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SHARP GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND SCATTERING OF THE

BOLTZMANN EQUATION

XUWEN CHEN, SHUNLIN SHEN, AND ZHIFEI ZHANG

Abstract. We consider the 3D Boltzmann equation for the Maxwellian particle and soft
potential with an angular cutoff. We prove sharp global well-posedness with initial data
small in the scaling-critical space. The solution also remains in L

1 if the initial datum
is in L

1, even at such low regularity. The key to existence, uniqueness and regularity
criteria is the new bilinear spacetime estimates for the gain term, the proof of which
is based on novel techniques from nonlinear dispersive PDEs including the atomic U -V
spaces, multi-linear frequency analysis, dispersive estimates, etc. To our knowledge, this
is the first 3D sharp global result for the Boltzmann equation.
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1. Introduction

The Boltzmann equation is a basic mathematical model in the collisional kinetic theory
which describes the statistical evolution of a dilute gas. The Cauchy problem for the
Boltzmann equation is of crucial importance for the physical interpretation and practical
application, and is thus one of the fundamental problems in kinetic theory. So far, a
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large quantity of mathematical theories have been developed by using various methods for
constructing solutions in different settings, see for example [2–6, 8, 9, 11, 14–17, 28, 32, 35–
40, 42–44, 46, 47, 50, 52, 53]. Despite the significant progress, it remains an open problem
to characterize the optimal regularity of initial data for the well-posedness including the
global existence, uniqueness, continuity of the solution map, scattering, conservation laws,
and etc. This is not only of mathematical and physical interests for perfection, but also an
actual need for many related problems, such as the derivation of the Boltzmann equation
from the classical particle systems or quantum many-body dynamics, its hydrodynamic
limit to fluid equations, and many others. In the paper, we investigate the sharp global
well-posedness of the Boltzmann equation.

The general 3D Boltzmann equation takes the form

(1.1)




(∂t + v · ∇x) f(t, x, v) =

∫

S2

∫

R3

[f(v∗)f(u∗)− f(v)f(u)]B(u− v, ω)dudω,

f(0, x, v) =f0(x, v),

where f(t, x, v) denotes the distribution function for the particles at time t ≥ 0, position
x ∈ R

3 and velocity v ∈ R
3. The variables u, v can be regarded as pre-collision velocities

for a pair of particles, ω ∈ S
2 is a parameter for the deflection angle in the collision process,

and the after-collision velocities u∗, v∗ are given by

u∗ = u+ ω · (v − u)ω, v∗ = v − ω · (v − u)ω.

We adopt the usual shorthand Q(f, g) to denote the nonlinear collision term of (1.1), which
is conventionally split into a gain term and a loss term:

Q(f, g) =Q+(f, g) −Q−(f, g),(1.2)

(gain term) Q+(f, g) =

∫

S2

∫

R3

f(v∗)g(u∗)B(u− v, ω)dudω,(1.3)

(loss term) Q−(f, g) =fA [g] , A [g] =

∫

S2

∫

R3

g(u)B(u− v, ω)dudω.(1.4)

Due to physical considerations of collision, the Boltzmann collision kernel function B(u−
v, ω) is a non-negative function depending only on the relative velocity |u − v| and the
deflection angle θ through cos θ := u−v

|u−v| · ω. Throughout the paper, we consider

B(u− v, ω) = |u− v|γb(cos θ)(1.5)

under the Grad’s angular cutoff assumption

0 ≤ b(cos θ) ≤ C| cos θ|.
The collision kernel (1.5) originates from the physical model of inverse-power law potentials
and the different ranges γ < 0, γ = 0, γ > 0 correspond to soft potentials, Maxwellian
molecules, and hard potentials, respectively. See also [12,13,65] for a more detailed physics
background.

There have been many advancements of well-posedness theories requiring as less regu-
larity as possible on the initial data. However, it is highly nontrivial to find the critical
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regularity of initial data for well-posedness. On the one hand, the critical regularity for
the Boltzmann equation is sometimes believed at s = 3

2 , the continuity threshold, see for
example [6,36–38] for a more discussion. On the other hand, from the scaling point of view,
the Boltzmann equation (1.1) is invariant under the scaling

fλ(t, x, v) = λα+(2+γ)βf(λα−βt, λαx, λβv),(1.6)

for any α, β ∈ R and λ > 0. Then in the L2 setting, it holds that

‖|∇x|s|v|rfλ‖L2
xv

= λ
α+(2+γ)β

λαs−βrλ− 3
2
α− 3

2
β‖|∇x|s|v|rf‖L2

xv
,

which gives the scaling-critical index

s =
1

2
, r = s+ γ.(1.7)

That is, in term of scaling, a guiding principe, one expects that the well/ill-posedness
threshold in Hs Sobolev space is sc =

1
2 with r ≥ 0.

In a recent series of paper [15–17], by adopting dispersive techniques on the study of
the quantum many-body hierarchy dynamics, especially space-time collapsing/multi-linear
estimates techniques (see for instance [18–26,30,48,49,55,56,64]), T. Chen, Denlinger, and
Pavlović provided an alternate dispersive PDE based route for proving well-posedness of
the Boltzmann equation and hierarchy. With the introduction of dispersive techniques, the
regularity index for local well-posedness, which is usually at least the continuity threshold
s > 3

2 , has been improved to s > 1 for both 3D Maxwellian molecules and hard potentials
with cutoff in [15]. Unexpectedly in the scaling point of view, for the 3D constant kernel
case, X. Chen and Holmer in [28] found the well/ill-posedness threshold in Hs Sobolev
space was exactly at regularity s = 1, and thus pointed out the actual optimal regularity
for the global well-posedness problem. Subsequently, in our work [32], we moved forward
from the special constant kernel case to investigate the general kernel with soft potentials,
and proved that the well/ill-posedness threshold was also s = 1.

With the finding of this critical regularity for well-posedness, just like many other phys-
ically important equations [33, 57, 58, 62, 63, 66], a challenging problem for the Boltzmann
equation is whether or not one could prove the sharp global well-posedness even for small
initial data. Our main result provides an affirmative answer.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Theorem). Let s > 1 and γ ∈ [−1
2 , 0]. There exists η > 0, such that

for all non-negative initial data f0 satisfying the regularity condition that

‖f0‖L2,s+γ
v Hs

x
:= ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

x,v
< ∞,

and the scaling-critical smallness condition that

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈v〉 1

2
+γf0‖L2

x,v
≤ η,(1.8)

the Boltzmann equation (1.1) is global well-posed in C([0,∞);L2,s+γ
v Hs

x) and the solution

scatters. Furthermore, if f0 ∈ L1
x,v, then for t ∈ [0,∞) we have

‖f(t)‖L1
x,v

≤ ‖f0‖L1
x,v

.
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Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 is sharp, as we have proven that for s < 1, the Cauchy problem
of the Boltzmann equation is ill-posed in [32]. The range γ ∈ [−1

2 , 0] is the endpoint of
our method. On the one hand, the scaling analysis (1.7) and the scaling-critical norm (1.8)
imply that 1

2 + γ ≥ 0. If not, the well-definiteness of the Boltzmann equation is a problem.
On the other hand, our proof depends on a scaling-invariant estimate which does not work
well if the Sobolev index is negative.

Theorem 1.1 is actually contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let s ∈ (1, 32) and γ ∈ [−1
2 , 0]. There exists η > 0, such that for all

non-negative initial data f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x satisfying

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈v〉 1

2
+γf0‖L2

x,v
≤ η,(1.9)

we have:

(1) (Existence) There exists a non-negative C([0,∞);L2,s+γ
v Hs

x) solution f(t) satisfying

‖〈v〉s+γf‖L∞
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x)

< ∞,(1.10)

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(f, f)‖L1
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x)

< ∞,(1.11)

‖A [f ] ‖L2
t (0,∞;L∞

x L∞
v ) < ∞,(1.12)

‖〈v〉s+γQ−(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

≤ C(p, T ),(1.13)

for all p ∈ [2, 6
3−2s ] and all T ∈ (0,∞).

(2) (Uniqueness) The solution f(t) is unique in a larger class of all C([0, T ];L2,s+γ
v L2

x)
solutions satisfying the integrability bounds (1.10)–(1.13) on [0, T ] with p = 6.

(3) (Scattering) The solution f(t) scatters in L2,s+γ
v Lp

x for all p ∈ [2, 6
3−2s ]. That is, there

exists a function f+∞ ∈ L2,s+γ
v Lp

x such that

lim
t→+∞

‖f(t)− S(t)f+∞‖
L
2,s+γ
v L

p
x
= 0,

where S(t) = e−tv·∇x .

(4) (Lipschitz continuity of the solution map) The solution map

f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x 7→ f ∈ C([0, T ];L2,s+γ
v Hs

x)

is Lipschitz1 continuous.

(5) (Persistence of regularity) Further suppose that f0 ∈ L2,s+γ+β
v Hs+α

x for some α ≥ 0,

β ≥ 0, then we have that f(t) ∈ C([0,∞);L2,s+γ+β
v Hs+α

x ) and

‖〈∇x〉s+α〈v〉s+γ+βQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
< ∞,

for all T ∈ [0,∞).
(6) (Finite mass density) Moreover, if f0 ∈ L1

x,v, then for t ∈ [0,∞) we have

‖f(t)‖L1
x,v

≤ ‖f0‖L1
x,v

.

1The solution map is actually analytic continuous as it comes from an argument of contraction map in
our proof.
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Using the global well-poseness and persistence of regularity, we immediately have the
following corollary for smooth initial data with respect to the spatial variable.

Corollary 1.4. Smooth datum subject to the smallness (1.8) generates a global smooth

solution which scatters. That is, if f0 ∈
⋂

α>0 L
2,r
v Hα

x with r > 1 + γ, then

f(t) ∈
⋂

α>0

C([0,∞);L2,r
v Hα

x ).

Continuing a great deal of efforts such as [6,8,11,15–17,28,32,35,37,38,42–44,46,47,50,53]
devoted to the well-posedness theory of the Boltzmann equation with an angular cutoff2,
Theorems 1.1–1.3 establish a sharp global well-posedness with small initial data in the
scaling-critical space for both Maxwellian molecules and soft potential cases.3 To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first 3D sharp global result.

1.1. Outline of Proof. In [32], we have proved a sharp local well-posedness in the L2,s+γ
v Hs

x

space for s > 1 and hence provided a blow-up criterion that

lim
tրT (f0)

‖floc(t)‖L2,s+γ
v Hs

x
= ∞,(1.14)

where T (f0) is the lifespan. To obtain a global result, it suffices to establish a priori

regularity bound L∞
t (0, T (f0);L

2,s+γ
v Hs

x) on the local strong solution floc(t). The strategy
we take is divided into the following three steps.

Step 1. Construct a global solution f(t) to the Boltzmann equation. In the step, the
regularity bound is not required but some good decay and integrability properties
are needed for a subsequent analysis.

Step 2. Establish a uniqueness theory to prove that the global solution f(t) coincides with
the strong local solution floc(t). Therefore, the global solution f(t) recovers the
regularity at least for a short time.

Step 3. Provide a regularity criterion to prove the persistence of regularity for the global
solution. Once the regularity bound of f(t) is set up, by the blow-up criterion and
uniqueness theorem, we conclude that T (f0) = ∞ and hence obtain the global
well-posedness.

