ_dVH
R3JV, 1V,

for some positive constant ¢ > 0. Observe that >|<V€‘1 L) SA+|ViRE+ VP T = If Vi+¢ | >

11¢1], one has [Vi| < [V + ¢u|+[¢0] < 3|VL +¢i]- Then (1+[Vi])™7 Qm < SVt

If [V + ¢ < $|¢0), it holds [V | > €| — Vi +¢1| > 3]¢1] and (1 + ym) T< (14 |VL+
¢ DM+ [¢ )7, which imply that

VD) < A4VA+C DA+ DY « 5 IVi+¢i 2
I-v ~ — ~ :

2
(1+ [V ])~rt
VI (V2L )T

In summary, the inequality (1 + [V |)~ “”f‘iﬂ‘f? < e3!V1H+C 1olds. Then

is(v) < / Vi1 22 o (0 + Ve~ elaP+HViE) / e sVt qy )ay,
Vi1V
/ Vil 22, (v + V)emMiFay,.

By the similar arguments in (8.66), [ps Vi~ 2 (v+V)e —dvil’qy, < 1 uniformly in v € R3,
provided that 0 < o < % Then one has proved that ig(v) < 1 uniformly in v € R3. Tt
therefore infers that

LS / Vo w99, v)Pdv,
RS

which, together with (8.71), implies that

1

1
|/ ng:z:v) h(z,v)dv| < / |yzo'x wﬁgng|dv 2 / |hmv|dv 2.
By letting h(z,v) = I?%zg(x, v), one concludes that for 0 < a < 1,
/3 |y_%z_aafw5ﬂgK,§29(:E,v)|2dv < /3 |V%02w57ﬁg(x,v)|2dv. (8.72)
R R

Step 2.2. Control of K%;X
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Since [v—vy| < 21in K;z_x, the claim (8.17) shows DM(v]) < M=% (v'), M(v,) < M=% (v)
for any fixed dp € (0,1). Then

_1 m _
V22 00 wp Ky, Xg(z,v)]

<o a(v) wao (o el gnd o yonk (u, )T (o )T (0)r R ()1 E (o)

Rivsz Waw(V)od (@u)eho @)

x (1 —=x)(Jv— v*|)|uéafw5,gg(:n,v/)|b(w,v* —v)dwduv, .
By (8.12) and taking dy = %, one has
5

ooy O ank (o] )0 (0, )1 (@) (0)o (o) (V)

wp,o(v)og” (x0)ehe (@)

for sufficiently small A, > 0. It thereby holds
V320 wy g Ky Xg(w,v)]

< H V302 ws59(2, )| 2—a(0) IRV )M(0,)M (W )M(v)] Fb(w, v, — v)dwdv, .
R3 xS2

Let V=v,—0v,V, = (V’W)wy Vi=V-V,(= U+%Vu G = [(C—u)'w]w, L= (C_u)_CH'
Then dwdv, = 2|V |72dV. dV,, v = v+ V,, v. = v+ V|, v, = v+ V. Denote by §(z,v') =

77L

V2o 2 wg9g(z,v'). It then follows from (1.4)-(1.5)-(8.21) and [v+V, —u? = |{ [+ ¢ + 3V 2
that

(8.73)

V32 00 wp, m,i;xg(a:, v)|
/ / o ()i, v+ V) IR0 + V)Mo + V)M (o + V,)M(0)] T
R3JV, 1V,
x (L= x)(|[V])b(w, V) - 2|V,|~2dV_ 4V,

<o ()M (v /RS/VN (v + V)M (v + V)
1 "

w e~ T (G HIVAPHIVLACL PHCLPHG+F VI Vil |1(1\ 20D gy, gy, (8.74)

Sealomtbo) [ [ gl vy v)

11 1 -1
« e~ mr (1 [VilP+3IVL?) Vil —_dV.dv,
(ValP+Ve) =

(1) (1) /R Glasv 1 VI (0 + V)|V~ e T B(1,)av,,

where

- vy 12
B = [ Vi e R av
VJ_J—V|

By Lemma 2.3 of [16], ([Vi|> + [V |?)" T |VJ_|bO < |V, |Pot7=1 holds for any fixed by € [0,1 — 7).
Then, if 0 < by < 1—~ and by < 2,

v, [?
oV S [ e v, S

VJ_ Vi

It therefore infers that

_1 m _
|V 22_n04 wgﬂgK%Z Xg(z,v)|
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‘ H‘
SZ—a(U)im%(U)/ 3,0 + V)IME (v + V)|V, [0 2" =TV,
R3

~=alv) [ Ot (0. €14 (8.75)

where £ = v 4+ V, has been used, and

b (0,€) = ()T o — €t~

with byp < 2 and 0 < bg < 1 —~. We further require by + v — 2 > —3 such that the kernel
£, (v, &) is integrable on the variables both & and v. More precisely, one has

