GEOMETRIC EFFECTS ON W!? REGULARITY OF THE
STATIONARY LINEARIZED BOLTZMANN EQUATION
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ABSTRACT. We study the incoming boundary value problem for the stationary
linearized Boltzmann equation in bounded convex domains. The geometry of
the domain has a dramatic effect on the space of solutions. We prove the
existence of solutions in WP spaces for 1 < p < 2 for small domains. In
contrast, if we further assume the positivity of the Gaussian curvature on the
boundary, we prove the existence of solutions in W1 spaces for 1 < p < 3
provided that the diameter of the domain is small enough. In both cases, we
provide counterexamples in the hard sphere model; a bounded convex domain
with a flat boundary for p = 2, and a small ball for p = 3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It has been observed by many authors that the geometry of a domain has signif-
icant effects on the regularity of solutions to the Boltzmann equation. It has been
observed that, for a non-convex domain, velocity grazing the boundary can enter
the interior; while grazing only happens at the boundary for a convex domain. This
difference makes a convex domain enjoy better regularity, see [20, 2], 22| 23] for
time evolutional problems. We focus on the stationary equation on bounded convex
domains. Surprisingly, a subtle difference in flatness of the boundary dramatically
changes the range of solution spaces.

We consider the following stationary linearized Boltzmann equation:

arXiv

(1.1) v-Vef(z,v) = L(f)(z,v) for (z,v) € Q x R?
with the incoming boundary condition:

(1.2) flz,v) = g(x,v) for (z,v) €T,
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where I'™ := {(z,v) € 90 x R? | n(z) - v < 0} and n(x) is the outward unit normal
of Q) at z. Here,  is a bounded convex domain in R* with C? boundary 9Q and
L is the linearized collision operator. The existence of solutions of lower regularity
has been studied for linearized and nonlinear equations with various boundary
conditions, see [14], 17 [I8]. As for regularity issue, based on the above existence
results, the pointwise regularity is studied in [7), @1 4 [5].

A recent result [12] studies the regularity in fractional Sobolev spaces. It proves
that solutions are in L?(R3, H*(Q)) for 0 < s < 1. Furthermore, the L?(R3, H!(2))
regularity cannot be achieved by the formula of Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu in
[2]. Tt is natural to make a comparison with a famous regularity result [20], in which
the WP regularity is proved for the time evolutional full Boltzmann equation with
the diffuse reflection boundary condition for 1 < p < 2 and a counterexample for
the H! solution is provided for the free transport equation therein. However, one
should be aware that the results on the regularity issue of the evolution problem
do not provide satisfactory information concerning the regularity properties of the
stationary equation. For example, the Laplace equation can be regarded as the
stationary equation of the wave equation while they have very different regularity
properties.

This motivates us the study on whether H' is the critical function space for
regularity of the stationary Boltzmann equation. With the help of the smallness of
the domain, in [I0] the authors prove existence of the H' solution for the stationary
linearized Boltzmann equation with the incoming boundary condition for domains
with boundary of positive Gaussian curvature, which gives a partial answer. In
general, it is interesting to consider W'? solutions for the Boltzmann equation.
There is a study on the asymptotic stability of Boltzmann equation with regularity
in space variable [6], which gives a hint on the range of p. In this article, we consider
WLP type solution spaces and classify the the range of the exponent p according
to the geometry of the domain.

We assume that the linearized collision operator L satisfies the following assump-
tion.

Assumption A. The operator L(f) can be decomposed as
L(f)(@,v) = —v(v)f(z,v) + K(f)(z,v),

where
(1.3) K(f)(z,v) = /11&3 k(v, ) f(x,v™)dv".
Here, we assume that v(v) and k(v,v*) satisfy
(1.4) vo(1+ |v])” < v(v) <m(1+Jof)7,

1
1. k BIPS E *
( 5) | (’U,’U )| ~ |’U—’U*|(1+ |’U|+ |’U*|)1_V p(’U,’U )7

1+ v

)| < *

(1.6) [Vok(v,v")] < oA T |v*|)177Ep(v,v ),
(1.7) Vo)l S 1+ ),

where 0 < p<1,0<~ <1, and

(1.8) E,(v,0") = e‘%<'”‘”*‘2+(%>2)_

3
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Throughout this article, we adopt the convention f < g if there exists a positive
constant C such that f < Cg.

Remark 1.1. If we adopt the idea of Grad [I5] and consider the Grad angular
cut-off potentials which include the hard sphere, hard potential, and Maxwellian
molecular condition, then the condition of (LH]) and the upper bound of (L4)
hold. See [3]. Also, it is worth mentioning that the commonly used cross section
B(jv — v*[,0) = blu — v*|7cosf, where b is a positive constant, leads to all the
estimates in Assumption A. [

Remark 1.2. Instead of making use of (LA)—(CZ) in Assumption A, we shall
employ the following estimates in the proof of our theorems:

(1.9) vo < v(v) <wv(1+|vl]),

* 1 *
(1.10) [k(v,0")] < mEp(v,v ),

. 1+ [v| "

(1.11) [Vok(v,07)[ S mEp(UaU ),
(1.12) [Vor(v)] S 1.
We notice that inequalities (L9)—(TI2) can be derived from (L4)—(L7) in the case
where 0 < v < 1. ]

For the convenience of further discussion, we define
T(x,v) :=1inf{s > 0| x — sv € Q°},
q(z,v) :=x — 7(x,v).
With this notation, the equation ([II]) can be expressed by the following integral

form:

7(z,v)
f=e (o) 0) 4 [ K (o sv.0)ds
0

(1.13)
=Jg+ SaK [,
where
(1.14) Jg(x,v) :=e "O7@) (g (2, 0),v),
7(x,v)
(1.15) Sah(z,v) ::/ e VWS h(x — sv,v)ds.
0

Notice that we say f is a solution to (I.I]) with boundary condition (L2]) if f satisfies

CI3).
In order to state the main result, we introduce the function class of a solution
space for the boundary value problem (ZI)-(TZ). For 1 < p < oo and o > 0, let

LE (92 x Rg) =A{fl ||f||LZ(QxR3) < oo},

where
1V gy = [ @o)Per ™ dod.

Also, for 1 < p < 0o and a > 0, we define the function space WP (Q x R3) by
WoP (@ x R?) = {f | [ flwir@xrsy < o0},
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where

[fllwre@xrsy = fllze@xrs) + Ve fllLn@xrey + IV fllLe@xrs)-
Notice that W1P(Q x R3) with o = 0 is the usual Sobolev space W1P(Q x R3).

Theorem 1.3. Suppose the linearized collision operator L satisfies Assumption
A. Let Q be a bounded convexr domain with C? boundary. Then, the following
statements hold.
(i) For any given1 <p <2 and 0 < «a < (1—p)/2, there exists e = e(p,a) > 0
such that: for any Q with diam(Q)) < ¢, the boundary value problem (LI)-
[@T2) has a unique solution f € WLP(Q x R3) if and only if Jg € WLP(Q x
R3).
(ii) If we further assume that 02 is of positive Gaussian curvature, then the
range of p in (i) can be extended to 1 < p < 3.
(iii) The conclusions in (1) and (ii) are optimal in the sense of Lemma[LI0 and

Lemma [T11.

We technically assumed the smallness of the diameter of the domain which is
equivalent to the case of large Knudsen number or the case of dilute gas. Thanks to
this assumption, we can focus on discussing geometric effect on the W1» estimate.
We also emphasize that, though we put the Gaussian weight ¢?*” in the norms in
order to describe the shape of solutions more precisely, it does not play an essential
role in the WP estimate.

Here we briefly sketch the idea of the proof of Theorem A formal Picard
iteration gives the following solution formula for (LI3)

(1.16) F=> (SaK)'Jg,
=0
which is a valid solution of (LI3)) if the right hand side of (LI6) converges in
Whr(Q x R3).
We first consider convergence of (ILI6) in LP (2 xR3). We introduce the following
lemma.

Lemma 1.4. Let 1 <p < oo and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is the constant in
Assumption A. Then, for any h € LE(2 x R3), we have

. 1
(1.17) [SaKh|| Lz xrsy S diam(Q) 7 [|A] Lz o xrs)-

By Lemma[[4] we can prove that SoK is a contraction mapping in L (2 x R3)
provided the diameter of €2 is sufficiently small, which leads the L? convergence of
(TI8). However, concerning the W1 convergence of (LIG)), we do not have a direct
analogy of Lemma [[L4l Instead, for 1 < p < 2, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 1.5. Given h € WlP(Q x R?) with 1 < p <2 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2,
where p is the constant in Assumption A, we have

. 1
||SQKhHW;vP(QX]R3) < diam(§2)» ”h”W;’p(Qfo*) + a2 (xre)
. 1
+ diam(2) 7 || 2|l £z (90 xR3)

where ||h| Lz (90xr3) s defined as

0(’02
1Rl e (poxrs) = /,;,QXRS |h(z, v)[Perl” 45 (2)dw,



and d¥ denotes the surface measure on 0S).

To control the boundary integral term in the estimate in Lemmal[l_5 we introduce
following trace inequalities.

Lemma 1.6. Let Q be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Also, let 1 <
p < oo and a > 0. Then, there exists a positive constant C1(€2) such that

p—1 _1
Ihlzg @0xps) < CLE®) (87 [ Vahllg@xrs) + 3 F 1l zones )
for allh € WrP(Q x R3) and 0 < § < 1.