Due to the complexity of the collision kernel, it is quite hard to solve the Boltzmann
equation at critical regularity. Though the gain term and the loss term scale the same way,
they have totally different structures and hence cannot share the same critical estimates.
To beat it, we make use of a classical technique, the Kaniel–Shinbrot iteration [53], the main
point of which is to solve the gain-term-only Boltzman equation. This method has been
successful in many work such as [17,47,50]. Especially in [17], with a novel application of
this iteration scheme, the global well-posedness of 2D Boltzmann equation with a constant

2The non-cutoff case is of equally importance and many nice developments have been achieved, see for
example [2–5,14,36,39,40,52].

3The hard potential case is also interesting and the global well/ill-posedness results remain open. How-
ever, it needs a different working space even for the local well-posedness, see [15]. Hence, it requires new
ideas to deal with these problems which we put for further work.
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collision kernel is solved for small L2
x,v-critical initial data and the result is actually sharp

with the ill-posedness results in [28,32] and some other tools in this paper. For the physical
3D problem, to obtain the global well-posedness of the gain-term-only Boltzmann equation,
we prove a completely new 3D scaling-invariant bilinear estimate for the gain term. As
it requires derivatives to be scaling-invariant, the related harmonic analysis nitty-gritty
technicalities come in and the proof highly relies on the latest dispersive techniques.4

In Section 2.1, we introduce an updated dispersive technique, the atomic U–V spaces,
which was first developed by Koch and Tataru [59,60] and played a key role in solving crit-
ical problems. Apart from this, one important observation is that the energy conservation
provides a lower bound estimate for after-collision velocities, which enables the application
of the Littlewood-Paley theory and multi-linear frequency analysis techniques. In Section
2.2, we give a subtle frequency analysis on the gain term and set up the scaling-invariant
bilinear estimate with the help of a convolution type estimate and Strichartz estimates.
Finally in Section 2.3, we complete the proof of the global well-posedness of the gain-
term-only Boltzmann equation with small initial data in the scaling-critical space. To our
knowledge, this seems to be the 1st application of the atomic U -V spaces techniques on the
study of the well-posedness of the Boltzmann equation, and we believe that the approach
would be helpful in many related problems in different settings, as these spaces have made
the estimates more unified and the format cleaner.

In Section 3, we prove the global existence and scattering of the Boltzmann equation
by using the Kaniel–Shinbrot iterative method. The idea is to put the solution of the
gain-term-only Boltzmann equation as an upper bound of the beginning condition in the
iteration scheme. However, a key point of this method, the uniqueness of the limiting
equation, cannot be easily obtained. As the limiting point only enjoys integrability bounds
instead of regularity bounds, the uniqueness must hold in some integrable class. In Section
4, we establish the uniqueness theorem. As we work in the integrable class, an L1

tL
2,s+γ
v L2

x

bilinear estimate which carries no regularity, plays an important role.
In Section 5, we state the strong local well-posedness in the setting of atomic U -V spaces

and give the blow-up criterion. In Section 6, to propagate the regularity for the Boltzmann
equation, we provide the regularity criteria based on the integrability bounds, one novel
application of which is to solve [17, Conjecture 1.1].5 The key is a new L1

tL
2,s+γ
v Hs

x bilinear
estimate for the gain term, the proof of which also highly relies on the frequency analysis
techniques like in Section 2.2.

Putting together all the results in Sections 3–6, we finish the proof of Theorems 1.1–1.3.

4As shown in [13, p.138], it has been proved in [10, 51] that the L
1 norm for the 3D gain-term-only

Boltzmann equation might blow up and hence hinders the application of the Kaniel-Shinbrot iteration for
general data. That is not the case here. Our low regularity solution for (1.1) stays in L

1 provided that the
initial datum is in L

1 as a consequence of well-posedness in a Strichartz-type space, though the solution
to the gain-term-only equation may not stay in L

1. This also addresses the question raised in [17, Remark
1.5].

5See Remark 6.2 for details.
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2. The Gain-term-only Boltzmann Equation

In the section, we will take dispersive techniques to deal with the gain-term-only Boltz-
mann equation:

(2.1)

{
(∂t + v · ∇x) f(t, x, v) =Q+(f, f),

f(0, x, v) =f0(x, v).

To draw a connection between the analysis of (2.1) and the theory of nonlinear dispersive
PDEs, we take the inverse v-variable Fourier transform on both side of (2.1) to get

i∂tf̃ +∇ξ · ∇xf̃ = iF−1
v 7→ξ

[
Q+(f, f)

]
,(2.2)

where f̃(t, x, ξ) = F−1
v 7→ξ(f). The linear part of (2.1) changes into the symmetric hyperbolic

Schrödinger equation and hence gives Strichartz estimates (see the Appendix A) that

‖eit∇ξ ·∇x f̃0‖Lq
tL

p
xξ

. ‖f̃0‖L2
xξ
,

2

q
+

6

p
= 3, q ≥ 2.(2.3)

For the nonlinear part of (2.1), by the well-known Bobylev identity for a general case, see
for example [1, 34], it holds that (up to an unimportant constant)

F−1
v 7→ξ

[
Q+(f, g)

]
(ξ) =

∫

R3×S2

f̃(ξ+ + η)g̃(ξ− − η)

|η|3+γ
b(

ξ

|ξ| · ω)dηdω,(2.4)

where ξ+ = 1
2 (ξ + |ξ|ω) and ξ− = 1

2 (ξ − |ξ|ω). For convenience, we take the notation that

Q̃+(f̃ , g̃) = F−1
v 7→ξ [Q

+(f, g)].

In Section 2.1, we introduce the atomic U -V spaces techniques into the analysis of the
Boltzmann equation. In Section 2.2, we establish a scaling-invariant bilinear estimate
for the gain term, which is the key to the global well-posedness of the gain-term-only
Boltzmann equation (2.1). Finally in Section 2.3, we conclude the well-posedness of (2.1)
with small initial data in the scaling-critical space.

2.1. Atomic U-V Spaces. We give a brief introduction to the atomic U spaces introduced
by Koch and Tataru [59,60] and the V spaces of bounded p-variation of Wiener [67]. Their
properties have been further elaborated in [45,61].

Let Z be the set of finite partitions −∞ < t0 < t1 < ... < tK ≤ +∞ of the real line. If
tK = +∞, we use the convention that u(tK) := 0 for all functions u : R 7→ H, where H is
a Hilbert space.

Definition 2.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. For {tk}Kk=0 ∈ Z and {φk}K−1
k=0 ⊂ H with

∑K−1
k=0 ‖φk‖pH =

1 we call the step function

a =

K∑

k=1

χ[tk−1,tk)φk−1(2.5)
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a Up-atom and define the atomic space Up(R;H) of all functions u : R 7→ H such that

u =
∞∑

j=1

λjaj , for Up-atoms aj, {λj} ∈ l1,(2.6)

with norm

‖u‖Up(R;H) := inf





∞∑

j=1

|λj | : u =

∞∑

j=1

λjaj, λj ∈ C, aj Up-atom



 .(2.7)

Definition 2.2. Define V p(R;H) as the space of all functions u : R 7→ H such that

‖u‖V p(R;H) = sup
{tk}

K
k=0∈Z

(
K∑

k=1

‖u(tk+1)− u(tk)‖pH

) 1
p

(2.8)

is finite.

We will work exclusively with the variants Up
L(R;H), V p

L (R;H) defined as the norms
Up
L(R;H), V p

L (R;H), respectively, after pulling-back by a linear flow U(t).

Definition 2.3. Let Up
L(R;H), V p

L (R;H) be the space of all functions u : R 7→ H such
that t 7→ U(−t)u(t) is in Up(R;H), V p(R;H) respectively, with norms

‖u‖Up
L
(R;H) = ‖U(−t)u‖Up

L
(R;H), ‖u‖V p

L
(R;H) = ‖U(−t)u‖V p

L
(R;H).(2.9)

In our setting, we take H = L2
x,ξ, U(t) = eit∇ξ ·∇x. We provide the Strichartz estimates

which will be used to establish the scaling-invariant bilinear estimate for the gain term.

Proposition 2.4 (Strichartz estimate). Let (q, p) be a pair satisfying

2

q
+

6

p
= 3, q ≥ 2.

Then we have the Strichartz estimates

‖f̃‖Lq
tL

p
x,ξ

. ‖f̃‖Uq
LL

2
x,ξ

,(2.10)

and
∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t− τ)N [f̃ ](τ)dτ

∥∥∥
V

q′

L (0,∞;L2
x,ξ

)
. ‖N [f̃ ]‖

L
q′

t (0,∞;Lp′

x,ξ
)
,(2.11)

where q′ = q
q−1 and p = p

p−1 . Especially, we have

∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t− τ)N [f̃ ](τ)dτ

∥∥∥
U2
L(0,∞;L2

x,ξ)
. ‖N [f̃ ]‖L1

t (0,∞;L2
x,ξ

).(2.12)

Proof. The Strichartz estimates are well-known in the dispersive literature. The estimates
(2.10)–(2.12) follow from the linear Strichartz estimate (A.6) in the Appendix A and the
definition of the U–V spaces. See [61, Chapter 4.10] for more details. �
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2.2. Scaling-invariant Bilinear Estimate for the Gain Term. Before getting into the
analysis of the scaling invariant-bilinear estimate, we provide a convolution type inequality
as follows.

Lemma 2.5. Let 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1

2 .

∥∥∥
∫

S2

∫

R3

f̃(ξ+ + η)g̃(ξ− − η)

|η|3+γ
b(

ξ

|ξ| · ω)dηdω
∥∥∥
L2
ξ

. ‖f̃‖
L

6p
6−pγ

‖g̃‖
L

6q
6−qγ

.(2.13)

In particular, we have

‖Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
ξ
.‖f̃‖L2

ξ
‖g̃‖

L
3

−γ
ξ

,(2.14)

‖Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
ξ
.‖f̃‖

L
3

−γ
ξ

‖g̃‖L2
ξ
,(2.15)

‖Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
ξ
.‖f̃‖L3

ξ
‖g̃‖

L
6

1−2γ
ξ

,(2.16)

‖Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
ξ
.‖f̃‖

L
6

1−2γ
ξ

‖g̃‖L3
ξ
.(2.17)

Proof. For the case of Maxwellian molecules, it has been established in [7, Theorem 1] that
∥∥∥
∫

S2

f̃(ξ+)g̃(ξ−)b(
ξ

|ξ| · ω)dω
∥∥∥
L2
ξ

. ‖f̃‖Lp
ξ
‖g̃‖Lq

ξ
,

1

p
+

1

q
=

1

2
.(2.18)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.18), we then have

∥∥∥
∫

S2

∫

R3

f̃(ξ+ + η)g̃(ξ− − η)

|η|3+γ
b(

ξ

|ξ| · ω)dηdω
∥∥∥
L2
ξ

(2.19)

≤
∥∥∥
∫

S2

[∫

R3

|f̃(ξ+ + η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη

] 1
2 [∫

R3

|g̃(ξ− − η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη

] 1
2

b(
ξ

|ξ| · ω)dω
∥∥∥
L2
ξ

≤
∥∥∥
[∫

R3

|f̃(ξ + η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη

] 1
2 ∥∥∥

L
p
ξ

∥∥∥
[∫

R3

|g̃(ξ − η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη

] 1
2 ∥∥∥

L
q
ξ

=
∥∥∥
∫

R3

|f̃(ξ + η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη
∥∥∥

1
2

L
p
2
ξ

∥∥∥
∫

R3

|g̃(ξ − η)|2
|η|3+γ

dη
∥∥∥

1
2

L
q
2
ξ

.‖f̃‖
L

6p
6−pγ

‖g̃‖
L

6q
6−qγ

,

where in the last inequality we have used the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality that

‖u ∗ | · |−3−γ‖
L

p
2
. ‖u‖

L
3p

6−pγ
.

