
ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

00
31

1v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  3
1 

A
ug

 2
02

4

THE 3D KINETIC COUETTE FLOW VIA THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION IN THE

DIFFUSIVE LIMIT

RENJUN DUAN, SHUANGQIAN LIU, ROBERT M. STRAIN, AND ANITA YANG

Abstract. In the paper we study the Boltzmann equation in the diffusive limit in a channel domain
T2

× (−1, 1) for the 3D kinetic Couette flow. Our results demonstrate that the first-order approximation
of the solutions is governed by the perturbed incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system around the fluid
Couette flow. Moverover, in the absence of external forces, the 3D kinetic Couette flow asymptotically
converges over time to the 1D steady planar kinetic Couette flow. Our proof relies on (i) the Fourier
transform on T2 to essentially reduce the 3D problem to a one-dimensional one, (ii) anisotropic Chemin-
Lerner type function spaces, incorporating the Wiener algebra, to control nonlinear terms and address the
singularity associated with a small Knudsen number in the diffusive limit, and (iii) Caflisch’s decomposition,
combined with the L2

∩ L∞ interplay technique, to manage the growth of large velocities.
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1. Introduction

The Boltzmann equation is a fundamental model in collisional kinetic theory that is used to model the
motion of a rarefied gas when the Knudsen number is finite, cf. [29, 65, 79, 81]. The standard Maxwellian
equilibrium can be intrinsically built into the Boltzmann collision operator as a result of the celebrated H-
theorem. More importantly, one goal for introducing the Boltzmann dynamics is to study the non-equilibrium
behavior of the rarefied gas flow which may allow for non-Maxwellian distributions as equilibria; see a recent
review [45] and the references therein. In most situations, those non-equilibrium effects are caused by the
inhomogeneous data at physical boundaries or far fields with variable temperature and velocity or possibly
by a given external force. Particularly, when the analysis is based on the perturbation theory of solutions
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[58,82,83], non-equilibrium steady states are non-Maxwellians that are still close to global Maxwellians and
decay exponentially for large velocities; for instance, we refer readers to the early work [55,56] and important
progress [41, 42, 46, 84, 85].

However, there also exists a class of non-equilibria achieved by the Boltzmann dynamics that exhibit
a polynomial tail for large velocities. Among them, we mention several recent works [20, 36, 40, 62, 64]
in the context of kinetic shear flow governed by the Boltzmann equation. On this topic, we refer to the
monograph [50] and the survey [73]. Specifically, we will discuss the status of the following two cases:

• If there is no physical boundary, that’s in the spatially homogeneous case, the uniform kinetic shear
flow is a class of homoenergetic solutions determined by the time-evolutionary Boltzmann equation
with a deformation force [48,80]. In such case, the large time behavior of solutions is self-similar with
a time-growing temperature that depends on the Boltzmann collision kernel [13, 15, 16, 28, 30, 31].
In the Maxwell molecules collision kernel, for example, the temperature or equivalently the total
energy grows exponentially to infinity at infinite time and the self-similar steady profile only has a
polynomial tail [20, 36, 62, 64].

• If there is a physical boundary in space, a typical example is the famous Couette flow for the rarefied
gas confined by two parallel infinite plates moving relative to each other with opposite velocities.
The Couette problem is one of the simplest problems of gas dynamics but raises many challenging
difficulties in the mathematical study. Recently, for the diffusive reflection boundary condition,
under the smallness assumption on the relative velocity the first and second authors of this paper
together with their collaborator [40] gave a rigorous justification of existence and positivity of the
1D Couette flow that depends on one spatial component normal to the boundary plates; see also [69]
for the asymptotic stability of the 1D Couette flow under the 3D perturbation. In addition, we refer
to the series of works [3–5] on the Boltzmann equation in a Couette setting for rarefied gas between
two coaxial rotating cylinders.

Although there has been much progress on kinetic shear flow either in the spatially homogeneous setting
(i.e., homoenergetic solutions) or in the spatially one-dimensional setting (i.e, planar Couette flow), it has
remained largely open to obtain the long time asymptotic stability of those kinetic shear flows in the multi-
dimensional spatially inhomogeneous regime. In contrast, such stability or even instability theory has been
extensively developed in recent years in the context of classical fluid dynamic equations such as the Euler and
Navier-Stokes systems; see [9–12, 60, 77], for instance. It becomes an important task to develop analogous
mathematical results at the kinetic level in case of the finite Knudsen number or particularly construct the
Boltzmann solutions in the hydrodynamic limit when the Knudsen number is vanishing.

In this paper we focus on the 3D Couette problem for the Boltzmann equation in the diffusive limit.
Our main goal is to construct the stationary 3D kinetic Couette flow solution and to additionally prove the
exponential asymptotic stability of such steady solution for the time-dependent problem. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first result on existence and stability of the multi-dimensional kinetic Couette flow
governed by the nonlinear Boltzmann equation with a small Knudsen number. Additionally, in the absence of
external forces, our results indicate the exponential convergence of the 3D time-dependent solutions toward
the steady 1D planar kinetic Couette flow uniformly with respect to a small Knudsen number.

1.1. Problem. Let the rarefied gas be confined in a three-dimensional periodic channel domain

Ω := {x = (x, y, z) ∈ T× T× (−1, 1)}
where T := R/(2πZ). For simplicity we write x̄ = (x, y) ∈ T2 to the end. Let two boundary plates at z = ±1
be moving relative to each other with opposite velocities along the horizontal x-direction

U± = (±αǫ, 0, 0),

respectively, where α > 0 denotes the shear strength and ǫ > 0 is the Knudsen number defined as the ratio
of the molecular mean free path to a representative physical length. For later use we set a macroscopic shear
velocity for the 3D fluid Couette flow by

U(z) = (αǫz, 0, 0), −1 ≤ z ≤ 1, (1.1)

that connects the boundary velocities U± linearly. We further suppose that such motion of the rarefied
gas flow is governed by the following initial boundary value problem on the Boltzmann equation under the
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diffusive scaling:

ǫ∂tF̃
ǫ + v · ∇xF̃

ǫ + ǫ2Φ · ∇vF̃
ǫ =

1

ǫ
Q(F̃ ǫ, F̃ ǫ), t > 0, x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R3. (1.2)

We supplement (1.2) with the diffusive reflection boundary condition at z = ±1 as

F̃ ǫ(t, x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πMw±

∫

ṽz≷0

F̃ ǫ(t, x, y,±1, ṽ)|ṽz |dṽ, (1.3)

where we use the integration variable ṽ = (ṽx, ṽy, ṽz) ∈ R3 over ṽz ≷ 0 respectively. The initial condition is
given by

F̃ ǫ(0,x,v) = F̃ ǫ
0 (x,v). (1.4)

Here F̃ ǫ = F̃ ǫ(t,x,v) ≥ 0 stands for the density distribution function of gas particles with velocity v =
(vx, vy, vz) ∈ R3 at time t ≥ 0 and position x = (x, y, z) ∈ Ω. The function Φ = (Φx(z),Φy(z),Φz(z)) is a
given external force field and for a technical reason we have assumed that Φ depends only on z. Moreover,
Mw± are the boundary Maxwellians at the plates z = ±1 of the form

Mw± = (2π)−
3
2 exp

(
−|v− U±|2

2

)
. (1.5)

These Maxwellians have the same macroscopic velocities as those of the moving boundaries. In addition,
Q(·, ·) is the bilinear Boltzmann collision operator which takes the form of

Q(F1, F2) =

∫

R3×S2+

B0(v − v∗, ω)[F1(v
′
∗)F2(v

′)− F1(v∗)F2(v)]dv∗dω

def

= Qgain −Qloss, (1.6)

where ω ∈ S2+ := {ω|ω · (v∗ − v) ≥ 0}. Additionally (v,v∗) and (v′,v′
∗) denote the pre-post collisional

velocity pairs of particles, which satisfy

v′ = v + (v∗ − v) · ωω, v′
∗ = v∗ − (v∗ − v) · ωω. (1.7)

Note that the ω-representation in (1.7) is a consequence of the following molecular conservation laws of
momentum and energy for elastic collisions:

v + v∗ = v′ + v′
∗, |v|2 + |v∗|2 = |v′|2 + |v′

∗|2.
The collisional kernel B0(v − v∗, ω) is assumed to satisfy the angular cutoff assumption and take the form:

B0(v − v∗, ω) = |v − v∗|γb0(cos θ),
where γ ∈ [0, 1], cos θ = ω · (v∗ − v) ≥ 0 with ω ∈ S2+. We suppose that there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

0 ≤ b0(cos θ) ≤ C cos θ.

Thus our assumption covers the cases of Maxwell molecules (γ = 0) and hard potentials (0 < γ ≤ 1) including
the hard sphere model (which is γ = 1 and b0(cos θ) = C cos θ).

1.2. Reformulation. We look for solutions of (1.2) and (1.3) in the form of

F̃ ǫ(t,x,v) = F ǫ(t,x,v − U(z)) = F ǫ(t,x, vx − αǫz, vy, vz),

where v − U(z) = (vx − αǫz, vy, vz) is the peculiar velocity of gas particles, cf. [50]. Then (1.2), (1.3) and
(1.4) can be converted to

ǫ∂tF
ǫ + v · ∇xF

ǫ + ǫ2Φ · ∇vF
ǫ + αǫz∂xF

ǫ − αǫvz∂vxF
ǫ =

1

ǫ
Q(F ǫ, F ǫ), (1.8)

where t > 0, x ∈ Ω and v ∈ R3. The boundary condition is given by

F ǫ(t, x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

F ǫ(t, x, y,±1, ṽ)|ṽz |dṽ (1.9)

Then the initial condition is

F ǫ(0,x,v) = F ǫ
0 (x,v) := F̃ ǫ

0 (x,v + U(z)) = F̃ ǫ
0 (x, vx + αǫz, vy, vz). (1.10)
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Above µ is the normalized global Maxwellian which is defined by

µ = (2π)−3/2e−|v|2/2. (1.11)

Note that under such a reformulation the boundary Maxwellians become spatially homogeneous with zero
bulk velocity while an extra forcing term −αǫvz∂vxF

ǫ is present in the equation.

1.2.1. Steady problem. It is expected that the long time behavior of (1.8), (1.9) and (1.10) will be governed
by the following steady problem

v · ∇xF
ǫ
st + ǫ2Φ · ∇vF

ǫ
st + αǫz∂xF

ǫ
st − αǫvz∂vxF

ǫ
st =

1

ǫ
Q(F ǫ

st, F
ǫ
st), (1.12)

where x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R3, and

F ǫ
st(x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =

√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

F ǫ
st(x, y,±1, ṽ)|ṽz |dṽ. (1.13)

Moreover, we assume that the total mass of gas particles in the full domain Ω is fixed to be∫

Ω×R3

F ǫ
st(x,v)dxdv = |Ω|. (1.14)

Furthermore, at a formal level, in the diffusive limit ǫ → 0, F ǫ
st tends to µ in terms of (1.12), (1.13) and

(1.14). Then, to construct the solution, we set the Hilbert expansion as

F ǫ
st = µ+ ǫ

√
µ{f1 + ǫf2 + ǫ

1
2 fR}, (1.15)

where f1 and f2 are respectively the first-order and second-order correction terms, fR is the remainder and
we have ignored the dependence of fR on ǫ for brevity. We now define the linearized collision operator by

Lf = −µ−1/2{Q(µ,
√
µf) +Q(

√
µf, µ)},

and we define the non-linear collision operator as

Γ(f, g) = µ−1/2Q(
√
µf,

√
µg).

Next, we plug (1.15) into (1.12) and compare the different orders of ǫ in the resulting equation, to obtain

Lf1 = 0, (1.16)

v · ∇xf1 + αvzvxµ
1
2 + Lf2 = Γ(f1, f1), (1.17)

and

v · ∇xf2 + αz∂xf1 − αµ− 1
2 vz∂vx{

√
µf1} − Φ · vµ 1

2 = Γ(f1, f2) + Γ(f2, f1). (1.18)

Hence, the remainder fR satisfies

v · ∇xfR + ǫ2Φ · ∇vfR + αǫz∂xfR − αǫvz∂vxfR +
αǫvxvz

2
fR − ǫ2

2
Φ · vfR +

1

ǫ
LfR

=ǫ
1
2Γ(fR, fR) + Γ(fR, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, fR) + ǫ

3
2Γ(f2, f2) (1.19)

− ǫ
3
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf1)− ǫ

5
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf2)

− αǫ
3
2 z∂xf2 − αǫ

3
2µ−1/2vz∂vx{

√
µf2}.

Moreover, by (1.14) it holds that
∫

Ω×R3

fR(x,v)dxdv = 0.

Next, we determine f1 and f2. In fact, from (1.16), one has

f1 = Pf1 =

{
ρs + v · us +

1

2
(|v|2 − 3)θs

}√
µ, (1.20)

where P is an L2 projection from L2
v to the null space of L, denoted by

ker(L) = span

{
1,v,

1

2
(|v|2 − 3)

}√
µ.
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Moreover, (1.17) gives

∇x · us = 0, ∇x(ρs + θs) = 0. (1.21)

Due to this, without loss of generality we assume ρs = −θs − 1
Ω

∫
Ω ρs(x)dx, and we further define

f2 =L−1
{
−v · ∇xf1 − αvzvxµ

1
2 + Γ(f1, f1)

}
+

{
us,2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θs,2

}√
µ

=−
3∑

i,j=1

Āij∂ius,j −
3∑

i=1

B̄i∂iθs + {I−P}
{
(v · us)

2

2

√
µ

}

+ {I−P}
{
(|v|2 − 5)2θ2s

8

√
µ

}
− αL−1(vzvxµ

1
2 )

+ (|v|2 − 5)(v · us)θs
√
µ+

{
us,2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θs,2

}√
µ, (1.22)

where I is the identity operator. We further define

Āij := L−1Aij = L−1

{(
vivj −

δij |v|2
3

)√
µ

}
,

B̄i := L−1Bi = L−1

{
(|v|2 − 5)vi

2

√
µ

}
,

Additionally for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} we have used the notations

∂i ∈ {∂x, ∂y, ∂z}, vi ∈ {vx, vy, vz}, us,i ∈ {us,x, us,y, us,z}.
Above we also have used the following known identity

2Γ(Pf,Pf) = L

{
(Pf)2√

µ

}
.

Moreover, the macroscopic velocity of f2, namely us,2 := (us,2,x, us,2,y, us,2,z), is defined as

us,2 = −α∇x∆
−1{z∂xρs}, us,2,z(x, y,±1) = 0, (1.23)

which follows from the inner product 〈(1.18),√µ〉. The macroscopic temperature of f2, denoted by θs,2,
is given by (1.25). It should be pointed out that we have assumed the macroscopic mass density of f2,
represented by ρs,2, to be zero.

By considering velocity moments [v, 1
2 (|v|2 − 5)]

√
µ for equation (1.18), and utilizing (1.22) as well as

(1.21), one can deduce that [ρs,us, θs] satisfies the perturbed incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system
around the fluid Couette flow (αz, 0, 0)T :





∇x · us = 0, ρs = −θs,

us · ∇xus +∇xP + αz∂xus + α(us,z , 0, 0)
T − Φ = η∆xus,

αz∂xθs +∇xθs · us =
2
5κ∆xθs,

us(x, y,±1) = 0, θs(x, y,±1) = 0,

(1.24)

where

∇xP = ∇x

{
θs,2 −

1

3
|us|2

}
,

∫

Ω

Pdx = 0, (1.25)

and the positive constants η and κ denote the diffusive coefficient and heat conductivity coefficient, respec-
tively.

Remark 1.1. Let Us = (αz, 0, 0) + us, then Us satisfies the boundary-value problem on the incompressible

Navier-Stokes system in the finite channel domain T2 × (−1, 1):




∇x · Us = 0,

Us · ∇xUs +∇xP − Φ = η∆xUs,

Us(x, y,±1) = ±α,

(1.26)
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which is consistent with that derived from the diffusive limit of the original steady problem corresponding to

(1.2) and (1.3). If Φ ≡ 0 is further assumed, the only solution to (1.26) is given by the planar Couette flow

(αz, 0, 0), which is exactly the reason that we have introduced the bulk velocity in (1.1) for the reformulation

of the problem in the moving frame.

Furthermore, in view of (1.20), (1.24)1, (1.24)4, (1.15) and (1.13), the boundary condition for (1.19) can
be written as

fR(x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 = PγfR + ǫ
1
2 {−f2 + Pγf2} def

= PγfR + ǫ
1
2 r, (1.27)

where

Pγf =
√
2πµ

∫

vz≷0

f(x, y,±1,v)
√
µ|vz|dv, r = −f2 + Pγf2.

Note that ∫

vz≶0

r(±1)
√
µvzdv = 0,

∫

vz≶0

PγfR(±1)r(±1)vzdv = 0, (1.28)

due to the definitions (1.22) and (1.23).
The purpose of this paper is twofold:

• to rigorously derive the perturbed incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (1.24),
and

• to prove the stability of (1.8), (1.9) and (1.10) around the stationary solution satisfying

(1.12) and (1.13).

In order to solve (1.19), as in [36, 40], we make the following ansatz:
√
µfR = fR,1 +

√
µfR,2, (1.29)

where fR,1 and fR,2 satisfy the coupled boundary-value problems:

v · ∇xfR,1 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vfR,1 + αǫz∂xfR,1 − αǫvz∂vxfR,1 +
1

ǫ
νfR,1

=
1

ǫ
χMKfR,1 +

ǫ2

2
Φ · v√µfR,2 −

αǫvxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}fR,2

− ǫ
3
2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf1)− ǫ

5
2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf2)

− αǫ
3
2 z∂x(

√
µf2) + αǫ

3
2 vz∂vx(

√
µf2)

+ ǫ
1
2Q(fR,1, fR,1) + ǫ

1
2Q(fR,1,

√
µfR,2) + ǫ

1
2Q(

√
µfR,2, fR,1)

+ ǫ
3
2Q(

√
µf2,

√
µf2) +Q(fR,1,

√
µ{f1 + ǫf2})

+Q(
√
µ{f1 + ǫf2}, fR,1), (1.30)

with

fR,1(x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (1.31)

and

v · ∇xfR,2 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vfR,2 + αǫz∂xfR,2 − αǫvz∂vxfR,2 +
1

ǫ
LfR,2

=
1

ǫ
(1− χM )µ−1/2KfR,1 −

αǫvxvz
2

PfR,2 + ǫ
1
2Γ(fR,2, fR,2)

+ Γ(fR,2, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, fR,2), (1.32)

fR,2(x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

vz≷0

{fR,1(±1) + fR,2(±1)
√
µ}|vz|dv (1.33)

+ ǫ
1
2 r.

Here

ν =

∫

R3×S2+

B0(v − v∗, ω)µ(v∗)dv∗dω ∼ (1 + |v|)γ ,
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Kf = Q(f, µ) +Qgain(µ, f), (1.34)

and χM (v) is a non-negative smooth cutoff function such that

χM (v) =

{
1, |v| ≥ M + 1,

0, |v| ≤ M,

for some large M > 0. Note that

Lf = νf −Kf

with

Kf = µ− 1
2

{
Q(µ

1
2 f, µ) +Qgain(µ, µ

1
2 f)
}
, (1.35)

where Qgain denotes the positive part of Q in (1.6). Moreover, under the angular cutoff assumption, it holds
that

Kf =

∫

R3

k(v,v∗)f(v∗) dv∗ =

∫

R3

(k2 − k1)(v,v∗)f(v∗) dv∗,

with

0 ≤ k1(v,v∗) ≤ c̃1|v − v∗|γe−
1
4 (|v|

2+|v∗|
2),

and

0 ≤ k2(v,v∗) ≤ c̃2|v − v∗|−2+γe
− 1

8 |v−v∗|
2− 1

8

||v|2−|v∗|2|2
|v−v∗|2 ,

where both c̃1 and c̃2 are positive constants.

1.2.2. Time-dependent problem. The non-negativity of the steady solution F ǫ
st will be ascertained by the

asymptotic stability for the initial boundary value problem (1.8), (1.9) and (1.10). To solve this initial
boundary value problem in the diffusive limit ǫ → 0, we look for a solution that takes the form

F ǫ = F ǫ
st + ǫ

√
µ{g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gR},

with initial data

F ǫ
0 (x,v) = F ǫ

st + ǫ
√
µ{g1(0,x,v) + ǫg2(0,x,v) + ǫ

1
2 gR,0(x,v)},

where g1 is given by

g1 =

{
ρ(t,x) + u(t,x) · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ(t,x)

}√
µ, (1.36)

with [ρ(t,x),u(t,x), θ(t,x)] satisfying




∇x · u = 0, ρ = −θ,

∂tu+ u · ∇xu+∇xP̃ + αz∂xu+ u · ∇xus + us · ∇xu+ α(uz, 0, 0)
T = η∆xu,

∂tθ + αz∂xθ +∇xθ · u+∇xθ · us +∇xθs · u = 2
5κ∆xθ,

u(x, y,±1) = 0, θ(x, y,±1) = 0,
u(0,x) = u0(x), θ(0,x) = θ0(x),

(1.37)

and g2 is given by

g2 =L−1 {−v · ∇xg1 + Γ(g1, g1) + Γ(f1, g1) + Γ(g1, f1)}

+

{
u2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ2

}√
µ

=−
3∑

i,j=1

Āij∂iuj −
3∑

i=1

B̄i∂iθ

+ {I−P}
{
(v · u)2

2

√
µ

}
+ {I−P}

{
(|v|2 − 5)2θ2

8

√
µ

}

+ (|v|2 − 5)(v · u)θ√µ+ {I−P} {(v · u)(v · us)
√
µ}
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+ {I−P}
{
(|v|2 − 5)2θθs

4

√
µ

}
+

{
u2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ2

}√
µ. (1.38)

Note that

Pg2 =

{
u2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ2

}√
µ,

where both g1(0,x,v) and g2(0,x,v) are determined by the data [u0(x), θ0(x)] = [u(0,x,v), θ(0,x,v)]. For
more details, we refer to the discussions in Section 3.

Furthermore, the remainder gR satisfies

ǫ∂tgR + v · ∇xgR + ǫ2Φ · ∇vgR + αǫz∂xgR − αǫvz∂vxgR +
1

ǫ
LgR

=ǫ
3
2 ∂tg2 − ǫ

3
2αz∂xg2 + ǫ

3
2αµ− 1

2 vz∂vx{
√
µg2} − ǫ

3
2µ− 1

2Φ · ∇v[
√
µ(g1 + ǫg2)]

+
ǫ2

2
Φ · vgR − αǫvxvz

2
gR + ǫ

1
2Γ(gR, gR)

+ Γ(gR, g1 + ǫg2) + Γ(g1 + ǫg2, gR) + ǫ
3
2Γ(g2, g2)

+ Γ(gR, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, gR)

+ Γ(fR, g1 + ǫg2) + Γ(g1 + ǫg2, fR) + ǫ
1
2 {Γ(gR, fR) + Γ(fR, gR)},

with
√
µgR(0,x,v) =

√
µgR,0(x,v),

and

gR(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = PγgR + ǫ
1
2 r̃,

where r̃ = −g2 + Pγg2.

1.3. Main results. To state our main results, we introduce some notations for norms and more notations
will be clarified later on. We first define the Fourier transform with respect to the variable x̄ = (x, y) ∈ T2

as

f̂(t, k̄, z,v) = Fx̄f(t, k̄, z,v) =

∫

T2

e−ik̄·x̄f(t, x̄, z,v) dx̄, k̄ = (kx, ky) ∈ Z2.

Denoting a velocity weight by wl(v) = (1 + |v|2)l, then for T > 0 we introduce the weighted norms

‖f‖XT :=
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤T

‖wlf̂(t, k̄,v)‖L∞
z,v

.

Moreover, we set ‖f‖ν = ‖f‖L2
ν
= ‖ν 1

2 f‖L2 = ‖ν 1
2 f‖2. Furthermore, for fixed k̄ ∈ Z2 and T > 0, we define

the following mixture norms

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖L∞
T,z,v

= sup
0≤t≤T

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖L∞
z,v

,

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖L∞
T L2

z,v
= sup

0≤t≤T
‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖L2

z,v
,

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖2L2
T,z,v

=

∫ T

0

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖2L2
z,v

dt,

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖2L2
T,z,ν

=

∫ T

0

‖wlf(t, k̄, z,v)‖2L2
zL

2
ν
dt.