Lemma 1.7. Let Q be a bounded domain with C? boundary, and let o > 0. Then,
for any § > 0, there exists a positive constant Cs(Q) such that

Al 21 0axr3) < (14 0)[IVah| Ly @xrs) + Cs(Q)Rl Ly (@xrs)
for all h € Wh1(Q x R3).

For fixed 1 <p < 2and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, combining Lemma [[.5] with Lemma
and Lemma [[I7], and taking § and diam(2) sufficiently small, we have

A 1 i—
||(SQK) JgHWal‘p(QxR3) §§||(SQK) 1J9||W;~P(Q><R3)
+C2||(SQK)i_lJQHLg(Qpr

where Cy = Co(, p, ) is some positive constant depending on €, p and «. Taking
Lemma [[4] into consideration, the summation of (LI8) shows the convergence of
CI8) in WiP(Q x R?). This is the strategy of the proof of the statement (i) in
Theorem

For the case 2 < p < 3, we need to use a good property of positive Gaussian
curvature. We recall the following estimate from [12].

Lemma 1.8 (Proposition 5.9 in [12]). Let Q be a C? bounded convexr domain of
positive Gaussian curvature. Then, there exists a positive constant C3(§2) depending
only on  such that for any (z,v) € T~ we have

12— a(z, —v)| < C3(QN(z,v),

(1.18)

where
N(z,v):=|n(z) 0|, ©:=

ci

By Lemma [[L8 we have the following estimate.
Lemma 1.9. Let Q2 be a C? bounded convex domain of positive Gaussian curvature,
and let C5(Q) be a constant defined in LemmalL8. Then, given h € W1P(Q x R?)

with2 <p <3 and 0 < a < (1—p)/2, where p is the constant in Assumption A,
we have

. 1
||SQKh||Wa1‘p(Q><]R3) < diam(€2)» ||h||W;’p(Q><]R3) + 1l 2z (xre)

1
+ C3() 7 ||l Lz (90 xR3)-

For fixed 2 <p <3 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, combining Lemma [[.9 with Lemma
and taking § in Lemma [[L6] and diam(2) sufficiently small, we have (LIg]) with
some positive constant C depending on €, p and «. From ([LI8) with Lemma [[4]
we see the convergence of the series (ILI6) in W2P(Q x R?). This is the proof of
the statement (ii) in Theorem [[3

Precise statements for (iii) in Theorem are as follows.
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Lemma 1.10. We consider the hard sphere case v = 1. For fired 1 < p < 2 and
0<a<(1-p)/2, there exist a bounded convexr domain 2 and a boundary data g
such that the boundary value problem (LI)-(L2) has a solution in L*(Q x R3) N
WLEP(Q x R3) but this solution does not belong to WL2(Q x R?).

Lemma 1.11. We consider the hard sphere case v = 1. For fized 2 < p < 3 and
0 < a < (1-=p)/2, there exist a bounded conver domain Q with its boundary of
positive Gaussian curvature and a boundary data g such that the boundary value
problem (CI)—(L2) has a solution in L3( x R3) N WLP(Q x R3) but this solution
does not belong to W13(Q x R3).

Concerning Lemma [[LT0, we choose ) as a small bounded convex domain such
that

(1.19) Dy, ={x = (0,29,23) € R® | |z| <1} C OQ
with a small radius r; and
(1.20) {z = (21,29,23) €R? | |z| < ry,21 <0} C Q.

We remark that n(0) = (1,0,0). Let 1 be a smooth cut-off function on 92 such
that 0 < @1 <1, p1(x) = 1 for € D, s4, and p1(x) = 0 for z € OQ\ D,, ;5. We
pose the boundary data g of the form:
(121) g(;p, 1;) = (pl(;p)e*%h"z’
We shall see in Section [ that, when diam(2) is small enough, the solution to the
boundary value problem (LI))-(T2)) with the boundary data (L21]) is an example
of Lemma

For Lemma [Tl the domain we consider is a small ball centered at the ori-
gin with radius r. We introduce the spherical coordinates on the boundary: x =
(rcosf,rsinfcos¢,rsinfsing) for 6 € [0,7] and ¢ € [0,27). With these coordi-
nates, for 6y € (0,7), let 9y, :={x € 9N 0 <60 < bp}. Take 0 < 01 < O3 < 7 and
a smooth cut-off function o on I such that po(x) = 1 for & € INy,, wa(x) =0
for x € 002\ 0Qy,, and 0 < pa(z) <1 for x € 9Ny, \ IN,. We pose the boundary
data g of the form:

(1.22) g(z,v) = (p2($)67%|v

We shall also see in Section [l that, if we choose r, #; and 6; small enough, the
solution to the boundary value problem (I)-(T2) with the boundary data (22)
is an example of Lemma [[.T1]

The organization of the rest part of this article is as follows. In Section Bl we
prepare some preliminary estimates for the operators J, Sq and K on LP spaces
and give a proof of Lemma [[L4l Also, we introduce weighed spaces of bounded
continuous functions, which are denoted by C,, and show boundedness of these
operators on these spaces. In addition, we introduce a contraction mapping argu-
ment on C,, which will be used in Section[Bl In Section Bl by showing Lemma [
Lemma [[L6] and Lemma [[7], we derive the estimate (LI8) for fixed 1 < p < 2 and
0 <a< (1-p)/2. In Section[] we further assume the positivity of Gaussian curva-
ture to improve the estimate in Lemma and obtain Lemma The improved
estimate shows that the estimate (ILI8]) holds for 2 <p <3 and 0 < o < (1 —p)/2.
In Section B, we prove Lemma and Lemma [[.T1}

(x,v) €.

2
‘ )

(x,v) €.



2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce some important estimates as preliminaries.
Let o > 0 and 1 < p < oo. Define a function space LE(I'") for the incoming
boundary data by

LA(07) = {g € L) | lgllzz(r-) < o0},
where

2
9l = [ lae 0Pl Nz o)lol =)o

and N(z,v) is the function defined in Lemmal[[.8 We remark that, unlike the norm
Il | Lz (902 xRs), the norm || - ||z -y has the extra weight N(z,v)|v].
We first give an estimate for the boundedness of the operator J.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q be a bounded conver domain. Let J be the operator as
defined by [LI4). Also, let « > 0 and 1 < p < oo. Then, for all g € LE(T'™), we
have Jg € LP(Q x R3). Moreover, we have

J 1
|||J|||p)a — sup H g”Lﬁ(QXRS) < -
geLgﬁ(Op*) lgllez -y (pro)?
)

where vy is the constant in (LA).

Proof. By the change of coordinates: © = z + tv with (z,v) € T~ and ¢t > 0, we
have

7(z,—v)
/ |f (z,v)| dedv :/ / / |f(z + tv,v)|dt N(z,v)|v| dE(z)dv
QxR3 r3 JT; Jo
(21) 7(z,—v)
:/ / / |f(z 4+ tv,v)|dt N(z,v)|v| dvd2(z)
o Jrs Jo
for f € L*(Q x R?), where
I, :={2€09]|n(z) v<0}
for fixed v € R? and
Iy :={veR®|n(z) v<0}
for fixed z € 9. See [13] for the detail. Thus, for g € L2 (Q x R?), we have

—pv(v)T(Z,v a'u2
19172 k) :/Q e T g(g(a, v), v)Per ! dedo
.

R3
7(2,—v)
:// / e_p”(”)t|g(z,v)|pdtN(z,U)|v|epo‘|”‘2dE(z)dU
r3 JT; Jo
1
<_// lg(z,0)|PN (2, v)|v|eP** a5 (2)dv
R3 JTy

T pwo

1
_ P
ol

which implies that ||Jg| 17 (xr3) < (puo)’l/pHgHLg(R). This completes the proof.
O

We next introduce estimates for integrals which are related to the operator Sq
and its derivatives.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Q be a bounded conver domain. Then, for v # 0 and a > 0, we

have o)
T2,V 1 d' Q
/ eatdtgmin{—,ﬂ()}
0 a |v]

for all x € Q.

Proof. By the direct integration, we have

7(x,v) 1 1
/ e—at dt = = (1 _ e—a‘r(;ﬂ,v)) <=,
0 a a

On the other hand, since e~ < 1, we have

(@) diam(Q2
/ e dt < 71(z,v) < ML().
0 ]

The last estimate follows from the definition of the function 7(z,v). This completes
the proof. O

Corollary 2.3. Let Q be a bounded convex domain. Then, for v # 0, a > 0 and

b >0, we have
7(z,v) di [9)
/ tPe= dt < min {1, ML()}
0 v

for all x € Q.

Proof. The conclusion follows from the estimate

— —_a —_a —_a
the—at < (suptbe 2t>e 2t <2t
t>0

We give an estimate for the boundedness of the operator Sgq.

Proposition 2.4. Let Q be a bounded convex domain. Let Sq be the operator as
defined by ([LI5). Also, let « >0 and 1 < p < oo. Then, for all f € LP(Q x R3),
we have Sqf € LP(Q x R3). Moreover, we have
[Saflln@xry _ 1
ISall, = sup oot @D o o
rerr@xr?)  If1lrz@xrs) Yo
F#0

where vy is the constant in (4.

To prove Proposition 2.4] we shall use the following lemma, which is proved in
[10].