/ (v, £)dE = (v) / o — €026 Tt o (6)de
]R3 R3

(8.76)
S+ fol) P (0) £ 1
uniformly in v by Lemma 2.1 of [17]. Furthermore, by (8.65)
g2
/ 22 (v)Ey, (v, €)dv :93?3_12({)/ 22 (v)|v — {\b°+7_2e_—‘1zs§:‘r M3z (v)dg
R3 R3 (8.77)

<M (€)(1+ [ghe 2 51

uniformly in &, provided that bp +v—2 > -3 and 0 < a < mln{1 b°+7+1} with by € S,.
thereby follows from (8.76)-(8.77) that

V2200 wp oKy Yg(x,0)Pdv S /R 220 (0) (G, Oty (0,€)d6) "dv

S [ 2@ [ .00 ([ 1.6 P . 6)a8)do

Fubini Theorem v v T
Lmitteren [ ([, 0.906) ([ |2 a0t (0,608 (e, O e
< [l ofas = [ Wiaf wsagte. oo

for 0 < o < min{3, bo+++1} with —3 <y <1 and by € Sy. Therefore, the bounds (8.72) and
(8.78) conclude the claim (8.68).

Step 3. Estimates for Kj3 part.

The goal is to show that for 0 < o < min{%,

R3

(8.78)

b1+~
2

} with by € T, given in Lemma 2.6,

, ’V_%Z_a02w57ﬁKﬁgg($,’U)‘2d'U < /3 \V%afwﬁﬂgg(x,v)]zdv. (8.79)
R R

As similar as in (8.69), Kpsg(x,v) can be split as
Kpsg(z,v) = K5g(x,v) + K%?,_Xg(x,v) ,
where for a = x or 1 —
Kiygw,v) =[] J— Da(fo — v g, 01) (o) (1)b(ew, s — )
R3xS?

Step 3.1. Control of K.
By (8.70) with v’ replaced by v, one has

1 m
v 22 q0d wa 9 Knsg(z,v)|
Somal®) [[ (1 o — ol PG ot b )y o)
]R3><S2

X |I/%J§w57ﬁg(x, vl)|x(Jv — v*|)§m% (v')imé (vs)b(w, Vs — v)dwduy ,
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which implies that by the Holder inequality

m

| . V_%z_aafwgﬂgK%g(x,v) “h(z,v)dv| < \/IL T,
R

where
I, = fff |V_%(v)h(:z:,v)|29ﬁ%(v*)b(w,v* —v)dwdv,dv,
R3 xR3 xS2
and
Iy = Hf 2 () W) (1 4 o — o) 218 mI A=) 2ehtd) lo—ul v —ul?|
R3 xR3 xS2

1 m

X|v2o? wggg(z, v;)\%ﬁ(v')m% (0:)X2 ([ — v )b(w, v4 — v)dwdv,dov .
By (8.71), one has

I 5/ \h(z,v)dv. (8.80)
R3

From changing the variables (v,v’) — (vs,v),) and employing the Fubini Theorem, it follows
that

—

R3xR3 xS2

[[2 _ fjf 22 (U*)V_l(’u,)(l + ”U* _ UI’)2|B\+|m|(1—fy)e2(cﬁ+19)||v*—u\2—\v’—u\2\

X \V%ax%wgﬂgg(x, U')\%ﬁ(@i)m% (0)x2(Jv — vi|)b(w, ve — v)dwdv,do,

where we have used the fact that the measure y?(|v — v.|)b(w, v, — v)dwdv,dv is invariant
under the previous changing variables. Further by changing variables (v,v.) +— (v',v}) and
the corresponding invariant of y2(|v — v4|)b(w, v« — v)dwdv,dv, one has

I, = / V0w wp (e, v)ja(v)dv,
R3

where the kernel

jo(v) = Jj 22 (W) ) (1 + ol — U‘)2\B|+\m\(1—v)e2(cﬁ+ﬂ)\\vi—ulz—lv—u\zl

R3xS2
xi)ﬁ(v*)i)ﬂ% (W)X (Jv = v )b(w, vy — v)dwdo, .
We now want to show that jo(v) < 1 uniformly in v € R3.
Let V=wv,—0v,V, = (V’W)wy Vi=V-V,(= U+%Vu G = [(C—u)'w]w, L= (C_u)_CH'

Then dwdv, = 2|V,|72dV dV,, v' = v+ V,, v, =v+ V|, v. = v+ V. Note that

!—ul2 vy —u)? 20¢i+3 VilPHICL P+ Ve +¢u
v u\;lv u? _ |Git+3 Vil EJJ_“I Vi+¢1 | 7 ‘U—UP—‘UL—UPZ’CJ_P—’VJ_-FCJ_P.
Moreover, v~ (v) ~ (1 + |[v])™" < (14 |/ + [v — 2|)~7 for —3 < v < 1, which means
[v" —u|2 4 |vx —u]
that V_l(v)im(v*)img W) S A+ V) e i . Together with (1.4)-(1.5), one has

jo(v) < / / 2 (04 V(LA Vi) V(1 4 [V |) 2B mI 0 2t a)IC Vi
R3JV, 1V,

2/¢,+4V, 12 24|V 2 -
206+ Vil TG PV +¢ | Y2(VDIVi| Y

xXe AT T dVJ_ dV‘ .