We now state our main results in the paper. Our first main theorem is concerned with the solvability of
the steady problem (1.12) and (1.13).

Theorem 1.1 (Existence of the steady solution). Let γ ∈ [0, 1] and l∞ ≫ l2 ≫ 4. There exists a constant

δ0 > 0 such that for any α, ǫ ∈ (0, δ0) and for any Φ(z) ∈ C([−1, 1];R3) with ‖Φ(z)‖2 ≤ δ0, the steady

boundary value problem (1.12) and (1.13) admits a unique strong solution F ǫ
st(x,v) satisfying (1.14) and

F ǫ
st = µ+ ǫ

√
µ{f1 + ǫf2 + ǫ

1
2 fR} ≥ 0, (1.39)

as well as the following things:
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• For the coefficients f1 and f2, it holds that

f1 =

{
ρs + v · us +

1

2
(|v|2 − 3)θs

}√
µ,

where [ρs,us, θs] satisfies the Navier-Stokes equations (1.24) which is a perturbation around the fluid

Couette flow [αz, 0, 0]. And f2 is given by (1.22). In addition, for any integer m ≥ 0, it holds
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞(1 + |k̄|m)[f̂1, f̂2](k̄, z,v)‖∞ . εΦ,α. (1.40)

Here and in the rest of the paper we denote

εΦ,α := ‖Φ(z)‖2 + α.

• For the remainder fR, it holds that
√
µfR = fR,1 +

√
µfR,2, where fR,1 and fR,2 satisfy

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ + ǫ−
5
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖ν + ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Pf̂R,2‖2 + ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖ν . εΦ,α. (1.41)

The second result is devoted to the stability of the steady solution established in Theorem 1.1 under initial
small perturbations.

Theorem 1.2 (Stability of the steady solution). Let γ ∈ [0, 1], l∞ ≫ l2 ≫ 4, and θ0(x) = 0. Suppose

F ǫ
0 (x,v) = F ǫ

st + ǫ
√
µ{g1(0,x,v) + ǫg2(0,x,v) + ǫ

1
2 gR,0(x,v)} ≥ 0, (1.42)

with √
µgR,0(x,v) = ǫ

3
2 g

(1)
R,0(x,v) +

√
µg

(2)
R,0(x,v),

where F ǫ
st is constructed as in (1.39) where for g1 and g2 we use (1.36) and (1.38), respectively. There exists

a constant ε0 > 0 such that if
∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥wl∞
[
ĝ
(1)
R,0, ĝ

(2)
R,0

]∥∥∥
∞

+
∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖H4

z
≤ ε0, (1.43)

where ∂i = ∂x or ∂y, then the initial boundary value problem (1.8), (1.9) and (1.10) admits a unique global

in time solution F ǫ(t,x,v) such that

F ǫ = F ǫ
st + ǫ

√
µ{g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gR} ≥ 0,

satisfying the following properties:

• There exists λ0 > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ t < +∞ we uniformly have
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x [g1, g2](t)‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x [g1, g2](t)‖L2
z,v

. ε0e
−λ0t. (1.44)

• For the reminder gR, it holds that
√
µgR = gR,1 +

√
µgR,2. Here gR,1 and gR,2 satisfy for any

0 ≤ t < +∞ the uniform estimate

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĝR,1(t)‖∞ + ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĝR,1(t)‖2 + ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĝR,2(t)‖∞

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĝR,2(t)‖2 ≤ Ce−λ0t




∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥wl∞
[
ĝ
(1)
R,0, ĝ

(2)
R,0

]∥∥∥
∞

+ ε0



 . (1.45)

Remark 1.2. In this remark, we provide an example to demonstrate the validity of the non-negativity

condition specified in (1.42). For this purpose, we set

g̃
(1)
R,0 =

ε0
4
w−l∞(v) +

ε0
4
ρ
(1)
R µ, g̃

(2)
R,0 = ε

3
2
0 µ

q0 + ε
3
2
0 ρ

(2)
R

√
µ, (1.46)
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where q0 ∈ (0, 1
2 ) is a fixed constant and ρ

(i)
R (i = 1, 2) are chosen as

ρ
(1)
R = −

∫

R3

w−l∞(v)dv, ρ
(2)
R = −

∫

R3

µq0+
1
2 (v)dv.

Note that for sufficiently small value of ε0, the above g̃
(i)
R,0 (i = 1, 2) satisfies the condition (1.43).

Moreover, by (1.40), (1.41), (1.44) and (1.46), it can be established that there exist constants C0 > 0 and

q1 ∈ (0, 12 ), dependent on l∞, such that

ǫ
√
µ
{
f1 + ǫf2 + ǫ

1
2 fR

}
+ ǫ

√
µ
{
g1(0,x,v) + ǫg2(0,x,v) + ǫ

1
2 ε

3
2
0 ρ

(2)
R

√
µ
}

+ ǫ3
ε0
4
ρ
(1)
R µ ≤ C0ǫ

3εΦ,αw
−l∞(v) + C0ǫε0µ

1
2+q1 .

Here, it is assumed that 0 < εΦ,α ≪ ε0. Note that the first term on the right hand side of the above inequality

can be bounded by the first part of g̃
(1)
R,0 given by (1.46), owing to 0 < εΦ,α ≪ ε0. For the second term, it can

be observed that µ(v) ≥ C0ǫε0µ
1
2+q1(v) for bounded v. As for the complement set of such v, an additional

choice of q1 > 0 is made such that
1

2
> q1 ≥ 2

5
q0 +

3

10
.

Consequently, it follows that

(ǫε0)
3
2µ

1
2+q0(v) & µ

3
2 (

1
2−q1)+

1
2+q0(v) & µ

1
2+q1(v).

Therefore, for such a pair [g̃
(1)
R,0, g̃

(2)
R,0], (1.42) is valid.

We should point out that when Φ ≡ 0, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 imply the exponential convergence
of the time-dependent 3D kinetic Couette flow toward the steady 1D planar kinetic Couette flow for the
Boltzmann equation in the diffusive limit. In fact, when Φ ≡ 0, by uniqueness the 3D steady Couette flow
governed by (1.12) and (1.13) can be reduced to equivalently solving the 1D planar Couette flow F ǫ

st(z,v)
depending only on z and v that satisfies

vz∂zF
ǫ
st − αǫvz∂vxF

ǫ
st =

1

ǫ
Q(F ǫ

st, F
ǫ
st),

with the boundary condition

F ǫ
st(±1,v)|vz≶0 =

√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

F ǫ
st(±1, ṽ)|ṽz|dṽ.

The above boundary-value problem on the planar Couette flow was studied in [40] for the case ǫ = 1.
Therefore, the current work not only extends the result in [40] to the regime of the fluid dynamic limit,
but also obtains the convergence of multi-dimensional time-dependent solutions to one-dimensional steady
solutions that can be uniform in small ǫ > 0 and for all times t ≥ 0, which is an analogous result that
U(z) = (αǫz, 0, 0) is asymptotically stable in the context of the 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier
system with constant temperature.

1.4. Literature review. The fluid dynamic limit is an important subject in the Boltzmann theory. The
formal asymptotic expansion which reveals the fluid dynamic structure inside the Boltzmann equation is first
due to Hilbert [59], and also to Chapman and Enskog [33]; we also refer to Grad [54] for the moment method.
For a detailed review of the rigorous justifications of fluid dynamic limits of the Boltzmann equation, we
refer the readers to Bouchut-Golse-Pulvirenti [22] and Saint-Raymond [76]. Here we mention a few results
regarding classical solutions [8,24,34,57], regarding weak solutions [6,7,52,53,66,67], and regarding solutions
with slow velocity decay [23, 51].

Let’s formulate the problem under consideration in a little more general setting. Associated with a
parameter ǫ > 0, the Mach and Knudsen numbers are respectively taken as Ma = ǫ and Kn = ǫq with q ≥ 1.
In terms of the von Karman relation Kn ∼ Ma/Re (cf. [79]), the Reynolds number is given as Re ∼ ǫ1−q.
We set the Boltzmann solution to have the form F = µ(1 + ǫg) around the normalized global Maxwellian
µ as in (1.11). Then it is well known that the perturbation g tends, as ǫ → 0, to the solution of the fluid
system described by the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations if q > 1 and to the the incompressible Euler
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equations if q = 1, cf. [22, 76]. Specifically, the limiting solution is of the form g = ρ + v · u + 1
2 (|v|2 − 3)θ

with the divergence-free velocity field u, the Boussinesq relation ∇(ρ+ θ) = 0, and

∂tu+ u · ∇u+∇p = µq∆u, ∂tθ + u · ∇θ = κq∆θ,

where ∇ = ∇x, ∆ = ∆x, µ1 = κ1 = 0 for q = 1, and µq > 0, κq > 0 for q > 1 are the viscosity and
heat-conductivity coefficients, respectively. It is obvious to see that in both cases q > 1 and q = 1, the fluid
Couette flow ush

α := (αz, 0, 0), namely, a linear shear flow, is a non-trivial space-dependent special solution
to the equation of the divergence-free velocity field u. Here, α > 0 denotes the shear rate. A natural but
challenging problem to ask is whether it is possible to construct the Boltzmann kinetic solution around
the non-trivial Couette flow ush

α in the hydrodynamic regime. The problem was investigated by Esposito-
Lebowitz-Marra [43, 44] in the one-dimensional stationary case via the Navier-Stokes approximation; see
also [35].

On the other hand, it is also a very interesting problem to search for a density distribution function at
the kinetic level that can characterize the effect of the macroscopic shearing motion. In fact, to do so, one
can formally make a change of variables by

vx 7→ vx − αǫz

meaning that the molecular velocity of each particle in x-direction is sheared by αz that is linear in z-
direction with rate α > 0, so the dependence on z also occurs in the first component of velocity variables.
Then, in such Lagrangian frame with a shearing velocity the Boltzmann equation can be reformulated as

ǫ∂tF + (v + ǫush
α ) · ∇xF − αǫvz∂vxF =

1

ǫq
Q(F, F ).

The most interesting case is when the distribution function becomes spatially homogeneous as follows

ǫ∂tF − αǫvz∂vxF =
1

ǫq
Q(F, F ). (1.47)

The above equation is called the Boltzmann equation for uniform shear flow with the shear rate α > 0. In
kinetic theory, it is also called a simple homoenergetic flow. A basic problem is therefore to study the global
existence and large time asymptotic behavior of solutions for uniform shear flow with α > 0 and ǫ > 0. It
certainly depends on the choice of initial data as well as the inter-molecular interaction type, for instance,
whether or not initial data admit finite energy, and whether or not it is a gas of Maxwell molecule that
determines how large the large-velocity magnitude of the nonlinear collision term around equilibrium is in
comparison with the shearing term.

In what follows we would make comments on the literature related to those research topics mentioned
above. In particular, we will first focus on the problem (1.47) for the Maxwell molecule gas, since few
mathematical results on other topics have been known so far.

• First of all, regarding the uniform shear flow described by (1.47) or a homoenergetic affine flow with
a general deformation matrix, it dates back to Truesdell [80] and Galkin [48, 49] who independently
studied the existence of solutions for a Maxwell molecule gas by solving the infinite moment system
of the Boltzmann equation. Specifically, for uniform shear flow in the Maxwell molecule case, al-
though the collisions of particles conserve energy, the shearing motion induces the extra heat so that
the energy and hence temperature of the system increases in time. Thus, the system becomes much
farther from equilibrium as times goes on. It turns out the large time behavior of solutions is deter-
mined by a self-similar profile with a prescribed finite second order moment. Existence of solutions
in large time is basically assured by the interplay between the dissipative relaxation, shearing force
and collisions. One most interesting point, but also an intrinsic property of the self-similar profile,
is that it is a non-Maxwellian distribution having a polynomial tail in large velocity that has been
confirmed by Monte Carlo simulations. We refer readers to the monograph Garzó-Santos [50] for the
systematic research on the subject; see also other monographs by Cercignani [29, Chapter 8.8] and
Truesdell-Muncaster [81, Chapter 26].

• Second, for the homogeneous Boltzmann equation with α = 0, there are a huge amount of papers
in the literature. Here, we would only mention the series of works by Bobylev-Cercignani [17–19]
for investigations of exact eternal or self-similar solutions. The self-similar profile must admit an
infinite energy when α = 0. In the angular non-cutoff case, the issue was further systematically
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studied by Cannone-Karch [25,26] as well as Morimoto [71], and the large time asymptotics toward
the self-similar profile was also established by Morimoto-Yang-Zhao [72].

• Third, when α 6= 0, the global solution to (1.47) was first rigorously constructed by Cercignani
[28, 30, 31]. The properties of solutions were further studied by Bobylev-Caraffini-Spiga [16]. The
high-velocity tail was derived from the Boltzmann-Fokker-Planck model by Acedo-Santos-Bobylev
[1]. The great progress has been recently made by James-Nota-Velázquez [61–63], Matthies-Theil [70]
and Bobylev-Nota-Velázquez [20]. Specifically, [62] studied the existence of self-similar solutions in
a weak topology sense, and [61, 63] derived the explicit long-time asymptotics of solutions in either
the collision-dominated or hyperbolic-dominated cases. The large-time asymptotic stability of self-
similar profiles was recently established in [20] on the basis of the Bobylev’s Fourier transform
approach [14, 21]. The analysis in [70] confirmed the non-existence of self-similar solutions with the
exponential high-velocity tail.

• Last, as we mentioned before, although the hydrodynamic limit of the spatially inhomogeneous
Boltzmann equation has been extensively studied in general settings, it seems that very few results
are known for the reformulated Boltzmann equation (1.2) as ǫ → 0; readers may refer to [32, 65,
68, 74, 75, 78, 79] and reference therein for some discussions or numeric results on the problem. In
particular, on one hand, the stability/instability of kinetic shear flow was formally studied in [50]
in terms of the corresponding fluid dynamical equations, but the rigorous mathematical analysis is
challenging to be figured out. On the other hand, the stability problem on the incompressible Euler
or Navier-Stokes equations for the velocity field u around the Couette flow ush

α has been investigated
in great depth by Bedrossian together with his collaborators Masmoudi, Germain and Vicol [9,11,12]
and by many other people, see the survey [10] and references therein. Therefore, one may expect
to develop new techniques to understand the stability of Couette flows at the kinetic level either in
large time or in the hydrodynamic regime.

In the end we should point out that if we directly work on (1.2) instead of (1.8) by taking approximation of
(1.5) around µ then one could adopt the approach by Wu-Ouyang [86,87] to study the existence and asymp-
totic stability of stationary solutions. Hereby our goal using the Lagrangian formulation (1.8) is to capture
the macroscopic shear velocity as in (1.1) for the 3D Couette flow so that the zero-order approximation

µ(vx − αǫz, vy, vz)

exactly matches the boundary condition (1.3).

1.5. Strategies of the proof. In the proof we employ several key ingredients and ideas, outlined as follows.

• Initially, inspired by the prior works of the first two authors and their collaborator [36, 40], we have
introduced a refined Caflisch decomposition [24] to address the velocity growth induced by the shear
force:

√
µfR = fR,1 +

√
µfR,2.

However, in contrast to [36,40], the distinction lies in the careful designation of the equations satisfied
by the two components, fR,1 and fR,2. To obtain higher-order ǫ-estimates for the first component
fR,1, the macroscopic and microscopic parts of the second component fR,2 are separated into distinct
equations, leveraging the higher-order estimates enjoyed by the microscopic part. Furthermore, the
assignment of nonlinear terms, boundary conditions, and initial data is carefully crafted to derive
the critical estimates:

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1(k̄)‖ν . εΦ,αǫ
5
2 ,

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Pf̂R,2(k̄)‖2 . εΦ,α.

These estimates are critical due to the following inequality:

Re
(
ǫ−2(1 − χM )µ−1/2Kf̂R,1, f̂R,2

)
≤ Cη

ǫ4
|f̂R,1|22 + η|f̂R,2|22,

and ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Pf̂R,2(k̄)‖2 . ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2(k̄)‖ν .
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The latter inequality remains valid even in the Euler scaling case [37]. This illustrates the robustness
of the estimates across different scaling conditions.

• Building upon the work of the first three authors and their collaborator in [39], we introduce
anisotropic Chemin-Lerner type function spaces. These spaces are exemplified by expressions such
as:

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞f(k̄)‖L∞
T,z,v

=
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤T

‖wl∞f(t, k̄)‖L∞
z,v

,

and

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞f(k̄)‖L2
T,z,v

=
∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

‖wl∞f(t, k̄)‖2L2
z,v

dt

) 1
2

.

The advantages of employing those function spaces are twofold: (1) Dimension reduction: The 3D
problem for a finite channel can be transformed into a 1D problem. When converting from L1

v,vz to

L2
v,z, the Jacobian takes the form:

1|t−s|>κ0ǫ

∣∣∣∣
vz

∂Z(s)

∣∣∣∣ ∼ 1|t−s|>κǫ

∣∣∣∣
∂(z − (t− s)vz)

∂vz

∣∣∣∣
−1

. ǫ−1

which is an improvement over the previous form [37]:

∣∣∣∣1|t−s|>κ0ǫ
∂v

∂(x− v(t− s))

∣∣∣∣ . ǫ−3,

thus alleviating a second-order singularity in ǫ. (2) Banach algebraic properties: These function
spaces exhibit Banach algebraic characteristics. And fortunately, we can establish the following
nonlinear estimate

∑

k̄∈Z2

{∫ T

0

∫ 1

−1

|〈Q̂(f̂ , ĝ), w2l2 ĥ〉|dzdt
} 1

2

.
∑

k̄∈Z2





∫ T

0

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖
√
νwl2 ĝ(l̄)‖2‖

√
νwl2 ĥ(k̄)‖2dzdt





1
2

≤η‖
√
νwl2 ĥ‖L1

k̄
L2

T,z,v
+ Cη‖wl∞ f̂‖L1

k̄
L∞

T,z,v
‖
√
νwl2 ĝ‖L1

k̄
L2

T,z,v
.

• Note that the linearized equation for the first component fR,1 lacks self-adjointness, resulting in
the absence of a basic L2 structure. In contrast to [38], where time growth appears, weighted L2

estimates for the first component become essential to derive L2 higher-order estimates in ǫ. The
key distinction here is the involvement of diffusive boundary conditions. Unlike the second compo-
nent, there is no cancellation between the incoming and outgoing boundaries. Specifically, the term∫
vz>0 vzw

2l2 |ĥR,1(1)|2dv cannot dominate
∫
vz<0 |vz|w2l2 |ĥR,1(1)|2dv. To overcome this difficulty, the

approach involves artificially attributing the total diffusive reflection at the boundary to the sec-
ond component. The control of the inhomogeneous diffusive boundary for the second component is
achieved through a Ukai-type trace inequality, cf. Lemma A.6, in the anisotropic function space.

• The coefficients f1, f2, h1, and h2 are determined by solving the Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (1.24)
and (1.37), respectively. However, obtaining direct anisotropic estimates like L1

k̄
H2

z and elliptic
estimates for us and u becomes challenging due to the mixed boundary conditions. To deal with
this problem, we perform estimations in the energy function space Hm

x̄ H2
z and utilize the following

interpolation inequality:

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖(1 + |k̄|m)[ûs, θ̂s]‖H2
z
.
∑

k̄∈Z2

(
〈k̄〉2m+4‖ûs‖2H2

z

) 1
2

.
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1.6. Notations. In addition to the norms given before, we list some other notations and norms used in the
paper.

• Throughout this paper, C denotes some generic positive (generally large) constant. An estimate
D . E means that there is a generic constant C > 0 such that D ≤ CE. D ∼ E means D . E and
E . D. 1A denotes the characteristic function on the set A.

• We denote ‖ · ‖2 to be the norm of L2((−1, 1)× R3) or L2(−1, 1) or L2(R3), and use | · |2 to stand
for the norm of L2(R3

v
). Sometimes, without causing confusion, we use ‖ · ‖∞ to denote either the

L∞([−1, 1]× R3)−norm or the L2(−1, 1)−norm or the L∞(R3)−norm. Furthermore, (·, ·) denotes
the L2 inner product in (−1, 1) × R3 × Z2 and 〈·〉 denotes the L2 inner product in R3

v
× Z2. In

addition, (·|·) stands for the pure complex inner product in the complex number field C. For the
sake of brevity, sometimes, we also use L1

k̄
to denote the discrete summation

∑
k̄∈Z2 . Besides, Hk

z

represents the standard Sobolev space concerning the variable z, while C([z1, z2]) denotes the space
of continuous functions defined on the interval [z1, z2].

• We denote the outgoing set by

γ+ = {(1,v)|v ∈ R3, vz > 0} ∪ {(−1,v)|v ∈ R3, vz < 0},

we denote the incoming set by

γ− = {(1,v)|v ∈ R3, vz < 0} ∪ {(−1,v)|v ∈ R3, vz > 0},

and we also denote the grazing set by

γ0 = {(±1,v)|v ∈ R3, vz = 0}.

Moreover |f |2,± = |f1γ± |2 represents the L2 norm of f(z,v) at the boundary z = ±1, e.g.

|f |22,±
def

=

∫

vz>0

|f(1,v)|2vzdv +

∫

vz<0

|f(−1,v)|2|vz |dv,

and we further define

‖ · ‖2L2
TL2

γ+

=

∫ T

0

| · |22,±dt.

• Finally, we define

Pγf(±1,v) =
√
µ(v)

∫

n(±1)·ṽ>0

f(±1, ṽ)
√
µ(ṽ)(n(±1) · ṽ)dṽ,

where n(±1) = (0, 0,±1).

1.7. Organization of the paper. The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 is devoted to
establishing the existence of the steady solution to (1.19) with (1.27), thereby proving Theorem 1.1; in this
section, we provide only the a priori estimates (1.41) and omit the detailed iteration process for brevity. The
stability of the steady solution obtained in Theorem 1.1 is then demonstrated in Section 3; similar to Section
2, we refrain from presenting the rigorous derivation and focus on clarifying the a priori estimate (1.45).
Finally, in Appendix A, we present some important estimates to complement the main results discussed in
the preceding sections.

2. Steady problem

In this section, we aim to verify Theorem 1.1. Actually, the existence of steady solution of (1.19) and
(1.27) can be constructed via the iteration method as [40]. In this article, we skip this tedious procedure
and only derive the uniform estimates on both fR,1 and fR,2 which satisfy (1.30), (1.31), (1.32) and (1.33).
The proof of Theorem 1.1 is proceeded in the following four subsections.

The first step is concerned with the macroscopic estimates.
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2.1. Macroscopic estimates. To control the nonlinear collision operator, i.e. ǫ
1
2Γ(fR,2, fR,2), it will be

necessary for us to deduce the L2 estimates on the macroscopic part of fR,2 denoted as

PfR,2 = [a(2)s + v · b(2)
s +

1

2
(|v|2 − 3)c(2)s ]

√
µ.

However, due to the non-conservation of mass in fR,2, we need to restore to fR which satisfies (1.19)
and (1.27). It is worth noting that the steady problem described by equations (1.19) and (1.27) does not
explicitly guarantee the conservation of mass. To address this, a penalty term like λfR can be added to
enforce conservation of mass, as discussed in [41] and therein. We will omit this argument and focus solely
on deriving a priori estimates for the subsequent original steady problem

v · ∇xfR + ǫ2Φ · ∇vfR + αǫz∂xfR − αǫvz∂vxfR +
αǫvxvz

2
fR − ǫ2

2
Φ · vfR +

1

ǫ
LfR

=ǫ
1
2Γ(fR, fR) + Γ(fR, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, fR) + ǫ

3
2Γ(f2, f2) (2.1)

− ǫ
3
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf1)− ǫ

5
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf2)

− αǫ
3
2 z∂xf2 − αǫ

3
2µ−1/2vz∂vx{

√
µf2},

and

fR(x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

fR(x, y,±1, ṽ)
√
µ|ṽz |dṽ + ǫ

1
2 r,

with ∫

Ω×R3

fR
√
µdvdx = 0.

Next, we define the corresponding macroscopic components of the solutions as follows

P̄fR,1 = [a(1)s + v · b(1)
s +

1

2
(|v|2 − 3)c(1)s ]µ,

and

PfR = [as + v · bs +
1

2
(|v|2 − 3)cs]

√
µ,

with the given definitions and using (1.29), we see that

as = a(1)s + a(2)s , b = b(1)
s + b(2)

s , c = c(1)s + c(2)s .