Lemma 2.5. Let Q be a bounded convexr domain. Then, for a nonnegative mea-
surable function h on Q x R? x [0, 00), we have

7(z,0) T(y,—u)
/ / / h(z,v,s)dsdxdv :/ / / h(y + tu, u, t) dtdydu
r3 Ja Jo r3 Jo Jo

Proof of Proposition[24) For f € L2(Q x R3), we have
S
| Qf||La(Q><R3) -

p

7(z,v)
/ e VWS f(x — sv,v) ds erolvl” dydy.
0
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When p = 1, by setting h(x,v,s) = e 0%| f(x — sv,v)| and applying Lemma 25|

we obtain
/Q><R3
7(z,0) )
S/ / e8| f(z — sv,v)| ds e’I” dzdv
QxR3 J0O

T(y7_u) 2
-/ ( / e”ﬂtdt> |F(y,w)| eI dydu
QOxR3 0

1 alul?
<— £ (y,w)] el dydu.
Yo JoxRrs

7(x,v)
/ e VWS f(x — sv,v) ds "l dadv
0

Here, we used Lemma in the last inequality. The above estimate implies that

Sall, o < v
For 1 < p < oo, we apply the Holder inequality to have

/Q><]R3
7(z,v) 5 7(z,0) )
S/ / e "% ds / e V08| f(x — sv,v)|Pds | eIl dadv
axr3 \Jo 0

1 () ,

<— / / e8| f(x — sv,v)|P Pl ds dzdv

Vé) QxR3 JO

1 2

< [/ (g, )P el dydu,
QxR3

p

2
P dadu

7(x,v)
/ e VW f(z — sv,v) ds
0

where p’ = p/(p — 1). Thus, we have

||Sﬂf||Lg(Q><R3) = P ”f”L” (2xR3)?

which implies
1Safllrr@xrsy < vg I f1 Lz @xrs)-
This completes the proof. O

Next, we explore the boundedness of operators J and S acting on weighted spaces
of bounded continuous functions.

In order to study the continuity, we need to extend the definition of Jg. We let
« > 0 and introduce the function space

Ca(l) :={g € CI) | llgllc.-) < oo},

where
lglcay = sup |g(z,v)ler.
(z,w)eT—
Recall that

Jg(z,v) = e_”(”)T(””’”)g(q(x, v), ),

where g(x,v) = x — 7(z,v)v. Since 7 and ¢ are not defined at v = 0, Jg is not
defined there. We claim that it is continuous at v = 0 by defining Jg(x,0) = 0 for
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x € Q. Indeed, let z € Q and d, = dist(z, 92). Then, we have

vodaz —OtI’U‘2

|Jg(z,v)| < lgllc, e e ;

where the right hand side tends to 0 as |v| tends to 0. Thus, Jg is continuous
at v = 0. Since v, 7 and q are continuous on (2 x (R3\ {0})) UT*, Jg is also
continuous. Hence, it is continuous on (2 x R3) UT*.

We let @ > 0 and define the function space C,((©2 x R3) UT*) by

Ca((@ xR UTH) = {f € C((A X R) UTF) | ||fllc, (axrsyur=) < oo},

where

2
I fllca(@xrsyurs) == sup |f(z, v)]ell”.
(z,0)E(QxR3)UTE

Here we remark that, in general, a solution to the problem ([LI3]) is discontinuous
on the grazing set I'g, where
Lo := {(z,v) € 90 x R® | n(z) - v = 0}.

This is the main reason that we introduced the function space Cy, ((Q2 x R3) UT¥)
instead of Oy (9 x R3).

Concerning the boundedness of the operator J and Sg on C,, we have the
following observations.

Proposition 2.6. Let Q be a bounded conver domain. Let J be the operator as
defined by (LIA). Then, for all g € Co(I'7), we have Jg € Co((2 x R3) U TF).
Moreover, we have

179l ca@xrsyors)

geCL(I'™) ||9Hca(r—)
97#0

Mg == L

Proof. The estimate of [|.J||,, follows from the fact that the exponential factor of
Jg is less than or equal to 1, which implies that the maximum is attained on the
boundary I'". 0

Proposition 2.7. Let Q be a bounded convex domain. Let Sq be the operator as
defined by (LIB). Then, for all f € Co((2 x R3) UTE), we have Sqf € Col((Q x

R3) UT*). Moreover, we have
[Safllc.oxryurs) _ 1

ISally =
FECL((AXR3)UTT) ”f”ca((Qx]RS)uFi) Yo
F#0

IN

)

where vy is the constant in (4.

Proof. Continuity of the function S f is obvious if f € C,((2xR3)UT'*). We prove
that the function Sg f is bounded with the weight e®*”. For f € Cf ((Q2xR3)UTH),
we have

7(z,v)
eolvl? [Saf(x,v)| < / efy(v)t|f(x — tv, U)|e°‘|”‘2 dt
0

7(z,v)
SHfHCa((QXR?’)UFi)/ e—uot dt
0

1
SI/_OHfHCQ((QX]RE‘)UFi)v
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which implies that HSQfHCQ((QXRS)UFi) < V()_leHCQ((QXR?’)UFi)' This completes
the proof. 1

We summarize useful estimates for the integral kernel k, which are modified from
.
Lemma 2.8. Leta € R and 0 < p < 1. Then, we have
(2.2)

2
1—p MO A et Gl
1 ('U v +( o =]
—v*) v

2
v
—alof? = an gl =P = (1= ) (S o= o)) -l

lv—
) - v*

* (’U — v
== ahl? = gl = o - (1= ) (L

2
— 0] + 02,0,V — U*|> +alo*f?

for all v,v* € R3, where

(1—=p+2a)(1—p-—2a)

2.3 a,p = ’

23) e 4(1 - p)
1—p—2a

2.4 Ogqp =t

( ) 2,a,p 2(1 _p)

Proof. We start from the following identity:
[v*]2 = [v — v*|2 = 2(v —v*) - v + |v]
Then, we have
a(jo]* + v —v* > = 2w —v*)-v— [v*|*) =0
for all @ € R and
ol = v ? (v —v) v

|lv —v*| o |v — v*]

— v —v"].

Hence, we have

2
L=p (o (PP
1 ('U o (Mo
1 (v—v*)-v\>
—alof? = 30 - p =20l P - (1= ) (L)

v —v¥|
+(1=p—2a)(v—2") -v—al*]?
v*) v

* (1} -
—alol? — g plv — o2 = (1= p) (Ivi

2
o] — (2,q,p|V — v*|) —alv*|?

Therefore, the first identity in ([2.2]) is proved. The second identity is proved in the

same way with the identity:

o] = v — v * + 2(v —v*) - v* + [v*]?.

Corollary 2.9. Leta € R and 0 < p < 1. Then we have
|k(v, U*)| 5 |’U _ v*|7167a\'u|2670¢1,a,p\'u7v*|26a\'u

where a1 q,, s the constant defined by (2.3)).

*|2
)
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Proof. The estimate follows from the identity ([Z.2]) and the estimate
e_(l_p)(%_az,a,plv_v*‘)z S 1
O

Based on the identity (22)) and the argument in [3], we have the following esti-
mate.

Lemma 2.10. Let py and pg be two real numbers such that 0 < py < 3 and ps > 0.
Also, let 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —ua(1 —p)/2 < a < p2(1 — p)/2, we have

1 *
/]R3 mEP(U7U*)#2ea|U ‘2 d'U* 5 (1+ |’U|)716a|v‘27

where E, is the function defined by (LS.
Proof. By Lemma 2.8 we have

1 N «|2
n2 galv’|
e
1 alo]? y =04 plo—0" P2 (1=p) (G2 —at o lo—v"])
|[v — v*|m ’
where
o i _ (m2(1 = p) +2a)(p2(1 — p) — 2a)
1,a,p * 20 ,a/p2,p 4/142(1 — P) )
o ea _ p2(l—p)—2a
2,a,p * 2,a/#21P 2,[142(1 _ p)

Notice that the constant o , , is positive as long as —ua(1—p)/2 < a < p2(1—p)/2.
Thus, we have

¥E (v U*)Mealv*\z dv*
ms v —or|m T

’ *2 (v—v*)-v ’ 1) 2
_alof? U —oda oo P (=p) (G —ah 0 lo—v71) g
Re v —v*[#

Now we shall prove that

1 —al 4 plo—v* P—pa(1—p) (B2 _af | o—v*])” -1
,a, To—o¥] 2,a, * <
[ e (ot )y 5 (1 o

We introduce the spherical coordinates: v* = v + rw for r > 0 and w € S2. Since
the integrand depends only on r and t := w - v/|v|, we have,

’ %2 (v—v*)-v ’ w) 2
/ L —oda oo P (-p) (Gt —ah 0 lo—v71)
R

3 |’U — v*|#1

o 1 ’ 2 ’ 2
:271'/ / r2mh1 gm0 =i (L=p) (Il =0h 0 or)” Gy
0o J-1
We estimate the t-integral. When 0 < |v| < 1, we have

1
/ e=h20=p)(vlt=0%0,7) gy < 9.

—1
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On the other hand, for |v] > 1, let s := |[v|t — a5 , ,r. Then, we have

1 [v]— 0‘2 a,p
/ o n2(=p)([olt—aj, 1)’ / o n2(1-p)s? g
. "ol

[v]— 0‘2ap

< / e H2(1=p)s d
Ivl

S
Ivl
Thus, we have

1 , 2
[ e e (14 o
-1
Since 0 < 1 < 3, we have
* 2
/ L adalomv P (=p) (G2t b lo—v"1)
R

3 |’U — ’U*|'“1

o0
S+~ [ et ar

SA+ )™
This completes the proof. 0
Due to the assumptions ([LI0) and (IIT]), we have the following estimates.