Therefore, we complete the proof of (2.13). Then we obtain estimates (2.14)–(2.15) by
taking

(p, q) = (
6

3 + γ
,−6

γ
), (p, q) = (−6

γ
,

6

3 + γ
),
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and obtain estimates (2.16)–(2.17) by taking

(p, q) = (3, 6), (p, q) = (6, 3).

�

To prove the scaling-invariant bilinear estimate for the gain term, we need a detailed
frequency analysis from Littlewood-Paley theory.6 Let χ(x) be a cutoff function and satisfy
χ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and χ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2. Let N be a dyadic number and define the
Littlewood-Paley projector

P̂Nu(y) = ϕN (y)û(y), ϕN (y) = χ(
y

2N
)− χ(

y

N
).(2.20)

We denote by P x
N and P ξ

M the projector of the x-variable and ξ-variable respectively.

Lemma 2.6 (Scaling-invariant bilinear estimate). Let sc =
1
2 , γ ∈ [−1

2 , 0], α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0,
ε ∈ [0, 1]. Then we have

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖
L1
tH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

(2.21)

≤C‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β g̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

,

where the constant C is independent of ε. Moreover, if α ∈ [12 , 1] and β ∈ [12 , 1], the

constant C can also be independent of α and β.

Proof. We divide the parameters into two cases as follows:

(1) sc + γ + β = 0.
(2) sc + γ + β > 0.

For the case (1) that γ = −sc = −1
2 and β = 0, by triangle inequality, we have

‖〈ε∇x〉αQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1
tH

sc
x L2

ξ
. ‖Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1

tH
sc
x L2

ξ
+ ‖|ε∇x|αQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1

tH
sc
x L2

ξ
.(2.22)

For the first term on the right hand side of (2.22), we use the fractional Leibniz rule in
Lemma A.1, and estimates (2.16)–(2.17) in Lemma 2.5 to obtain

‖〈∇x〉scQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1
tL

2
xL

2
ξ

.
∥∥∥Q̃+

(
‖〈∇x〉sc f̃‖L3

x
, ‖g̃‖L6

x

)∥∥∥
L1
tL

2
ξ

+
∥∥∥Q̃+

(
‖f̃‖L6

x
, ‖〈∇x〉sc g̃‖L3

x

) ∥∥∥
L1
tL

2
ξ

.‖〈∇x〉sc f̃‖L2
tL

3
ξ
L3
x
‖g̃‖L2

tL
3
ξ
L6
x
+ ‖f̃‖L2

tL
3
ξ
L6
x
‖〈∇x〉sc g̃‖L2

tL
3
ξ
L3
x
.

By Sobolev inequality that W sc,6 →֒ L3, and Strichartz estimate (2.10), we have

‖〈∇x〉scQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1
tL

2
xL

2
ξ
.‖〈∇x〉sc f̃‖L2

tL
3
ξ
L3
x
‖〈∇x〉sc g̃‖L2

tL
3
ξ
L3
x

(2.23)

.‖〈∇x〉sc f̃‖U2
L
L2
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc g̃‖U2

L
L2
xL

2
ξ
.

6See [25, 27, 31] for some examples sharing similar critical flavor but carrying completely different
structures.
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In the same way, for the second term on the right hand side of (2.22), we also have

‖|ε∇x|αQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L1
tH

sc
x L2

ξ
(2.24)

.εα‖〈∇x〉sc+αf̃‖U2
LL

2
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc g̃‖U2

LL
2
xL

2
ξ
+ εα‖〈∇x〉sc f̃‖U2

LL
2
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc+αg̃‖U2

LL
2
xL

2
ξ

.‖〈ε∇x〉αf̃‖U2
LH

sc
x L2

ξ
‖〈ε∇x〉αg̃‖U2

LH
sc
x L2

ξ
.

Putting together estimates (2.22), (2.23), and (2.24), we complete the proof of (2.21) for
the case (1).

Next we deal with the case (2). By triangle inequality, we have

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖
L1
tH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

.‖〈ε∇x〉αQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖
L1
tH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

+ ‖〈ε∇x〉α|ε∇ξ|βQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖
L1
tH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

.(2.25)

It suffices to handle the second term on the right hand of (2.25) and prove that

‖〈ε∇x〉α|ε∇ξ|βQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖
L1
tH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

(2.26)

.‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β g̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

,

since the first term on the right hand of (2.25) can be estimated in the same way as (2.22)
if sc+ γ = 0, or (2.26) with β = 0 if sc+ γ > 0. To prove (2.26), by duality it is equivalent
to prove ∫

Q̃+(f̃ , g̃)hdxdξdt(2.27)

.‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β g̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉−α|ε∇ξ |−βh‖
L∞
t H

−sc
x H

−sc−γ
ξ

.

We denote by I the integral in (2.27), and insert a Littlewood-Paley decomposition so
that

I =
∑

M,M1,M2
N,N1,N2

IM,M1,M2,N,N1,N2

where

IM,M1,M2,N,N1,N2 =

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt.

Noticing that Q̃+ commutes with P x
N , we have the constraint that N . max (N1, N2) due

to that

P x
N (P x

N1
f̃P x

N2
g̃) = 0, if N ≥ 10max (N1, N2).(2.28)

One key observation is that the property (2.28) also holds for the ξ-variable, that is,

P ξ
M Q̃+(P ξ

M1
f̃ , P ξ

M2
g̃) = 0, if M ≥ 10max (M1,M2).(2.29)
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Indeed, note that

Fξ

(
P ξ
M Q̃+(P ξ

M1
f̃ , P ξ

M2
g̃)
)
= ϕM (v)

∫

S2

∫

R3

(ϕM1f)(v
∗)(ϕM2g)(u

∗)B(u− v, ω)dudω.

(2.30)

By the energy conservation that |v|2 + |u|2 = |v∗|2 + |u∗|2, we have |v| ≤ |v∗|+ |u∗| for all
(u, ω) ∈ R

3 × S
2. Together with M ≥ 10max (M1,M2), this lower bound implies that

ϕM (v)ϕM1(v
∗)ϕM2(u

∗) = 0, for all (u, ω) ∈ R
3 × S

2.(2.31)

Thus, we arrive at (2.29) and the constraint that M . max (M1,M2).
Now, we divide the sum into four cases as follows:
Case A. M1 ≥ M2, N1 ≥ N2.
Case B. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≥ N2.
Case C. M1 ≥ M2, N1 ≤ N2.
Case D. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≤ N2.
We only need to treat Cases A and B, as Cases C and D follow similarly.
Case A. M1 ≥ M2, N1 ≥ N2.

Let IA denote the integral restricted to the Case A.

IA =
∑

M1≥M2,M1&M
N1≥N2,N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

=
∑

M1≥M
N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
≤M1

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt,

where in the last equality we have done the sum in M2 and N2. Using Hölder inequality
and estimate (2.16) in Lemma 2.5, we have

IA ≤
∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

‖Q̃+(P x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
≤M1

g̃)‖L2
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt

.

∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

‖P x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖P x

≤N1
P ξ
≤M1

g̃‖
L

6
1−2γ
ξ

‖P x
NP ξ

Mh‖L2
ξ
dxdt.

By Bernstein inequality and Sobolev inequality that W sc+γ,3 →֒ L
6

1−2γ ,

IA ≤
∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

M sc+γ |εM |β
M sc+γ

1 |εM1|β
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.
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With sc + γ + β > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in M and M1 to get

IA .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3
ξ


 ∑

M1&M

M sc+γ+β

M sc+γ+β
1

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖2
L3
ξ




1
2


 ∑

M1&M

M sc+γ+β

M sc+γ+β
1

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
NP ξ

Mh‖2
L2
ξ




1
2

dxdt

.

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2
M1

L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Hölder inequality in the x-variable,

IA .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L6
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
xl

2
M1

L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

By Minkowski inequality, Sobolev inequality that W sc,3 →֒ L6, and Bernstein inequality,

IA .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2
M1

L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt

.

∫
‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3

xL
3
ξ

∑

N1&N

N sc〈εN〉α
N sc

1 〈εN1〉α

‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2M1
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉−α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

With sc =
1
2 > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in N and N1 to get

IA .

∫
‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L3

xL
3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2N1
l2M1

L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉−α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βh‖L2
xL

2
ξ
dt.

By Hölder inequality in the t-variable,

IA .‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ g̃‖L2
tL

3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖L2
t l

2
N1

l2M1
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ
.
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We use Strichartz estimate (2.10) to obtain

IA .‖g̃‖
U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖
l2N1

l2M1
U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ
.

By Minkowski inequality for the atomic U space (see [61, Lemma 4.25]), we have

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖
l2N1

l2M1
U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

≤‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖
U2
Ll

2
N1

l2M1
H

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

.‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

.

Hence, we arrive at

IA .‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β g̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉−α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ
,

which completes the proof of (2.27) for Case A.
Case B. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≥ N2.

Let IB denote the integral restricted to the Case B.

IB =
∑

M2≥M1,M2&M
N1≥N2,N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

=
∑

M2&M
N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
≤M2

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

where we have done the sum in M1 and N2. By using Hölder inequality and then estimate
(2.17) in Lemma 2.13, we have

IB .

∫ ∑

M2&M
N1&N

‖Q̃+(P x
N1

P ξ
≤M2

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃)‖L2
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt

.

∫ ∑

M2&M
N1&N

‖P x
N1

P ξ
≤M2

f̃‖
L

6
1−2γ
ξ

‖P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Bernstein inequality and Sobolev inequality that W sc+γ,3 →֒ L
6

1−2γ ,

IB .

∫ ∑

M2&M
N1&N

M sc+γ |εM |β
M sc+γ

2 |εM2|β
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γP x

N1
f̃‖L3

ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.
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With sc + γ + β > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in M and M2 to obtain

IB .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γP x
N1

f̃‖L3
ξ


 ∑

M2&M

M sc+γ+β

M sc+γ+β
2

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖2
L3
ξ




1
2


 ∑

M2&M

M sc+γ+β

M sc+γ+β
2

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
NP ξ

Mh‖2
L2
ξ




1
2

dxdt

.

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γP x
N1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

≤N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2
M2

L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βP x
Nh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Hölder inequality in the x-variable,

IB .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γP x
N1

f̃‖L6
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

≤N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
xl

2
M2

L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

By Minkowski inequality, Sobolev inequality that W sc,3 →֒ L6, and Bernstein inequality,

IB .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γP x
N1

f̃‖L3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

≤N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2
M2

L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt

.

∫
‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ f̃‖L3

xL
3
ξ

∑

N1&N

N sc〈εN〉α
N sc

1 〈εN1〉α

‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2M2
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉−α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

With sc =
1
2 > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in N and N1 to get

IB .

∫
‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ f̃‖L3

xL
3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2N1
l2M2

L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βh‖L2
xL

2
ξ
dt.