The point is therefore to derive the L1
k̄
L2
z estimates on [as,bs, cs]. For results in this direction, we have

Lemma 2.1. It holds that∑

k̄∈Z2

‖[âs, b̂s, ĉs‖2

.
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|2,+ +


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2 + ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2 + εΦ,α

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Pf̂R,2‖2 + εΦ,αǫ
1
2 .

The next corollary is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.1.

Corollary 2.1. It holds that
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖[â(2)s , b̂(2)
s , ĉ(2)s ‖2 (2.2)

.
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2
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+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|2,+ +


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2 + ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2 + εΦ,αǫ
1
2 .

To achieve this, let’s begin by taking the Fourier transform of equation (2.1) with respect to x̄ to obtain

ik̄ · v̄f̂R + vz∂z f̂R + ǫ2Φ · ∇vf̂R + αǫikxzf̂R − αǫvz∂vx f̂R +
αǫvxvz

2
f̂R

− ǫ2

2
Φ · vf̂R +

1

ǫ
Lf̂R + ǫ

3
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂1)

+ ǫ
5
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2) + iαǫ

3
2 zkxf̂2 − αǫ

3
2µ−1/2vz∂vx{

√
µf̂2}

=ǫ
1
2 Γ̂(f̂R, f̂R) + {Γ̂(f̂R, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R)}+ ǫ

3
2 Γ̂(f̂2, f̂2), (2.3)

where

Γ̂(f̂ , ĝ) = Fx̄{Γ(f, g)}. (2.4)

Then letting Ψ̂(z, k̄,v) ∈ C1((−1, 1)×Z2×R3) with k̄ = (kx, ky) ∈ Z2 and taking the inner product of (2.3)

with Ψ̂ over (−1, 1)× R3, we get

(Ψ̂(1),vz f̂R(1))− (Ψ̂(−1), vz f̂R(−1))− (v · ∇̂xΨ, f̂R)− ǫ2(Φ · ∇vΨ̂, f̂R)

− αǫ(zf̂R, ∂̂xΨ) + αǫ(vz f̂R, ∂vxΨ̂) +
αǫ

2
(vxvz f̂R, Ψ̂)− ǫ2

2
(Φ · vf̂R, Ψ̂)

+
1

ǫ
(Lf̂R, Ψ̂) + (ǫ

3
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂1), Ψ̂) + (ǫ

5
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2)

+ iαǫ
3
2 zkxf̂2 − αǫ

3
2µ−1/2vz∂vx{

√
µf̂2}, Ψ̂) = (Ĥ, Ψ̂), (2.5)

where Ĥ denotes the right hand side of (2.3).
From (2.5) and by fR = PfR + {I−P}fR, it follows

−(v · ∇̂xΨ,Pf̂R) =

7∑

i=1

Si, (2.6)

where

S1 = −〈Ψ̂(1), vz f̂R(1)〉+ 〈Ψ̂(−1), vz f̂R(−1)〉, (2.7)

S2 = (v · ∇̂xΨ, {I−P}f̂R), (2.8)

S3 = ǫ2(Φ · ∇vΨ̂, f̂R) +
ǫ2

2
(Φ · vf̂R, Ψ̂), (2.9)

S4 = αǫ(zf̂R, ∂xΨ̂)− αǫ(vz f̂R, ∂vxΨ̂)− αǫ

2
(vxvz f̂R, Ψ̂), (2.10)

S5 = −(S5,1, Ψ̂), (2.11)

where

S5,1 = ǫ
3
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂1)− ǫ

5
2µ−1/2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2)− iαǫ

3
2 zkxf̂2

+ αǫ
3
2µ−1/2vz∂vx{

√
µf̂2},

S6 = −1

ǫ
(Lf̂R, Ψ̂), S7 = (Ĥ, Ψ̂). (2.12)

Now, using (2.6), we can proceed to estimate [as,bs, cs] separately.

Estimates on as. Set

Ψ̂ = Ψ̂as =
√
µ(|v|2 − 10)v · ∇̂xφas , (2.13)
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where φas satisfies




(|k̄|2 − ∂2
z )φ̂as = âs,

∂zφ̂as(k̄,±1) = 0,
∫ 1

−1
φ̂as(0, z)dz = 0.

(2.14)

From (2.14), one has

‖|k̄|2φ̂as(k̄, z)‖2 + ‖|k̄|φ̂as(k̄, z)‖H1
z
+ ‖φ̂as‖H2

z
. ‖âs‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2, (2.15)

in particular, we have

(1 + |k̄|)
{
‖|k̄|φ̂as(k̄, z)‖2 + ‖φ̂as(k̄, z)‖H1

z

}
. ‖âs‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2. (2.16)

Furthermore one also has the trace inequalities

(1 + |k̄|)‖φ̂as(k̄,±1)‖2 . ‖â‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2. (2.17)

The proof of (2.15) and (2.17) will be given in Appendix A.
According to the choice specified in (2.13), it can be seen that the left hand side of (2.6) is equal to ‖âs‖22.

We now turn to estimate Si (1 ≤ i ≤ 7) individually. For S1 : (2.7), note that

f̂R|γ = Pγ f̂R + {I− Pγ}f̂R1γ+ + ǫ
1
2 r̂1γ− . (2.18)

We thus have by using (1.29), (2.14), (2.17) and (2.18) that

|S1| ≤
∣∣∣((|v|2 − 10)

√
µv̄ · k̄φ̂as(1), vz f̂R(1))

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣((|v|2 − 10)

√
µv̄ · k̄φ̂as(−1), vz f̂R(−1))

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣((|v|2 − 10)

√
µv̄ · k̄φ̂as(1), vz({I− Pγ}f̂R(1)1γ+ + ǫ

1
2 r̂1γ−)

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣((|v|2 − 10)

√
µv̄ · k̄φ̂as(−1), vz({I− Pγ}f̂R(−1)1γ+ + ǫ

1
2 r̂1γ−)

∣∣∣

.‖âs‖2{|wl2√µ{I− Pγ}f̂R(±1)|2,+ + ǫ
1
2 |r̂|2,−}

.η‖âs‖22 + Cη|wl2 f̂R,1(±1)|22,+ + Cη|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|22,+ + ǫ|r̂|22,−

.η‖âs‖22 + Cη‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + Cη|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|22,+ + ǫ|r̂|22,−.
As to S2 : (2.8), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality together with (2.15) gives

|S2| ≤η‖âs‖22 + Cη‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + Cη‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖22.
For S3 : (2.9), one has from (2.15) that

|S3| ≤Cǫ2‖Φ‖2‖∇̂xφas‖2{‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ + ‖f̂R,2‖∞}
≤εΦ,α‖âs‖22 + Cǫ4‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + Cǫ4‖f̂R,2‖2∞.

For S4 : (2.10), in view of Hölder’s inequality and (2.15), it follows

|S4| ≤Cαǫ‖∇̂xφas‖H1
z
{‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2 + ‖f̂R,2‖2}

≤η‖âs‖22 + Cη(αǫ)
2‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + Cη(αǫ)

2‖f̂R,2‖22.
For S5 : (2.11), applying Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we get

|S5| ≤CεΦ,αǫ
3
2 ‖∇̂xφas‖H1

z
{‖f̂1‖∞ + ‖k̄f̂2‖∞}

≤η‖âs‖22 + Cηε
2
Φ,αǫ

3{‖f̂1‖∞ + ‖k̄f̂2‖∞}2.
For S6 : (2.12), using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality again, we get from Lemma A.15 and (2.15) that for l2 ≫ 2

|S6| ≤
1

ǫ

(
Q̂(µ,

√
µ{I−P}f̂R) + Q̂(

√
µ{I−P}f̂R, µ), (|v|2 − 10)v · ∇̂xφas

)

.
1

ǫ

∫ 1

−1

∣∣∣wl2√µ{I−P}f̂R
∣∣∣
2
|∇̂xφas |dz
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.
1

ǫ

{
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2 + ‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2

}
‖∇̂xφas‖2

≤η‖âs‖22 + Cηǫ
−2‖wl2 f̂R,1‖22 + Cηǫ

−2‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖22,

where we have used the following notation

Q̂(f̂ , ĝ) = Fx̄{Q(f, g)}. (2.19)

Finally, for S7 : (2.12), utilizing Lemma A.15 and (2.15), we have

|S7| ≤ǫ
1
2

∣∣∣
(
Q̂(f̂R,1 +

√
µf̂R,2, f̂R,1 +

√
µf̂R,2), (|v|2 − 10)v · ∇̂xφas

)∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣(Q̂(

√
µ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2),

√
µf̂R) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,

√
µ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2)), (|v|2 − 10)v · ∇̂xφas)

∣∣∣

+ ǫ
3
2

∣∣∣(Q̂(
√
µf̂2,

√
µf̂2), (|v|2 − 10)v · ∇̂xφas)

∣∣∣

.ǫ
1
2

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄

|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2
√
µf̂R,2(l̄)|2|∇̂xφas(k̄)|dz

+ ǫ
1
2

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄

|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2|∇̂xφas(k̄)|dz

+ ǫ
1
2

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄

|wl2√µf̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2|∇̂xφas(k̄)|dz

+

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄

{
|wl2

√
µf̂1(k̄ − l̄)|2 + |wl2

√
µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2

}{
|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2 + |wl2

√
µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

}
|∇̂xφas(k̄)|dz

+ ǫ
3
2

∫ 1

−1

∑

l̄

|wl2√µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂2(l̄)|2|∇̂xφas(k̄)|dz.

Then we get

|S7| .ǫ
1
2 ‖∇̂xφas(k̄, z)‖2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l̄

|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ
1
2 ‖∇̂xφas(k̄, z)‖2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l̄

|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ
1
2 ‖∇̂xφas(k̄, z)‖2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l̄

|wl2√µf̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ‖∇̂xφas(k̄, z)‖2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l̄

{
|wl2

√
µf̂1(k̄ − l̄)|2 + |wl2

√
µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2

}{
|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2 + |wl2

√
µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

}∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ǫ
3
2 ‖∇̂xφas(k̄, z)‖2

∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l̄

|wl2
√
µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2

√
µf̂2(l̄)|2

∥∥∥∥∥
2

. (2.20)

Furthermore, using generalized Minkowski’s inequality
∥∥∥∥∥
∑

k̄

|f̂(k̄, z)|
∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∑

k̄

∥∥∥f̂(k̄, z)
∥∥∥
2
, (2.21)

one has

|S7| ≤η‖âs‖22 + Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

(∫ 1

−1

(
|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

)2
dz

) 1
2

]2
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+ Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

(∫ 1

−1

(
|wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2

)2
dz

) 1
2

]2

+ Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

(∫ 1

−1

(
|wl2√µf̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

)2
dz

) 1
2

]2

+ Cη

[∑

l̄

(∫ 1

−1

({
|wl2√µf̂1(k̄ − l̄)|2 + |wl2√µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2

}{
|wl2 f̂R,1(l̄)|2 + |wl2√µf̂R,2(l̄)|2

})2
dz

) 1
2

]2

+ Cǫ
3
2

[∑

l̄

(∫ 1

−1

(
|wl2√µf̂2(k̄ − l̄)|2|wl2√µf̂2(l̄)|2

)2
dz

) 1
2

]2

≤η‖âs‖22 + Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖2
]2

+ Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,1(l̄)‖∞
]2

+ Cηǫ

[∑

l̄

‖wl2 f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖2
]2

+ Cǫ
3
2

[∑

l̄

‖f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂2(l̄)‖2
]2

+ Cη

[∑

l̄

{
‖f̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞ + ‖f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞

}{
‖wl∞ f̂R,1(l̄)‖2∞ + ‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖2

}]2
.

Now putting the above estimates together and utilizing Lemma A.3, we conclude
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖âs‖2 .
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|2,+

+


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2 + εΦ,α‖Pf̂R,2‖2 + εΦ,αǫ
1
2 . (2.22)

Estimates on bs. We intend to show that bs shares the same bound as (2.22). To do so, let us define

Ψ̂ = Ψ̂bs =

3∑

m=1

Ψ̂J,m
bs

, J = 1, 2, 3, bs = (bs,1, bs,2, bs,3),

with

Ψ̂J,m
bs

=





|v|2vmvJ ∂̂mφJ − 7
2 (v

2
m − 1)∂̂JφJµ

1
2 , J 6= m,

7
2 (v

2
J − 1)∂̂JφJµ

1
2 , J = m,

where

(|k̄|2 − ∂2
z )φ̂J = b̂s,J , φ̂J (k̄,±1) = 0, and ∂1 = ∂x, ∂2 = ∂y, ∂3 = ∂z.

As (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17), one has the following elliptic estimates

‖|k̄|2φ̂J (k̄, z)‖2 + ‖|k̄|φ̂J (k̄, z)‖H1
z
+ ‖φ̂J‖H2

z
. ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2,

(1 + |k̄|)
{
‖|k̄|φ̂J (k̄, z)‖2 + ‖φ̂J (k̄, z)‖H1

z

}
. ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2,
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and the trace inequality

(1 + |k̄|)‖φ̂J (k̄,±1)‖2 + ‖∂zφ̂J (k̄,±1)‖2 . ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2. (2.23)

We now turn to compute (2.6) with Ψ being replaced by Ψbs term by term. By a direct calculation, the left
hand side of (2.6) gives

−
3∑

m=1

(
Pf̂R,v · ̂∇ΨJ,m

bs

)

= −
3∑

m=1,m 6=J

(
vmvJµ

1
2 b̂s,J , |v|2vmvJµ

1
2 ∂̂2

mφJ

)

−
3∑

m=1,m 6=J

(
vmvJµ

1
2 b̂s,m, |v|2vmvJµ

1
2 ̂∂J∂mφJ

)

+ 7

3∑

m=1,m 6=J

(
b̂s,m, ̂∂m∂JφJ

)
− 7

(
b̂s,J , ∂̂2

JφJ

)
= 7‖b̂s,J‖22.

For S1 on the right hand side of (2.6), by using (2.23) and (2.18), one has

|S1| =
∣∣∣∣∣

3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
bs

(1), vz f̂R(1))

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
bs

(−1), vz f̂R(−1))

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣

3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
bs

(1), vz{I− Pγ}f̂R(1)1γ+ + ǫ
1
2 vz r̂1γ−)

∣∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣∣
3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
bs

(−1), vz{I− Pγ}f̂R(−1)1γ+ + ǫ
1
2 vz r̂1γ−)

∣∣∣∣∣ (2.24)

.

3∑

J=1

‖b̂s,J‖2{|wl2√µ{I− Pγ}f̂R(±1)|2,+ + ǫ
1
2 |r̂|2,−}

.η‖b̂s‖22 + Cη‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + Cη|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|22,+ + ǫ|r̂|22,−.
The remaining terms on the right hand side of (2.6) can be handled in the same way as for deriving (2.22),
we omit the details for brevity.

Estimates on cs. Set

Ψ̂ = Ψ̂cs = (|v|2 − 5)
{
v · ∇̂xφcs

}
µ

1
2 ,

where
(|k̄|2 − ∂2

z )φ̂cs = ĉs, φ̂cs(k̄,±1) = 0.

It can be seen that φ̂cs enjoys the same estimates as (2.15), (2.16) and (2.17). To evaluate each term in (2.6)
with Ψ replaced by Ψcs , we focus exclusively on handling S1, as the other terms can be computed using the
same approach employed to derive (2.22). The key point is that S1 will be also reduced to

S1 =− ((|v|2 − 5){ik̄ · v̄ + vz∂z}φ̂cs(1), vz{I− Pγ}f̂R(1)1γ+ + vzǫ
1
2 r̂1γ−)

+ ((|v|2 − 5){ik̄ · v̄ + vz∂z}φ̂cs(−1), vz{I− Pγ}f̂R(−1)1γ+ + vzǫ
1
2 r̂1γ−),

due to the parity (2.18). Hence cs also enjoys the bound as (2.22).
This is the end of the macroscopic estimates. In the next step, we concern the L1

k̄
L∞
z,v estimates.

2.2. L1
k̄
L∞
z,v estimates. Taking the Fourier transform of equations (1.30), (1.31), (1.32) and (1.33) with

respect to x̄ = (x, y), one has

ik̄ · v̄f̂R,1 + vz∂z f̂R,1 + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇vf̂R,1 + ikxαǫzf̂R,1 − αǫvz∂vx f̂R,1 +
1

ǫ
νf̂R,1

=
1

ǫ
χMKf̂R,1 +

ǫ2

2
Φ(z) · v√µf̂R,2 −

αǫvxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}f̂R,2 (2.25)
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− ǫ
5
2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2)− αǫ

3
2 izkx(

√
µf̂2) + αǫ

3
2 vz∂vx(

√
µf̂2)

+ ǫ
1
2 Q̂(f̂R,1, f̂R,1) + ǫ

1
2 Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µf̂R,2) + ǫ

1
2 Q̂(

√
µf̂R,2, f̂R,1)

+ Q̂(f̂R,1,
√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}) + Q̂(

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}, f̂R,1) + ǫ

3
2 Q̂(

√
µf̂2,

√
µf̂2),

f̂R,1(k̄,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (2.26)

and

ik̄ · v̄f̂R,2 + vz∂z f̂R,2 + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇vf̂R,2 + αǫikxzf̂R,2 − αǫvz∂vx f̂R,2 +
1

ǫ
Lf̂R,2

=
1

ǫ
(1− χM )µ−1/2Kf̂R,1 −

αǫvxvz
2

Pf̂R,2

+ Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2) + ǫ
1
2 Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2), (2.27)

f̂R,2(k̄,±1, v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

{f̂R,1(k̄,±1, ṽ) + f̂R,2(k̄,±1, ṽ)
√
µ}|ṽz|dṽ

+ ǫ
1
2 r̂. (2.28)

Next, let us introduce a parameter t ∈ (−∞,+∞) and regard (z,v) as the functions of t. Denote [Z(s; t, z,v),
V(s; t, z,v)] by the characteristic line of both the equations (2.25) and (2.27) passing through (t, z,v). It is
straightforward to see that [Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, z,v)] is determined by the ODE system

dZ

ds
= Vz,

dV

ds
= ǫ2Φ(Z)− αǫVze1, V = (Vx, Vy, Vz), (2.29)

with [Z(t; t, z,v),V(t; t, z,v)] = (z,v) and e1 = (1, 0, 0). It follows from (2.29) that




Z(s) = z + (s− t)vz + ǫ2
∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z(η))dηdτ,

V(s) = v + ǫ2
∫ s

t

Φ(Z(τ))dτ − αǫvz(s− t)e1 − αǫ3
∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z(η))dηdτe1.

(2.30)

For any (t, z,v) ∈ (−∞,+∞)× [−1, 1]× R3 with z 6= 0, we define the backward exit time as

tb(z,v) = inf{τ ≥ 0|Z(t− τ ; t, z,v) /∈ (−1, 1)}. (2.31)

This is the first moment when the backward characteristic line [Z(s; t, z,v), V(s; t, z,v)] emerges from
z = ±1. Note that tb(z,v) is well-defined if (z,v) ∈ [−1, 1]×R3/γ0, and tb(z,v) = 0 if (z,v) ∈ γ−. We also
define the backward exit position

zb(z,v) = Z(t− tb; t, z,v) ∈ {±1}.
Similarly, we introduce the forward exit time

tf (z,v) = inf{τ ≥ 0|Z(t+ τ ; t, z,v) /∈ (−1, 1)},
and define

zf (z,v) = Z(t+ tf ; t, z,v).

For random variable vl with l ≥ 0, we define the backward time cycles

(t0, z0,v0) = (t, z,v), vl = (vl,x, vl,y, vl,z), (2.32)

(tl+1, zl+1,vl+1) = (tl − tb(zl,vl), zb(zl,vl),vl+1).

We also set

Z l
cl(s; t, z,v) = 1[tl+1,tl)(s)Z(s; tl, zl,vl),

Vl
cl
(s; t, z,v) = 1[tl+1,tl)(s)V(s; tl, zl,vl).

Note that [Z0
cl
(s),V0

cl
(s)] = [Z(s),V(s)] and zl ∈ {±1} for l ≥ 1. Moreover, tl can be negative.
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Next, to handle the diffusive reflection boundary condition (2.28), we introduce the stochastic cycle
integrals as follows. Denote Vl = {vl ∈ R3 | vl · n(zl) > 0}, where n(zl) = (0, 0, 1) if zl = 1 and n(zl) =
(0, 0,−1) if zl = −1. Let the iterated integral for L ≥ 2 be defined as

∫
L−1∏

l=1

Vl

L−1∏

l=1

dσl ≡
∫

V1

· · ·
{∫

VL−1

dσL−1

}
dσ1, (2.33)

where dσl =
√
2πµ(vl)|vl,z |dvl is a probability measure.

Along the characteristic line (2.29), for (z,v) ∈ [−1, 1]× R3\(γ− ∪ γ0), we now write the solution of the
system (2.25) and (2.26) with polynomial weight wl∞(v) as the following mild form

(wl∞ f̂R,1)(z(t),v(t))

=
1

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

{
χMwl∞Kf̂R,1

}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

− αǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

{
wl∞

vxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}f̂R,2

}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

+
ǫ2

2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞Φ · v√µf̂R,2

}
(Z(s), V (s)) ds

+

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞

(
−ǫ

5
2Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2)− αǫ

3
2 izk1(

√
µf̂2) + αǫ

3
2 vz∂vx(

√
µf̂2)

)}
(Z(s),V(s))ds

+ ǫ
1
2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞

(
Q̂(f̂R,1, f̂R,1) + Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µf̂R,2) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,2, f̂R,1)

)}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds,

+

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞

(
Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}) + Q̂(

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}, f̂R,1)

)}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

+ ǫ
3
2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞

(
Q̂(

√
µf̂2,

√
µf̂2)

)}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds,

where

Aǫ(τ,V(τ)) =
1

ǫ
ν(V(τ)) − 2ǫ2l∞

V (τ) · Φ(Z)

1 + |V(τ)|2 + 2l∞αǫ
Vx(τ)Vz(τ)

1 + |V(τ)|2
+ ik̄ · V̄ + ikxZαǫ,

V̄ =(Vx, Vy).

Note that
∣∣∣e−

∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

∣∣∣ ≤ e−
1
2ǫ

∫ t
s
ν(V(τ))dτ , (2.34)

provided that ǫ > 0 and ǫl∞ > 0 are suitably small. By Lemmas A.11 and A.14, it is easy to show the
following bound

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ .
{
(1 +M)−γ + ς + ǫ

} ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞

+ ǫ
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞





+ ǫ2{α+ ǫ}
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ + εΦ,αǫ
5
2 . (2.35)

By taking M > 0 sufficiently large and ς > 0 as well as ǫ > 0 small enough, (2.35) further gives
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ . ǫ2{α+ ǫ}
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ + εΦ,αǫ
5
2 (2.36)
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+ ǫ
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞



 .

Similarly, one can write the solution of (2.27) and (2.28) with polynomial weight wl∞(v) as

(wl∞ f̂R,2)(z(t),v(t))

=
1

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

{
wl∞Kf̂R,2

}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+
1

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ

{
wl∞((1 − χM )µ− 1

2Kf̂R,1

}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

−αǫ

2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

{
wl∞vxvzPf̂R,2

}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

+

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s
Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

{
wl∞

(
Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2) + ǫ

1
2 Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2)

)}
(Z(s),V(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I4

+

11∑

n=5

In, (2.37)

where (z,v) ∈ [−1, 1]× R3\(γ− ∪ γ0), and for L ≥ 2,

I5 =
√
2πe

−
∫ t
t1

Aǫ(τ,V (τ))dτ [
wl∞√

µ
]
(V (t1))︸ ︷︷ ︸

W

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(wl∞ f̂R,2)(tL, zL, V
L−1
cl

(tL)) dΣL−1(tL),

I6 =
L−1∑

l=1

W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

{
wl∞

(
Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2) + ǫ

1
2 Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2)

)}
(Z l

cl
,Vl

cl
)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

I7 =
1

ǫ

L−1∑

l=1

W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

{
wl∞Kf̂R,2

}
(Z l

cl,V
l
cl)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

I8 =
1

ǫ

L−1∑

l=1

W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

{
(1 − χM )wl∞µ− 1

2Kf̂R,1

}
(Z l

cl,V
l
cl)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

I9 =− α

2

L−1∑

l=1

W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

{
wl∞vxvzPf̂R,2

}
(Z l

cl,V
l
cl)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

I10 =W
L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(
wl∞

√
µ
f̂R,1

)
(tl, zl,V

l
cl(tl))dΣl(tl),

I11 =ǫ
1
2 e

−
∫

t
t1

Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ (
wl∞ r̂

)
(t1, z1,V(t1))

+ ǫ
1
2W

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(
wl∞ r̂

)
(tl+1, zl+1,V

l
cl
(tl+1))dΣl(tl+1).
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Moreover, in the above expressions we have used the following notations

Σl(s) =

L−1∏

j=l+1

dσje
−

∫ tl
s

Aǫ(τ,Vl
cl
(τ))dτw2(vl)dσl (2.38)

×
l−1∏

j=1

w2(vj)

w2(V
j
cl
(tj+1))

e
−

∫ tj
tj+1

Aǫ(τ,Vj
cl
(τ))dτ

dσj ,

and

w2(v) = (
√
2πwl∞

√
µ)−1(v). (2.39)

Note that we take L = C1T
5
4
0 for T0 defined in Lemma A.4.