Corollary 2.11. Let 0 < u <3 and 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —u(l — p)/2 < a <
w(l—p)/2, we have

/ [k, 0*)[Pel" 1" du* < (1 + [o])tell.
]RS

Corollary 2.12. Let 0 < u < 3/2 and 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —u(l — p)/2 <
a < p(l—p)/2, we have

/ [V, kE(v, v*)|”e“‘”*‘2 dv* S (14 |U|)“_1e“‘”|2.
R3

For the v* variable, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 2.13. Let 1, pe and ps be three real numbers such that py > 0, ps > 0,
3 >0 and py + po < 3. Also, let 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —us(l —p)/2 < a <
us3(1—p)/2, we have
1 1 .
/ —7Ep(v,v*)“%‘””'2 dv < v .
R

5 |U|H1 |’U — U*|M2
Proof. By Lemma 2.8 we have
1 1

|v|#1 |v — 'U*|#2

Ep(v, 0o el*T

(v—v*)-v

2
:L; a|’U*\26_0‘/1/,a,p|'U_U*‘2—H3(1—P)(W+a2ap|'u v*\)
o o=

3

where

_ (u3(1 = p) +2a)(p3(1 — p) — 2a)
al a,p M3 a/ps,p = 4#3(1 — p) )




14 I-K. CHEN, C.-H. HSIA, D. KAWAGOE AND J.-K. SU

" L o M3(1 B p) —2a
QA2.4,p *=X2,a/ps,p = m

Notice that the constant af , , is positive as long as —u3(1—p)/2 < a < pz(1—p)/2.
Thus, we have

L¥Ep(v,v*)“3ea‘”|2 dv
Rs [V[F v — v |k
—u*). . 2
_galv? 1 1 ol oo Poms(=p) (S g plo—o]) g
g3 [V[Fr o — v*|k2
<ea\v*|2/ L S R L
— *
(ol <lo—v|y [V]# [0 — v¥|r2
2 1 1 I
4 ealv”] / L Lt el gy
(ol fo—vr|y [U[# |0 — 0¥ |2
<ea\v*|2/ L ot gy
{lol<lv—ve|} [0]P1H02
*|2 1 A %2
4 ealv”] / Y
(lo|2v—ve|} [0 = vF[FrTH2
(l"l)*|2
Se .
This completes the proof. 0

In the same fashion, we obtain the following estimates.

Corollary 2.14. Let py and po be two real numbers such that p; > 0, us > 0 and
1+ pe < 3. Assume 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —pa2(l — p)/2 < a < p2(1 — p)/2,
we have

1 .
/g W|k(v,v*)|“2ea|v‘2 dv < el K
R‘

and .
/ —|/€(U,U*)|“Qe“|”*|2 dv* < ealvl®.
Re |U*[#
Corollary 2.15. Let u1 and ps be two real numbers such that pui > ps > 0 and
11+ 200 < 3. Also, let 0 < p < 1. Then, for any a satisfying —p2(1 — p)/2 < a <
ua2(l —p)/2, we have
1 «
/ LWk, o) e o < (1 + o) el
R

3 |v|#1

Noticing that

1+ || - 1 1+ |v*|
v —v*2 = Jv—v*|  |v—wv*]?’
and switching variables v and v* in Corollary2.T2] we obtain the following estimate.

Corollary 2.16. Let 0 < u < 3/2 and 0 < p < 1. Then, for any —u(l — p)/2 <
a < p(l—p)/2, we have

/ IV, (0, 0%) e do < (1 + [o*]) "Ll
R3

With the aforementioned preparation, we are now in the position to show the
existence and uniqueness of solutions to the integral equation (LI3) in L, and C,
spaces.
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Proof of Lemma[I.7} When p =1, applying Lemma [2Z5] Lemma[2Z2] and Corollary
2.14, we have

/ |SaKh(x, U)|e"‘|”‘2 dxdv
QxR3

"L,
7(z,v) R
S/ // e ™% | Kh(z — sv,v)| ds el dzdv
R3

<[ [ e / e, )y, v | do* 1" dyu
R3 JQ |“|

§diam(Q)/ /|h(y,v*)|e°‘|”| dydv*.
RS JQ

For 1 < p < oo, by the Holder inequality and Lemma 2.2] we have

/ /|SQKh(x v)|Perelv vI* dzdo
QxR3

T(x 'u)
/ / / VS K h(z — sv,v)ds
R3 JQ

7(z,v) P 7(z,v)
S/ / / e "% ds / e |Kh(z — sv,0)|F ds | ePl*l” dadu
r3 Ja \Jo 0
7(xz,v) )
§/ // e 0% | Kh(z — sv,0)|” dseP’l” dado,
r3 J0 Jo

where p’ is the Holder conjugate of p.
In the same way as for the case p = 1, we have

(z,v)
/ / / e % |[Kh(z — sv,v)|” ds Pl dudy
R3 JQ
/ /dlam
reJo  (ul

Take oy satisfying

T(x 'u)
/ VS Kh(z — sv,v)ds| el I dadv

p
2
Pl dadu

k(u,v)h(y, *) dv* ep‘)““| dydu.

1—p 1—p
2.5 _— < - —_—
(2.5) 5 < o < 5
and
1—p 1-—
(2.6) _T <pla—ay) < Tp

We check that we can indeed take such a constant a;. By solving inequalities (Z.1])
and (Z0) in terms of ay, we have

(2.7) — 5 <u <o
and

1—p 1—p
2.8 - — —_.
(2.8) a o <o <a+ "
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Since a > 0, we have —(1 — p)/2p’ < 0 < a+ (1 — p)/2p. So, it suffices to show
that « — (1 — p)/2p < (1 — p)/2p’. Tt is equivalent to

1l—p 1—p 1-p
< - )
“< g, Ty 2

which is the assumption of Lemma [[L4l Thus, we can indeed take a constant ay

satisfying (25) and (26]).
Then, by Corollary 2211 and Corollary 2214l we have

1
//— / E(u,v™)h(y,v*) dv*
s Ja |ul | Jrs
1 _ »
g/ /—< e (u, v*)|e P/l 2dv*>p
s Ja [ul \Jrs
X (/ |/€(u,v*)||h(y,v*)|pe”°‘1|”*|2 dv*) Pl dydu
R3
1 -
5/ / _(/ k(0" |y, ™) Peral” 'Qd”*> erem et dydu
e Ja |ul \Jrs
1 -
:/ /</ —|k(u,v*)|e”(o‘_o‘1)|“2du> Ly, v*)|P e 1" dydo*
s Jo \Jrs |ul

</ ep(a*al)\v*\z/ |h(y,v*)|pepo‘1‘”*‘2dydv*
R3 Q

= / [y, v)|P e dydv*.
R3 JQ

Summarizing the above estimates, we obtain

p 2
Pl dydu,

/ |SqKh(x,v)P erelvl® dudy < diam(Q)/ |h(z,v)|P P lUl” dady.
QxR3 QxR3

This completes the proof. O
By Lemma [[L4] we obtain
12K o < diam(2)

pa ™

forall 1 <p<ooand 0 < a < (1—p)/2. In particular, for any 1 < p < oo and

0 <a < (1-p)/2, there is a constant €(p, ) > 0 such that [[|[Se K[|, , <1 for all

0 < diam(Q2) < e(p, ). In that case, from the contraction mapping theorem, for any

given Jg € L (2 xR?), the equation ([I3)) has the unique solution f € L2 (QxR3).
In order to show well-posedness of the integral equation (LI3]) in C, ((Q x R?)U

I'*), we iterate the integral to obtain

(2.9) f=Jg+SaKJg+ SqKSqKf.

We discuss the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the equation (29) in the
weighted space C,((Q x R3) UT®) instead of (LI3). We remark that |f(z,v)| <
||f||ca((QxR3)upi)e_o‘|”‘2 for all (z,v) € (2 x R3) UT* and for any f € C,((92 x
R3) UTH).

Lemma 2.17. Let 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is a constant in Assumption A.
Then, we have

| KSaKh|c,(axrsyurs) S diam(Q)[|h]|c, (@xr3yurs)
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for all h € Co((2 x R} UTH).
Proof. By Corollary 229 we have
— Qv 2
(K h(z,0)] S e lhll e axrsyurs)

for all (z,v) € (2 x R3)UT* and for all h € C,((2 x R?) UT*). Thus, by Lemma
and Corollary 214l we have

(K SqKh)(x,v)|
ey
S||h||ca((ﬂ><R3)UFi) /3 |k(’U,’U*)|/ e_l/(|’U |)te_a\v | dt dv*
R 0

* . 1 dlam Q —alv*|? "
§||h||ca((ssz3)Uri)/ |E(v,v )|m1n{—,#}e v 1 g
R3 1Z0) |U |

|k (v, v")

|efa\v*\2
[v*]

5diam(Q)||h||ca((ssz3)UFi)/3 w
R

alv|?

S diam(Q)||hllc, (oxrsurs)e”
for all (z,v) € (2 x R3) UT*, which implies that
K SoKhlc, (axreur+) S dlam(Q)|[hllc, (axrs)urs)-
This completes the proof. 0
By Proposition 2.7 and Lemma 217 we have
180K Skl S diam(©).

In particular, there is a constant € > 0 such that [||So K SqK|||, < 1 if diam(2) < e.
In that case, from the contraction mapping theorem again, for any given Jg €
Co((2xR3)UT), the equation (ZT) has the unique solution f € C, ((Q2xR?)UT'*).
Moreover, we have

(2.10) [ fllcaaxrsyur) S llgllcar-)
for sufficiently small € > 0.

3. REGULARITY ON SMALL CONVEX DOMAINS

In this section, we discuss the existence and regularity of the solution to the
integral equation (ILI3). In particular, we study convergence of the series ([LIG]) in
WLP spaces.