By Hölder inequality in the t-variable,

IB .‖〈∇x〉sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ f̃‖L2
tL

3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉βP x

N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖L2
t l

2
N1

l2M2
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ|−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ
.
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By Strichartz estimate (2.10) and Minkowski inequality for the atomic U space, we arrive
at

IB .‖f̃‖
U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉βP x
N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖
l2N1

l2M2
U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ

.‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β f̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈ε∇x〉α〈ε∇ξ〉β g̃‖U2
LH

sc
x H

sc+γ
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−sc〈ε∇x〉α〈∇ξ〉−sc−γ |ε∇ξ |−βh‖L∞
t L2

xL
2
ξ
,

which completes the proof of (2.27) for Case B. Therefore, we have done the proof of (2.21).
During the entire proof, the constant C in (2.21) is also independent of the parameters

α and β if they are restricted to the finite interval that α ∈ [12 , 1] and β ∈ [12 , 1]. �

2.3. Global Well-posedness for the Gain-term-only Boltzmann. In this section, for
small initial data in the scaling-critical space, we prove the global well-posedeness for the
gain-term-only Boltzmann equation

(2.32)

{
(∂t + v · ∇x) f

+(t, x, v) =Q+(f+, f+),

f+(0, x, v) =f0(x, v).

Proposition 2.7. Let s ∈ (1, 32) and γ ∈ [−1
2 , 0]. There exists η > 0, such that for all

non-negative initial data f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x satisfying

‖〈∇x〉
1
2 〈v〉 1

2
+γf0‖L2

x,v
≤ η,(2.33)

there exists a unique non-negative global solution f+ to the gain-term-only Boltzmann
equation (2.32) satisfying

f+ ∈ C([0,∞);L2,s+γ
v Hs

x), Q+(f+, f+) ∈ L1
t,loc(0,∞;L2,s+γ

v Hs
x).

Moreover, for this solution, it holds that

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γf+‖L∞
t (0,∞;L2

vL
2
x)

< ∞,(2.34)

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γQ+(f+, f+)‖L1
t (0,∞;L2

vL
2
x)

< ∞.(2.35)

In particular, for p ∈ [2, 6
3−2s ], we also have the integrability bounds

‖〈v〉s+γf+‖L∞
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x) <∞,(2.36)

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(f+, f+)‖L1
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x)

<∞,(2.37)

‖A
[
f+
]
‖L2

t (0,∞;L∞
x L∞

v ) <∞,(2.38)

‖〈v〉s+γQ−(f+, f+)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

≤CT , for T ∈ [0,∞).(2.39)
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Proof. By Plancherel identity, it is equivalent to prove the well-posedness for the gain-term-
only Boltzmann equation on the (x, ξ) side, that is,

(2.40)

{
∂tf̃

+ − i∇ξ · ∇xf̃
+ =Q̃(f̃+, f̃+),

f̃+(0, x, ξ) =f̃0(x, ξ).

For simplicity, we take the notation

‖f̃+‖Xs,ε =: ‖〈∇x〉sc〈ε∇x〉s−sc〈∇ξ〉sc+γ〈ε∇ξ〉s−sc f̃‖L2
x,v

,

where ε is to be determined. Our goal is to prove the well-posedness in the Xs,ε space. Let

B =
{
f̃+ : ‖f̃+‖U2

LX
s,ε ≤ 2‖f̃0‖Xs,ε

}

and define the nonlinear map

Φ(f̃+) = U(t)f̃0 +

∫ t

0
U(t− τ)Q̃+(f̃+, f̃+)(τ)dτ.(2.41)

By the contraction mapping principle, to prove the existence of a unique solution in B, we
need to prove that Φ : B 7→ B and the map Φ is a contraction.

First, by the definition of the atomic U2
L space, we have

‖Φ(f̃+)‖U2
LX

s,ε ≤‖f̃0‖Xs,ε +
∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t− τ)Q̃+(f̃+, f̃+)(τ)dτ

∥∥∥
U2
LX

s,ε
.(2.42)

By estimate (2.12) in Proposition 2.4 and the scaling-invariant estimate (2.21) in Lemma
2.6, we get

∥∥∥
∫ t

0
U(t− τ)Q̃+(f̃+, f̃+)(τ)dτ

∥∥∥
U2
LX

s,ε
.
∥∥Q+(f̃+, f̃+)

∥∥
L1
tX

s,ε .‖f̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε‖f̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε .

(2.43)

Combining estimates (2.42) and (2.43), we reach

‖Φ(f̃+)‖U2
LX

s,ε ≤ ‖f̃0‖Xs,ε + C‖f̃0‖2Xs,ε ,

where the constant C is independent of ε and s. By Plancherel identity, we have that

‖f̃0‖Xs,ε = ‖〈y〉sc〈εy〉s−sc〈v〉sc+γ〈εv〉s−scFx 7→y(f0)‖L2
y,v

.

Since f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x, by the dominated convergence theorem, we can choose ε sufficiently
small to obtain

‖f̃0‖Xs,ε ≤ 2‖〈∇x〉sc〈v〉sc+γf0‖L2
x,v

≤ 2η.(2.44)

Then we choose η (only depending on the constant C) small such that 2Cη ≤ 1
2 . Thus, Φ

maps the set B into itself.

To prove Φ is a contraction, for f̃+, g̃+ ∈ B, we have

Φ(f̃+)− Φ(g̃+) =

∫ t

0
U(t− τ)

[
Q̃+(f̃+ − g̃+, f̃+)(τ) + Q̃+(g̃+, f̃+ − g̃+)(τ)

]
dτ,
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and hence get

‖Φ(f̃+)− Φ(g̃+)‖U2
LX

s,ε .‖Q+(f̃+ − g̃+, f̃+)‖L1
tX

s,ε + ‖Q+(g̃+, f̃+ − g̃+)‖L1
tX

s,ε(2.45)

.‖f̃+ − g̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε

(
‖f̃+‖U2

LX
s,ε + ‖g̃+‖U2

LX
s,ε

)

≤4‖f̃+ − g̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε‖f̃0‖Xs,ε .

Using (2.44) again, we conclude that Φ is a contraction map and there exists a unique

global solution f̃+ to the gain-term-only Boltzmann equation (2.40) in the set B. For the
non-negativity of the solution, due to that f0(x, v) ≥ 0, the iteration sequences on the
(x, v) side are non-negative, that is,

f+
n+1(t) = S(t)f0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Q+(f+

n , f+
n )dτ ≥ 0, S(t) = e−tv·∇x ,

which implies that the solution f+(t) is non-negative for all t ∈ [0,∞).
By the scaling-invariant estimate (2.21) in Lemma 2.6, we have

∥∥Q̃+(f̃+, f̃+)
∥∥
L1
tX

s,ε .‖f̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε‖f̃+‖U2
LX

s,ε .(2.46)

Then using Plancherel identity, we arrive at the regularity bounds (2.34)–(2.35).
Next, we get into the analysis of integrability bounds (2.36)–(2.39). By the Sobolev

inequality that Hs →֒ Lp with p ∈ [2, 6
3−2s ], we immediately obtain estimates (2.36)–(2.37)

by using the regularity bounds (2.34)–(2.35).
For (2.38), by Lemma 2.8 which we postpone to the end of the section, we have

‖A
[
f+
]
‖L2

t (0,∞;L∞
x L∞

v ) .‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γf0‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γN

[
f+
]
‖L1

t (0,∞;L2
xL

2
v)

.‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γf0‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γQ+(f+, f+)‖L1

t (0,∞;L2
vL

2
x)
.

By using the regularity bound (2.35) for Q+(f+, f+), we complete the proof of (2.38).
For the integrability bound (2.39), due to that Q−(f+, f+) = f+A[f+], we use Hölder

inequality to get

‖〈v〉s+γQ−(f+, f+)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf+‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)‖A

[
f+
]
‖L2

t (0,T ;L∞
x L∞

v ) . CT ,

where in the last inequality we have used the bounds (2.36) and (2.38). �

In the end, we give the proof of the estimate on A[f ], which has been used in the analysis
of the integrability bounds in Proposition 2.7.

Lemma 2.8. For s > 1, γ ∈ (−1, 0], we have

‖A [f ] ‖L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

. ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈v〉s+γN [f ] ‖L1

tL
2
xL

2
v
,(2.47)

where f(t) satisfies the Duhamel formula that

f(t) = S(t)f0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)N [f ] (τ)dτ, S(t) = e−tv·∇x .
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In particular, we have

‖A [f ] ‖L2
tL

∞
x L∞

v
.‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

tL
3
xL

∞
v

(2.48)

.‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γf0‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γN [f ] ‖L1

tL
2
xL

2
v
.

Proof. From the Duhamel formula that

A [f ] = A

[
S(t)f0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)N [f ] (τ)dτ

]
,(2.49)

it is sufficient to prove

‖A [S(t)f0] ‖L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

≤ ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2
xL

2
v
.(2.50)

Indeed, for the nonlinear term, by using (2.50) we have
∥∥∥A
[∫ t

0
S(t− τ)N [f ] (τ)dτ

] ∥∥∥
L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

≤
∫ ∞

0

∥∥A [S(t− τ)N [f ] (τ)]
∥∥
L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v
dτ

.

∫ ∞

0
‖〈v〉s+γS(−τ)N [f ] (τ)‖L2

xL
2
v
dτ

.‖〈v〉s+γN [f ] ‖L1
tL

2
xL

2
v
.

To prove (2.50), noting that

A [f ] = ‖b‖L1(S2)

∫

R3

f(u)

|u− v|−γ
du,

we use the inequality that ‖f‖L∞
v

. ‖F−1
v 7→ξ(f)‖L1

ξ
to obtain

‖A [S(t)f0] ‖L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

.‖F−1
v 7→ξ (A [S(t)f0]) ‖L2

tL
3
xL

1
ξ

.
∥∥∥(U(t)f̃0)(x, ξ)

|ξ|3+γ

∥∥∥
L2
tL

3
xL

1
ξ

.‖U(t)f̃0‖
1
2

L2
tL

3
xL

3
−γ+δ
ξ

‖U(t)f̃0‖
1
2

L2
tL

3
xL

3
−γ−δ
ξ

,

where in the last inequality we have used the endpoint Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality
that ∫ |u(ξ)|

|ξ|3+γ
dξ . ‖u‖

1
2

L
3

−γ+δ

‖u‖
1
2

L
3

−γ−δ

.

With s > 1, the Sobolev inequality W s+γ,3 →֒ L
3

−γ±δ holds for small δ. Hence, we obtain

‖A [S(t)f0] ‖L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

. ‖〈∇ξ〉s+γU(t)f̃0‖L2
tL

3
xL

3
ξ
.

Then by Strichartz estimate (A.6), we arrive at

‖A [S(t)f0] ‖L2
tL

3
xL

∞
v

. ‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ f̃0‖L2
x,ξ

= ‖〈∇ξ〉s+γf0‖L2
x,v

.
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For estimate (2.48), by the Sobolev inequality W s,3 →֒ L∞ with s > 1, we get

‖A [f ] ‖L2
tL

∞
x L∞

v
.‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

tL
∞
v L3

x
. ‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

tL
3
xL

∞
v
.

Then using (2.47), we complete the proof of (2.48).
�

3. Global Existence of the Boltzmann Equation

In the section, we establish the global existence and scattering of the Boltzmann equation
by making use of the iterative method of Kaniel–Shinbrot [53].