The L∞ estimates for f̂R,2 is more complicated because K has no smallness property. To overcome this
difficulty, one available way is to iterate (2.37) twice. Let us first compute In (1 ≤ n ≤ 11) term by term.
Recalling the definition (A.44) for kw, one directly has by (2.34)

|I1| ≤
1

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V (s),v′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s, Z(s),v′)|dv′ds.

By Lemma A.13, it follows

|I2| ≤
C

ǫ
‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτds ≤ C‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞.

It is straightforward to see

|I3| ≤ Cαǫ2‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞.

For I4, Lemma A.14 gives

|I4| ≤Cǫ
{
‖wl∞ν−1Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ν−1Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2)‖∞

}

+ Cǫ
3
2 ‖wl∞ν−1Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2)‖∞

≤Cǫ
∑

l̄∈Z2

{‖wl∞ f̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞}‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞

+ Cǫ
3
2

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞.

For I5, motivated by the approach developed in [47], let us first choose a sufficiently large T0 > 0 and then
write

I5 =W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

1tL≥t−T0(w
l∞ f̂R,2)(tL, zL, V

L−1
cl

(tL)) dΣL−1(tL)

+W
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

1tL<t−T0(w
l∞ f̂R,2)(tL, zL, V

L−1
cl

(tL)) dΣL−1(tL) =: I5,1 + I5,2.

For I5,1, in light of Lemma A.4, it follows

|I5,1| ≤ C(l∞)2−C2T
5
4
0 ‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞.

Here, for 0 < η0 ≪ 1, we utilized the estimate

w2(vj)

w2(V
j
cl
(tj+1))

=
wl∞(Vj

cl
(tj+1))µ

1
2 (Vj

cl
(tj+1))

wl∞(vj)µ
1
2 (vj)

(2.40)

=
(1 + |Vj

cl
(tj+1)|2)l∞

(1 + |vj |2)l∞
e

|vj |
2−|V

j
cl

(tj+1)|2

4

≤2l∞(1 + |Vj
cl
(tj+1)− vj |2)l∞eCη0ǫ

2

e
η0|vj |2

4 ≤ C(l∞)e
η0|vj |

2

4 .
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As for I5,2, since t − tL > T0 > 0, the exponential term becomes very small, that is, from Lemma A.4 and
(2.40), and using





∣∣∣∣e
−

∫ tl
tl+1

Aǫ(τ,V(τ))dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≥ e
− 1

2ǫ

∫ tl
tl+1

ν(V(τ))dτ ≥ e−
ν0(tl−tl+1)

2ǫ ,

e−
ν0(t−t1)

2ǫ e−
ν0(t1−t2)

2ǫ · · · e−
ν0(tl−s)

2ǫ = e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ,

(2.41)

we have for 0 < η0 ≪ 1 that

|I5,2| ≤‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞C(l∞)e−
ν0(t−t1)

2ǫ

×
∫

ΠL−1
l=1 Vl

dσl1tL(t,z,v,v1,v2...,vL−1)<t−T0
ΠL−1

l=1 e−
ν0(tl−tl+1)

2ǫ e
η0
2 |vl|

2

≤‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞C(l∞)e−
ν0T0
2ǫ . (2.42)

Using Lemma A.14 and applying (2.40) and (2.41) again, one gets

|I6| ≤C(l∞)

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫

tl
s

ν(Vl
cl(τ))

2ǫ dτν(vl)

L−1∏

j=l+1

dσjw2(vl)dσl

l−1∏

j=1

e
η0
2 |vj|

2

dσjds

×
{∥∥∥wl∞ν−1

(
Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2)

)∥∥∥
∞

+ ǫ
1
2 ‖wl∞ν−1Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2)‖∞

}

≤ǫLC(l∞)




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞(f̂1 + ǫf̂2)(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ + ǫ
1
2

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞



 .

Similarly, it follows

|I8|, |I10| ≤ LC(l∞)‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞, |I9| ≤ αLC(l∞)‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞,

|I11| ≤ ǫ
1
2LC(l∞)‖wl∞ r̂‖∞,

and

|I7| ≤ ǫ−1C(l∞)e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl
(s),v′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s, Z

l
cl
(s),v′)|dv′ dΣl(s)ds.

Up to now, we cannot obtain the desired estimate of the right hand side of the above inequality. However,
putting all the estimates above together, we arrive at

|wl∞ f̂R,2|

≤C

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s),v′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s, Z(s; t, z,v),v′)|dv′ds

+
C(l∞)

ǫ
e
−

∫ t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl
(s), v′)

× |(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s, Z
l
cl(s; t, z,v),v

′)|dv′ dΣl(s)ds

+Q(t), (2.43)

where

Q(t) =LC(l∞)‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞
+ Cǫ

∑

l̄∈Z2

{
‖wl∞ f̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞

}
‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞

+ Cǫ
3
2

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞ + ǫ
1
2LC(l∞)‖wl∞ r̂‖∞.
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The key point now is to handle the above bound by iteration method. To do this, let us define a new
backward stochastic cycle as

(t′ℓ+1, z
′
ℓ+1,v

′
ℓ+1) = (t′ℓ − tb(z

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ), zb(z

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ),v

′
ℓ+1),

and the starting point

(t′0, z
′
0,v

′
0) = (s, z′,v′) := (s, Z(s),v′) or (s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),

for some s ∈ R and l ∈ Z+. Furthermore, for ℓ ∈ Z+, we also denote

Zℓ
cl
(s′; s, z′,v′) = 1[t′ℓ+1,t

′
ℓ)
(s′)Z(s′; t′ℓ, z

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ),

Vℓ
cl
(s′; s, z′,v′) = 1[t′ℓ+1,t

′
ℓ)
(s′)V(s′; t′ℓ, z

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ),

where Z and V are defined in (2.30). To be consistent, we set [Z0
cl
(s′),V0

cl
(s′)] := [Z(s′),V(s′)].

Iterating (2.43) again, one has

|wl∞ f̂R,2| ≤
C

ǫ2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s),v′)

∫ s

t′1

e−
∫

s
s′

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s′; s, Z(s),v′),v′′)

× |(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Z(s′; s, Z(s),v′),v′′)| dv′′ds′dv′ds

+
C

ǫ2

∫ t

t1

e−
∫

t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s),v′)e
−

∫ s
t′
1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

V′
j

∫ t′ℓ

t′ℓ+1

∫

R3

kw(V
ℓ
cl
(s′; s, Z(s),v′),v′′)

× |(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Zℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ds

+
C

ǫ2
e
−

∫ t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl(s),v

′)

∫ s

t′1

e−
∫ s
s′

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s′; s, Z l
cl(s),v

′),v′′)

× |(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Z(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)| dv′′ds′dv′ dΣl(s)ds

+
C

ǫ2
e
−

∫ t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1
Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl(s;v),v

′)e
−

∫
s
t′
1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1
V′

j

∫ t′ℓ

t′ℓ+1

∫

R3

× kw(V
ℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z l
cl(s),v

′),v′′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Zℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z l

cl(s),v
′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ dΣl(s)ds

+
C

ǫ

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫

R3

kw(V(s),v′)Q(s)dv′ds

+
C(l∞)

ǫ
e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl
(s),v′)Q(s)dv′ dΣl(s)ds, (2.44)

where

Σℓ(s
′) =

L−1∏

j=ℓ+1

dσ′
je

−
∫ t′ℓ
s′

Aǫ(τ,Vℓ
cl
(τ))dτw2(v

′
ℓ)dσ

′
ℓ

ℓ−1∏

j=1

w2(v
′
j)

w2(V
j
cl
(tj+1))

e
−

∫ t′j

t′
j+1

Aǫ(τ,Vj
cl
(τ))dτ

dσ′
j ,

with

dσ′
j =

√
2πµ(v′

j)|v′j,z |dv′
j , v′

j = (v′j,x, v
′
j,y, v

′
j,z), 1 ≤ j ≤ L− 1,

and

V ′
ℓ = {v′

ℓ ∈ R3 | v′
ℓ · n(z′ℓ) > 0}.

(2.44) further provides

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ ≤ η‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ + ǫ−
1
2 ‖f̂R,2‖2 +Q. (2.45)

To prove (2.45), we only compute the fourth term on the right hand side of (2.44), because the other terms can
be estimated similarly. For any sufficiently small κ0 > 0, we first divide [t′ℓ+1, t

′
ℓ] as [t

′
ℓ+1, t

′
ℓ−κ0ǫ]∪(t′ℓ−κ0ǫ, t

′
ℓ],
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then rewrite the fourth term on the right hand side of (2.44) as

J :=
C

ǫ2
e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

R3

kw(V
l
cl
(s;v),v′)e

−
∫ s
t′1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

+

∫ t′ℓ

t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

)

×
∫

R3

kw(V
ℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z l
cl(s),v

′),v′′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Zℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z l

cl(s),v
′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ dΣl(s)ds

def

=J1 + J2.

It should be pointed out that we always assume t − tL ≤ T0 and t′ − t′
L
≤ T0 in the following, because if

t− tL > T0 or t′ − t′
L
> T0 , the small contribution can be obtained as the way of showing (2.42).

For J2, by Lemma A.7, one has

J2 ≤κ0CL

ǫ
e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

dΣl(s)ds

∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

ΠL−1
ℓ=1 e

η0
2 |v′

ℓ|
2

dσℓ‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞

≤κ0CL
2

ǫ

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ds

∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

ΠL−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞

≤κ0CL
2‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞. (2.46)

Note that κ0ǫ is chosen so that one can eliminate ǫ−singularity of order one.
For J1, the computation is divided into the following three cases.

Case 1. |Vl
cl
(s;v)| > M or |Vℓ

cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′)| > M . In this case, by Lemma A.7, it follows that

∫

R3

|kw(V
l
cl
(s;v),v′)|dv′, or

∫

R3

|kw(V
ℓ
cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′ ≤ C(l∞)

1 +M
.

Therefore, one has by performing the similar calculations as for obtaining (2.46) that

|J1| ≤
C(l∞)

1 +M
‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞.

Case 2. |Vl
cl
(s;v)| ≤ M and |v′| > 2M , or |Vℓ

cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′)| ≤ M and |v′′| > 2M . In this regime, we have

either |Vl
cl
(s;v) − v′| > M or |Vℓ

cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′) − v′′| > M . Then either of the following two estimates

holds correspondingly

kw(V
l
cl
(s;v),v′) ≤ Ce−

εM2

16 kw(V
l
cl
(s;v),v′)e

ε|Vl
cl

−v
′|2

16 ,

kw(V
ℓ
cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′) ≤ Ce−

εM2

16 kw(V
ℓ
cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)e

ε|Vℓ
cl

−v
′′|2

16 .

This together with Lemma A.7 implies

|J1| ≤ C(l∞)e−
εM2

16 ‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞.

Case 3. |Vl
cl
(s;v)| ≤ M , |v′| ≤ 2M , |Vℓ

cl
(s′;Z l

cl
(s),v′)| ≤ M and |v′′| ≤ 2M . The key point here is to con-

vert the L1 integral with respect to the double v variables into the L2 norm with respect to the variables z
and v. To do so, for any large N > 0, we choose a number M(N) to define kw,M (v,v′) as

kw,M (v,v′) ≡ 1|v−v′|≥ 1
M ,|v′|≤2Mkw(v,v

′),kw,M (v′,v′′) (2.47)

≡ 1|v′−v′′|≥ 1
M ,|v′′|≤2Mkw(v

′,v′′),

and then decompose

kw(V
l
cl
(s),v′)kw(V

ℓ
cl
(s′),v′′)

= {kw(V
l
cl
(s),v′)− kw,M (Vl

cl
(s),v′)}kw(V

ℓ
cl
,v′′)

+ {kw(V
ℓ
cl
(s′),v′′)− kw,M (Vℓ

cl
(s′),v′′)}kw,M (Vl

cl
,v′)

+ kw,M (Vl
cl(s),v

′)kw,M (Vℓ
cl(s

′),v′′).
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As for deducing (2.46), the first two difference terms lead to a small contribution in J1 as

C(l∞)

M
‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞.

For the remaining main contribution of the bounded product kw,M (Vl
cl
(s),v′)kw,M (Vℓ

cl
(s′),v′′), we denote

z̃ = Zℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z l
cl(s),v

′) = 1[t′ℓ+1,t
′
ℓ)
(s′)Z(s′; t′ℓ, z

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ) (2.48)

= z′ℓ + (s′ − t′ℓ)v
′
ℓ,z + ǫ2

∫ s′

t′ℓ

∫ τ ′

t′ℓ

Φz(Z(η′))dη′dτ ′,

where Z(η′) = Z(η′; t′ℓ, z
′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ). Applying a change of variable v′ℓ,z → z̃, one gets

| ∂z̃

∂v′ℓ,z
| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∂(z′ℓ − (t′ℓ − s′)v′ℓ,z)

∂v′ℓ,z
+ ǫ2

∫ s′

t′ℓ

∫ τ ′

t′ℓ

∂[Φz(Z(η′))]

∂v′ℓ,z
dη′dτ ′

∣∣∣∣∣ . (2.49)

On the other hand, from (2.48), we have

∂Z(η′)

∂v′ℓ,z
= (η′ − t′ℓ) + ǫ2

∫ η′

t′ℓ

∫ τ ′

t′ℓ

dΦz(Z(η′′))

dZ

∂Z(η′′)

∂v′ℓ,z
dη′′dτ ′,

which together with Gronwall’s inequality gives
∣∣∣∣∣
∂Z(η′)

∂v′ℓ,z

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |η′ − t′ℓ|eǫ
2C(Φ)T 2

0 .

Plugging this into (2.49) and noticing that ǫ > 0 can be small enough, we further have

| ∂z̃

∂v′ℓ,z
| & |t′ℓ − s′| > κ0ǫ, (2.50)

due to s′ ∈ (t′ℓ+1, t
′
ℓ − κ0ǫ). We now compute the remaining delicate term as follows

C

ǫ2
e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

|v′|62M

kw,M (Vl
cl(s;v),v

′)e
−

∫ s
t′
1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

V′
j

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

×
∫

|v′′|62M

kw,M (Vℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z l
cl(s),v

′),v′′)|(wl∞ f̂R,2)(s
′, Zℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z l

cl(s),v
′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣ′

ℓ(s
′)ds′dv′ dΣl(s)ds

.
C(l∞,M)

ǫ2
e
−

∫
t
t1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ tl

tl+1

∫

|v′|62M

e
−

∫ s
t′1

ν(V(τ))
2ǫ dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1,j 6=ℓ

V′
j

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

×
L−1∏

j=ℓ+1

dσ′
j

∫

Vℓ

∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z l

cl(s),v
′),v′′)|dv′′e−

∫ t′ℓ
s′

Aǫ(τ,Vℓ
cl
(τ))dτw2(v

′
ℓ)dσ

′
ℓ

×
ℓ−1∏

j=1

e
η0
2 |v′

j|
2

e
−

∫ t′j

t′
j+1

Aǫ(τ,Vj
cl
(τ))dτ

dσ′
jds

′dv′ dΣl(s)ds

.
C(l∞,M)

ǫ2

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ds

∫

V′
ℓ

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

e−
ν0(s−s′)

2ǫ

∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z l

cl(s),v
′),v′′)|dv′′w2(v

′
ℓ)dσ

′
ℓds

′

.
C(l∞,M)

ǫ2

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ds

∫

v′
ℓ,z>0, |v′

ℓ|≤M

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

e−
ν0(s−s′)

2ǫ

×
∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′dw2(v

′
ℓ)σ

′
ℓds

′

+
C(l∞,M)

ǫ2

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ds

∫

v′
ℓ,z>0, |v′

ℓ|≥M

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

e−
ν0(s−s′)

2ǫ



3D COUETTE FLOW VIA BOLTZMANN EQUATION IN DIFFUSIVE LIMIT 29

×
∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′dw2(v

′
ℓ)σ

′
ℓds

′

.
C(l∞,M)

ǫ2

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
ν0(t−s)

2ǫ ds

∫

v′
ℓ,z>0, |v′

ℓ|≤M ′

∫ t′ℓ−κ0ǫ

t′ℓ+1

e−
ν0(s−s′)

2ǫ

×
∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′w2(v

′
ℓ)dσ

′
ℓds

′

+
C(l∞,M)

M ′
‖f̂R,2‖∞

.C(l∞,M)

∫

v′
ℓ,z>0, |v′

ℓ|≤M ′

∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂2(s′, Zℓ
cl
(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′

√
2πµ(v′

ℓ)v
′
ℓ,zdv

′
ℓ

+
C(l∞,M)

M ′
‖f̂R,2‖∞.

Utilizing Hölder’s inequality and (2.50), we see that the above bound is further dominated by

C(l∞,M)

{∫

v′
ℓ,z>0, |v′

ℓ|≤M ′

∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, Zℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|2dv′′dv′

ℓ

} 1
2

+
C(l∞,M)

M ′
‖f̂R,2‖∞

.
C(l∞,M)

ǫ
1
2

{∫ 1

−1

∫

|v′′|62M

|f̂R,2(s
′, z̃,v′′)|2dv′′dz̃

} 1
2

+
C(l∞,M)

M ′
‖f̂R,2‖∞, (2.51)

where M ′ is a large positive constant. Putting all the estimates above together, we see that (2.45) is valid.
Furthermore, (2.45) together with Lemma A.3 gives

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ ≤ǫ−
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 + C
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ (2.52)

+ Cǫ
3
2


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞




2

+ CεΦ,αǫ
1
2 .

Consequently, we get from (2.36) and (2.52) that

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ +
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ (2.53)

≤C
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 + Cǫ2


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞




2

+ C
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞



+ CεΦ,αǫ.

This is the end of the second step. Next, we need to close our final estimates, that’s to obtain the L1
k̄
L2
z,v

estimates on fR,1 and fR,2.

2.3. L1
k̄
L2
z,v estimate on fR,2. In this step, we intend to obtain the L1

k̄
L2
z,v control of fR,2. Taking the

inner product of (2.27) with f̂R,2 over (k̄, z,v) ∈ Z2 × (−1, 1)× R3 and taking the real part of the identity,
one has

ǫ−1Re(vz∂z f̂R,2, f̂R,2) +
1

ǫ2
Re(Lf̂R,2, f̂R,2)

=Re
(
ǫ−2(1− χM )µ−1/2Kf̂R,1 −

αvxvz
2

Pf̂R,2, f̂R,2

)
(2.54)
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+ ǫ−1Re
(
{Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2)}, f̂R,2

)

+ ǫ−
1
2Re(Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2), f̂R,2).

Next, using Lemma A.15 and the generalized Minkowski’s inequality (2.21), one has

ǫ−
1
2 |(Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2), f̂R,2)| .

1

ǫ2
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν (2.55)

+ ǫ

∫ 1

−1

(∑

l̄

‖f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν
)2

dz

.
1

ǫ2
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν

+ ǫ

{∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν
}2

.

Thus, (2.55), (2.54) and (2.28) give

δ0
ǫ2
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν +

1

2ǫ
|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2|22,+

.
Cη

ǫ4
‖f̂R,1‖22 + (η + Cα)‖f̂R,2‖22

+ Cǫ−1Re
(
{Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2)}, f̂R,2

)

+ ǫ−
1
2 |Re(Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2), f̂R,2)|+ η|Pγ f̂R,2|22,+

+
Cη

ǫ2
‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + C|r̂|22,−

.
Cη

ǫ4
‖f̂R,1‖22 + (η + Cα)‖f̂R,2‖22 +

η

ǫ2
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν

+ Cη




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖ν
{
‖wl∞ f̂1(l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ f̂2(l̄)‖∞

}




2

+ ǫ




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν





2

+ η|Pγ f̂R,2|22,+

+
Cη

ǫ2
‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + C|r̂|22,−, (2.56)

where the following estimate on the boundary term has been used
∫

R3

vz f̂
2
R,2(1)dv −

∫

R3

vz f̂
2
R,2(−1)dv

=

∫

vz>0

vz f̂
2
R,2(1)dv −

∫

vz<0

vz(Pγ f̂R,2 + P̄γ f̂R,1 + ǫ
1
2 r̂)2(1)dv

−
∫

vz<0

vz f̂
2
2 (−1)dv −

∫

vz>0

vz(Pγ f̂R,2 + P̄γ f̂R,1 + ǫ
1
2 r̂)2(−1)dv

≥
∫

vz>0

vz({I− Pγ}f̂R,2)
2(1)dv +

∫

vz<0

|vz |({I− Pγ}f̂R,2)
2(−1)dv

− ηǫ

∫

vz<0

|vz|(Pγ f̂R,2)
2(1)dv − ηǫ

∫

vz>0

|vz|(Pγ f̂R,2)
2(−1)dv

− Cη

ǫ

∫

vz<0

|vz||P̄γ f̂R,1(1)|2dv − Cη

ǫ

∫

vz>0

|vz ||P̄γ f̂R,1(−1)|2dv − Cǫ|r̂|22,−

≥|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2|22,+ − ηǫ|Pγ f̂R,2|22,+ − Cη

ǫ
‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ − Cǫ|r̂|22,−.
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Moreover, we have also used the notation

P̄γ f̂R,1(±1) =
√
2πµ

∫

vz≷0

f̂R,1(±1)|vz|dv,

and the orthogonality relation (1.28) as well as the estimate
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

vz≷0

f̂R,1(±1)|vz|dv
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞, for l∞ > 5/2.

One the other hand, note that

|Pγ f̂R,2(±1)|22,± =

∫

vz≷0

[∫

{vz≷0}

f̂R,2(±1)
√
µ|vz |dv

]2
2πµ|vz|dv (2.57)

=

[∫

{vz≷0}

f̂R,2(±1)
√
µ|vz |dv

]2
.

Then, by dividing the integral domain as

{v ∈ R3 : vz > 0} = {v ∈ R3 : 0 < vz < ε or vz > 1/ε}︸ ︷︷ ︸
V ε

∪{v ∈ R3 : ε ≤ vz ≤ 1/ε},

one sees that the grazing part of |Pγ f̂R,2(1)|22,+ is bounded by the Hölder inequality as
(∫

V ε

µ(v)|vz |dv
)∫

vz>0

|f̂R,2(1)|2vzdv . ε

∫

vz>0

|f̂R,2(1)|2vzdv. (2.58)

For non-grazing region, we have by using Lemmas A.6 and A.15 that
∫

{v∈R3:vz>0}\V ε

|f̂R,2(1)|2vzdv

≤C‖f̂2
R,2‖L1 + C‖Re({vz∂z + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇v − αǫvz∂vx}f̂R,2|f̂R,2)‖L1

≤C‖f̂R,2‖22 +
C

ǫ
|(Lf̂R,2, f̂R,2)|

+
∣∣∣Re

(
ǫ−1(1− χM )µ−1/2Kf̂R,1 −

αǫvxvz
2

Pf̂R,2, f̂R,2

)∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣Re

(
{Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, f̂R,2)}, f̂R,2

)∣∣∣

+ ǫ
1
2

∣∣∣Re(Γ̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,2), f̂R,2)
∣∣∣

≤C‖f̂R,2‖22 +
C

ǫ
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν +

C

ǫ2
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖22

+ ǫ2

{∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν
}2

. (2.59)

As a consequence, from (2.57), (2.58) and (2.59), we arrive at

|Pγ f̂R,2(±1)|22,± ≤ε

∫

vz≷0

|f̂R,2(±1)|2|vz|dv + C‖f̂R,2‖22 +
C

ǫ
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν

+
C

ǫ2
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖22 + ǫ2

{∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν
}2

. (2.60)

Next, letting 1 ≫ κ0 ≫ η > 0, we get from the summation of κ0 × (2.60) and (2.56) that

1

ǫ2
‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2ν +

1

ǫ
|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2|22,+ +

κ0

2
|Pγ f̂R,2(±1)|22,±

.
Cη

ǫ4
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖22 + (η + Cα+ κ0)‖f̂R,2‖22
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+ Cη




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖ν{‖wl∞ f̂1(l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ f̂2(l̄)‖∞}





2

+ ǫ




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂R,2(l̄)‖ν





2

+
Cη

ǫ2
‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖2∞ + C|r̂|22,−,

which further implies

1

ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖ν +
1√
ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2|2,+ +

√
κ0

2

∑

k̄∈Z2

|Pγ f̂R,2(±1)|2,±

.
Cη

ǫ2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2 +
√
(η + Cα+ κ0)

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 + CηεΦ,α

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖ν

+
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖ν +
Cη

ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ + C
∑

k̄∈Z2

|r̂|22,−. (2.61)

Finally, combing (2.2) and (2.61) and utilizing Lemma A.3, we conclude that

ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖ν +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖[â(2)s , b̂(2)
s , ĉ(2)s ‖2

+
1√
ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2|2,+ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

|Pγ f̂R,2(±1)|2,±

.ǫ−2
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2 + ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖2 (2.62)

+
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂R,2‖ν +


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞




2

+ εΦ,α.