To this aim, we give L? estimates for  and v derivatives for the function SoKh
with h € W1P(Q x R?) for the case 1 < p < 2.

For the x derivative, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 <p <2 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is the constant in
Assumption A. Then, for h € WIP(Q x R3), we have

. 1 . 1
||VzSQKh||L’;(Q><R3) < diam(Q2) 7 ||h||Wé’P(gsz3) + diam(§2)7 ||h||L2(8QxR3)-
Proof. Observe that
VieSaKh=58qKV .h+ SQ,acKh7

where
Sq.oh(z,v) == (Vzr(x,v))e_"(”)T(:”’v)h(q(x,v),v).
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By Lemma [I.4] we have

/ |[Sa KV h(z, v)|7”em‘”|2 dxdv < diam(9Q) / |Vah(z, v)|7”ep°‘|”‘2 dxdv.
QxR3 QxR3

Thus, we focus on the estimate for the second term. In other words, we prove that
. 1
HSQ,mKhHLg(QxRS) < diam(Q2)» HhHLg(anRS)-
It is known in [I4] that

(3.1) Var(z,v) = %,

where

N_(x,v) := N(q(z,v),v), (z,v)€ QxR
Now we perform the change of variables z = ¢(z,v) and s = 7(z,v). Noting that
z eIy, we have

(3.2)
/ (Var(z,v))e 7@ Kh(g(2,v), v)Per!’ dzdy
QOxR3

1 2
< —pro7(T.0) | R pepalvl® god
_/Rs o N_(z, 0)7[o] [Ehlgtz,0),v)fe o
_ —pros P pafvl®
_/RS /Fv/o N(Z,U)p|v|pe | Kh(z,v)[PN(z,v)|v|e dsd¥(z)dv

. 1 1 ol?
Sdlam(ﬂ) ‘/]R'g /F— WW'K}L(Z,UMPGP [v] dE(Z)d'U

1 1 2
=di Q - —  _|Kh p palv| » '
lam( ) /BQ /Fz |U|p N(z, 'U)P—l | (Z’ v)| € dvd (z)

Here, we have used Corollary 2.3
In the case p = 1, we have

1 1 ,
e |Kh(z,0)|? el duds
/asl/rz ER N(z,v)p—1| (z,0)|Pe vdS(2)

S/Rs /Em (/R ﬁk(v,v*nea\vl? dv> |h(z,v*)| dS(2)dv*

5/ |h(z,v*)|e°“”*‘2 A>3 (z)dv*.
O XR3

For 1 < p < 2, we fix the variable z and decompose the velocity v into two
components: v = v, + v, where v, := (v-n(z))n(z) and v; := v — v,. Then, we
have

1 1 "
/f ol Nz, o)1 o)l e ol? gy

1 1 * 2
< s * *\|Pppar|vT| g, % p(a—ai)|v]
N/Fz ol Nz, )] (/W [k(v, v™)||h(z,v™)|PeP Y T dv ) e VI dy
1 1 “
= / ( / o Ton T |p_1|k<v,v*>|ep<a—m>‘”'2 dv> [z, v7) P Pl gy
R3 ry V| |Un
1 1 *|—1 —a |v 71)*\2 * a\v*\z *
: el — ol e e ) et e
R3 r; V| |Un
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where oy is the constant satisfying ([2.5) and (Z.8]), and a1 p(q—a,),, is the constant
in Z3)) with @ = p(ov — 7). By the rotation, we simply denote v, = r(1,0,0) for
r >0 and v; = (0,v) for v, € R% Then, we further have

/ |1_|||%|Ut - U:|7le*a1~P<afa1>,p|vt*”:‘2 dv
r; V| |Un

1

e 1
_/1R2 /o T+ 2Pt
— = #L dr |’U |1_P|U _ U*|_le_o‘1,p(0<*a1),p|vb_vzt‘2 dv
g2 \Jo VrZ41rr7t b b "

Since 0 < p —1 < 1, we have

1 2
dr) lup — v | ~teT M rptaan) ot U T gy,

R — <
/0 \/’r’2—|—17'p—1dr~1.

Also, following the proof of Lemma 2.13] we have
/ [on | P [op — v | Tte Tt me—anal eV gy, <1,
R2
Therefore, we have

1 1 2 12
- - p pa|v| < *\|p palv®| *
/Fz ol Nz 0 |Kh(z,v)Pe dv < /3 |h(z,v")Pe dv*.

This completes the proof. (I
For the v derivative, we have the following estimates.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 <p <2 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is the constant in
Assumption A. Then, for h € WP(Q x R3), we have

. 1
HVUSQKhHLg(QxRS) < diam(€2)» HhHW;’P(QxRS) + HhHLg(QxRS)
. 1
+ diam(Q) 7 || Al L2 (90 xR3)-

Unlike the estimate for V,SqKh, we have the term [|A[| 1z o xgs) in the estimate
in Lemma B2l It appears because the function V,k has a stronger singularity than
k so that it cannot absorb a singularity of the function 7(z,v) at v = 0.

Proof. By the straightforward computation, we obtain

(33) VoSaKh = SQ’UKI’L — (VUV)SQSK}L + S K, h — SQSKvmh,
where
(3.4) Sawh(z,v) :=(Vyr(z,0))e 7@ h(g(2, v),0),
(z,v)

(3.5) Sa.sh(x,v) ::/ se VWS h(x — sv,v)ds,

0
(3.6) Kyh(z,v) ::/ Vok(v,v*)h(x,v™) dv*.

R3

Notice that, from [14], we have

2= g o)llnlae o) o
(37) |VUT(J:7U)| S |1}|2N7(I,1}) —|V1 ( ’ )| ( ’ )
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Since

T(x7v)pe—%u(v)r(w,v) < sup tpe—%uot 5 1,
t>0
we have

1S0,0 KRl1% g cmesy = / (Vyr(z,v))e 7@ Kh(g(z, v),v)[Per "’ dedo
« QxR3

~

</ Var(2,0)Pe= 307 @) K (g, v), ) PP dado.
QxR3
We can give an estimate for the above inequality in the same way as in the proof
of Lemma [3.1] to obtain
(3.8) S0 K Rl sy  iam(@IZ s,
forl<p<2and0<a<(l-p)/2

For the second and the forth term, we have

|Sa,s Kh| L1 (@xrs)

_/QX]RB
7(x,v) o )
5/ / / e 2% | Kh(z — sv,v)| ds | e*I*I” dadv
r3 Jo \Jo

Sdiam(Q)[|A| Ly (@xrs),

2
el dadu

7(x,v)
/ se VSV, v(v)Kh(z — sv,v)ds
0

and

||SQ>SKh||Z£P(SlxR3)

(z,v)
:/ / se VWS Kh(z — sv,v)ds
QxR3 |J0

7(z,v) , P 7(z,v)
§/ / / sP e "% ds / e " |[Kh(z — sv,v)|" ds Pl dady
r3 Jo \Jo 0

for 1 < p < 2. By Corollary 23] and the proof of Lemma [[.4] we have

7(z,0)
||SQ,SKh||§p(QxR3)§/ // e % | Kh(z — sv,v)|P P ds dzdv
R3 JQ JO

P
palv|?
€ dxdv

< diam(@Q) A2 0
Recalling the assumption (I12)), we have
. 1
(3.9) ||(VvV)SQ,sKh||LP(QxR3) < diam(Q2)» ||h||Lg(ssz3)
and
. 1
(3.10) ||Sﬂ,sKvmh||LP(QxR3) < diam(Q2)» ||Vzh||L§(QxR3)

forl<p<2and0<a<(l-p)/2
For the third term, by Lemma 2.5 we obtain

[SaKuvh| L1 (@xrs)

~/Q><]R3

(,0)
/ e [ k(v,v")h(z — sv,0")dv*ds| eI’ dady
0 R3
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ealvl® dydu

<L
R3 JQ
< [ (bt au) gy, o) o
R3 JQ R3
5/ /|h(y,v*)|ea‘”*|2 dv* dy
R3 JQ

||Ssszh||ig(
_/QXIR3
s [ 1] oktun .o
R3 JQ R3
R3 JQ R3

X (/ [V ok (u, v™)||h(y, v™)|P epm””dv*) erelul® gy duy
R3

Vok(u, v*)h(y, v*)dv*
R3

and

QxR3)
p

2
Pl dado

(zv)
/ ef’j(v)s/ Vok(v,v*)h(x — sv,v*)dv*ds
0 R3

p 2
Pl dydu,

S/ /( |Vvk(u,v*)|ep(0‘—a1)|“2du) |h(y, v)[P er V"1 du* dy
R3 JQ R3

s [ [ ntenp et Pan ay,
RS JQ
where oy is the constant satisfying ([2.5]) and ([26]). Thus, we have

(3.11) [SaKuhllLe@xrs)y S 1]z @xrs)

forl<p<2and0<a<(l-p)/2
The proof of Lemma is complete. O

Lemma follows from Lemma [[.4] Lemma 3.1l and Lemma
Now, we give a proof of Lemma[l.6] We start from the following estimate, which
was introduced in [I6]: there exists a positive constant depending on 2 such that

=1 _1
1Al Lr(any < C(6F [ Vahl Loy + 7 [|hll Loy
for all h € WHP(Q) and 0 < § < 1. We replace h in the above estimate by h(-,v)
for h € WLP(Q x R3) to obtain
p—1 _1
B0l rgorn < € (857 IVhC,0) Ly + 5 IAC, ) r oy

for a.e. v € R3. Taking the p-th power of the above inequality, multiplying by
erelvl” and integrating with respect to v, we have