Proposition 3.1. Let s ∈ (1, 32) and γ ∈ [−1
2 , 0]. There exists η > 0, such that for all

non-negative initial data f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x with

‖〈∇x〉sc〈v〉sc+γf0‖L2
x,v

≤ η,

there exists a non-negative global solution f ∈ C([0,∞);L2
xL

2,s+γ
v ) to the Boltzmann equa-

tion satisfying

‖〈v〉s+γf‖L∞
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x) < ∞,(3.1)

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(f, f)‖L1
t (0,∞;L2

vL
p
x)

< ∞,(3.2)

‖A [f ] ‖L2
t (0,∞;L∞

x L∞
v ) < ∞,(3.3)

‖〈v〉s+γQ−(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

≤ C(p, T ),(3.4)

for all p ∈ [2, 6
3−2s ] and T ∈ (0,∞). Moreover,

(1) The solution f(t) is unique in the class of C([0, T ];L2,s+γ
v L2

x) solutions satisfying
the integrability bounds (3.1)–(3.4) on [0, T ] with p = 6.

(2) The solution f(t) scatters in L2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x . That is, there exists a func-

tion f+∞ ∈ L2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x such that

lim
t→+∞

‖f(t)− S(t)f+∞‖
L
2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L
2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x

= 0.

Proof. The Kaniel–Shinbrot iteration in [53] is as follows:

(3.5)





∂tgn+1 + v · ∇xgn+1 + gn+1A [hn] = Q+ (gn, gn) ,

∂thn+1 + v · ∇xhn+1 + hn+1A [gn] = Q+ (hn, hn) ,

gn+1(0) = hn+1(0) = f0.

With the beginning condition that

0 ≤ h1 ≤ h2 ≤ g2 ≤ g1,(3.6)

this iteration will generate a monotone sequence

0 ≤ h1 ≤ hn ≤ hn+1 ≤ gn+1 ≤ gn ≤ g1.
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To verify (3.6), we choose
h1 = 0, g1 = f+,

where f+, constructed in Proposition 2.7, is the unique non-negative solution to the gain-
term-only Boltzmann equation with initial data f0. Then by (3.5), we compute h2 and g2
to get

h2(t) = [S(t)f0] exp

[
−
∫ t

0
S(t− τ)A[g1](τ)dτ

]
,(3.7)

g2(t) =S(t)f0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Q+(g1, g1)(τ)τ = g1(t).(3.8)

By the non-negativity of g1, the monotonicity condition (3.6) is satisfied for all t ≥ 0. Since
all the sequences gn, hn are bounded by g1 = f+, the dominated convergence theorem
implies their pointwise limits

g = lim
n→∞

gn, h = lim
n→∞

hn,(3.9)

which satisfy
∂tg + v · ∇xg + gA [h] = Q+(g, g),

∂th+ v · ∇xh+ hA [g] = Q+(h, h),

g(0) = h(0) = f0,

in the sense of distributions. Noting that 0 ≤ h ≤ g ≤ f+, by the integrability bounds
(2.36)–(2.39) on f+ in Proposition 2.7, for p ∈ [2, 6

3−2s ] we have

‖〈v〉s+γh‖L∞
t L2

vL
p
x
≤ ‖〈v〉s+γg‖L∞

t L2
vL

p
x
< ∞,(3.10)

‖A [h] ‖L2
t (0,∞;L∞

x L∞
v ) ≤ ‖A [g] ‖L2

t (0,∞;L∞
x L∞

v ) < ∞,(3.11)

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(h, h)‖L1
tL

2
vL

p
x
≤ ‖〈v〉s+γQ+(g, g)‖L1

tL
2
vL

p
x
< ∞,(3.12)

‖〈v〉s+γQ−(h, h)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

≤ ‖〈v〉s+γQ−(g, g)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
p
x)

≤ CT .(3.13)

We are left to prove that h = g. Let w = g − h ≥ 0. We write out the equation for the
difference

(3.14)

{
∂tw + v · ∇xw = Q+(g,w) +Q+(w, h) + hA [w]− wA [h] ,

w(0) = 0.

With these integrability bounds (3.10)–(3.13), we infer that w(t) ≡ 0 by using the unique-
ness Lemma 4.2, the proof of which is postponed to Section 4 for smoothness of presenta-
tion.

Thus, with h = g, we conclude the global existence of the non-negative solution for
the Boltzmann equation. The uniqueness of the solution also follows from Lemma 4.2 in
Section 4.

For the scattering result, by the Duhamel formula that

f(t) = S(t)

[
f0 +

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q+(f, f)(τ)dτ −

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q−(f, f)(τ)dτ

]
,(3.15)
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it is enough to prove that the limit

lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q±(f, f)(τ)dτ

exists in L2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x . Due to the non-negativity of f , we have

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q−(f(τ), f(τ))dτ ≤ f0 +

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q+(f(τ), f(τ))dτ,(3.16)

which, together with the integrability bound (3.2) on the gain term, implies that

‖S(−τ)Q−(f, f)(τ)‖
L
2,s+γ
v L

p
xL1

τ

≤‖f0‖L2,s+γ
v L

p
x
+ ‖S(−τ)Q+(f, f)(τ)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L

p
xL1

τ

≤‖f0‖L2,s+γ
v L

p
x
+ ‖S(−τ)Q+(f, f)(τ)‖

L1
τL

2,s+γ
v L

p
x
< ∞.

Then by the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that

f+∞ =: f0 + lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0
S(−τ)Q(f, f)(τ)dτ

exists in L2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x , and thus

lim
t→+∞

‖S(−t)f(t)− f+∞‖
L
2,s+γ
v L2

x

⋂
L
2,s+γ
v L

6
3−2s
x

= 0.

�

4. Uniqueness of the Boltzmann Equation

In the section, we present the proof of the uniqueness of the Boltzmann equation in
an integrable class, which also works the same for the limiting equation (3.14) from the

Kaniel–Shinbrot iteration. In the following Lemma 4.1, we provide an L1
tL

2,s+γ
v L2

x bilinear
estimate, which carries no regularity and is the key to the uniqueness in the integrable
class.

Lemma 4.1. Let s > 1 and γ ∈ [−1, 0]. We have

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(S(t)f0, S(t)g0)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

x,v
‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2

vL
6
x
,(4.1)

‖〈v〉s+γQ+(S(t)f0, S(t)g0)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

vL
6
x
‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2

x,v
.(4.2)

Proof. By Plancherel identity, it suffices to prove that

‖〈∇ξ〉s+γQ̃+(U(t)f̃0, U(t)g̃0)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,ξ)
.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

x,v
‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2

vL
6
x
,(4.3)

‖〈∇ξ〉s+γQ̃+(U(t)f̃0, U(t)g̃0)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,ξ)
.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

vL
6
x
‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2

x,v
.(4.4)
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We only handle (4.3), as (4.4) follows similarly. By duality, (4.3) is equivalent to

∫ T

0

∫
Q̃+(U(t)f̃0, U(t)g̃0)hdxdξdt .|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

x,v
‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2

vL
6
x
.(4.5)

We denote by I the integral in (4.5). Inserting a Littlewood-Paley decomposition gives
that

I =
∑

M,M1,M2

IM,M1,M2

where

IM,M1,M2 =

∫
Q̃+(P ξ

M1
f̃ , P ξ

M2
g̃)P ξ

Mhdxdξdt

with f̃(t) = U(t)f̃0 and g̃(t) = U(t)g̃0. In the same way as the frequency analysis of (2.29),
it gives a constraint that M . max (M1,M2).

We divide the sum into two cases, that is, Case A: M1 ≥ M2 and Case B: M1 ≤ M2. We
only deal with Case A, as Case B can be treated in a similar way.

Let IA denote the integral restricted to the Case A.

IA =
∑

M1≥M2,M1&M

∫
Q̃+(P ξ

M1
f̃ , P ξ

M2
g̃)P ξ

Mhdxdξdt

=
∑

M1&M

∫ T

0

∫
Q̃+(P ξ

M1
f̃ , P ξ

≤M1
g̃)P ξ

Mhdxdξdt.

where in the last equality we have done the sum in M2. By using Hölder inequality and
estimate (2.16) in Lemma 2.13, we have

IA ≤
∫ ∑

M1&M

‖Q̃+(P ξ
M1

f̃ , P ξ
≤M1

g̃)‖L2
ξ
‖P ξ

Mh‖L2
ξ
dxdt

.

∫ ∑

M1&M

‖P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖P ξ

≤M1
g̃‖

L
6

1−2γ
ξ

‖P ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Bernstein inequality and Sobolev inequality that W 1+γ,2 →֒ L
6

1−2γ ,

IA .

∫ ∑

M1&M

M s+γ

M s+γ
1

‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ g̃‖L2

ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γP ξ

Mh‖L2
ξ
dxdt.
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With s+ γ > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in M and M1 to get

IA ≤
∫

‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ g̃‖L2
ξ


 ∑

M1&M

M s+γ

M s+γ
1

‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ
M1

f̃‖2
L3
ξ




1
2


 ∑

M1&M

M s+γ

M s+γ
1

‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γP ξ
Mh‖2

L2
ξ




1
2

dxdt

.

∫
‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ g̃‖L2

ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ

M1
f̃‖l2M1

L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Hölder inequality in the x-variable and the t-variable, we use Minkowski inequality to
get

IA .‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ g̃‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ)
‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ

M1
f̃‖L2

tL
3
xl

2
M1

L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ)

.‖〈∇ξ〉s+γ g̃‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ

M1
f̃‖l2M1

L2
tL

3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
).

Inserting in f̃(t) = U(t)f̃0 and g̃(t) = U(t)g̃0, we use Strichartz estimate (A.6) and to
obtain

IA .‖〈∇ξ〉s+γU(t)g̃0‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖〈∇ξ〉s+γP ξ

M1
f̃0‖l2

M1
L2
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
)

.‖〈v〉s+γS(t)g0‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
v)
‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

xL
2
v
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
)

.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
‖〈v〉s+γf0‖L2

xL
2
v
‖〈∇ξ〉−s−γh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
),

where in the last inequality we have used that

‖〈v〉s+γS(t)g0‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
v)

≤ |T | 12‖〈v〉s+γS(t)g0‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

vL
6
x)

≤ |T | 12 ‖〈v〉s+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
.

Therefore, we have completed the proof of (4.5). �

With the L1
tL

2,s+γ
v L2

x bilinear estimate, we are able to prove the uniqueness theorem.

Lemma 4.2 (Uniqueness). Let s > 1 and γ ∈ [−1, 0]. There is at most one solution

f(t) ∈ C([0, T ];L2,s+γ
v L2

x) to the Boltzmann equation (1.1) on [0, T ] satisfying

‖〈v〉s+γf‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

vL
6
x)

≤ CT ,(4.6)

‖A [f ] ‖L2
t (0,T ;L∞

x L∞
v ) ≤ CT ,(4.7)

‖〈v〉s+γQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

vL
6
x)

≤ CT .(4.8)

Proof. Let f , g be two solutions of the Boltzmann equation on [0, T ] satisfying the bounds
(4.6)–(4.8). We consider the difference w = f − g, which satisfies

w(t) =

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)N [w] (τ)dτ,(4.9)
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where N [w] = Q+(w, f) +Q+(g,w) −Q−(w, f)−Q−(g,w). Define the quantity

W (t0) = ‖w‖
L∞
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
+ ‖N [w] ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
.(4.10)

It suffices to prove that W (t0) = 0 for a sufficiently small t0, as the global uniqueness
follows from a standard continuity argument. To do this, we provide a closed estimate for
W (t0). Noticing that

‖w‖
L∞
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
≤ ‖N [w] ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
,

we are left to deal with the nonlinear term and divide it into four parts

‖N [w] ‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
≤ I1 + I2 + I3 + I4,

where

I1 = ‖Q+(w, f)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
,

I2 = ‖Q+(g,w)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
,

I3 = ‖Q−(w, f)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
,

I4 = ‖Q−(g,w)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
.