We then end the L1
k̄
L2
z,v control of fR,2. The rest is to obtain the L1

k̄
L2
z,v estimate on fR,1.

2.4. L1
k̄
L2
z,v estimate on fR,1. To close the final L1

k̄
L2
z,v estimate for fR,2, it is necessary to deduce the

L1
k̄
L2
z,v estimate on fR,1. To do this, we get from the inner product of (2.25) and w2l2 f̂R,1 over Z2 ×R3 and

take the real part of the identity part of the resulting equality to deduce that

1

ǫ
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2ν +

∫

vz>0

vzw
2l2 f̂2

R,1(1)dv −
∫

vz<0

vzw
2l2 f̂2

R,1(−1)dv

=Re

(
1

ǫ
χMKf̂R,1, w

2l2 f̂R,1

)
+Re

(
ǫ2

2
Φ(z) · v√µf̂R,2, w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

−Re
(αǫvxvz

2

√
µ{I−P}f̂R,2, w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

− ǫ
5
2Re

(
Φ · ∇v(

√
µf̂2), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

− αǫ
3
2Re

(
izk1(

√
µf̂2), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)
+ αǫ

3
2Re

(
vz∂vx(

√
µf̂2), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

+ ǫ
1
2Re

(
Q̂(f̂R,1, f̂R,1), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

+ ǫ
1
2Re

(
Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µf̂R,2) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,2, f̂R,1), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

+Re
(
Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}) + Q̂(

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}, f̂R,1), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)

+ ǫ
3
2Re

(
Q̂(

√
µf̂2,

√
µf̂2), w

2l2 f̂R,1

)
.
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The above estimate together with Lemma A.12 gives

1

ǫ
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2ν .ε2Φ,αǫ

5‖f̂R,2‖22 + α2ǫ3‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖22 + ǫ4‖(1 + |k̄|)f̂2‖22
+ ǫ2‖wl∞ν−1Q̂(f̂R,1, f̂R,1)‖2∞ + ǫ2‖wl∞ν−1Q̂(f̂R,2, f̂R,1)‖2∞
+ ǫ2‖wl∞ν−1Q̂(f̂R,1, f̂R,2)‖2∞ + ǫ‖wl∞ν−1Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2})‖2∞

+ ǫ‖wl∞ν−1Q̂(
√
µ{f̂1 + ǫf̂2}, f̂R,1)‖2∞

+ Cηǫ
4‖ν−1wl∞Q̂(

√
µf̂2,

√
µf̂2)‖2∞,

which further yields that

1

ǫ
‖wl2 f̂R,1‖2ν .ε2Φ,αǫ

5‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖2∞ + α2ǫ3‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖22 + ǫ4‖(1 + |k̄|)f̂2‖22

+ ǫ2




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,1(l̄)‖∞





2

+ ǫ2




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ f̂R,1(l̄)‖∞





2

+ ǫ




∑

l̄∈Z2

{‖f̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞ + ‖f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞}‖wl∞ f̂R,1(l̄)‖∞





2

+ ǫ4




∑

l̄∈Z2

‖f̂2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖f̂2(l̄)‖∞





2

.

Therefore, it follows

ǫ−
5
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖ν .εΦ,α

√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ + αǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖2

+ εΦ,α + ǫ−1




∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞





2

+ ǫ−1
∑

Z∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄)‖∞
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞

+ εΦ,αǫ
− 3

2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄)‖∞. (2.63)

Finally, by putting (2.53), (2.62) and (2.63) together, we conclude that

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,1‖∞ + ǫ−
5
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 f̂R,1‖ν + ǫ
1
2

∑

k̂∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖∞ +
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Pf̂R,2‖2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}f̂R,2‖ν . εΦ,α.

Hence, the desired a priori estimate (1.41) has been proved. �

3. Unsteady problem

In this section, we are concerned with the following time-evolutionary problem

ǫ∂tF
ǫ + v · ∇xF

ǫ + ǫ2Φ · ∇vF
ǫ + αǫz∂xF

ǫ − αǫvz∂vxF
ǫ =

1

ǫ
Q(F ǫ, F ǫ), (3.1)

for t > 0, x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R3, where

F ǫ(0,x,v) = F ǫ
0 (x,v), (3.2)
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and

F ǫ(t, x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

ṽz≷0

F ǫ(t, x, y,±1, ṽ)|ṽz |dṽ. (3.3)

To solve (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) around the obtained steady solution F ǫ
st, we set

F ǫ = F ǫ
st + ǫ

√
µ{g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gR}

= µ+ ǫ
√
µ{f1 + ǫf2 + ǫ

1
2 fR}+ ǫ

√
µ{g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gR},

where the expansion (1.15) for F ǫ
st has been used. Substituting the above into (3.1) and comparing the

orders of ǫ, one has the following equations for coefficients g1 and g2:

Lg1 = 0, (3.4)

v · ∇xg1 + Lg2 = Γ(g1, g1) + Γ(f1, g1) + Γ(g1, f1), (3.5)

and

∂tg1 + v · ∇xg2 + αz∂xg1 − αµ− 1
2 vz∂vx{

√
µg1}

=Γ(g1, g2) + Γ(g2, g1) + Γ(f1, g2) + Γ(g2, f1) + Γ(g1, f2) + Γ(f2, g1), (3.6)

as well as the equation for the remainder gR:

ǫ∂tgR + v · ∇xgR + ǫ2Φ · ∇vgR + αǫz∂xgR − αǫvz∂vxgR +
1

ǫ
LgR

=ǫ
3
2 ∂tg2 − ǫ

3
2αz∂xg2 + ǫ

3
2αµ− 1

2 vz∂vx{
√
µg2} − ǫ

3
2µ− 1

2Φ · ∇v[
√
µ(g1 + ǫg2)]

+
ǫ2

2
Φ · vgR − αǫvxvz

2
gR + ǫ

1
2Γ(gR, gR) + Γ(gR, g1 + ǫg2)

+ Γ(g1 + ǫg2, gR) + ǫ
3
2Γ(g2, g2) + Γ(gR, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, gR)

+ Γ(fR, g1 + ǫg2) + Γ(g1 + ǫg2, fR) + ǫ
1
2 {Γ(gR, fR) + Γ(fR, gR)},

supplemented with initial data
√
µgR(0,x,v) =

√
µgR,0(x,v),

and boundary data

gR(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = PγgR + ǫ
1
2 r̃, (3.7)

where r̃ = −g2 + Pγg2. It is easy to see that the conservation of mass is valid, i.e.
∫

Ω×R3

√
µgRdxdv = 0, ∀ t ≥ 0.

As in the steady case, we first determine g1 and g2. In fact, from (3.4), it follows

g1 =

{
ρ(t,x) + u(t,x) · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ(t,x)

}√
µ. (3.8)

By (3.5), one has

∇x · u = 0, ∇x(ρ+ θ) = 0, (3.9)

and

g2 =L−1 {−v · ∇xg1 + Γ(g1, g1) + Γ(f1, g1) + Γ(g1, f1)}

+

{
u2 · v +

|v|2 − 3

2
θ2

}√
µ

=−
3∑

i,j=1

Āij∂iuj −
3∑

i=1

B̄i∂iθ + {I−P}
{
(v · u)2

2

√
µ

}
+ (|v|2 − 5)(v · u)θ√µ

+ {I−P}
{
(|v|2 − 5)2θ2

8

√
µ

}
+ {I−P} {(v · u)(v · us)

√
µ}
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+ {I−P}
{
(|v|2 − 5)2θθs

4

√
µ

}
+

{
u2 · v +

|v|2 − 5

2
θ2

}√
µ, (3.10)

where we also have used the fact that

Γ(Pf,Pg) + Γ(Pg,Pf) = L

{
Pf ·Pg√

µ

}
,

and u2 is chosen as

u2 = ∇x∆
−1{∂tρ− αz∂xρ}, u2,z(x, y,±1) = 0, u2 = (u2,x, u2,y, u2,z). (3.11)

Moreover, the macroscopic temperature of g2, denoted by θ2, is given by (3.12). Now, by (3.8), (3.9), (3.10)
and (3.6), we can derive the following unsteady Navier-Stokes equations around the Couette flow (αz, 0, 0):





∇x · u = 0, ρ = −θ,

∂tu+ u · ∇xu+∇xP̃ + αz∂xu+ u · ∇xus + us · ∇xu+ α(uz, 0, 0)
T = η∆xu,

∂tθ + αz∂xθ +∇xθ · u+∇xθ · us +∇xθs · u = 2
5κ∆xθ,

u(x, y,±1) = 0, θ(x, y,±1) = 0,
u(0,x) = u0(x), θ(0,x) = θ0(x),

where

∇xP̃ = ∇x

{
θ2 −

1

3
|u|2 − 1

3
u · us

}
. (3.12)

Note that we may choose

θ2 = P̃ − |Ω|−1

∫

Ω

P̃ dx+
1

3
|u|2 + 1

3
u · us. (3.13)

To proceed solving the remainder, let us now set
√
µgR = gR,1 +

√
µgR,2, (3.14)

where

ǫ∂tgR,1 + v · ∇xgR,1 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vgR,1 + αǫz∂xgR,1 − αǫvz∂vxgR,1 +
1

ǫ
νgR,1

=ǫ
3
2
√
µ∂tg2 − ǫ

3
2αz

√
µ∂xg2 + ǫ

3
2αvz∂vx{

√
µg2} − ǫ

3
2Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(g1 + ǫg2)]

+
1

ǫ
χMKgR,1 +

ǫ2

2

√
µΦ · vgR,2 −

αǫvxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}gR,2

+ ǫ
1
2Q(gR,1, gR,1) + ǫ

1
2Q(gR,1,

√
µgR,2) + ǫ

1
2Q(

√
µgR,2, gR,1) +Q(

√
µgR,

√
µ(g1 + ǫg2))

+Q(
√
µ(g1 + ǫg2),

√
µgR) + ǫ

3
2Q(

√
µg2,

√
µg2) +Q(gR,1,

√
µ(f1 + ǫf2))

+Q(
√
µ(f1 + ǫf2), gR,1) +Q(

√
µfR,

√
µ(g1 + ǫg2)) +Q(

√
µ(g1 + ǫg2),

√
µfR)

+ ǫ
1
2 {Q(

√
µgR, fR,1) +Q(fR,1,

√
µgR)}+ ǫ

1
2 {Q(gR,1,

√
µfR,2) +Q(

√
µfR,2, gR,1)}, (3.15)

gR,1(0,x,v) = ǫ
3
2 g

(1)
R,0(x,v), (3.16)

gR,1(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (3.17)

and

ǫ∂tgR,2 + v · ∇xgR,2 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vgR,2 + αǫz∂xgR,2 − αǫvz∂vxgR,2 +
1

ǫ
LgR,2

=
1

ǫ
µ− 1

2 (1 − χM )KgR,1 −
αǫvxvz

2
PgR,2 + ǫ

1
2Γ(gR,2, gR,2) + Γ(gR,2, g1 + ǫg2)

+ Γ(g1 + ǫg2, gR,2) + Γ(gR,2, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, gR,2)

+ ǫ
1
2 {Γ(gR,2, fR,2) + Γ(fR,2, gR,2)}, (3.18)

gR,2(0,x,v) = g
(2)
R,0(x,v), (3.19)
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gR,2(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = PγgR,2 + P̄γgR,1 + ǫ
1
2 r̃. (3.20)

Note that
√
µg

(2)
R,0 = ǫ

3
2 g

(1)
R,0 +

√
µg

(2)
R,0. To analyze the long time behavior of the solutions, we may set

[hR,1, hR,2] = eλ0t[gR,1, gR,2](t),

where λ0 > 0 is a positive small constant to be given in Lemma A.2. Consequently, the system (3.15), (3.16),
(3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and (3.20) can be rewritten as

ǫ∂thR,1 + v · ∇xhR,1 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vhR,1 + αǫz∂xhR,1 − αǫvz∂vxhR,1 +
1

ǫ
νhR,1 − ǫλ0hR,1

=ǫ
3
2
√
µ∂th2 − ǫ

3
2αz

√
µ∂xh2 + ǫ

3
2αvz∂vx{

√
µh2} − ǫ

3
2Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2)]

+
1

ǫ
χMKhR,1 +

ǫ2

2

√
µΦ · vhR,2 −

αǫvxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}hR,2

+ ǫ
1
2 e−λ0tQ(hR,1, hR,1) + ǫ

1
2 e−λ0tQ(hR,1,

√
µhR,2) + ǫ

1
2 e−λ0tQ(

√
µhR,2, hR,1)

+ e−λ0tQ(
√
µhR,

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2)) + e−λ0tQ(

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2),

√
µhR) + ǫ

3
2 e−λ0tQ(

√
µh2,

√
µh2)

+Q(hR,1,
√
µ(f1 + ǫf2)) +Q(

√
µ(f1 + ǫf2), hR,1) +Q(fR,1,

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2))

+Q(
√
µ(h1 + ǫh2), fR,1) + ǫ

1
2 {Q(

√
µhR, fR,1) +Q(fR,1,

√
µhR)}

+ ǫ
1
2 {Q(hR,1,

√
µfR,2) +Q(

√
µfR,2, hR,1)}, (3.21)

hR,1(0,x,v) = ǫ
3
2 g

(1)
R,0, (3.22)

hR,1(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (3.23)

and

ǫ∂thR,2 + v · ∇xhR,2 + ǫ2Φ · ∇vhR,2 + αǫz∂xhR,2 − αǫvz∂vxhR,2 +
1

ǫ
LhR,2 − ǫλ0hR,2

=
1

ǫ
µ− 1

2 (1− χM )KhR,1 −
αǫvxvz

2
PhR,2 + ǫ

1
2 e−λ0tΓ(hR,2, hR,2) + e−λ0tΓ(hR,2, h1 + ǫh2)

+ e−λ0tΓ(h1 + ǫh2, hR,2) + Γ(hR,2, f1 + ǫf2) + Γ(f1 + ǫf2, hR,2) + Γ(fR,2, h1 + ǫh2)

+ Γ(h1 + ǫh2, fR,2) + ǫ
1
2 {Γ(hR,2, fR,2) + Γ(fR,2, hR,2)}, (3.24)

hR,2(0,x,v) = g
(2)
R,0(x,v), (3.25)

hR,2(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = PγhR,2 + P̄γhR,1 + ǫ
1
2 eλ0tr̃, (3.26)

where hR = eλ0tgR, hi = eλ0tgi.
We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

The proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is established on the basis of the local existence of
the system (3.21), (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and (3.26) and the a priori estimate as well as a continuity
argument. Here we will focus solely on deducing the a priori estimate as (1.45) for the sake of brevity. We
now turn to establish the L∞ estimates for hR,1 and hR,2 based on the a priori assumption that

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤τ≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(τ)‖∞ +
√
ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤τ≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(τ)‖∞ ≤ √
ε0, (3.27)

with t ∈ [0,+∞).
We divide the proof in the following four steps.

Step 1. L1
k̄
L∞
z,v estimates. Taking the Fourier transform of (3.21), (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and (3.26),

one has

∂tĥR,1 + ǫ−1ik̄ · v̄ĥR,1 + ǫ−1vz∂zĥR,1 + ǫΦ · ∇vĥR,1 + iαzkxĥR,1 − αvz∂vx ĥR,1 +
1

ǫ2
νĥR,1 − λ0ĥR,1

=− ǫ
1
2
√
µ∂tĥ2 + ǫ

1
2αz

√
µikxĥ2 + ǫ

1
2αvz∂vx{

√
µĥ2} − ǫ

1
2Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2)]
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+
1

ǫ2
χMKĥR,1 +

ǫ

2

√
µΦ · vĥR,2 −

αvxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}ĥR,2

+ H1, (3.28)

with

H1 =ǫ−
1
2 e−λ0tQ̂(ĥR,1, ĥR,1) + ǫ−

1
2 e−λ0tQ̂(ĥR,1,

√
µĥR,2) + ǫ−

1
2 e−λ0tQ̂(

√
µĥR,2, ĥR,1)

+ ǫ−1e−λ0tQ̂(ĥR,1,
√
µ(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2)) + ǫ−1e−λ0tQ̂(

√
µ(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2), ĥR,1) + ǫ

1
2 e−λ0tQ̂(

√
µĥ2,

√
µĥ2)

+ ǫ−1Q̂(ĥR,1,
√
µ(f̂1 + f̂2)) + ǫ−1Q̂(

√
µ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2), ĥR,1) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,1,

√
µĥ2)

+ Q̂(
√
µĥ2,

√
µf̂R,1) + ǫ−1Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µĥ1) + ǫ−1Q̂(

√
µĥ1, f̂R,1)

+ ǫ−
1
2

{
Q̂(

√
µĥR, f̂R,1) + Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µĥR)

}
+ ǫ−

1
2

{
Q̂(ĥR,1,

√
µf̂R,2) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,2, ĥR,1)

}
,

ĥR,1(0, z,v) = ǫ
3
2 ĝ

(1)
R,0(k̄, z,v), (3.29)

ĥR,1(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (3.30)

and

∂tĥR,2 + ǫ−1ik̄ · v̄ĥR,2 + ǫ−1vz∂zĥR,2 + ǫΦ · ∇vĥR,2 + iαzkxĥR,2 − αvz∂vx ĥR,2 +
1

ǫ2
LĥR,2 − λ0ĥR,2

=
1

ǫ2
µ− 1

2 (1− χM )KhR,1 −
αvxvz

2
PĥR,2 + H2 (3.31)

with

H2 =ǫ−
1
2 e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥR,2, ĥR,2) + ǫ−1e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥR,2, ĥ1 + ǫĥ2)

+ ǫ−1e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2, ĥR,2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(ĥR,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, ĥR,2)

+ ǫ−
1
2 {Γ̂(ĥR,2, f̂R,2) + Γ̂(f̂R,2, ĥR,2)}+ ǫ−1Γ̂(f̂R,2, ĥ1 + ǫĥ2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2, f̂R,2),

ĥR,2(0, k̄, z,v) = ĝ
(2)
R,0(k̄, z,v), (3.32)

ĥR,2(t, k̄,±1,v)|vz≶0 = Pγ ĥR,2 + P̄γ ĥR,1 + R, (3.33)

where R = ǫ
1
2 eλ0t ˆ̃r. Similar to (2.29), we define the following characteristic line

dZ̃

ds
= ǫ−1Ṽz ,

dṼ

ds
= ǫΦ(Z̃)− αṼze1, Ṽ = (Ṽx, Ṽy, Ṽz), (3.34)

with [Z̃(t; t, z,v), Ṽ(t; t, z,v)] = (z,v) and e1 = (1, 0, 0). It follows from (3.34) that




Z̃(s) = z + ǫ−1(s− t)vz + ǫ

∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z̃(η))dηdτ,

Ṽ(s) = v + ǫ

∫ s

t

Φ(Z̃(τ))dτ − αvz(s− t)e1 − αǫ2
∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z̃(η))dηdτe1.

(3.35)

Next, for any (t, z,v) ∈ (0,+∞)× [−1, 1]× R3 with z 6= 0, we define the backward exit time as

t̃b(z,v) = inf{τ ≥ 0|Z̃(t− τ ; t, z,v) /∈ (−1, 1)}, (3.36)

and the backward exit position as

z̃b(z,v) = Z̃(t− t̃b; t, z,v) ∈ {±1}.
Furthermore, let vl ∈ R3 be a random variable, we define the following stochastic backward time cycles

(t̃0, z̃0,v0) = (t, z,v), (t̃l+1, z̃l+1,vl+1) = (t̃l − t̃b(z̃l,vl), z̃b(z̃l,vl),vl+1), vl = (vl,1, vl,2, vl,3), (3.37)

and

Z̃ l
cl
(s; t, z,v) = 1[t̃l+1,t̃l)

(s)Z̃(s; t̃l, z̃l,vl), Ṽl
cl
(s; t, z,v) = 1[t̃l+1,t̃l)

(s)Ṽ(s; t̃l, z̃l,vl). (3.38)

Note that [Z̃0
cl
(s), Ṽ0

cl
(s)] = [Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)] and z̃l ∈ {±1} for l ≥ 1.
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With those definitions, we now write the solution of (3.28), (3.29), (3.30), (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33) as the
following mild form

(wl∞ ĥR,1)(t, z,v)

=
1

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
χMwl∞KĥR,1

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H1

+ǫ
1
2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫ t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞ [−√

µ∂tĥ2 − αz
√
µikxĥ2 + αvz∂vx{

√
µĥ2} − Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2)]]

}
ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H2

−α

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞

vxvz
2

√
µ{I−P}ĥR,2

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H3

+
ǫ

2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫ t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞Φ · v√µĥR,2

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H4

+

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞H1

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H5

+ 1t̃1≤0ǫ
3
2 e−

∫
t
0
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞ ĝ

(1)
R,0

}
(Z̃(0), Ṽ(0))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
H6

, (3.39)

and

(wl∞ ĥR,2)(t, z,v)

=1t̃1<0e
−

∫
t
0
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞ ĝ

(2)
R,0

}
(Z̃(0), Ṽ(0))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I0

+
1

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞KĥR,2

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+
1

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫ t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞(1− χM )µ− 1

2KĥR,1

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

− α

2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞vxvzPĥR,2

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I3

+

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

{
wl∞H2

}
(Z̃(s), Ṽ(s)) ds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
I4

+
7∑

n=1

Jn, (3.40)

where

J1 = e
−

∫
t
t̃1

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ (τ))dτ
w2

−1(Ṽ (t̃1))︸ ︷︷ ︸
W1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

1t̃k>0

{
wl∞ ĥR,2

}
(t̃k, z̃k, Ṽ

L−1
cl

(t̃k)) dΣ̃L−1(t̃k),
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J2 =W1

k−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

1t̃l+1≤0<t̃l

{
wl∞ ĝR,0

}
(Z̃ l

cl
(0), Ṽl

cl
(0)) dΣ̃l(0),

J3 =
W1

ǫ2

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

{
wl∞KĥR,2

}
(Z̃ l

cl
, Ṽ l

cl
)(s) dΣ̃l(s)ds,

J4 =
W1

ǫ2

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

{
wl∞(1− χM )µ− 1

2KĥR,1

}
(Z̃ l

cl, Ṽ
l
cl)(s) dΣ̃l(s)ds,

J5 =− α

2
W1

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

{
wl∞vxvzPĥR,2

}
(Z̃ l

cl
, Ṽ l

cl
)(s) dΣ̃l(s)ds,

J6 =W1

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

{
wl∞H2

}
(Z̃ l

cl, Ṽ
l
cl)(s) dΣ̃l(s)ds,

J7 =1t̃1>0e
−

∫
t
t̃1

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ (
wl∞R

)
(t̃1, z̃1, Ṽ(t̃1))

+W1

L−1∑

l=1

1t̃l>0

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(
wl∞R

)
(t̃l+1, z̃l+1, Ṽ

l
cl(t̃l+1))dΣ̃l(t̃l+1),

J8 = W1

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

(
wl∞

√
µ
ĥR,1

)
(tl, zl,V

l
cl
(tl))dΣ̃l(t̃l).