—1 —1
1811 g peasy < € (87 IVl g sy + 5 NANE ) )

which implies the estimate in Lemma

The estimate in Lemma [[.6 does not help our argument when p = 1. Instead,
we introduce the following estimate, which was proved in [24]: For any 6 > 0, there
exists a constant C5(£2) > 0 such that

Al L0y < (14 6)IVahl|lLio) + Cs(Q)[|h]| L1 )
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for all W11(Q). In the same way as above, replacing h by h(-,v), multiplying by

e’ and integrating with respect to v, we obtain

[Alls axre) < (1 +0)|VahlLy@xrs) + Cs()||All Ly @xrs)

for all W11(Q x R3). This completes the proof of Lemma [
As we mentioned in the introduction, we derive (LI8) from Lemma with
Lemma [[.6] and Lemma [L7 Summing it from ¢ = 1 to n, we obtain

Z 1(So ) Tgllywav (g ms)
=0

<> (I

=1

S”JgHWal‘p(QxR?’) + Ca(92) Z || (SQK)iJgHLZ(QXR?’)-
i=1

/—\

|(SaK) Jg||wlp(ng3) ||(SQK) JgHW;’p(Qx]R?’))+||Jg||W;’P(Q><]R3)

With the help of Lemma [[.4] the above estimate converges as n — co. Thus, the
series ((LI6) converges in W1P(Q x R3) for fixed 1 <p<2and 0 < a < (1—p)/2,
which implies the existence of the W1 solution assuming Jg € W2P(Q x R?). On
the other hand, if there exists a WP solution to the integral equation (II3)), then
we have Jg = f — SoK f € WP(Q x R3). This completes the proof of the first
statement in Theorem

4. REGULARITY ON SMALL CONVEX DOMAINS OF POSITIVE (GAUSSIAN
CURVATURE

In this section, we deal with the second statement of Theorem [[L3 It suffices to
prove the estimate ([I8) for the case 2 < p < 3. We cannot treat this case in the
same way as Lemma [B.1] due to the singularity of N~!(z,v). In order to control it,
we make use of Lemma [[L8 Eventually, we prove the following estimate.

Lemma 4.1. Let 2 <p <3 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is the constant in
Assumption A. Also, let ) be a C? bounded convex domain of positive Gaussian
curvature. Then, for h € WhP(Q x R3), we have

. 1 1
”VmSQKh”L’Q’(Qx]W) < diam(Q)» ||h||Wé’P(Q><R3) +C3(Q) > ||h||Lﬁ(8Q><R3)a
where C3(QY) is the constant in Lemma[L38.
Proof. As in the case of Lemma Bl we already have
1
[SaK V., h||LP (QXR3) S < diam(Q )p||vwh||L§(Q><R3)

for2<p<3and 0 < a < (1—p)/2. Thus, in what follows, we give an estimate
for Sq K h. In particular, we modify the estimate [B.2)) for 2 < p < 3. Using the

estimate
T(Z7_U) P J—
/ e P ds < 71(z,—v) = w
0 v

and Lemma [[.]], we get

/ /|(Vw7'(:1c,v))e_”(”)T(””’”)Kh(q(x,U),v)|pepo‘|”‘2 dxdv
rs JQ



23
<[ L[ L kne o)l — gz —0) el ds(z)d
™ Jra o Joy Nzop=1 5 e

1 1 2
< - - - P pajv|
NC3(Q)/3 o /Fv o 5| K h(z,v)[Pe dX(z)dv.

We first give an estimate for 2 < p < 3. In this case, since 3/2 < p’ < 2, we can
apply Corollary 2.T1] to obtain

|Kh(z,v)P < (/ |k(vjv*)|p’e—p’a‘v*‘ d’U*) P (/ |h(27v*)|pepa\y*\2 dU*)
R3 R3
<1+ |o]) =D epolel® / |h(z,v*) PPl du*.
R3

Hence, we have

1 1 .
.5 p pa|v]|
/]Rfg |’U|p /F* N(27U)p—2|Kh(Zvv)| € dZ(z)dv

1 1 1 w2
< I *\|p po|v”| *
N/BQ <‘/Fz [P (1+ [o])P—L N(z,0)p2 dv) ( . |h(z,v")|Pe dv ) d>(z).

In what follows, we show that the inner integral with respect to v is uniformly
bounded with respect to z. For fixed z € 912, we introduce the spherical coordi-
nates v = (rsin 6 cos ¢, r sin 6 cos ¢, r cos §) so that § = 0 corresponds to the —n(z)
direction. Then, we have

JI— L,
ws ol N (z, 0P =2 (L+ Jo)p1 "

=27 — r’sin@do | dr
0 o rPcosP=260 (1+r)p-t

~ 1 1 |
0 rpP (1 + T)p 1 0 tp—2

Here, we change a variable of integration ¢ = cosf. Since 2 < p < 3, we have
O0<p—2<1l,p—24+p—1=2p—3>1,and 0 < p—2 < 1. Thus, we have

o) 1
L;dr Ldt < 1.
o P2 (14r)pt o P77 ~

We remark that the above estimate is independent of the choice of the point z € 9).
Therefore, we have

/ (Vor(z,v)e VW@ Kh (g2, v), v)|pepo“”|2 dzdv
r3 JQ

<C5(Q) / / |h(z,v%) PPl g (2)dv*.
R3 JOQ

The above argument does not hold for p = 2 since 2p — 3 = 1, which causes
the divergence of the r integral. In order to treat this case, we consider a different
estimate. We note that

|Kh(z,v)|2 < (/ |k(’l},’l}*)|%€_2a2|v*|2 d’lJ*)
R3
< ([ o e, o) e o
R3
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5 (/ |k(’l},’U*)|%|h(2,’u*)|2€2a2lv*|2 d’l}*) e—2a2\y|2,
R3

where as is the constant satisfying

3(1 — 3(1 —
(41) _(Tp) < —20(2 < %
and

1-— 1-—
(4.2) —Tp <20 —ag) < Tp.

We can show the existence of such a constant ag in the same way as for a; satisfying

(Z3) and 21). Thus, we have
1 alvl?
/Ra W/F* |Kh(z,v) 2?1l d5(2)dv

1 x
S [ [ (L I n et ) e asgeyan
R3 || 'y R3

1 «
S/ / </ —2Ik<v,v*>|%e2<““2"“dv) (=, v*)2e2eel  ds(z)do”
s Joa \Jrs V|
5// |h(z,v*)|2e2°“”*|2dE(z)dv*.
r3 JoQ
This completes the proof. O

For the v derivative, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 4.2. Let 2 <p <3 and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2, where p is the constant in
Assumption A. Also, let Q be a C? bounded convex domain of positive Gaussian
curvature. Then, for h € WEP(Q x R3), we have

. 1
Vo SaKh|| 1z @xrs)y S diam(Q) 7 [|2lly10qypsy + 1Al L2 @xrs)
+ C5(2)
where C3(QY) is the constant in Lemma[L38

Proof. Recall the formula [B3]). We can see that the estimates (3.9), (BI0) and
(BII) hold for 2 < p <3 and 0 < a < (1 —p)/2. For the first term, by Lemma [A.T]

we have

o=

171l Lz (92 xR3)

[1Se,0 Kbl Lz xrs) S C3(Q)||A]l Lz 00x RS)-
Therefore, Lemma [£.2] is proved. O

Lemma follows from Lemma [[.4] Lemma [Tl and Lemma

Combining Lemma with Lemma [[L6] we derive the estimate (LI8) for fixed
2<p<3and 0 < a < (1—p)/2, and this proves the convergence of the series
(CI8) in W1P(Q x R3) and the existence of the solution for the case where Jg €
WLhr(©Q x R?). On the other hand, if the solution f belongs to W1P(Q x R?),
then SqK f also belongs to WP(Q x R3), which with f = Jg + SqK f will make
Jg belong to W1P(Q x R3). This completes the proof of the second statement in
Theorem
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5. CONSTRUCTION OF COUNTEREXAMPLES

5.1. A counterexample for p = 2. In this subsection, we give a proof of Lemma
In other words, we shall show that, for fixed 1 <p < 2and 0 < a < (1—p)/2,
the solution to the boundary value problem (II)-([[2) with the boundary data
(T2T) belongs to L2 (2 x R3) NWLP(Q x R3) for sufficiently small diam () but this
solution does not belong to W12(Q x R3).

Let © be a bounded convex domain with partially flat boundary as described
in Section [Il and let the boundary data g be given by (Z2I). We see that g €
LE(T7)NCy(I7) for all 1 < p < oo and 0 < o < 1/2. Thus, by Proposition [Z1]
and Proposition[26, we have Jg € L2 (QxR3)NC, (A xR3)UTF) forall 1 < p < oo
and 0 < a < (1 — p)/2. Therefore, by Lemma [[4] and Lemma 217 the integral
equation (LI3) has the unique solution f in LZ(Q x R3) N Co((Q x R3) UTH) if
diam(Q) is sufficiently small. In particular, we see that f € L2(Q x R?).

We show that Jg € WlP(Q x R3) forall 0 < a < (1 —p)/2 and 1 < p < 2. By
differentiation, we have

Vadg = —v(v)(Ver(2,0))Jg + (V2q)J (Vx9),

where Vx is the covariant derivative on 92. We note that V,¢(x, v) is a matrix of
the form

Veq(z,v) = I3 — (Ver(2,0)) Q.
Here, I3 is the identity matrix of order 3. In what follows, we investigate singularity
of the gradient V,7(x,v).