For I1, we have

I1 =‖Q+(w, f)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)

.‖Q+(w,S(t)f(0))‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)

+
∥∥∥Q+

(
w,

∫ t

0
S(t− σ)N [f ] (σ)dσ

)∥∥∥
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)

=:I11 + I12.

Using Duhamel formula (4.9) of w(t) and Minkowski inequality, we get

I11 =
∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Q+ (S(t− τ)N [w] (τ), S(t)f(0)) dτ

∥∥∥
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)

≤
∫ t0

0
‖Q+ (S(t− τ)N [w] (τ), S(t)f(0)) ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
dτ.

By the L1
tL

2,s+γ
v L2

x bilinear estimate (4.1) in Lemma 4.1,

I11 .

∫ t0

0

√
t0‖S(−τ)N [w] (τ)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L2

x
‖f(0)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L6

x
dτ

.
√
t0‖N [w] ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
‖f(0)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L6

x

.
√
t0CTW (t0).
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In a similar way, for I12 we have

I12 ≤
∥∥∥
∫ t

0

∫ t

0
Q+

(
S(t− τ)N [w] (τ),

∫ t

0
S(t− σ)N [f ] (σ)

)
dσdτ

∥∥∥
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)

≤
∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0
‖Q+ (S(t− τ)N [w] (τ), S(t − σ)N [f ] (σ)) ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
dτdσ

.

∫ t0

0

∫ t0

0

√
t0‖S(−τ)N [w] (τ)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L2

x
‖S(−σ)N [f ] (σ)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L6

x
dτdσ

.
√
t0‖N [w] ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
‖N [f ] ‖

L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L6

x)

.
√
t0CTW (t0).

Together with estimates for I11 and I12, we get

I1 .
√
t0CTW (t0).(4.11)

Since the term I2 can be estimated in the same way as I1, we also have

I2 .
√
t0CTW (t0).(4.12)

Next, we deal with the term I3. By Hölder inequality, we obtain

I3 =‖Q−(w, f)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
(4.13)

≤
√
t0‖w‖L∞

t (0,t0;L
2,s+γ
v L2

x)
‖A [f ] ‖L2

tL
∞
x L∞

v

.
√
t0CTW (t0).

For I4, by using Hölder inequality and then estimate (2.47) in Lemma 2.8, we get

I4 =‖Q−(g,w)‖
L1
t (0,t0;L

2,s+γ
v L2

x)
(4.14)

≤
√
t0‖g‖L∞

t (0,t0;L
2,s+γ
v L6

x)
‖A [w] ‖L2

tL
3
xL

∞
v

≤
√
t0‖g‖L∞

t (0,t0;L
2,s+γ
v L6

x)

(
‖w(0)‖

L
2,s+γ
v L2

x
+ ‖N [w] ‖

L1
tL

2
xL

2,s+γ
v

)

.
√
t0CTW (t0).

Putting estimates (4.11), (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) together, we arrive at

W (t0) .
√
t0CTW (t0).

By choosing t0 sufficiently small, we conclude that W (t0) = 0. One can then extend this
vanishing to the entire time interval [0, T ] by a standard continuity argument. �

5. Strong Solution and the Blow-up Criterion

In the section, we prove the strong local well-posedness of the Boltzmann equation and
give the blow-up criterion. We call it strong as the local solution carries the regularity.
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Lemma 5.1. Let T ≤ 1, s > 1, γ ∈ [−1, 0]. We have

‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉s+γQ̃−(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
t (0,T ;L2

xξ)
. ‖f̃‖

U2
L(0,T ;Hs

xH
s+γ
ξ

)‖g̃‖U2
L(0,T ;Hs

xH
s+γ
ξ

),(5.1)

‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉s+γQ̃+(f̃ , g̃)‖L2
t (0,T ;L2

xξ
) . ‖f̃‖

U2
L
(0,T ;Hs

xH
s+γ
ξ

)‖g̃‖U2
L
(0,T ;Hs

xH
s+γ
ξ

).(5.2)

Proof. The estimates (5.1)–(5.2) have been established in [32, Section 2] in the Fourier
restriction space. In the same way, we can extend them to the atomic U2

L space and we
omit the proof for simplicity. �

By the bilinear estimates (5.1)–(5.2), we conclude the local well-posedness of the Boltz-
mann equation.

Theorem 5.2. Let s > 1, γ ∈ [−1, 0]. The Boltzmann equation (1.1) is locally well-posed

in L2,s+γ
v Hs

x.

More precisely, for each f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x, there exists a time T0 > 0 such that there exists

a unique C([0, T0];L
2,s+γ
v Hs

x) solution f(t) to the Boltzmann equation satisfying

‖f‖
UL(0,T0;L

2,s+γ
v Hs

x)
< ∞.(5.3)

Moreover, we have:

(1) The solution f(t) satisfies

‖Q±(f, f)‖
L1
t (0,T0;L

2,s+γ
v Hs

x)
< ∞, ‖A[f ]‖L2

t (0,T0;L∞
x L∞

v ) < ∞.(5.4)

(2) The solution map f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x 7→ f ∈ C([0, T0];L
2,s+γ
v Hs

x) is Lipschitz continuous.

(3) The lifespan T (f0) is bounded from below,

T (f0) ≥ C‖f0‖−2

L
2,s+γ
v Hs

x

,

which gives a blow-up criterion that

lim
t→T (f0)

‖f(t)‖
L
2,s+γ
v Hs

x
= ∞.(5.5)

Proof. We omit the proof, as it follows from the standard contraction mapping principle.
See for example [32, Section 2.3]. The bounds (5.4) follow from the bilinear estimates
(5.1)–(5.2) and estimate (2.48) in Lemma 2.8. �

6. Persistence of Regularity

In the current section, we provide the regularity criteria for the Boltzmann equation
and then recover the regularity of the global solution f(t) constructed in Proposition 3.1
by using the uniqueness lemma and the strong local well-posedness established in Sections
4–5.

For simplicity, we define the integrability bound

Mr(0, T ) =:‖〈v〉rf‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

vL
6
x)

+ ‖A [f ] ‖L2
t (0,T ;L∞

x L∞
v ) + ‖〈v〉rQ±(f, f)‖L1

t (0,T ;L2
vL

6
x)
,(6.1)
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the regularity bound

Es,r(t0, t0 + t) := ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf‖L∞
t (t0,t0+t;L2

x,v)
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ±(f, f)‖L1

t (t0,t0+t;L2
x,v)

,(6.2)

and the maximal time for the regularity bound

T ∗
s,r = sup

T

{T ≥ 0 : Es,r(0, T ) < ∞} .(6.3)

We first give the regularity criteria in the following Lemma 6.1, and then use it to prove
the persistence of regularity and the property of finite mass density in Proposition 6.3.
Subsequently, we complete the proof of Lemma 6.1 with the help of an L1

tL
2,r
v Hs

x bilinear
estimate in Lemma 6.4, the proof of which we postpone to the end of this section.

Lemma 6.1 (Regularity Criteria). Let s > 1, r > 1 + γ > 0, β ≥ 0.

(1) If T ∗
s,r > 0 and Mr(0, T ) < ∞ for some T ∈ [0,∞), then T ∗

s,r > T .
(2) If T ∗

s,r+β > 0 and Es,r(0, T ) < ∞ for some T ∈ [0,∞), then T ∗
s,r+β > T .

Remark 6.2. Lemma 6.1 actually holds for d ≥ 2 provided that s > 1, r > 1 + γ, and L6
x

in (6.1) are replaced by s > d−1
2 , r > d−1

2 + γ, and L2d
x respectively. We only deal with the

d = 3 case here and other cases follow similarly. One novel application of the 2D version
of Lemma 6.1 is to solve the [17, Conjecture 1.1].

As shown in [17, Theorem 1.2], the 2D local solution f (2D)(t) exists up to time T0(s)

which depends on the lower regularity norm of initial data, i.e. ‖〈v〉s〈∇x〉sf (2D)
0 ‖L2

x,v
for

s ∈ (0, 12). It was conjectured that the solution carries the 1
2+ regularity of the initial data

up to time T0(s), that is,

‖〈v〉 1
2
+〈∇x〉

1
2
+f (2D)(t)‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
x,v)

< ∞, for any T ∈ (0, T0(s)).(6.4)

Certainly, it is expected that the regularity is propagated for a short time depending on

‖〈v〉 1
2
+〈∇x〉

1
2
+f

(2D)
0 ‖L2

x,v
. The point of the conjecture is that the 1

2+ regularity persists for

a time depending solely on a lower regularity norm of initial data.
The local solution f (2D)(t) is constructed by the Kaniel–Shinbrot iteration and thus

satisfies the 2D integrability bounds. Using the 2D version of regularity criterion (1) in
Lemma 6.1, we deduce (6.4) and hence solve the conjecture.

Now, we get back to our 3D global regularity problem.

Proposition 6.3. Let f(t) be the global solution to the Boltzmann equation constructed
in Proposition 3.1. Then we have

f(t) ∈ C([0,∞);L2,s+γ
v Hs

x),(6.5)

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉s+γQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
< ∞ for all T ∈ [0,∞).(6.6)

Furthermore, the solution satisfies the properties of the persistence of regularity and finite
mass as follows.
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(1) If f0 ∈ L2,s+γ+β
v Hs+α

x for some α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, then we have
{
f(t) ∈ C([0,∞);L2,s+γ+β

v Hs+α
x ),

‖〈∇x〉s+α〈v〉s+γ+βQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
< ∞ for all T ∈ [0,∞).

(2) If f0 ∈ L1
x,v, then ‖f(t)‖L1

x,v
≤ ‖f0‖L1

x,v
.

Proof of Proposition 6.3. Since f0 ∈ L2,s+γ
v Hs

x, by the strong local well-posedness in
Theorem 5.2, there exists a local strong solution floc(t). By the uniqueness Lemma 4.2, we
have that f(t) = floc(t) before the lifespan T (f0), which implies that T ∗

s,s+γ > 0. On the
other hand, by the a priori bound (3.1) in Proposition 3.1, we also have Ms+γ(0, T ) < ∞
for all T ∈ [0,∞). Therefore, using the regularity criterion (1) in Lemma 6.1, we conclude
that T ∗

s,s+γ = ∞ and T (f0) = ∞.

Furthermore, if f0 ∈ L2,s+γ+β
v Hs+α

x for some α ≥ 0, β ≥ 0, the same argument shows
that T ∗

s+α,s+γ = ∞. Then using the regularity criterion (2) in Lemma 6.1, we conclude
that T ∗

s+α,s+γ+β = ∞.