Moreover, the generator of the above semi-group is given by

Ãǫ(τ, Ṽ(τ)) =
1

ǫ2
ν(Ṽ(τ)) − 2ǫl∞

Ṽ (τ) · Φ(Z̃)

1 + |Ṽ(τ)|2
+ 2l∞α

Ṽx(τ)Ṽz(τ)

1 + |Ṽ(τ)|2

+ ǫ−1ik̄ · ¯̃V + ikxZ̃α,

¯̃
V =(Ṽx, Ṽy),

the weighted measure Σ̃
(i)
l (s) is defined as

Σ̃l(s) =

L−1∏

j=l+1

dσje
−

∫
t̃l
s

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽl
cl
(τ))dτw2(vl)dσl

l−1∏

j=1

w2(vj)

w2(Ṽ
j
cl
(t̃j+1))

e
−

∫ t̃j

t̃j+1
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽj

cl
(τ))dτ

dσj , (3.41)

and w2 is already defined as (2.39).
As (2.34), it can be shown that

∣∣∣e−
∫

t
s
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽ(τ))dτ

∣∣∣ ≤ e−
1

2ǫ2

∫
t
s
ν(Ṽ(τ))dτ . (3.42)

We now turn to estimate the right hand side of both (3.39) and (3.40). By (3.42), it is direct to see

|H6| . ǫ
3
2 e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 ‖wl∞ ĝ
(1)
R,0‖∞, |H2| . ǫ

5
2 εΦ,α sup

0≤s≤t
‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](s)‖∞,

and

|H3| . αǫ2 sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,2(s)
∥∥∥
∞

, |H4| . εΦ,αǫ
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,2(s)
∥∥∥
∞

.

Next, in light of Lemma A.11, it follows

|H1| . {M−γ + ζ} sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,1(s)
∥∥∥
∞

.
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Using Lemma A.15, one has, for any t > 0

|H5| .ǫ
3
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞
{
‖wl∞ ĥR,1(l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ ĥR,2(l̄)‖∞

}

+ ǫ sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](l̄)‖∞

+ ǫ
5
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖ĥ2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖ĥ2(l̄)‖∞

+ ǫ sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖[f̂1, f̂2](l̄)‖∞

+ ǫ sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](l̄)‖∞

+ ǫ
3
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ [ĥR,1, ĥR,2](l̄)‖∞

+ ǫ
3
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ ĥR,1(l̄)‖∞ =: P0(t).

Putting the estimates above together and using the a priori assumption, we get the following estimate for

ĥR,1:

ǫ−
3
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,1(t)‖∞ .e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 ‖wl∞ ĝ
(1)
R,0‖∞ + {M−1 + ζ}ǫ− 3

2 sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,1(s)
∥∥∥
∞

+ (α+ εΦ,α)ǫ
1
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,2(s)
∥∥∥
∞

+ P1(t), (3.43)

where

P1(t) = ǫ−
3
2P0(t) + ǫεΦ,α sup

0≤s≤t
‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](s)‖∞. (3.44)

As for the corresponding estimate for ĥR,2, we first get from (3.40) that

|wl∞ ĥR,2(t)| ≤
C

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫ t
s

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s),v′)|(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s, Z̃(s; t, z,v),v′)|dv′ds

+
C(l∞)

ǫ2
e
−

∫ t
t̃1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl(s),v

′)

× |(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s, Z̃
l
cl
(s; t, z,v),v′)|dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds

+
∥∥∥e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

+ Q̃(t), (3.45)

where

Q̃(t) =C(l∞) sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(s)‖∞ + C(T0)η sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(s)‖∞

+ Cǫ sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄∈Z2

{‖wl∞ f̂1(k̄ − l̄)(s)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ f̂2(k̄ − l̄)(s)‖∞}‖wl∞ f̂R,2(l̄)‖∞

+ C sup
0≤s≤t

ǫ



e−λ0s

∑

l̄∈Z2

{‖wl∞ ĥ1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞ + ‖wl∞ ĥ2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞}‖wl∞ ĥR,2(l̄)‖∞





+ Cǫ
3
2 sup
0≤s≤t



e−λ0s

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ ĥR,2(l̄)‖∞





+ Cǫ
3
2 sup
0≤s≤t

∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wl∞ ĥR,2(l̄)‖∞ + C sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞R(s,±1, k̄)‖∞. (3.46)
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Here, η is positive and suitably small.
Next, iterating (3.45) again, one further has

|wl∞ ĥR,2| ≤
C

ǫ4

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s),v′)

∫ s

max{0,t̃′1}

e−
∫

s
s′

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

×
∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s′; s, Z̃(s),v′),v′′)|(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s
′, Z̃(s′; s, Z̃(s),v′),v′′)| dv′′ds′dv′ds

+
C

ǫ4

∫ t

max{t̃1,0}

e−
∫

t
s

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s),v′)e
−

∫
s
t̃′
1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

V′
j

∫ t̃′ℓ

max{0,t̃′
ℓ+1

}

×
∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
ℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z̃(s),v′),v′′)|(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s
′, Z̃ℓ

cl(s
′; s, Z̃(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣ̃ℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ds

+
C

ǫ4
e
−

∫
t
t̃′1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s),v′)

∫ s

max{0,t̃′1}

e−
∫ s
s′

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

×
∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s′; s, Z̃ l
cl
(s),v′),v′′)|(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s

′, Z̃(s′; s, Z̃ l
cl
(s),v′),v′′)| dv′′ds′dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds

+
C

ǫ4
e
−

∫
t
t̃1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s; v), v′)e

−
∫ s
t̃′1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

V′
j

∫ t̃′ℓ

max{0,t̃′ℓ+1}

×
∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
ℓ
cl
(s′; s, Z̃ l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s

′, Z̃ℓ
cl
(s′; s, Z̃ l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣ̃ℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds

+
C

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s),v′)Q̃(s)dv′ds

+
C(l∞)

ǫ2
e
−

∫
t
t̃1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s),v′)Q̃(s)dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds

+
C

ǫ2

∫ t

max{0,t̃1}

e−
∫

t
s

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ(s),v′)
∥∥∥e−

ν0s

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

dv′ds

+
C(l∞)

ǫ2
e
−

∫
t
t̃1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ
∫

L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s),v′)

∥∥∥e−
ν0s

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds,

(3.47)

where (t̃′ℓ+1, z̃
′
ℓ+1,v

′
ℓ+1) is defined as (3.37) with the starting points replaced by

(t̃′0, z̃
′
0,v

′
0) = (s, z′,v′) := (s, Z̃(s),v′) or (s, Z̃ l

cl(s),v
′),

and similar to (3.38), we also have introduced

Z̃ℓ
cl(s

′; s, z′,v′) = 1[t̃′ℓ+1,t̃
′
ℓ)
(s′)Z̃(s′; t̃′ℓ, z̃

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ),

Ṽℓ
cl(s

′; s, z′,v′) = 1[t̃′ℓ+1,t̃
′
ℓ)
(s′)Ṽ(s′; t̃′ℓ, z̃

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ), [Z̃0

cl(s
′), Ṽ0

cl(s
′)] := [Z̃(s′), Ṽ(s′)].

Here, [Z̃ℓ
cl
(s′), Ṽℓ

cl
(s′)] is defined as (3.38) and [Z̃(s′), Ṽ(s′)] is defined as (3.35). Moreover, Σ̃ℓ(s

′) is given
by

Σ̃ℓ(s
′) =

L−1∏

j=ℓ+1

dσ′
je

−
∫ t̃′ℓ
s′

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽℓ
cl
(τ))dτw2(v

′
ℓ)dσ

′
ℓ

ℓ−1∏

j=1

w2(v
′
j)

w2(Ṽ
j
cl
(t̃′j+1))

e
−

∫ t̃′j

t̃′
j+1

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽj
cl
(τ))dτ

dσ′
j .

Our aim now is to show that for t ∈ [0, ǫT0],

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞ ≤C
∥∥∥e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

+ η̃ sup
t∈[0,ǫT0]

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞

+ C(T0)ǫ
− 1

2 sup
t∈[0,ǫT0]

‖ĥR,2(t)‖2 + C sup
t∈[0,ǫT0]

Q̃(t), (3.48)
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where η̃ > 0 is suitably small. To establish (3.48), our focus lies on estimating the fourth term within the
right hand side of (3.47). The remaining terms can be handled in a similar manner. For any sufficiently
small κ0 > 0, we initially partition [t′ℓ+1, t

′
ℓ] as [t

′
ℓ+1, t

′
ℓ − κ0ǫ

2]∪ (t′ℓ − κ0ǫ
2, t′ℓ]. Subsequently, we express the

fourth term on the right hand side of (3.47) as follows:

J̃ :=
C

ǫ4
e
−

∫
t
max{0,t̃1}

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

L−1∑

l=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

Vj

∫ t̃l

max{0,t̃l+1}

∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s;v),v′)e

−
∫

s
t̃′1

ν(Ṽ(τ))

2ǫ2
dτ

×
L−1∑

ℓ=1

∫
L−1∏

j=1

V′
j

(∫ t̃′ℓ−κ0ǫ
2

max{0,t̃′ℓ+1}

+

∫ t̃′ℓ

t̃′ℓ−κ0ǫ2

)∫

R3

kw(Ṽ
ℓ
cl(s

′; s, Z̃ l
cl(s),v

′),v′′)

× |(wl∞ ĥR,2)(s
′, Z̃ℓ

cl
(s′; s, Z̃ l

cl
(s),v′),v′′)|dv′′ dΣ̃ℓ(s

′)ds′dv′ dΣ̃l(s)ds

def

= J̃1 + J̃2.

In view of Lemma A.4, as for estimating (2.46), one has

J̃2 . Lκ0‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖∞.

Regarding J̃1, we can prove that

|J̃1| ≤
{
C(l∞)

1 +M
+ C(l∞)e−

εM2

16

}
‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖∞ + ǫ−

1
2 ‖ĥR,2‖2. (3.49)

The derivation of (3.49) closely mirrors the treatment of the steady case J1. The calculations are partitioned
into three cases, with the only distinctive case being:

Ĩ ={ |Ṽl
cl
(s;v)| ≤ M , |v′| ≤ 2M , |Ṽℓ

cl
(s′; Z̃ l

cl
(s),v′)| ≤ M and |v′′| ≤ 2M}.

At this stage, using (2.47), we have the decomposition

kw(Ṽ
l
cl(s),v

′)kw(Ṽ
ℓ
cl(s

′),v′′)

={kw(Ṽ
l
cl
(s),v′)− kw,M (Ṽl

cl
(s),v′)}kw(Ṽ

ℓ
cl
(s′),v′′)

+ {kw(Ṽ
ℓ
cl
(s′),v′′)− kw,M (Ṽℓ

cl
(s′),v′′)}kw,M (Ṽl

cl
(s),v′)

+ kw,M (Ṽl
cl
(s),v′)kw,M (Ṽℓ

cl
(s′),v′′).

Incorporating this decomposition, the contribution from the first two terms is small:

C(l∞)

1 +M
‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖∞.

For the contribution of the last bounded product kw,M (Ṽl
cl
(s),v′)kw,M (Ṽℓ

cl
(s′),v′′), we introduce

Z = Z̃ℓ
cl
(s′; s, Z̃ l

cl
(s),v′) =1[t̃′ℓ+1,t̃

′
ℓ)
(s′)Z̃(s′; t̃′ℓ, z̃

′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ) = z̃′ℓ + ǫ−1(s′ − t̃′ℓ)v

′
ℓ,z

+ ǫ

∫ s′

t̃′ℓ

∫ τ ′

t̃′ℓ

Φz(Z̃(η′))dη′dτ ′,

where Z̃(η′) = Z̃(η′; t′ℓ, z̃
′
ℓ,v

′
ℓ). Applying a change of variable v′ℓ,z → Z, one gets

∣∣∣∣∣
∂Z
∂v′ℓ,z

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
∂(z̃′ℓ − ǫ−1(t̃′ℓ − s′)v′ℓ,z)

∂v′ℓ,z
+ ǫ

∫ s′

t̃′ℓ

∫ τ ′

t̃′ℓ

∂[Φz(Z̃(η
′))]

∂v′ℓ,z
dη′dτ ′

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ Ck0ǫ,

where we have employed a calculation similar to that used to derive (2.50). With this preparation, we
perform a computation analogous to (2.51) to obtain

|J̃11Ĩ | ≤ Cǫ−
1
2 ‖ĥR,2‖2 +

C(l∞)

M
‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖∞.

Now combing all the estimates above, we ascertain the validity of (3.48).
Consequently, we get from (3.43) and (3.48) that for t ∈ [0, ǫT0],

ǫ−
3
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,1(t)‖∞ + ǫ

1
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞
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.C
∥∥∥e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(1)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

+ C(T0)ǫ
1
2

∥∥∥e−
ν0t

2ǫ2 wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

+ {M−1 + ζ}ǫ− 3
2 sup
0≤t≤ǫT0

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,1(t)
∥∥∥
∞

+ (α + εΦ,α)ǫ
1
2 sup
0≤t≤ǫT0

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,2(t)
∥∥∥
∞

+ C(T0) sup
t∈[0,ǫT0]

{
η̃ǫ

1
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞ + P1(t) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(t)

}
+ C(T0) sup

t∈[0,ǫT0]

‖ĝR,2(t)‖2

=C(T0)
∥∥∥e−

ν0t

2ǫ2 wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĥ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ sup
0≤t≤ǫT0

C(T0)D(t), (3.50)

where

D(t) =ǫ−
3
2 {M−1 + ζ}

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,1(t)
∥∥∥
∞

+ (α+ εΦ,α)ǫ
1
2 sup
0≤t≤ǫT0

∥∥∥wl∞ ĥR,2(t)
∥∥∥
∞

+ η̃ǫ
1
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞ + P1(t) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(t) + ‖ĥR,2(t)‖2.

In particular, we have

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫT0)‖∞ ≤Ce−

ν0T0
4ǫ

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ sup
0≤t≤ǫT0

C(T0)D(s). (3.51)

Moreover, (3.50) can be extended to

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](t)‖∞ ≤Ce−

ν0(t−s)

2ǫ2 ‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](s)‖∞ + sup

s≤t≤s+ǫT0

C(T0)D(s), (3.52)

for any t ∈ [s, s+ ǫT0] with s ≥ 0.
Next, for any integer m ≥ 1, we can repeat the estimate (3.51) in finite times so that the functions

[ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫlT0) for l = m− 1,m− 2, ..., 0 satisfy

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫmT0)‖∞

≤Ce−
ν0T0
4ǫ

∥∥∥wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫ{m− 1}T0)

∥∥∥
∞

+ sup
ǫ(m−1)T0≤t≤ǫmT0

C(T0)D(t)

≤Ce−
ν0T0
2ǫ

∥∥∥wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫ{m− 2}T0)

∥∥∥
∞

+ e−
ν0T0
4ǫ sup

ǫ(m−2)T0≤t≤ǫ(m−1)T0

C(T0)D(t)

+ sup
ǫ(m−1)T0≤t≤ǫmT0

C(T0)D(t)

≤ · · ·

≤Ce−
mν0T0

4ǫ

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+

m−1∑

j=0

e−
jν0T0

4ǫ sup
ǫ(m−1−j)T0≤t≤ǫ(m−j)T0

C(T0)D(t)

≤C
∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ

(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+
1

1− e−
ν0T0
4ǫ

sup
0≤t≤ǫmT0

C(T0)D(t). (3.53)

Furthermore, for any t ≥ T0 and fixed ǫ > 0, we can find an integer m ≥ 0 such that t = ǫmT0 + s with
0 ≤ s ≤ ǫT0. Then we have, on the one hand, by (3.53), that

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](ǫmT0)‖∞ ≤C

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ C(T0) sup
0≤s≤ǫmT0

{
P1(s) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(s)

}

+ C(T0) sup
0≤s≤ǫmT0

‖ĥR,2(s)‖2. (3.54)

On the other hand, (3.52) implies that
∥∥∥wl∞ [ǫ−

3
2 ĝR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĝR,2](t)

∥∥∥
∞

=
∥∥∥wl∞ [ǫ−

3
2 ĝR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĝR,2](ǫmT0 + s)

∥∥∥
∞

≤Ce−
ν0s

4ǫ2

∥∥∥wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĝR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĝR,2](ǫmT0)

∥∥∥
∞

+ C(T0) sup
ǫmT0≤τ≤ǫmT0+s

‖ĥR,2(τ)‖2

+ C(T0) sup
ǫmT0≤τ≤ǫmT0+s

{
P1(τ) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(τ)

}
.
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Now, (3.54) and (3.55) give that
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](t)‖∞ ≤C

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ C(T0)
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

{
P1(s) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(s)

}

+ C(T0)
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖ĥR,2(s)‖2, (3.55)

for any t ∈ [0,∞).
Furthermore, recalling (3.44) and (3.46), one has

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

{
P1(s) + ǫ

1
2 Q̃(s)

}
.ǫ−

1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(t)‖∞ + ǫ
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(t)‖∞

+ ǫε0εΦ,α + ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĝR,0‖∞ + ǫε0. (3.56)

Therefore, we get from (3.55) and (3.56) that
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĥR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĥR,2](t)‖∞ ≤C

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ǫ

1
2 ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ ǫε0

+ C(T0)
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤s≤t

‖ĥR,2(s)‖2, (3.57)

for any t ∈ [0,∞). This ends the first step for the L1
k̄
L∞
z,v estimates.

Step 2. L1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates for hR,2. The L

1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates for hR,2 are obtained from two perspectives:

one is the L1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimate for the macroscopic component, and the other is the microscopic part. In line

with Section 2, we begin by defining the macroscopic components of the solutions as follows:

P̄ĥR,1 = [â(1) + v · b̂(1) +
1

2
(|v|2 − 3)ĉ(1)]µ,

PĥR,2 = [â(2) + v · b̂(2) +
1

2
(|v|2 − 3)ĉ(2)]

√
µ,

and

PĥR = [â+ v · b̂+
1

2
(|v|2 − 3)ĉ]

√
µ.

With these definitions, it follows that

â = â(1) + â(2), b̂ = b̂(1) + b̂(2), ĉ = ĉ(1) + ĉ(2).

Note that

‖[â(1), b̂(1), ĉ(1)](k̄)‖2 ≤ C‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖2, (3.58)

for l2 ≥ 2. To establish the L1
k̄
L2
T,z estimate for [a(2),b(2), c(2)], it suffices to derive the L1

k̄
L2
T,z estimate for

[a,b, c]. For this, similar to the definition of gR in (3.14), we first define hR as
√
µhR = hR,1 +

√
µhR,2,

and then we consider the following equations that the Fourier transform of hR, denoted as ĥR, satisfies

vz∂zĥR + ik̄ · v̄ĥR = −ǫ∂tĥR + H3, (3.59)

with

H3 =− ǫ2Φ · ∇vĥR − iαǫzkxĥR + αǫvz∂vx ĥR − 1

ǫ
LĥR − ǫλ0ĥR

− ǫ
3
2 ∂tĥ2 − ǫ

3
2αzikxĥ2 + ǫ

3
2αµ− 1

2 vz∂vx{
√
µĥ2} − ǫ

3
2µ− 1

2Φ · ∇v[
√
µ(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2)]

+
ǫ2

2
Φ · vĥR − αǫvxvz

2
ĥR + ǫ

1
2 e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥR, ĥR)

+ e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥR, ĥ1 + ǫĥ2) + e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2, ĥR) + ǫ
3
2 e−λ0tΓ̂(ĥ2, ĥ2) + Γ(ĥR, f̂1 + ǫf̂2)

+ Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, ĥR) + Γ̂(f̂R, ĥ1 + ǫĥ2) + Γ̂(ĥ1 + ǫĥ2, f̂R) + ǫ
1
2 {Γ̂(ĥR, f̂R) + Γ̂(f̂R, ĥR)},
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√
µĥR(0,x,v) =

√
µĝR,0(x,v),

and

ĥR(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = Pγ ĥR + R.

Note that the mass of ĥR at zero frequency is conserved, i.e.
∫ 1

−1

∫
R3 ĥR(t, z, 0,v)

√
µdvdz = 0, and such

conservation is of significant importance in the estimating of a.
In the following, we intend to show that

ǫE int
mac(t) +

∑

k̄

‖[â, b̂, ĉ](t)‖L2
T,z

.ǫE int
mac(0) + ǫ

1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞

T L2
z,v

+ ‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖L∞
T L2

z,v

} ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− P̄γ}f̂R,1(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+

+ ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞
T L2

z,v

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+ ε0, (3.60)

where

|E int
mac(t)| . ‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L∞

T L2
z,v

+ ‖ĥR,2‖L∞
T L2

z,v
.

To prove (3.60), we only present the L1
k̄
L2
T,z estimate for b for brevity, as the corresponding estimates for

a and c can be obtained similarly. To achieve this, we introduce

Ψ̂b =

3∑

m=1

Ψ̂J,m
b

, J = 1, 2, 3, b = (b1, b2, b3),

with

Ψ̂J,m
b

=





|v|2vmvJ ∂̂mφJ − 7

2
(v2m − 1)∂̂JφJµ

1
2 , J 6= m,

7

2
(v2J − 1)∂̂JφJµ

1
2 , J = m,

where
(|k̄|2 − ∂2

z )φ̂J = b̂s,J , φ̂J (k̄,±1) = 0, and ∂1 = ∂x, ∂2 = ∂y, ∂3 = ∂z.

Moreover, by elliptic estimates and trace theorem, it follows

‖|k̄|2φ̂J (k̄, z)‖2 + ‖|k̄|φ̂J (k̄, z)‖H1
z
+ ‖φ̂J‖H2

z
. ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2,

(1 + |k̄|)
{
‖|k̄|φ̂J (k̄, z)‖2 + ‖φ̂J (k̄, z)‖H1

z

}
. ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2,

and

(1 + |k̄|)‖φ̂J (k̄,±1)‖2 + ‖∂zφ̂J (k̄,±1)‖2 . ‖b̂s,J‖2, ∀k̄ ∈ Z2.

Now taking the inner product of (3.59) and Ψ̂J,m
b

over (k̄, v) ∈ Z2 × R3, one has

−
3∑

m=1

(v · ̂∇xΨ
J,m
b

,PĥR) =−
3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
b

(1), vzĥR(1)) +

3∑

J=1

(Ψ̂J,m
bs

(−1), vzĥR(−1))

− ǫ(∂tĥR, Ψ̂
J,m
b

)−
3∑

m=1

(v · ̂∇xΨ
J,m
b

, {I−P}ĥR) + (H3, Ψ̂
J,m
b

). (3.61)

In accordance with the computation in (2.24), the left hand side of (3.61) gives 7‖b̂‖22. In order to control
the third term on the right hand side of (3.61), by taking the moment of (3.59) with v

√
µ, we obtain

ǫ∂tb̂+ ̂∇x(a+ 2c) = −〈 ̂v · ∇x{I−P}hR,v
√
µ〉+ 〈H3,v

√
µ〉,
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with this, we further have

−ǫ(∂tĥR, Ψ̂
J,m
b

) =− ǫ
d

dt
(ĥR, Ψ̂

J,m
b

) + ǫ(ĥR, ∂tΨ̂
J,m
b

)

≤− ǫ
d

dt
(ĥR, Ψ̂

J,m
b

) + C‖[â, ĉ]‖22 + η‖b̂‖22 + Cη‖wl2 ĥR,1‖22
+ Cη‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖22 + Cη‖〈H3,v

√
µ〉‖22. (3.62)

Plugging (3.62) into (3.61), we then have

ǫ
∑

k̄

(ĥR(t), Ψ̂
J,m
b

(t)) +
∑

k̄

‖b̂(t)‖L2
T,z

.ǫ
∑

k̄

(ĥR(0), Ψ̂
J,m
b

(0)) + ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞

T L2
z,v

+ ‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖L∞
T L2

z,v

} ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− P̄γ}f̂R,1(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+

+ ǫ
1
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞

T L2
z,v

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄

‖[â, ĉ](t)‖L2
T,z

+ ε0.