Lemma 5.1. Let Q be a bounded convex domain satisfying (LI9) and (L20)). Also,
let p> 1. Then, the integral

/ |VoT(x, U)|p|v|be_a|”‘2 dxdv
QxR3

converges for all a > 0 and b > 0 if and only if p < 2.
Proof. From (21), we have

/ IVor (@, 0) o] e~ dady
QxR3

7(z,—v)
=/ / / |V (2 + to, U)|p|v|be_‘”"”|2 dtN (z,v)v| dvdX(z).
o0 Jrz Jo

From (3], we see that
1

|V1T(Z +t’U,’U)| = |va(Z,’U)| = W

Thus, we have

7(z,—v)
+T(z + tv,v)[Plo)e™@ ”2dtN z,v)|v| dvd¥(z
\V4 P[0 p|v|
oo Jr; Jo

T(Z,—'U) _GP‘U|2
- dvdS(2).
/69 /p N (e o) 1o o1 vdS(z)

Thanks to the boundedness of the domain, we have

(2 —0) < dia|r;1|(ﬂ)

)
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and hence we have

7(z,—v)
/ / / |V (2 + to, U)|p|v|be_“p|1"2 dtN (z,v)v| dvd%(z)
o Jr: Jo

1 2
< diam(§2 el guan(z).
B ( )/BQ /Fz N(z,v)P~L[o[p=? (2)

We fix the point z € 992 and compute the inner integral with respect to v. We
introduce the spherical coordinates for v so that § = 0 corresponding to the —n(z)
direction. Then, we have

1 2 3 sinf o 2
—ap|vl® 7, =9 / d9/ 2+b—p—app” g4
/rz N (z o) 1o B =T

1 00 2
:27r/ tr dt/ p2ToPemaPr” ),
0 0

The above integral converges for all @ > 0 and b > 0 if p < 2.

On the other hand, under the assumptions (LI9) and (L20), we have
71
2Jo]

for (z,v) € I'" with z € D,, /. Hence, we have

(5.1) T(z, —v) >

/ . |Vm7’($,’l})|p|’l}|b67ap‘v|2 dxdv
QxR

T1 / / 1 —ap|v\2
>l N S dvdS(2).
2 Jp,,,, Jrs N(z0)P~Hulp=?

In the same way as above, we can show that the right hand side diverges for all
a>0andb>0if p>2.

Therefore, the integral we concern converges for all ¢ > 0 and b > 0 if and only
if p < 2. This completes the proof. (I

Let g be the function on '™ defined by (L2Z). Then, we have

(5.2) | = v()(Var(z,v))Jg(x, U)ealv‘2| < v (14 |v))|Var(z, v)|e_(%_o‘)|”‘2
and

(5.3) |(Vaq)J(Vxg)(z,0)e | < (14 [Vor(z, 0)][o]) [V x o1 | 1= (omye” G=)F.

Thus, by Lemma B} we see that V,Jg € L2(Q x R3) for all 0 < o < (1 — p)/2
and 1 <p < 2.
For the v derivative, we have

VoJg = —7(x,v)(Vor(v)Jg — v(v)(Vor(z,v)) g + (Vuq) J (Vxg) + T (Vug).
The matrix V,q reads
Vog(x,v) = —7(z,0)I5 — (V,7(2,0)) @ 0.
For the function g defined by ([L21]), recalling (B1), we have
(5.4) | = 7(2,v)(Vor(v) Jg(a,v)el | S e (mell,
(5:5) | = v(©)(Vur(e,v)Jg(@, e | < (1 + o) Var(z, v)e ()T,

1

(5.6) (Vo) T(Vxg)(@,0)e™| < (1+ [Var(@, )|[o) |V x @1 ]| e oaye~ (2,
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(5.7) [7(Vug)e®™| < fofe= (T

Thus, we apply Lemma [5.1] again to obtain that V,Jg belongs to L2(Q x R3)
forall 0 < a < (1 —p)/2 and 1 < p < 2. Therefore, we have checked that the
function Jg with the boundary data g defined by (LZI) belongs to W1P(Q x R3)
forall 0 < a < (1 —p)/2 and 1 < p < 2 and, if diam(Q2) is small enough, the
corresponding solution f to the boundary value problem (LII)-(L2) also belongs to
WLhr(Q x R3).

In what follows, we show that the solution f does not belong to W12(Q x R3)
for all 0 < a < (1 — p)/2. To this aim, we assume that the solution belongs to
WL2(Q x R3), and derive a contradiction. We formally differentiate the equation
(CI3) with respect to a to obtain

me(:t, U) = V(’U)(VIT(.’L',U))JQ(CC,U) + (qu(xvv))J(ng)(xvv)
+ S K f(x,v) + SaK (Vg f)(z,v).

By assumption, we see that SoK (V. f) € L2(Q x R3), and therefore the integral
(5.8) / \Vof — SaKV, f|2 e’ dadv
QxRS

is bounded. In what follows, we shall show that the integral (.8)) is in fact un-
bounded, which causes the contradiction.
Let ro > 0 and

(59) Dh,rz = {(.I,’U) €0 x R3 | q(I,’U) € DT1/4,T($,’U) S 17 |’U| < TQ}'
In this region, we have J(Vxg) = 0 and

So,o K f(,0) =(Vor(z,v)e” 7 . ko) f(a(z,v),07) do”
q(z,v)

+ (Vor(z,v))e v )7(@w) / k(v,v*)eié‘”*|2 dv*.
a(z,v)

We substitute the function f in the first term of the right hand side by the integral
equation (CI3) again to obtain

[ ko) e ode = [ ko) Iglalate0),00), o) do
r r

q(x,v) q(x,v)

+ E(v,v")SaK f(q(q(z,v),v"),v") dv*.
a(z,v)
Here, since q(q(z,v),v*) ¢ D,, for (xz,v) € D,, ,, and v* € 1";'(1 vy the first term
in the right hand side is zero. On the other hand, by Lemma 217 and 2I0), we
have

/F+ k(v,v*)SaK f(q(q(x,v),v™),v") dv*

q(x,v)

S llen(@xrsyurs) diam(€2)

< diam(Q).
Therefore, we can make contribution from the integral
k(v, ") f(q(z,v),v") dv*

+
q(z,v)
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arbitrary small by taking diam(Q2) sufficiently small.

In what follows, we consider the case v = 1, which corresponds to the hard-
sphere model. In this case, the coefficient v(v) and the integral kernel & have the
following explicit formulae:

2 "U| 2
v(v) =274 [evl s (2wl ) [ dn]
0

1 *|2 2)2 1
k(v,v") —9 5351 {2|v* — o[ texp <—17(|U|v|* — LU||2 ) - Z|v* — v|2)

o = ulexp (=50 + o)) }.

Lemma 5.2. There exist ng > 0 and ro > 0 such that

and

(5.10) 1/(1))6_%‘”|2 - /7 k(v,v*)e_%‘”*|2 dv* > g
a(z,v)

for all (z,v) € Dy ry-
Proof. Notice that
th_(m,v) = {U* = (U17U27U3) S RS | ’UT < O}

for (x,v) € Dyy -
By the continuity of the left hand side of (B.I0), it suffices to show positivity at
the limit [v| — 0. In this limit, we have

v(0)=2"3(1+1)=2">

lim V(v)(f%'”‘z =
|[v]—0

and

. _1y,%2

lim k(v,v*)e" 21V du*

|’U‘~>0 F7,
)

:/ k((),v*)e_%‘”*|2 dv*
{vi <0}

_3 _ 4 1y,%)2 12 12
:/ 2727 1{2|v*| Le=2 "1 _jp*|em2lv7 }e 21 o,
{vi <0}

We introduce the spherical coordinates; v* = (—pcosf, psin 6 cos ¢, psin 6 sin ¢)
for 0 < § <7m/2 and —w < ¢ < w. Then, we have

5 oo /2 2 5
:2_571-_1/0 </0 (/0 (2p_1 —ple” 0> sin9d<p> d9> dp

:27%/ (2p—p3)efp2 dp.
0

/ ple dp=— / PP dp = / pe="" dp,
0 2 /o dp 0

Since
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we have
/ (2p — p?’)e_”2 dp = / pe_”2 dp =271
0 0
Therefore, we have

/ k:((),v*)e_%lv*‘2 dv* =273
{vi <0}

and

e

v(0) - / k(0,0%)e 3 dpr =273 273 — 273,
{vy<0}
This completes the proof. 0

We are ready to prove that the derivative V, f does not belong to L2 (2 x R?)
if r1, ro and diam(Q2) are sufficiently small. Thanks to Lemma [5.2] we have

/ |Vaf — Sa KV f|? e201vl” dady > / Vo1 (z,v) | dedo.
QxR3

D"'l""2

Here, we perform the same change of variable as (Z1]). We notice that, because of
the restriction 7(z,v) < 1, the integral has a different form:

/ |V.7(z,v)|? dedv
D"'l!"‘2

min{7(z,—v),1}
/ / |Vo7 (2 + tv,v)|> dtN (2, v)|v|dv dX(2).
DT1/4 {1}1<0}ﬁ{‘1)|<7”2} 0

From (B3], we have

min{7(z, —v), 1}

min{7(z,—v),1}
Vo7 (2 + tv,v)|> dtN(z,v)|v| =
/0 N(z,v)|v|

We restrict ourselves to the case |v| < r1/2. In this case, we have 7(z, —v) > 1. Let
r3 := min{ry/2,r2}. Then, we have

min{7(z,—v),1}
/ / / Vo7 (2 + tv,v)|> dtN (z,v)|v|dv d2(2)
Dr1/4 {1}1<0}ﬁ{‘1)|<7”2} 0

),

Introducing the spherical coordinates to v so that § = 0 corresponds to (—1,0,0),
we have

s,
/{v1<0}ﬁ{v|<7‘3} N(z,v)v]

/4

1 /2 §in g
/ — Ly =nr2 / S0 g
{v1<0In{|v|<rs} N(Z,’U)|’U| 0 cost

which is divergent for all z € D, ;4. Therefore the integral (£.8) is not bounded,
which leads to the contradiction.
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5.2. A counterexample for p = 3. In this subsection, we give a proof of Lemma

L1l

Let  be a ball centered at the origin with radius r. We pose the boundary
data g as ([22). Notice that g € LE(I'") N Co(I'7) for all 1 < p < oo and
0 < a < 1/2. Thus, by Proposition 2T and Proposition 226} we have Jg € L2 () x
R NCu((Q2 xR} UTH) forall 1 < p < ooand 0 < a < (1— p)/2. Therefore, by
Lemma [[4] and Lemma 217 the integral equation (I3 has the unique solution
fin L2(Q x R?) N C,((2 x R3) UT'F). Especially, we have f € L3 (Q x R3) for all
0<a<(l-p)/2

Corresponding to Lemma 5.1} we have the following estimate.