Next, we follow the approximation scheme in [29] to prove the property of finite mass.
If f0 ∈ L1

x,v, we construct the initial approximation data fN
0 (x, v) = χ(v/N)f0(x, v) where

χ(v) is the cutoff function. Then by the global existence in Proposition 3.1 and the property
(1) of persistence of regularity, the global solution fN(t) satisfies that

‖fN (t)‖
L∞
t (0,T ;L2,s+γ+β

v Hs
x)

< ∞,

for all β ≥ 0 and T > 0. Next, we prove the L1
x,v conservation law for this solution fN (t).

From the Duhamel formula,

fN (t) = S(t)fN
0 +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Q(fN , fN )(τ)dτ,(6.7)

thanks to that fN
0 ∈ L1

x,v, we only need to prove the L1
x,v integrability for the nonlinear

term. By Minkowski and Hölder inequalities, for t ∈ [0, T ] we have
∥∥∥
∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Q±(fN , fN )(τ)dτ

∥∥∥
L1
x,v

≤
∫ t

0

∥∥Q±(fN , fN )(τ)
∥∥
L1
x,v

dτ

≤T‖fN‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

xL
1
v)
‖A
[
fN
]
‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

∞
v ).

The weighted estimate gives that

‖fN‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

xL
1
v)

. ‖〈v〉 3
2
+fN‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
v)

< ∞.

For A
[
fN
]
, using the endpoint Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality that

∫
|x− y|γ |u(y)|dy . ‖u‖

1
2

L
3

3+γ+δ

‖u‖
1
2

L
3

3+γ−δ

,(6.8)

we have

‖A
[
fN
]
‖L2

xL
∞
v

. ‖fN‖
1
2

L2
xL

3
3+γ−δ
v

‖fN‖
1
2

L2
xL

3
3+γ+δ
v

. ‖〈v〉 3
2
+fN‖L2

xL
2
v
< ∞,(6.9)
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where in the last inequality we have used the weighted estimate. Therefore, we have
obtained the L1

x,v integrability of fN(t). Moreover, taking the L1
x,v integration on both

side of the Duhamel formula (6.7), we arrive at
∫

fN (t, x, v)dxdv =

∫
S(t)fN

0 dxdv +

∫ ∫ t

0
S(t− τ)Q(fN , fN )(τ)dτdxdv(6.10)

=

∫
fN
0 (x, v)dxdv,

where in the last equality we have used the L1
x,v conservation law of the flow map S(t)

and the cancellation property between the gain and loss terms. Notice that the Lipschitz
continuous of the solution map gives that

‖fN (t)− f(t)‖
C([0,T ];L2,s+γ

v Hs
x)

. ‖fN
0 − f‖

L
2,s+γ
v Hs

x
→ 0,

which implies the pointwise convergence (up to a subsequence). By the non-negativity of
fN (t), Fatou’s lemma, and the L1

x,v uniform estimate (6.10), we have
∫

f(t, x, v)dxdv ≤ lim inf
N→∞

∫
fN (t, x, v)dxdv ≤

∫
f0(x, v)dxdv,

which completes the proof of the finite mass density. �

We devote the following to proving Lemma 6.1, which plays a crucial role in the proof
of Proposition 6.3.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. To obtain the regularity criteria (1) and (2), it suffices to prove
the following two local estimates respectively.

(1) If 0 < T ∗
s,r < ∞ and Mr(0, T

∗
s,r) < ∞, there exists T1 > 0 (depending on Mr(0, T

∗
s,r))

such that

Es,r(t0, t0 + t1) ≤ 2Es,r(0, t0)(6.11)

for all t0 ∈ [0, T ∗
s,r), t1 ∈ [0, T1] satisfying t0 + t1 < T ∗

s,r.
(2) If 0 < T ∗

s,r+β < ∞ and Es,r(0, T
∗
s,r+β) < ∞, there exists T1 > 0 (depending on

Es,r(0, T
∗
s,r+β)) such that

Es,r+β(t0, t0 + t1) ≤ 2Es,r+β(0, t0)(6.12)

for all t0 ∈ [0, T ∗
s,r+β), t1 ∈ [0, T1] satisfying t0 + t1 < T ∗

s,r+β.

Indeed, for the regularity criterion (1) in Lemma 6.1, by a contradiction argument we might
as well assume 0 < T ∗

s,r ≤ T < ∞, which implies that Mr(0, T
∗
s,r) ≤ Mr(0, T ) < ∞. Then

by taking t0 = T ∗
s,r − T1 and t1 ∈ [0, T1), we use the local estimate (6.11) to get an upper

bound that

Es,r(0, t0 + t1) ≤ Es,r(0, t0) + Es,r(t0, t0 + t1) ≤ 3Es,r(0, t0) < ∞,

which implies

lim
tրT ∗

s,r

Es,r(0, t) ≤ 3Es,r(0, t0) < ∞.(6.13)
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Together with the local well-posedness and the blow-up criterion in Theorem 5.2, the
estimate (6.13) gives a contradiction to the definition (6.3) of T ∗

s,r. In the same argument,
we also have the regularity criterion (2) by using (6.12).

Next, we are left to prove the local estimates (6.11)–(6.12). For (6.11), using the Duhamel
formula that

f(t0 + t) = S(t)f(t0) +

∫ t

0
S(t− τ)N [f(t0 + τ)] dτ,(6.14)

we have

Es,r(t0, t0 + t1) ≤ Es,r(0, t0) + 2‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
.(6.15)

Therefore, we are left to estimate the term ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
.

We first handle the loss term Q−. By the fractional Leibliz rule in Lemma A.1 and
Hölder inequality,

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ−(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
(6.16)

.
√
t1‖A [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L∞
x L∞

v )‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf‖L∞
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)

+
√
t1‖〈v〉rf‖L∞

t (t0,t0+t1;L2
vL

6
x)
‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L3
xL

∞
v )

≤
√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)
(
Es,r(t0, t0 + t1) + ‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L3
xL

∞
v )

)
.

With r > 1 + γ, we use estimate (2.47) in Lemma 2.8 to get

‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2
t (t0,t0+t1;L3

xL
∞
v )(6.17)

.‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf(t0)‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rN [f ] ‖L1

t (t0,t0+t1;L2
xL

2
v)

.Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).

Combining estimates (6.16) and (6.17), we obtain

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ−(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
.

√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).(6.18)

We then deal with the gain term Q+. By the Duhamel formula (6.14), we rewrite

Q+(f, f)(t0 + t) = I1 + I2 + I3 + I4,(6.19)

where

I1 = Q+(S(t)f(t0), S(t)f(t0)),(6.20)

I2 =

∫ t

0
Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t)f(t0))dτ1,(6.21)

I3 =

∫ t

0
Q+(S(t)f(t0), S(t− τ2)N [f(t0 + τ)])dτ2,(6.22)

I4 =

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t− τ2)N [f(t0 + τ2)])dτ1dτ2.(6.23)
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To control these terms I1–I4, we need an L1
tL

2,r
v Hs

x bilinear estimate as follows:

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ+(S(t)f0, S(t)g0)‖L1
t (0,t1;L

2
x,v)

(6.24)

.
√
t1‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf0‖L2

x,v
‖〈v〉1+γg0‖L2

vL
6
x
+
√
t1‖〈v〉1+γf0‖L2

vL
6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rg0‖L2

x,v
,

the proof of which relies on the frequency analysis techniques like in Section 2.2, and is
thus postponed to the end. For convenience, we take the notations

‖f‖X = ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf‖L2
x,v

, ‖f‖Y = ‖〈v〉1+γf‖L2
vL

6
x
.(6.25)

For I1, by the bilinear estimate (6.24), with r ≥ 1 + γ we have

‖I1‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X) .

√
t1‖f(t0)‖Y ‖f(t0)‖X ≤

√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + s).(6.26)

For I2, by Minkowski inequality, we get

‖I2‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X) ≤

∥∥∥
∫ t

0

∥∥Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t)f(t0))
∥∥
X
dτ1

∥∥∥
L1
t (0,t1)

≤
∫ t1

0

∥∥Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t)f(t0))
∥∥
L1
t (0,t1;X)

dτ1.

Using again the bilinear estimate (6.24), we obtain

‖I2‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X)(6.27)

.

∫ t1

0

√
t1‖S(−τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] ‖X‖f(t0)‖Y dτ1

+

∫ t1

0

√
t1‖S(−τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] ‖Y ‖f(t0)‖Xdτ1

.
√
t1‖Q±(f, f)‖L1

t (t0,t0+t1;X)‖f(t0)‖Y +
√
t1‖Q±(f, f)‖L1

t (t0,t0+t1;Y )‖f(t0)‖X
.
√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).

Since the term I3 can be estimated in the same way as I2, we also obtain

‖I3‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X) .

√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).(6.28)

For I4, by Minkowski inequality, we get

‖I4‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X)

≤
∥∥∥
∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∥∥Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t− τ2)N [f(t0 + τ2)])
∥∥
X
dτ1dτ2

∥∥∥
L1
t (0,t1)

≤
∫ t1

0

∫ t1

0

∥∥Q+(S(t− τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] , S(t− τ2)N [f(t0 + τ2)])
∥∥
L1
t (0,t1;X)

dτ1dτ2.
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By the bilinear estimate (6.24) again, we have

‖I4‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;X)(6.29)

.

∫ t1

0

∫ t1

0

√
t1‖S(−τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] ‖X‖S(−τ2)N [f(t0 + τ2)] ‖Y dτ1dτ2

+

∫ t1

0

∫ t1

0

√
t1‖S(−τ1)N [f(t0 + τ1)] ‖Y ‖S(−τ2)N [f(t0 + τ2)] ‖Xdτ1dτ2

.
√
t1‖Q±(f, f)‖L1

t (t0,t0+t1;X)‖Q±(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;Y )

.
√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).

Putting estimates (6.26)–(6.29) together, we arrive at

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ+(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
.

√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1),(6.30)

which, together with (6.15) and the loss term estimate (6.18), implies that

Es,r(t0, t0 + t1) ≤Es,r(0, t0) + 2‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ±(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)

≤Es,r(0, t0) +
√
t1CMr(0, T

∗
s,r)Es,r(t0, t0 + t1).

By choosing
√
t1 ≤ (2CMr(0, T

∗
s,r))

−1, we complete the proof of (6.11).
For (6.12), we first deal with the loss term. By the fractional Leibliz rule in Lemma A.1

and Sobolev inequality, we have

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉r+βQ−(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
(6.31)

.
√
t1‖A [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L∞
x L∞

v )‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉r+βf‖L∞
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)

+
√
t1‖〈v〉r+βf‖L∞

t (t0,t0+t1;L2
vL

6
x)
‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L3
xL

∞
v )

.
√
t1‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2

t (t0,t0+t1;L3
xL

∞
v )‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉r+βf‖L∞

t (t0,t0+t1;L2
x,v)

≤
√
t1Es,r(0, T

∗
s,r+β)Es,r+β(t0, t0 + t1),

where in the last inequality we have used estimate (2.47) in Lemma 2.8 to get

‖〈∇x〉sA [f ] ‖L2
t (t0,t0+t1;L3

xL
∞
v )

.‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf(t0)‖L2
xL

2
v
+ ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rN [f ] ‖L1

t (t0,t0+t1;L2
xL

2
v)

.Es,r(0, T
∗
s,r+β).