For sufficiently small /i > 0, there is a ¢ > 0 such that

e PV 1P
4T

(1+ ‘VJ_’)2|B‘+|m|(1_7)e2(0h+ﬂ)||CL|2_‘VL+CL‘2|6 < o UCLPH+IVL)

It also holds (1+|V"“‘/).‘711>f,2(‘v|) S (H(‘%/Tm‘\%;lﬂ S 1for —3 <y < 1. Then

. -1 _M 2 _CI(K |2_HV |2)
jo(v) S / Vi e 2T </ zZ (v + Ve + + dVL>dVH.
R3 VLJ—V\
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Observe that for 0 < o < 3, fvlu« 22 (v + V))e ¢ UCLPHVLM QY < 1 uniformly in v € R3.

[k
2T

Then j2(v) < [gs Vi te”
(8.34). It thereby follows

dV, < 1, where the last inequality is derived from (8.33)-

1T, 5/ ’V%U:c%wﬁ,ﬁg(x7v)’2dv. (8.81)
R3

As a result, (8.80) and (8.81) indicate that

m

| . V_%z_aafwg,ﬂKggg(x, v) - bz, v)dv|

m 1 1
< </ |V%02w5709(x,v)|2dv) ? </ |h($,v)|2dv) ‘,
R3 R3

which, by taking h(z,v) = V_%Z_QO'EU)@ﬁK%%g(ZE,’U), implies that
]V_%z_aag?wg,ﬂK%g(az, v)2dv < \V%ag?wgﬂgg(x, v)|*dv (8.82)
R3 R3
for—3<’y§1,m€RandO§a<%.
Step 3.2. Control of K%g_x
Due to |[v—v,| < 2in K%?,_Xg(x,v), the claim (8.17) reads M(v') < M=% (v)) and M(v,) <
M=% (v) for any fixed &y € (0,1). From the similar arguments in (8.73), it follows that

1 m _
V™22 002 wp 9K g Xg(x,0)]

S ] Ivrod waagla. o)) z-a () RELMw)ME)DM()] Fb(w, v, — v)dedv,
R3xS?
for sufficiently small 7,9 > 0. Let V=v, —v, V, = (V- -w)w, V), =V =V, ( =v+ %VH,
¢ =[(¢ —u) ww, ¢, = (¢ —u)—¢,. Then one has dwdv, = 2|V, |72dV,dV|. We remark that

the derivation of the previous relation is similar to that of dwdv, = 2|V,|=2dV,dV given in
(38), Page 35 of [10]. It therefore infers from the similar arguments in (8.74) that

V22002 wa s Ky Xg(x,v)]
m v, |2
< z_a(v)i)ﬁ% (v)/ \V%af wgwg(x,v+ VL)\DLRTlﬁ(v + VL)]VL]_Qe_ 6uT UV )dvy,
]R3

where

W(V,) :/ e~ eGP+ _GO—00VD _qy7
VLV, (IViP+IveP) =
By Lemma 2.3 of [16], (|V,|? + |Vl|2)7771|1/|,|b1 < |V [Pr+7=1 holds for any fixed by € [0,1 — 7.
Then

v, 2
U(Vi) 5 \Vﬂblﬂ_l/ e~ st [V, [TV, S [V i
ViLvy

under the further constraint b; < 3. It thereby follows from the same arguments in (8.75)
that

1 m - 1 m
v 22 4072 wgﬂgK%g Xg(z,v)| < 2_a(v) /3 V2o wgpg(z, ™)t (v, w)dw,
R

v—w|?
where &, (v, w) = [m(v)m(w)]élv - w]bl*'“f_?’e_‘ =7 with by <3and 0<b <1—7~. We
further assume that by +~v — 3 > —3. As similar as in (8.76)-(8.77), one has

/ &, (v, @)dw S (1+ o) 7300 (v) S 1
R3
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uniformly in v € R3, and

/ 22 (V)8 (v, @)dv < (1 + [) P () S 1
R3

uniformly in @ € R3, provided that 0 < o < min{%, bl;“’} with =3 <y <1 and b € 75.
Then the similar arguments in (8.78) shows that

/3 |V_%z_aafw549K%3_Xg(x,v)|2dv < /3 |V%wa5,gg(:n,v)|2dv (8.83)
R R

for 0 < o < min{3, bl;’”} with =3 <y <1 and b; € 7,. As a result, the bounds (8.82) and
(8.82) imply the claim (8.79).

Finally, the inequalities (8.64), (8.68) and (8.79) conclude the bound (2.13). Then the proof
of Lemma 2.6 is completed. O
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