Lemma 5.3. Let € be a ball with its center the origin and its radius r. Also, let
p > 1. Then, the integral

/ |Vor(z, U)|p|v|be_“|”‘2 dxdv
QxR3

converges for all a > 0 and b > 0 if and only if p < 3.

Proof. As we computed in the proof of Lemma [5.1] we have

[ Vet lelufe i dado
QOxR3
7(z,—v) ,
:/ / / Vo7 (2 + to, v)|P|v|Pe™ T dtN (2, v)|v| dvdS(z)
o0 J1rz Jo

7(z,—v) aplof?
B dvdS(2).
/6(2 /rz N (z,v)P~ty[p—b-1 € vd¥(z2)

If the domain €2 is the ball with its center the origin and its radius r, the function
7(z,v) is explicitly described as

ﬁ(x-ﬁ+\/r2—|:v|2+(x-ﬁ)2).

(5.11) T(x,0) =

From (B.11]), we also see that

2|0 - 2
[o- 2] = —TN(Z,’U), (z,v)eT.

[v] [v]

(5.12) T(z,—v) =

Therefore, we have

1
/ |V (z, 1J)|p|1)|b67‘1p‘”|2 drdv = 2T/ / fefap‘”ﬁ dvdX(2).
QxR? o0 Jr- N(z,v)P=2[v[p=b

We fix the point z € 92 and compute the inner integral with respect to v. We
introduce the spherical coordinate for v so that the direction # = 0 corresponds to
—n(z). Then, we have

1 2 3 sind S | 2
= emaplvl” gy =9 / 7d9/ —ap|v|® 4
/pz N(z, o) 2[op0° B e A g

1 o'} 2
:271'/ 2P dt/ pPHoPemare” gy,
0 0

The right hand side converges for all @ > 0 and b > 0 if and only if p < 3 under the
restriction p > 1. This completes the proof since the boundary 02 is bounded. [
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Let g be the function on I'~ defined in (L2Z). Then, by Lemmalb3land estimates
G2)-ET) with ¢q replaced by @2, we see that V,Jg,V,Jg € LP(Q x R3) for all
0<a<(1-p)/2and 1 < p < 3, and the corresponding solution f to the boundary
value problem (LI)-(T2) also belongs to LP(Q x R3).

In what follows, we show that actually the solution f does not belong to W23 (£2x
R3) for all 0 < a < (1 — p)/2. To this aim, we assume that the solution belongs to
W13(Q x R3), and derive a contradiction. We formally differentiate the equation
(CI3) with respect to a to obtain

Vo f(2,0) = = v(v)(VaT(2,0))J9(z,0) + (Vaq(z,0)) J(Vx 9)(z,0)

(5.13) + Sa K f(x,v) + SaK (Vs f)(x,v).

By assumption, we see that SoK (V. f) € L3 (Q x R?) and therefore the integral
(5.14) / Vaof — Soa KV, f12e” dzdy
QxR3

is bounded. In what follows, we shall prove that the integral (514)) is not bounded,
which leads to a contradiction.

In what follows, we show in an example that the left term does not belong to
L3 (2 x R3), which causes the contradiction.

Let 7o > 0 and

(5.15) .5917T0 = {(z,v) € Q x R3 | g(z,v) € 0, T(x,v) < 1,|v] <719}

In this region, we have J(Vxg) = 0 and

So.. K f(z,v) =(V,7(z, U))e_”(”)T(w’”) k(v,v") f(q(z,v),v*) dv*
I-\+
q(z,v)

+ (Vo (2, v))e @) / kv, v*)e 21V gy*,

q(z,v)

We substitute the function f in the first term of the right hand side by the integral
equation (LI3) again to obtain

/+ k(v,v*)f(q(x,v),v*)dv* :‘/+ k(v,v*)Jg(q(q(x,v),v*),v*)dv*
T T

a(z,v) a(z,v)
+ /+ k(v,v*)SaK f(q(q(x,v),v™),v") dv*.
Fq(wvv)

Here, from a geometrical observation, we see that Jg(q(q(x,v),v*),v*) # 0 only if
(m—01 —02)/2 < 0,« < 7/2+ 03, where 0, is the polar angle of v*. Thus, for any
€ > 0, we can choose small enough 0y > 0 such that

<€

/F+ E(v,v*)Jg(q(q(x,v),v"),v") dv*

q(z,v)

for all (z,v) € Dg,. On the other hand, by Lemma 217 and (2I0), we have

k(’U,’U*)SQKf(q(q(I, 1)), U*),’U*) dv* 5 ||f||Ca((Q><R3)UFi)T 5 .

| +
q(z,v)
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Therefore, we can make a contribution from the integral

/+ k(v7v*)f(q($,v),’l)*)dv*

q(x,v)

arbitrary small by taking r first then 0y sufficiently small.
In what follows, we consider the case v = 1, which corresponds to the hard-sphere
model. We show the following lemma, which corresponds to Lemma

Lemma 5.4. There exist ng > 0 and ro > 0 such that

(5.16) 1/(1))(3_%‘”|2 - /7 k(v,v*)e_%‘”*|2 dv* > 19

a(z,v)
for all Dy, r,.

Proof. By the continuity of the left hand side of (&.IGl), it suffices to show positivity
at the limit |v| — 0. In this limit, we have

‘ 2

lim v(v)e 2" =p0)=2"3(1+1)=2"2

|[v]—0

and

. _1y,%2
lim k(v,v*)e” 21V do*
[v|=0 Jr~

)

= k(O,U*)e_%I”*‘2 dv*
:/ 27 b1 {afor|lem B e b L em 4 gy

for a unit vector © such that g¢(x,?) € 08y,. We remark that the limit does not
look appropriate since it formally depends on the choice of the unit vector v. In
what follows, we will see that the limit is independent of it.

We introduce the spherical coordinates for v* so that the vector corresponding
to 6 = 0 direct to —n(q(x,0)). Then, as we computed in the proof of Lemma (.2
we have

_3 _ _ _1ly,%|2 o 1).,%|2 _1,,*2
/ 275 1{2|’U*| Le—5lv" — v*|e 2|v|}e 51017 gy

5 00 /2 27 5
:2_571-_1/0 </0 (/0 (2pt = ple * p? sin9d<p> d9> dp

= ’%/ (2p—pP)e ™" dp
0
—9-3,

Therefore, we have

v(0) — /7 k(0, v*)e 21V

q(z,)

*‘2

dv* =272 272 =272,

This completes the proof. (I
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For sufficiently small 7, 65 and rg, thanks to Lemma [5.4] we have

/ Vaof — So KV, f2e dzdv > / Vot (2,0)]? ded.
QxR? Do, g
Here, we perform the same change of variable as (2. We notice again that,

because of the restriction 7(x,v) < 1, the integral has a different form:

/~ Vo7 (z,v)|® dedy

D91,T0

min{7(z,—v),1}
:/ / / IVT(z + tv,v)|* dt N(z,v)|v| dvd%(z)
9Q9, JT2 N{|v|[<ro}

min{r(z, —v), 1}
/aszgl/r Afvl<roy  N(z,0)20]2 dvd¥i(z).

We consider the case min{7(z,—v),1} = 7(z,—v). In this case, from (BEI2), we
have 2rN(z,v) < |v|. Thus, we have

mln{T( —v),1}
/m/ niti<re NG o V)

1
_2r/ / ————— dvdX(z).
99, JTZ N{2rN(z,0)<|v|<ro} N(z,v)[v[?

We first perform integration with respect to v variable. We introduce the spher-
ical coordinate system so that 6§ = 0 direct to the n(z) direction. Without loss of
generality, we may assume ry < 2r. Due to the restriction 2rN(z,v) < ro, we have
0 < cosf < ro/2r. Introducing the new variable ¢ = cos#, we have

/ 1 ro/2r 1 )
. _w=2r / / — 0% dpdt
T, N{2rN(z,v)<|v|<ro} N(Za 1))|1)|3 0 2rt pgt

—or /T“/2T log(rg) — log(2rt) Qb
0 t

Since log(rg) — log(2rt) — oo as t | 0, the integral in the right hand side diverges

to infinity, which implies that the integral (B.I4]) is not bounded. This is the

contradiction.
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