For the gain term, repeating the proof of (6.30), we also have

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉r+βQ+(f, f)‖L1
t (t0,t0+t1;L2

x,v)
.
√
t1Mr(0, T

∗
s,r+β)Es,r+β(t0, t0 + t1)(6.32)

.
√
t1Es,r(0, T

∗
s,r+β)Es,r+β(t0, t0 + t1).

Combining estimates (6.31) and (6.32), by choosing
√
t1 ≤ (2CEs,r(0, T

∗
s,r+β))

−1, we com-

plete the proof of (6.12).
�
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In the following, we present the proof of the bilinear estimate (6.24), which is essential
for the proof of Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.4. Let s > 1, r ≥ 1 + γ > 0. It holds that

‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rQ+(S(t)f0, S(t)g0)‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,v)
(6.33)

.|T | 12 ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf0‖L2
x,v

‖〈v〉1+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
+ |T | 12‖〈v〉1+γf0‖L2

vL
6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rg0‖L2

x,v
.

Proof. By Plancherel identity, it suffices to prove that

‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rQ̃+(U(t)f̃(t0), U(t)g̃(t0))‖L1
t (0,T ;L2

x,ξ
)(6.34)

.|T | 12 ‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf0‖L2
x,v

‖〈v〉1+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
+ |T | 12‖〈v〉1+γf0‖L2

vL
6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rg0‖L2

x,v
.

By duality, (6.34) is equivalent to

∫
Q̃+(U(t)f̃0, U(t)g̃0)hdxdξdt(6.35)

.|T | 12‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf0‖L2
x,v

‖〈v〉1+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
x,ξ

)

+ |T | 12‖〈v〉1+γf0‖L2
vL

6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rg0‖L2

x,v
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
x,ξ)

.

We denote by I the integral in (6.35) and insert a Littlewood-Paley decomposition such
that

I =
∑

M,M1,M2
N,N1,N2

IM,M1,M2,N,N1,N2

where

IM,M1,M2,N,N1,N2 =

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt,

with f̃(t) = U(t)f̃0 and g̃(t) = U(t)g̃0. In the same way as the frequency analysis of
(2.28)–(2.29), we have the constraints that N . max (N1, N2) and M . max (M1,M2).

We divide the sum into four cases as follows
Case A. M1 ≥ M2, N1 ≥ N2.
Case B. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≥ N2.
Case C. M1 ≥ M2, N1 ≤ N2.
Case D. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≤ N2.
We only handle Cases A and B, as Cases C and D can be dealt with in a similar way.
Case A. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≥ N2.

Let IA denote the integral restricted to the Case A.
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IA =
∑

M1≥M2,M1&M
N1≥N2,N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

=
∑

M1&M
N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
≤M1

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

where in the last equality we have done the sum in M2 and N2. By using Hölder inequality
and then estimate (2.16) in Lemma 2.13, we have

IA ≤
∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

‖Q̃+(P x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
≤M1

g̃)‖L2
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt

.

∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

‖P x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖P x

≤N1
P ξ
≤M1

g̃‖
L

6
1−2γ
ξ

‖P x
NP ξ

Mh‖L2
ξ
dxdt.

By Bernstein inequality and Sobolev inequality that W 1+γ,2 →֒ L
6

1−2γ ,

IA ≤
∫ ∑

M1&M
N1&N

M r

M r
1

‖〈∇ξ〉rP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
ξ
‖P x

≤N1
〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L2

ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

With r > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in M and M1 to get

IA ≤
∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L2
ξ


 ∑

M1&M

M r

M r
1

‖〈∇ξ〉rP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖2
L3
ξ




1
2


 ∑

M1&M

M r

M r
1

‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x
NP ξ

Mh‖2
L2
ξ




1
2

dxdt

.

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2M1
L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x
Nh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Hölder inequality in the x-variable,

IA .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖L3
xl

2
M1

L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x

Nh‖L2
xL

2
ξ
dt.
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By Minkowski inequality and Bernstein inequality,

IA .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2M1
L3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x

Nh‖L2
xL

2
ξ
dt

.

∫
‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ

∑

N1&N

N s

N s
1

‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x
N1

P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2M1
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt

where in the last inequality we have used that

‖P x
≤N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6
xL

2
ξ
=‖F−1(ϕx

≤N1
) ∗ 〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ

.
∥∥F−1(ϕx

≤N1
) ∗ ‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L2

ξ

∥∥
L6
x
. ‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ
.

By Cauchy-Schwarz in N and N1,

IA .

∫
‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ
‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖l2N1
l2M1

L3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

By Hölder inequality in the t-variable,

IA .‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ g̃‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃‖L2
t (0,T ;l2

N1
l2
M1

L3
xL

3
ξ
)

‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

xL
2
ξ
).

Inserting in f̃(t) = U(t)f̃0 and g̃(t) = U(t)g̃0, we use Strichartz estimate (A.6) to obtain

IA .‖〈∇ξ〉1+γU(t)g̃0‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃0‖l2N1
l2M1

Hs
xH

r
ξ
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
)

.|T | 12 ‖〈∇ξ〉1+γU(t)g̃0‖L∞
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ)
‖f̃0‖Hs

xH
r
ξ
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ)

.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉1+γg0‖L2
vL

6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rf0‖L2

x,v
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
),

where in the last inequality we have used that

‖〈∇ξ〉rU(t)g̃0‖L∞
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ)

= ‖〈v〉rS(t)g0‖L∞
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
v)

. ‖〈v〉rg0‖L2
vL

6
x
.

Therefore, we have completed the proof of (6.35) for Case A.
Case B. M1 ≤ M2, N1 ≥ N2.

Let IB denote the integral restricted to the Case B.

IB =
∑

M2≥M1,M2&M
N1≥N2,N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
M1

f̃ , P x
N2

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt

=
∑

M2&M
N1&N

∫
Q̃+(P x

N1
P ξ
≤M2

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃)P x
NP ξ

Mhdxdξdt
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where we have done the sum in M1 and N2. By using Hölder inequality and then estimate
(2.17) in Lemma 2.13, we have

IB ≤
∫ ∑

M2&M
N1&N

‖Q̃+(P x
N1

P ξ
≤M2

f̃ , P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃)‖L2
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt

.

∫ ∑

M2&M
N1&N

‖P x
N1

P ξ
≤M2

f̃‖
L

6
1−2γ
ξ

‖P x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
ξ
‖P x

NP ξ
Mh‖L2

ξ
dxdt.

By Bernstein inequality and Sobolev inequality that W 1+γ,2 →֒ L
6

1−2γ ,

IB ≤
∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L2
ξ

∑

M2&M

M r

M r
2

‖〈∇ξ〉rP x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
ξ

‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x
NP ξ

Mh‖L2
ξ
dxdt.

With r > 0, we use Cauchy-Schwarz in M and M2 to get

IB ≤
∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L2
ξ


 ∑

M2&M

M r

M r
2

‖〈∇ξ〉rP x
≤N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖2
L3
ξ




1
2


 ∑

M2&M

M r

M r
2

‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x
NP ξ

Mh‖2
L2
ξ




1
2

dxdt

.

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖〈∇ξ〉1+γP x
N1

f̃‖L2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉rP x

≤N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2M2
L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x

Nh‖L2
ξ
dxdt.

By Hölder inequality in the x-variable,

IB .

∫ ∑

N1&N

‖P x
N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L6
xL

2
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉rP x

≤N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖L3
xl

2
M2

L3
ξ
‖〈∇ξ〉−rP x

Nh‖L2
xL

2
ξ
dt.

By using that ‖P x
N1

〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L6
xL

2
ξ
. ‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ
, Minkowski inequality, and Bernstein

inequality,

IB .

∫
‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ

∑

N1&N

N s

N s
1

‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x
N1

P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2M2
L3
xL

3
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rP x
Nh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.

By Cauchy-Schwarz in N and N1,

IB .

∫
‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L6

xL
2
ξ
‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖l2N1
l2M2

L3
xL

3
ξ
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L2

xL
2
ξ
dt.
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By Hölder inequality in the t-variable,

IB .‖〈∇ξ〉1+γ f̃‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M2

g̃‖L2
t (0,T ;l2N1

l2M2
L3
xL

3
ξ
)

‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

xL
2
ξ)
.

Inserting in f̃(t) = U(t)f̃0 and g̃(t) = U(t)g̃0, we use Strichartz estimate (A.6) to obtain

IB .‖〈∇ξ〉1+γU(t)f̃0‖L2
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖〈∇x〉s〈∇ξ〉rP x

N1
P ξ
M2

g̃0‖l2N1
l2M2

L2
xL

2
ξ

‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞
t (0,T ;L2

xL
2
ξ)

.|T | 12 ‖〈∇ξ〉1+γU(t)f̃0‖L∞
t (0,T ;L6

xL
2
ξ
)‖g̃0‖Hs

xH
r
ξ
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
)

.|T | 12 ‖〈v〉1+γf0‖L2
vL

6
x
‖〈∇x〉s〈v〉rg0‖L2

x,v
‖〈∇x〉−s〈∇ξ〉−rh‖L∞

t (0,T ;L2
xL

2
ξ
).

Thus, we complete the proof of (6.35) for Case B.
�
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Appendix A. Sobolev-type and Strichartz Estimates

Lemma A.1 (Fractional Leibniz rule, [41]). Suppose 1 < r < ∞, s ≥ 0 and 1
r
= 1

pi
+ 1

qi
with i = 1, 2, 1 < q1 ≤ ∞, 1 < p2 ≤ ∞. Then

‖〈∇x〉s(fg)‖Lr ≤ C‖〈∇x〉sf‖Lp1‖g‖Lq1 + ‖f‖Lp2‖〈∇x〉sg‖Lq2(A.1)

where the constant C depends on all of the parameters but not on f and g.

Recall the abstract Strichartz estimates.

Theorem A.2 ( [54, Theorem 1.2]). Suppose that for each time t we have an operator

U(t) such that

‖U(t)f‖L2
x
.‖f‖L2

x
,

‖U(t)(U(s))∗f‖L∞
x

.|t− s|−σ‖f‖L1
x
.

Then it holds that

‖U(t)f‖Lq
tL

p
x
. ‖f‖L2

x
,(A.2)

for all sharp σ-admissible exponent pair that

2

q
+

2σ

p
= σ, q ≥ 2, σ > 1.(A.3)
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The symmetric hyperbolic Schrödinger equation is

(A.4)

{
i∂tφ+∇ξ · ∇xφ =0,

φ(0) =φ0.

Note that the linear propagator U(t) = eit∇ξ ·∇x satisfies the energy and dispersive estimates

(A.5)
‖eit∇ξ ·∇xφ0‖L2

xξ
. ‖φ0‖L2

xξ
,

‖eit∇ξ ·∇xφ0‖L∞
xξ

. t−3‖φ0‖L1
xξ
.

Then by Theorem A.2, this gives the Strichartz estimate that

‖eit∇ξ ·∇xφ0‖Lq
tL

p
xξ

. ‖φ0‖L2
xξ
,

2

q
+

6

p
= 3, q ≥ 2.(A.6)
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[15] T. Chen, R. Denlinger, and N. Pavlović. Local well-posedness for Boltzmann’s equation and the Boltz-

mann hierarchy via Wigner transform. Comm. Math. Phys., 368(1):427–465, 2019.
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[19] T. Chen and N. Pavlović. Derivation of the cubic NLS and Gross-Pitaevskii hierarchy from manybody
dynamics in d = 3 based on spacetime norms. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 15(3):543–588, 2014.
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