Here, we also employed a calculation similar to that in (2.20) to manage the nonlinear estimates in H3.
Consequently, (3.60) holds true. Recalling (3.58), (3.60) further gives

ǫE int
mac(t) +

∑

k̄

‖[â(2), b̂(2), ĉ(2)](t)‖L2
T,z

.ǫE int
mac(0) + ǫ

1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞

T L∞
z,v

+ ‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖L∞
T L∞

z,v

} ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− P̄γ}f̂R,1(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}f̂R,2(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+

+ ǫ
1
2 ‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞

T L∞
z,v

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+ ε0. (3.63)

We now turn to obtain the estimate for {I−P}ĥR,2, which represents the microscopic component of ĥR,2. To

achieve this, we take the inner product of (3.31) with ĥR,2 over (z,v) ∈ (−1, 1)×R3. Further, by considering
the real part of the resulting identity, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖ĥR,2‖22 + ǫ−1|{I− Pγ}ĥR,2|22,+ +

δ0
ǫ2
‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖2ν − {λ0 + η + α}‖ĥR,2‖22

≤ 1

ǫ4
‖hR,1‖22 + |(H2, ĥR,2)|+ η|Pγ ĥR,2|22,− +

Cη

ǫ2
|P̄γ ĥR,1|22,− + Cǫ−1‖R‖22. (3.64)

On the other hand, trace Lemma A.6 leads us to

|Pγ ĥR,2(±1)|22,± ≤ε

∫

vz≷0

|ĥR,2(±1)|2|vz|dv + C‖ĥR,2‖22 +
C

ǫ2
‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖2ν

+
C

ǫ4
‖wl2 ĥR,1‖22 + |(H2, ĥR,2)|. (3.65)

Next, by utilizing Lemma (A.9) together with (3.64) and (3.65), we can deduce that

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ĥR,2‖2 + ǫ−
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

|ĥR,2(±1)|2dt
) 1

2

+
δ0
2ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖2νdt
) 1

2



3D COUETTE FLOW VIA BOLTZMANN EQUATION IN DIFFUSIVE LIMIT 47

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥ĝ(2)R,0

∥∥∥
2
+ ǫ−2

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

‖ĥR,1‖22dt
) 1

2

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

|(H2, ĥR,2)|dt
) 1

2

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

|P̄γĥR,1|22,−dt
) 1

2

+ ǫ−
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

‖R‖22dt
) 1

2

. (3.66)

Next, by applying Lemma A.15, one has

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

|(H2, ĥR,2)|dt
) 1

2

≤η

ǫ

∑

k̄∈Z2

(∫ T

0

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖2νdt
) 1

2

+ ǫ
1
2Cη

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖L∞
T L∞

z,v

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+ Cη


∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ [ĥ1, ĥ2]‖L∞
T L∞

z,v
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ [f̂1, f̂2, ǫ
1
2 f̂R,2]‖L∞

z,v


 ∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,v

+ Cη

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ f̂R,2‖L2
z,v

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ [ĥ1, ĥ2]‖L∞
T L∞

z,v
. (3.67)

Consequently, (3.66), (3.67), (3.27) and Lemma A.3 lead to
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L∞
T L2

z,v
+ ǫ−

1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

|{I− Pγ}ĥR,2(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+ ǫ−1

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖L2
TL2

zL
2
ν

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥ĝ(2)R,0

∥∥∥
2
+ (λ0 + η + α)

∑

k̄

‖[â(2), b̂(2), ĉ(2)](t)‖L2
TL2

z
+ ǫ−2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,v

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

|wl2 ĥR,1(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+ ε0. (3.68)

This ends the second step for the L1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates of hR,2.

Step 3. L1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates for ĥR,1. In this step, we turn to derive the L1

k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates for ĥR,1. For

this, taking the inner product of (3.28) with wl2 ĥR,1 over (z,v) ∈ (−1, 1)× R3, one has

(∂tĥR,1,w
2l2 ĥR,1) + ǫ−1(ik̄ · v̄ĥR,1, w

2l2 ĥR,1) + ǫ−1(vz∂z ĥR,1, w
2l2 ĥR,1) + ǫ(Φ · ∇vĥR,1, w

2l2 ĥR,1)

+ iα(zkxĥR,1, w
2l2 ĥR,1)− α(vz∂vx ĥR,1, w

2l2 ĥR,1) +
1

ǫ2
(νĥR,1, w

2l2 h̄R,1)− λ0(ĥR,1, w
2l2 ĥR,1)

=
1

ǫ2
(χMKĥR,1, w

2l2 h̄R,1) +
ǫ

2
(
√
µΦ · vĥR,2, w

2l2 ĥR,1)

+ ǫ
1
2 (−√

µ∂tĥ2 − αz
√
µikxĥ2 + αvz∂vx{

√
µĥ2} − Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(h1 + ǫh2)]], w

2l2 ĥR,1)

− α

2
(vxvz

√
µ{I−P}ĥR,2, w

2l2 ĥR,1) + (H1, w
2l2 ĥR,1). (3.69)

Taking the real part of (3.69) and using Lemma A.15, we then have

d

dt
‖wl2 ĥR,1‖22 + ǫ−1

∫

vz>0

vzw
2l2 |ĥR,1(1)|2dv − ǫ−1

∫

vz<0

vzw
2l2 |ĥR,1(−1)|2dv +

1

2ǫ2
‖wl2 ĥR,1‖2ν

.ǫ4‖ĥR,2‖22 + α2ǫ2‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖22 + ǫ3‖∂tĥ2‖22 + ǫ3‖〈k̄〉[ĥ1, ĥ2]‖22

+ ǫ−
1
2

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖ν + ‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2

}
dz

+ ǫ−
1
2

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖ĥR,2(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖ν + ‖ĥR,2(k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2

}
dz
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+ ǫ−1

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](k̄ − l̄)‖2‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖ν + ‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2

}
dz

+ ǫ−1

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖[f̂1, f̂2](k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2 + ‖[f̂1, f̂2](k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖ν

}
dz

+ ǫ−
1
2

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖wl2 [f̂R,1,

√
µf̂R,2](k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2

+ ‖wl2 [f̂R,1,
√
µf̂R,2](k̄ − l̄)‖2‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖ν

}
dz

+ ǫ−
1
2

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖ĥR,2(l̄)‖2 + ‖wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖ĥR,2(l̄)‖ν

}
dz

+ ǫ−1

∫ 1

−1

‖wl2 ĥR,1(k̄)‖ν
∑

l̄

{
‖wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖ν‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](l̄)‖2 + ‖wl2 f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](l̄)‖ν

}
dz.

Consequently, we have

‖wl2 ĥR,1(t)‖2 + ǫ−
1
2

(∫ t

0

∫

vz>0

vzw
2l2 |ĥR,1(1)|2dvds

) 1
2

+ ǫ−
1
2

(∫ t

0

∫

vz<0

|vz |w2l2 |ĥR,1(−1)|2dvds
) 1

2

+
1

2ǫ

(∫ t

0

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖2νds
) 1

2

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

ǫ
3
2

∥∥∥wl2 ĝ
(1)
R,0

∥∥∥
2
+ ǫ2

(∫ t

0

‖ĥR,2‖22ds
) 1

2

+ αǫ

(∫ t

0

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖22ds
) 1

2

+ ǫ
3
2

(∫ t

0

‖∂tĥ2‖22ds
) 1

2

+ ǫ
3
2

(∫ t

0

‖〈k̄〉[ĥ1, ĥ2]‖22ds
) 1

2

+
η

ǫ

(∫ t

0

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

√
ǫ
∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ ĥR,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

√
ǫ
∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ ĥR,2(k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ [f̂1, f̂2, ĥ1, ĥ2](k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

√
ǫ
∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ [f̂R,1, f̂R,2](k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖wl2 ĥR,1(l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

√
ǫ
∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖ĥR,2(l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

+ Cη

∑

l̄

(∫ t

0

‖wl∞ f̂R,1(k̄ − l̄)‖2∞‖[ĥ1, ĥ2](l̄)‖2νds
) 1

2

.

The above estimate further yields

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L∞
T L2

z,v
+ ǫ−2

∑

k̄∈Z2

|wl2 ĥR,1(±1)|L2
TL2

γ+
+ ǫ−

5
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,ν

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥wl2 ĝ
(1)
R,0

∥∥∥
∞

+ (ǫ
1
2 +

√
ε0 + α+ εΦ,α)

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,ν

+ ε0. (3.70)

This ends the L1
k̄
L2
T,z,v estimates for ĥR,1.
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Finally, we get from (3.57), (3.63), (3.68) and (3.70) that

ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĥR,1‖L∞
T

L∞
z,v

+ ǫ−
3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L∞
T L2

z,v
+ ǫ−

5
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl2 ĥR,1‖L2
T,z,ν

+ ǫ
1
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĥR,2‖L∞
T L∞

z,v
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖ĥR,2‖L∞
T L2

z,v
+
∑

k̄

‖[â(2), b̂(2), ĉ(2)](t)‖L2
T,z

+ ǫ−1
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖{I−P}ĥR,2‖L2
T,z,ν

≤ C
∑

k̄∈Z2

∥∥∥wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ĝ

(2)
R,0]
∥∥∥
∞

+ Cε0. (3.71)

Then, the desired estimate (1.45) follows from (3.71).

Step 4. Non-negativity of the solution. To complete the proof of Theorem 1.2, we now turn to prove
that the unique global solution constructed above is non-negative, i.e. F ǫ(t,x,v) = F ǫ

st(x,v) + ǫ
√
µ{[g1 +

ǫg2 + ǫ
1
2 gR](t,x,v)} ≥ 0 under the condition that F ǫ

0 (x,v) = F ǫ
st(x,v) + ǫ

√
µ{g1(0,x,v) + ǫg2(0,x,v) +

ǫ
1
2 gR,0(x,v)} ≥ 0, which also indicates the non-negativity of the steady solution F ǫ

st(x,v) obtained in
Theorem 1.1 due to the large time asymptotic behavior (1.45). To do so, let us start from the following
approximation system to the equation (1.8):





∂tF
n+1 + ǫ−1v · ∇xF

n+1 + ǫΦ · ∇vF
n+1 + αz∂xF

n+1 − αvz∂vxF
n+1

+ǫ−2Fn+1
V (Fn) = ǫ−2Qgain(F

n, Fn), t > 0, x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R3,

Fn+1(t, x, y,±1,v)|vz≶0 =
√
2πµ

∫

vz≷0

Fn(t, x, y,±1,v)|vz|dv,

Fn+1(0,x,v) = F0(x,v),

(3.72)

where

V (Fn) =

∫

R3×S2+

B0(v − v∗, ω)F
n(v∗)dv∗dω.

One can see that if F0(x,v) ≥ 0 and Fn(t,x,v) ≥ 0, then any solution of (3.72) should be non-negative. Let

Fn+1 = F ǫ
st + ǫ

√
µ{[g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gn+1

R ](t,x,v)},
where g1 and g2 are given by (3.8) and (3.10), respectively. We further decompose gn+1

R as
√
µgn+1

R = gn+1
R,1 +

√
µgn+1

R,2 .

We shall show that the approximation sequence [gn+1
R,1 , gn+1

R,2 ]|+∞
n=1 converges to [gR,1, gR,2] which satisfies

(3.15), (3.17), (3.16), (3.18), (3.20), (3.19) in function space Xǫ2T1
×Xǫ2T1

for some T1 > 0.
Next, we consider the following coupled equations for gR,1 and gR,2:

∂tĝn+1
R,1 + ǫ−1ik̄ · v̄ĝn+1

R,1 + ǫ−1vz∂z ĝn+1
R,1 + ǫΦ · ∇vĝn+1

R,1

+ iαzkxĝn+1
R,1 − αvz∂vx ĝ

n+1
R,1 +

1

ǫ2
νĝn+1

R,1

=− ǫ−
1
2 ĝn+1

RV (ĝnR)− ǫ−1ĝn+1
RV

[√
µ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2) +

√
µ(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2)

]

− ǫ
1
2
√
µ∂tĝ2 − ǫ

1
2αz

√
µikxĝ2 + ǫ

1
2αvz∂vx{

√
µĝ2} − ǫ

1
2Φ · ∇v[

√
µ(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2)]

+
1

ǫ2
χMKĝnR,1 +

ǫ

2

√
µΦ · vĝn+1

R,2 −
αvxvz

2

√
µ{I−P}ĝn+1

R,2 + H̃1, (3.73)

with

H̃1 =ǫ−
1
2 Q̂gain(ĝnR,1, ĝ

n
R,1) + ǫ−1Q̂(ĝnR,1,

√
µ(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2)) + ǫ−1Q̂(

√
µ(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2), ĝnR,1)

+ ǫ
1
2 Q̂(

√
µĝ2,

√
µĝ2) + ǫ−1Q̂(ĝnR,1,

√
µ(f̂1 + f̂2)) + ǫ−1Q̂(

√
µ(f̂1 + ǫf̂2), ĝnR,1) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,1,

√
µĝ2)

+ Q̂(
√
µĝ2,

√
µf̂R,1) + ǫ−1Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µĝ1) + ǫ−1Q̂(

√
µĝ1, f̂R,1)

+ ǫ−
1
2

{
Q̂(

√
µĝnR, f̂R,1) + Q̂(f̂R,1,

√
µĝnR)

}
+ ǫ−

1
2

{
Q̂(ĝnR,1,

√
µf̂R,2) + Q̂(

√
µf̂R,2, ĝnR,1)

}
,

ĝn+1
R,1(0, z,v) = ǫ

3
2 ĝ

(1)
R,0(z,v), (3.74)
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ĝn+1
R,1(t,±1,v)|vz≶0 = 0, (3.75)

and

∂tĝn+1
R,2 + ǫ−1ik̄ · v̄ĝn+1

R,2 + ǫ−1vz∂z ĝn+1
R,2 + ǫΦ · ∇vĝn+1

R,2

+ iαzkxĝn+1
R,2 − αvz∂vx ĝ

n+1
R,2 +

1

ǫ2
νĝn+2

R,2

=
1

ǫ2
KĝnR,2 +

1

ǫ2
µ− 1

2 (1− χM )KĝnR,1 −
αvxvz

2
PĝnR,2 + H̃2 (3.76)

with

H̃2 =ǫ−
1
2 Γ̂gain(ĝnR,2, ĝ

n
R,2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(ĝnR,2, ĝ1 + ǫĝ2)

+ ǫ−1Γ̂(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2, ĝnR,2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(ĝnR,2, f̂1 + ǫf̂2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(f̂1 + ǫf̂2, ĝnR,2)

+ ǫ−
1
2 {Γ̂(ĝnR,2, f̂R,2) + Γ̂(f̂R,2, ĝnR,2)}+ ǫ−1Γ̂(f̂R,2, ĝ1 + ǫĝ2) + ǫ−1Γ̂(ĝ1 + ǫĝ2, f̂R,2),

ĝn+1
R,2(0, k̄, z,v) = ĝ

(2)
R,0(k̄,v), (3.77)

ĝn+1
R,2(t, k̄,±1,v)|vz≶0 = Pγ ĝnR,2 + P̄γ ĝnR,1 + R. (3.78)

We now intend to show inductively that there exists a finite T1 > 0 and a constant C̃0 > 0 such that
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĝmR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĝmR,2](t)‖∞ ≤ C̃0ε0, (3.79)

for any m ≥ 0, on the condition that
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ [ĝ0R,1, ĝ
0
R,2](t)‖∞ +

∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖H4

z

=
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ĝ

(2)
R,0](k̄,v)‖∞ +

∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖H4

z
≤ ε0.

Note that, by choosing C̃0 > to be suitably large, one can easily deduce

sup
0≤l≤L

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ [ǫ−
3
2 ĝlR,1, ǫ

1
2 ĝlR,2](t)‖∞

≤C(L)
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ [ĝ
(1)
R,0, ĝ

(2)
R,0](k̄,v)‖∞ +

∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖H4

z
≤ 1

2
C̃0ε0.

In fact, the above estimate is achieved by utilizing (3.73), (3.74), (3.75), (3.76), (3.77) and (3.78) recursively,
since L is finite.

In the following, we prove (3.79) for m = n+1 under the assumption that it holds for m ≤ n. Performing
the similar calculations as for obtaining (3.43) and (3.48), one has

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ ĝn+1
R,1(t)‖∞

≤((1 +M)−γ + εΦ,α + ε0 + ǫ+ ς + T1 + ε̄) sup
1≤l≤L

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ ĝn+1−l
R,1(t)‖∞

+ ǫ2 sup
1≤l≤L

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖ĝn+1−l
R,2(t)‖∞ + ǫ

3
2 {εΦ,α + ε0}+ Cǫ

3
2

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĝ
(1)
R,0‖∞,

and
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ ĝn+1
R,2(t)‖∞

≤C
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ ĝ
(2)
R,0‖∞ + CT1 sup

1≤l≤L

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ ĝn+1−l
R,1(t)‖∞
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+ (εΦ,α + ε0 + ǫ+ T1 + ε̄) sup
1≤l≤L

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
0≤t≤ǫ2T1

‖wl∞ ĝn+1−l
R,2(t)‖∞.

Thus by taking εΦ,α, ε0, ǫ, T1 and ε̄ to be suitably small, we see that (3.79) holds true for m = n + 1.

Furthermore, one can also prove that [gn+1
R,1 , gn+1

R,2 ]|+∞
n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in Xǫ2T1

× Xǫ2T1
and thus is

convergent. Therefore F (t,x,v) = lim
n→∞

{
F ǫ
st + ǫ

√
µ{[g1 + ǫg2 + ǫ

1
2 gnR](t,x,v)}

}
≥ 0 for t ∈ [0, ǫ2T1]. This

completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �

Appendix A. Appendix

In this appendix, we will give some necessary results and estimates which have been used in previous
sections. The first one is concerned with the a priori estimates for the fluid equations around the Couette
flow.

A.1. Fluid equations with shear force. In this subsection, we will derive the energy estimates in the
function space L1

k̄
for both the steady and unsteady Navier-Stokes equations with shear force. We start with

the following steady problem




∇x · us = 0, ρs = −θs,

us · ∇xus +∇xP + αz∂xus + α(us,z , 0, 0)
T − Φ = η∆xus,

αz∂xθs +∇xθs · us =
2
5κ∆xθs,

us(x, y,±1) = 0, θs(x, y,±1) = 0.

(A.1)

For results in this direction, one has

Lemma A.1. Let [us, θs] be a classical solution of (A.1), then for any integer m > 0, it holds that
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖(1 + |k̄|m)[ûs, θ̂s]‖H2
z
≤ CεΦ,α. (A.2)

Proof. We take θs(t, x) = 0. We then derive the estimate for the pressure P . For this, we first get from
(A.1)2 and (A.1)1 that

∂zP = −(us · ∇xus)z − αzus,z +Φz + η∆x̄us,z − η∂z(∂xus,x + ∂yus,y),

which further gives

∂zP (±1) = Φz(±1). (A.3)

Next, let P̄ = P −
∫ z

−1 Φz(s)ds, then it follows from (A.3) that

∂zP̄ (±1) = 0.

By (A.1)2, one has

∆xP̄ = −∇x · (us · ∇xus)− 2α∂xus,z.

Denote ∂i by ∂x or ∂y. By L2 estimate and Sobolev’s inequality, we obtain
∑

m′≤m+2

‖∇x∂
m′

i P‖2 ≤‖∂m′

i ∇x · [us · ∇xus]‖2 + α‖∂m′

i ∂xus,z‖2 + ‖Φz‖2

.
∑

m1+m2≤m+1
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖22 + α‖∂m′

i ∂xus,z‖2 + ‖Φz‖2.

Next, we act ∂m
i with m ≥ 4 to (A.1)2 to obtain

∂m
i (us · ∇xus) +∇x∂

m
i P + αz∂m

i ∂xus + α∂m
i (us,z, 0, 0)

T − 1m=0Φ = η∆x∂
m
i us.

On the other hand, since ∂m
i us(x, y,±1) = 0, one has by L2 energy estimate that

∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖2 .‖∇x∂

m
i P‖2 +

∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖22 + α

∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖2 + ‖Φ‖2
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.
∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖22 + α

∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖2 + ‖Φ‖2.

Consequently, it follows
∑

m1+m2≤m+2
m2≤2

‖∂m1

i ∂m2
z us‖2 . ‖Φ‖2,

which further implies

∑

k̄∈Z2

(
〈k̄〉2m+4‖ûs‖2H2

z

) 1
2 ≤ CεΦ,α. (A.4)

Finally, (A.4) and the interpolation inequality give the desired estimate (A.2), and this then ends the proof
of Lemma A.1. �

We now consider the following unsteady problem



∇x · u = 0, ρ = −θ,

∂tu+ u · ∇xu+∇xP̃ + αz∂xu+ u · ∇xus + us · ∇xu+ α(uz, 0, 0)
T = η∆xu,

∂tθ + αz∂xθ +∇xθ · u+∇xθ · us +∇xθs · u = 2
5κ∆xθ,

u(x, y,±1) = 0, θ(x, y,±1) = 0,
u(0,x) = u0(x), θ(0,x) = θ0(x).

(A.5)

Regarding the above problem, we have

Lemma A.2. Let [u, θ] be a classical solution of (A.5). Then for λ0 > 0, it holds that
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2∂m0
t [û, θ̂]‖L∞

t H2
z
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2∂m0
t [û, θ̂]‖L2

tH
2
z

≤ C
∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖H4

z
. (A.6)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma A.1, we can assume θ(t, x) = 0. Therefore, our task now is to establish
the estimate for u(t, x). Setting U = eλ0tu. The estimate (A.6) is based on the following a priori assumption

sup
t

∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2 ≤ √

ε0. (A.7)

First of all, one has the equations for U = (Ux,Uy,Uz) as follows

∂tU − λ0U + e−λ0tU · ∇xU +∇xP + αz∂xU

+ U · ∇xus + us · ∇xU + α(Uz , 0, 0)
T = η∆xU , (A.8)

and

U (x, y,±1) = 0, U (0,x) = u0(x),

where P = eλ0tP̃ . First of all, like (A.3), we also have

∂zP(±1) = 0.

Next, from (A.5)2, it follows

∆xP = −∇x ·
{
e−λ0tU · ∇xU + αz∂xU + U · ∇xus + us · ∇xU

}
− 2α∂xUz ,

then by L2 estimates, we obtain

‖∇x∂
m0
t ∂m

i P‖2 ≤
∥∥∂m0

t ∂m
i

{
e−λ0tU · ∇xU

}∥∥
2
+ α ‖z∂x∂m0

t ∂m
i U ‖2

+ ‖∂m0
t ∂m

i (U · ∇xus)‖2 + ‖∂m0
t ∂m

i (us · ∇xU )‖2
+ α‖∂m0

t ∂m
i (Uz , 0, 0)

T ‖2 ≤
∑

m1+m2≤4
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22



3D COUETTE FLOW VIA BOLTZMANN EQUATION IN DIFFUSIVE LIMIT 53

+ (εΦ,α + α)
∑

m1+m2≤4
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2. (A.9)

Next, on one hand, L2 energy estimate gives
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2 .

∑

m0≤1,m≤4

‖∂t∂m0
t ∂m

i U ‖2

+
∑

m0≤1,m≤4

‖∇x∂
m0
t ∂m

i P‖2 +
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22

+ (εΦ,α + α+ λ0)
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2

.
∑

m0≤1,m≤2

‖∂t∂m0
t ∂m

i U ‖2 +
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22

+ (εΦ,α + α+ λ0)
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2. (A.10)

On the other hand, acting ∂m0
t ∂m

i with m0 ≤ 2 and m ≤ 4 to (A.8), and taking the inner product of the
resulting equation with ∂m0

t ∂m
i U , we have

d

dt
‖∂m0

t ∂m
i U ‖22 +

η

2
‖∂m0

t ∂m
i ∇xU ‖22 .

∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22

+ (εΦ,α + α+ λ0)
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22,

which further yields

sup
t

∑

m0≤2,m≤4

‖∂m0
t ∂m

i U ‖22 +
η

2

∑

m0≤2,m≤4

∫ ∞

0

‖∂m0
t ∂m

i U ‖22dt

.
∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖2H4

z
+

∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

∫ ∞

0

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22dt

+ (εΦ,α + α+ λ0)
∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

∫ ∞

0

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22dt. (A.11)

Here we have also used the following Poincaré inequality

‖∂m0
t ∂m

i U ‖2 ≤ C‖∂m0
t ∂m

i ∇xU ‖2.
Consequently, we get from (A.10), (A.11) and (A.7) that

sup
t

∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22 +

∫ ∞

0

∑

m1+m2≤6
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖22dt

.
∑

m≤8

‖∂m
i u0(x)‖2H4

z
.

Note that

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

〈k̄〉2‖eλ0t∂m0
t û‖L∞

t H2
z
≤C


∑

k̄∈Z2

(
sup
m0≤1

sup
t

‖〈k̄〉4eλ0t∂m0
t û‖H2

z

)2



1
2
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≤C
∑

m1+m2≤8
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2,

and

∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

〈k̄〉2‖eλ0t∂m0
t û‖L2

tH
2
z
≤C


∑

k̄∈Z2

(
sup
m0≤1

‖〈k̄〉4eλ0t∂m0
t û‖L2

tH
2
z

)2



1
2

≤C
∑

m1+m2≤8
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2.

Therefore, (A.6) is valid, and this then finishes the proof of Lemma A.2. �

The following result is based on Lemmas A.1 and A.2.

Lemma A.3 (Estimates on coefficients). Under the conditions listed in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, for any

m ≥ 0, the following estimate holds:
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞(1 + |k̄|m)[f̂1, f̂2](k̄, z,v)‖∞ . εΦ,α. (A.12)

Moreover, for λ0 > 0 given by Lemma A.2 and for m0 ≤ 1 and m1 ≤ 1, the subsequent estimate is satisfied:

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x [g1, g2](t, k̄, z,v)‖L∞
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x [g1, g2](t, k̄, z,v)‖L2
T,z,v

. ε0, (A.13)

for any 0 ≤ T < +∞.
Furthermore, for estimates for the error terms r and r̃ at the boundary given by (1.27) and (3.7), respec-

tively, it holds that
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖wl∞ r̂(k̄,±1,v)‖L∞
v

. εΦ,α, (A.14)

and
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞̂̃r(k̄,±1,v)‖L∞
T,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞̂̃r(k̄,±1,v)‖L2
T,v

. ε0, (A.15)

for any 0 ≤ T < +∞.

Proof. We begin by establishing (A.13). From (3.10), we get
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x g2(t, k̄, z,v)‖L∞
T,z,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x g2(t, k̄, z,v)‖L2
T,z,v

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖eλ0t[ ̂∇x∂

m0
t ∂m1

x u, ̂∇x∂
m0
t ∂m1

x θ]‖L∞
T,z

+ ‖eλ0t[ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x u, ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x θ]‖L∞
T,z

+ ‖eλ0t[ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x u2,
̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x θ2]‖L∞
T,z

}

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖eλ0t[ ̂∇x∂

m0
t ∂m1

x u, ̂∇x∂
m0
t ∂m1

x θ]‖L2
T,z

(A.16)

+ ‖eλ0t[ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x u, ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x θ]‖L2
T,z

+ ‖eλ0t[ ̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x u2,
̂∂m0
t ∂m1

x θ2]‖L2
T,z

}
.
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On the other hand, in view of (3.11), we may take u2 = 0, and by (3.12), (A.9) and (3.13) and utilizing
Sobolev’s inequality, we also have, for m0 ≤ 1 and m ≤ 4

∑

m0≤1,m≤4

‖∂m0
t ∂m

i θ2‖2 .
∑

m0≤1,m≤4

‖∇x∂
m0
t ∂m

i P‖2

+ (ε0 + εΦ,α)
∑

m0≤1,m≤4

‖∇x∂
m0
t ∂m

i U ‖2

.(ε0 + εΦ,α)
∑

m1+m2≤4
m2≤2

∑

m0≤1

‖∂m0
t ∂m1

i ∂m2
z U ‖2,

which further implies
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2∂m0
t θ̂2‖L∞

t H2
z
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

sup
m0≤1

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2∂m0
t θ̂2‖L2

tH
2
z
. ε0. (A.17)

Thus (A.13) for the component g2 follows from (A.16), (A.17) and (A.6), and the corresponding estimates
for g1 directly follow from Lemma A.2.

We now turn to prove (A.15) and the estimate (A.14) can be obtained similarly. Similar to (A.16), we
have by using (3.11) again

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞̂̃r(k̄,±1,v)‖L∞
T,v

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0twl∞̂̃r(k̄,±1,v)‖L2
T,v

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖eλ0t[∇̂xu(±1), ∇̂xθ(±1)]‖L∞

T
+ ‖eλ0tθ̂2(±1)]‖L∞

T

}

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

{
‖eλ0t[∇̂xu(±1), ∇̂xθ(±1)]‖L2

T
+ ‖eλ0tθ̂2(±1)]‖L2

T

}

.
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2[û, θ̂]‖L∞
t H2

z
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2[û, θ̂]‖L2
tH

2
z

+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2θ̂2‖L∞
t H2

z
+
∑

k̄∈Z2

‖eλ0t〈k̄〉2θ̂2‖L2
tH

2
z
. ε0,

where we have used the trace inequality given as (A.60). Note that the proof for (A.12) follows a similar
approach, and we omit the details for brevity. This ends the proof of Lemma A.3. �

A.2. Other key estimates. In this subsection, we will collect some important estimates which have been
used in the previous sections. Recall the backward time cycle starting at (t0, z0,v0) = (t, z,v) in (2.32), the

boundary probability measure dσl on Vl in (2.33) and the product measure dΣl(s) and dΣ̃l(s) over
∏

L−1
j=1 Vj

as follows; see also (2.38) and (3.41):

Σl(s) =

L−1∏

j=l+1

dσje
−

∫ tl
s

Aǫ(τ,V l
cl
(τ))dτw2(vl)dσl

l−1∏

j=1

w2(vj)

w2(V
j
cl
(tj+1))

l−1∏

j=1

e
−

∫ tj
tj+1

Aǫ(τ,V l
cl
(τ))dτ

dσj ,

and

Σ̃l(s) =

L−1∏

j=l+1

dσje
−

∫ t̃l
s

Ãǫ(τ,Ṽl
cl
(τ))dτw2(vl)dσl

l−1∏

j=1

w2(vj)

w2(Ṽ
j
cl
(t̃j+1))

e
−

∫ t̃j

t̃j+1
Ãǫ(τ,Ṽj

cl
(τ))dτ

dσj ,

where

w2(v) = (
√
2πwl∞µ

1
2 )−1.

The following two lemmas provide estimates on the weighted measure of the phase space ΠL−1
j=1 Vj when

there are L times bounce for two distinct backward exit times tb(z,v) and t̃b(z,v) defined by (2.31) and
(3.36), respectively.
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Lemma A.4. For any ε̄ > 0 and any T0 > 0, there exists an integer L0 = L0(ε̄, T0) such that for any integer

L ≥ L0 and any 1 ≫ η0 ≥ 0 and for all (t, z,v) ∈ [0,+∞)× [−1, 1]× R3, it holds∫

ΠL−1
l=1 Vl

1{tL(t,z,v,v1,v2...,vL−1)>t−T0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl ≤ ε̄. (A.18)

In particular, let T0 > 0 be large enough, there exist constants C1 and C2 > 0 independent of T0 such that for

L = C1T
5
4
0 with a suitable choice of C1 such that L is an integer and for all (t, z,v) ∈ [0,∞)× [−1, 1]×R3,

it holds ∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

1{tL(t,z,v,v1,v2,··· ,vL−1)>t−T0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl ≤
{
1

2

}C2T
5/4
0

. (A.19)

Furthermore, for any q > 0 in the weight function wq(v), there exist constants C3 and C4 > 0 independent

of L and T0 such that

∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

L−1∑

l=1

1{tl+1≤t−T0<tl}

∫ tl

tl−T0

dΣl(s)ds ≤ C3, (A.20)

and
∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

L−1∑

l=1

1{tl+1>t−T0}

∫ tl

tl+1

dΣl(s)ds ≤ C4. (A.21)

Lemma A.5. For any ε̄ > 0 and any T0 > 0, there exists an integer L0 = L0(ε̄, T0) such that for any integer

L ≥ L0 and any 1 ≫ η0 ≥ 0 and for all (t, z,v) ∈ [0, ǫT0)× [−1, 1]× R3, it holds∫

ΠL−1
l=1 Vl

1{t̃L(t,z,v,v1,v2...,vL−1)>0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl ≤ ε̄. (A.22)

In particular, let T0 > 0 be large enough, there exist constants C1 and C2 > 0 independent of T0 such that for

L = C1T
5
4
0 with a suitable choice of C1 such that L is an integer and for all (t, z,v) ∈ [0, ǫT0)× [−1, 1]×R3,

it holds ∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

1{t̃L(t,z,v,v1,v2,··· ,vL−1)>0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl ≤
{
1

2

}C2T
5/4
0

. (A.23)

Furthermore, for any q > 0 in the weight function wq(v), there exist constants C3 and C4 > 0 independent

of L and T0 such that

∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

L−1∑

l=1

1{t̃l+1≤0<t̃l}

∫ t̃l

0

dΣl(s)ds ≤ C3, (A.24)

and
∫

ΠL−1
j=1 Vj

L−1∑

l=1

1{t̃l+1>0}

∫ t̃l

t̃l+1

dΣl(s)ds ≤ C4. (A.25)

We are ready to complete

The proof of Lemmas A.4 and A.5. We only prove (A.19) and (A.23), since (A.18) (A.20), (A.21) (A.22),
(A.23) (A.24) and (A.25) can be verified similarly. It should be pointed out that the main strategies used
here follow from Lemma 23 in [58, pp. 781]. The new difficulty is the velocity growth caused by the difference
of the velocity weights at two different time. Let us first define, for 0 < δ ≪ 1,

Vδ
l =

{
vl ∈ Vl

∣∣|vl,z | > δ, and δ < |vl| <
1

δ

}
,

and

γδ
± =

{
(z,v) ∈ γ±

∣∣|vz | > δ, and δ < |v| < 1

δ

}
.

Obviously, it follows that for 0 < η0 ≪ 1,∫

Vl\Vδ
l

e
η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl ≤ C̃0δ,
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where C̃0 > 0 is independent of l. Next, for (zl,vl) ∈ γδ
+, we claim that

|tl+1 − tl| = tb(zl,vl) ≥ C0δ. (A.26)

To show this, it suffices to prove for (zl,vl) ∈ γδ
+ and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 that

tb(zl,vl) &
1

|vl,z |
. (A.27)

Note that 1
|vl,z|

≤ 1
δ . It therefore remains to prove the above inequality in the case of tb(zl,vl) ≤ 1

δ . By

(2.30)1 and (2.31), we have

zb(zl,vl) = zl − tb(zl,vl)vl,z +O(1)εΦ,αǫ
2t2b(zl,vl), (A.28)

which gives

tb(zl,vl) ≥ |zl − zb(zl,vl)||vl,z |−1,

provided that 0 < ǫ < ǫ0 ≪ δ. Consequently, (A.27) is valid by the fact that |zl − zb(zl,vl)| ≤ 2. Therefore
(A.26) is true. Furthermore, one can see that there are at most [ T0

C0δ
]+1 number of vl ∈ Vδ

l for 1 ≤ l ≤ L−1.

Hence we get the following bound for 0 < C̃0δ < 1 and 0 < η0 < 1
2 :∫

ΠL−1
l=1 Vl

1{tL(t,z,v,v1,v2,··· ,vL−1)>t−T0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl

≤
[

T0
C0δ ]+1∑

j=0

Cj
L−1

(
sup

l∈{l1,··· ,lj}

∫

Vδ
l

e
η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl

)j

×
(

sup
l∈{1,··· ,L−1}\{l1,··· ,lj}

∫

Vl\Vδ
l

e
η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl

)L−1−j

≤
[

T0
C0δ ]+1∑

j=0

Cj
L−1(1− η0)

−2j(C̃0δ)
L−1−j

≤
[

T0
C0δ ]+1∑

j=0

(L− 1)[
T0
C0δ ]+1(1 − η0)

−2[
T0
C0δ ]−2(C̃0δ)

L−2−[
T0
C0δ ]

≤
(
[
T0

C0δ
] + 1

)
[4(L− 1)]

[
T0
C0δ ]+1

(C̃0δ)
L−2−[

T0
C0δ ]. (A.29)

Next, by taking L− 1 = N
(
[ T0

C0δ
] + 1

)
, there exists CN > 0 such that the right hand side of (A.29) can be

bounded by ∫

ΠL−1
l=1 Vl

1{tL(t,z,v,v1,v2,··· ,vL−1)>t−T0}Π
L−1
l=1 e

η0
2 |vl|

2

dσl

≤
[
4N

(
[
T0

C0δ
] + 1

)1+ 1

[
T0
C0δ

]+1

(C̃0δ)
N−2

][ T0
C0δ ]+1

≤
[
4N

(
[
T0

C0δ
] + 1

)2

(C̃0δ)
N−2

][ T0
C0δ ]+1

≤ (CNT 2
0 δ

N−4)[
T0
C0δ ]+1.

Then we let CNT 2
0 δ

N−4 = 1
2 and equivalently we choose δ = (

√
2CNT0)

− 1
2(N−4) . Finally, let N = 6, then for

T0 sufficiently large, one sees that

L ∽ T
1+ 1

2(N−4)

0 = T
5
4
0 .

Thus (A.19) is valid. We now turn to prove (A.23). Compared with (A.19), the only distinction should be
the lower bound of the backward exist time t̃b(x,v). At this stage, corresponding to (A.27), we have

|t̃l+1 − t̃l| = t̃b(zl,vl) ≥ C0ǫδ.



58 R.-J. DUAN, S.-Q. LIU, R. M. STRAIN, AND A. YANG

Thus ǫT0 is chosen so that the quantity L = N
(
[ ǫT0

C0ǫδ
] + 1

)
+ 1 keeps unchanged. The remaining com-

putations for the proof of (A.23) are the same as above. This completes the proof of Lemmas A.4 and
A.5. �

The following lemma is devoted to the trace theorem of the transport equation with shear force as well
as external field in the complex variable space.

Lemma A.6. Let ε > 0 and z ∈ [−h, h] with 0 < h < +∞, and denote the near-grazing set of γ+ or γ− as

γε
± ≡

{
(z,v) ∈ γ± : |vz| ≤ ε or |vz| ≥

1

ε
, v = (vx, vy, vz)

}
.

Then, there exists a constant Cε,h > 0 depending on ε and h such that
∑

k̄∈Z2

|f̂21γ±\γε
±
|L1 ≤Cε,h

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖Re({vz∂z + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇v − αǫvz∂vx}f̂ |f̂)‖L1

+ Cε,h

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂2‖L1.
(A.30)

Moreover, it also holds

∑

k̄∈Z2

∫ T

0

|f̂21γ+\γε
+
(t)|L1dt ≤ Cε,h

∑

k̄∈Z2

‖f̂2(0)‖L1 + Cε,h

∑

k̄∈Z2

∫ T

0

‖f̂2(t)‖L1dt,

+ Cε,h

∑

k̄∈Z2

∫ T

0

‖Re({∂t + vz∂z + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇v − αǫvz∂vx}f̂ |f̂)‖L1dt, (A.31)

for any T ≥ 0.

Proof. To prove (A.30), we only consider the case that the boundary phase is outgoing, because the incoming
case can be treated similarly. We introduce a parameter t ∈ R and treat (z,v) as functions of t. Define the
characteristic line [s, Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, z,v)] passing through (z,v) = (t, z(t),v(t)) such that

dZ

ds
= VZ ,

dV

ds
= ǫ2Φ(Z)− αǫVZe1, V = (Vx, Vy, VZ).

Then it follows



Z(s) = z + (s− t)vz + ǫ2
∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z(η))dηdτ,

V(s) = v + ǫ2
∫ s

t

Φ(Z(τ))dτ − αǫvz(s− t)e1 − αǫ3
∫ s

t

∫ τ

t

Φz(Z(η))dηdτe1,

for (z,v) ∈ γ+\γε
+. Along this trajectory, one has the identity

f̂2(z,v) = f̂2((Z,V)(s; t, z,v)) +

∫ t

s

d

dτ
f̂2((Z,V)(τ ; t, z,v))dτ. (A.32)

Next, by taking s ∈ [t− tb(z,v), t], we get from (A.32) that
∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

∫

γ+\γε
+

|f̂(z,v)|2|vz |dvds (A.33)

=

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

f̂2(Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, z,v))|vz |dsdv

+

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

∫ t

s

d

dτ
f̂2(Z(τ ; t, z,v),V(τ ; t, z,v))||vz |dτdsdv

=

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v))

f̂2(Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, z,v))|vz |dsdv

+

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

∫ t

s

[VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂
2((Z,V)(s; t, z,v))|vz |dτdsdv
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=

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

f̂2(Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, z,v))|vz |dsdv

+ 2

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

∫ t

s

Re
(
[VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
|vz |dτdsdv,

where ReZ denotes the real part of Z. On the other hand, for (z,v) ∈ γ+\γε
+, by (A.26) and (A.28), one

sees that

ε . tb(z,v) .
1

ε
. (A.34)

Thus (A.33) further implies
∫

γ+\γε
+

|f̂(z,v)|2|vz |dv .

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v))

f̂2((Z,V)(s; t, z,v))|vz |dsdv (A.35)

+

∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

∣∣∣Re
(
[VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)∣∣∣ |vz |dsdv.

Next, we compute the Jacobian as

∂(Z(s),V(s))

∂(s,v)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

vz + ǫ2
∫ s

t Φz(Z(η))dη 0 0 s− t

ǫ2Φx − αǫ3
∫ s

t Φz(Z(η))dη − αǫvz 1 0 −αǫ(s− t)

ǫ2Φy 0 1 0

ǫ2Φz 0 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

=vz + ǫ2
∫ s

t

Φz(Z(η))dη − (s− t)ǫ2Φz = vz + ǫ2
∫ s

t

[Φz(Z(η) − Φz(Z(s))]dη.

On the other hand, using ε . tb(z,v) .
1
ε again, one has for 0 < ǫ ≪ ǫ0 < ε,

∣∣∣∣ǫ2
∫ s

t

[Φz(Z(η)− Φz(Z(s))]dη

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΦǫ
2tb(z,v) ≤ CΦ

ǫ2

ε
≤ ε

2
, (A.36)

Thus, if (z,v) ∈ γ+\γε
+ then it holds

∣∣∣∣
∂(Z(s),V(s))

∂(s,v)

∣∣∣∣ ∽ |vz|.

Note that if Φz is a constant,
∣∣∣∣
∂(Z(s),V(s))

∂(s,v)

∣∣∣∣ = |vz|.

By a change of variable

[z̃,u] = [Z(s; t, z,v),V(s; t, y,v)] → (s,v),

one gets
∫

γ+\γε
+

∫ t

t−tb(z,v)

|g((Z,V)(s; t, z,v))||vz |dsdv ≤
∫

R3

∫ h

−h

|g(z̃,u)|dz̃du. (A.37)

for any g ∈ L1((−h, h)× R3). Hence, (A.30) follows from (A.37) and (A.35).

We now turn to prove (A.31). For f̂2 ∈ L1([T1, T ]× [−h, h]× R3), we first show that
∫ T

T1

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),T1−t̃}

f̂2(t̃+ s, (Z,V)(t̃ + s; t̃, zf ,u))|uz|dsdudt̃

≤
∫ T

T1

∫ h

−h

∫

R3

f̂2(t, z,v)dzdvdt, (A.38)



60 R.-J. DUAN, S.-Q. LIU, R. M. STRAIN, AND A. YANG

where zf = ±h, T ≥ T1 ≥ 0,

Z(t̃+ s; t̃, zf ,u) = zf + suz + ǫ2
∫ t̃+s

t̃

∫ τ

t̃

Φz(Z(η))dηdτ,

and

V(t̃+ s; t̃, zf ,u) =u+ ǫ2
∫ t̃+s

t̃

Φ(Z(τ))dτ − αǫvzse1

− αǫ3
∫ t̃+s

t̃

∫ τ

t̃

Φz(Z(η))dηdτe1,

with

Z(t̃; t̃, zf ,u) = zf , V(t̃; t̃, zf ,u) = u = (ux, uy, uz).

Actually, given (t, z,u) ∈ [T1, T ]× [−h, h]× R3, let us denote

z = Z(t; t− s, zf ,u), v = V(t; t− s, zf ,u),

for u · n(zf) > 0. It is easy to see that 0 ≥ s ≥ −tb(zf ,u), and it is natural to require that t− s ≤ T. By a
change of variable (z,v) → (s,u) and using (A.36), one has

∫ T

T1

∫

u·n(zf)>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−(T−t)}

|f̂2(t, (Z, V )(t; t− s, zf ,u))||uz|dsdudt

≤
∫ T

T1

∫ h

−h

∫

R3

|f̂2(t, z,v)|dzdvdt. (A.39)

On the other hand, if we denote t̃ = t− s, then it follows s ≥ T1 − t̃ due to t ≥ T1. In summary, one has

s ≥ max{−tb(zf ,u), T1 − t̃}, T1 ≤ t̃ ≤ T.

Therefore, we have by change of variable t → t̃ that
∫ T

T1

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−(T−t)}

f̂2(t, (Z, V )(t; t− s, zf ,u))|uz |dsdudt

=

∫ T

T1

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),T1−t̃}

f̂2(t̃+ s, (Z,V)(t̃ + s; t̃, zf ,u))|uz|dsdudt̃. (A.40)

Consequently, (A.39) and (A.40) imply (A.38). In addition, it follows that

f̂2(t, zf ,u) =f̂2(t+ s, Z(t+ s; t, zf ,u),V(t+ s; t, zf ,u))

+

∫ 0

s

Re

{
d

dτ
f̂2(t+ τ, Z(t+ τ ; t, zf ,u),V(t+ τ ; t, zf ,u))

}
dτ

=f̂2(t+ s, Z(t+ s; t, zf ,u),V(t+ s; t, zf ,u))

+

∫ 0

s

Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)dτ. (A.41)

For any (t, zf ,u) ∈ [ε1, T ]×γ+\γε
+ with ε1 > 0 to be determined later and for 0 ≥ s ≥ max{−tb(zf ,u), ε1−t},

we then get from (A.41) and (A.38) that

min{hε, ε1}
∫ T

ε1

∫

u·n(zf )>0

f̂2(t, zf ,u)|uz|dudt

≤
∫ T

ε1

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

f̂2(t+ s, Z(t+ s; t, zf ,u),V(t+ s; t, zf ,u))|uz|dtdsdu

+

∫ T

ε1

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

s

∣∣∣Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|dτdudt

≤
∫ T

0

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

|f(t+ s, Z(t+ s; t, zf ,u),V(t+ s; t, zf ,u))||u3|dtdsdu
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+

∫ T

0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

s

∣∣∣Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|dτdudt

≤
∫ T

0

∫ h

−h

∫

R3

|f(t, z,u))|dtdzdu

+

∫ T

0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

∫

u·n(zf )>0

∫ 0

s

∣∣∣Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|dτdudt,

(A.42)

where we have used (A.34) again.
Next, applying Fubini’s Theorem and using (A.38) once more, one also has

∫ T

0

∫

u·n(zf)>0

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

∫ 0

s

∣∣∣Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|dτdudtds

=

∫ T

0

dt

∫

u·n(zf)>0

du

∫ τ

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

ds

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

dτ

×
∣∣∣Re

(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|

≤
∫ T

0

dt

∫

u·n(yf)>0

du

∫ 0

max{−tb(yf ,u),−t}

dτ |max{−tb(yf , u),−t}|

×
∣∣∣Re

(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|

≤max{hε, ε1}
∫ T

0

dt

∫

u·n(yf )>0

du

∫ 0

max{−tb(zf ,u),−t}

dτ

×
∣∣∣Re

(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|

≤max{hε, ε1}
∫ T

0

dt

∫ h

−h

dz

∫

R3

du|Re([∂t + uz∂z + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇u − αuz∂ux ]f̂ |f̂)(t, z,u)|. (A.43)

Once (A.42) and (A.43) are obtained, it remains now to compute
∫ ε1

0

∫

u·n(zf )>0

f̂2(t, zf ,u)|uz|dudt.

In fact, if we choose ε1 to be small enough so that ε1 ≤ hε, then the backward trajectory hits the initial
plane first. Therefore, for (t, zf ,u) ∈ [0, ε1] × γ+\γε

+, by directly using (A.36) and applying (A.38) once
again, it follows

∫ ε1

0

∫

u·n(zf )>0

f̂2(t, zf ,u)|uz|dudt

≤
∫ ε1

0

∫

u·n(zf )>0

f̂2(0, Z(0; t, zf ,u),V(0; t, zf ,u))|uz|dudt

+

∫ ε1

0

∫

u·n(zf)>0

∫ 0

−t

∣∣∣Re
(
[∂τ + VZ∂Z + ǫ2Φ(Z) · ∇V − αǫVZ∂Vx ]f̂ |f̂

)
(t+ τ)

∣∣∣ |uz|dτdudt

≤C

∫ h

−h

∫

R3

f̂2(0, z,u)dzdu

+ C

∫ ε1

0

∫ h

−h

∫

R3

|Re([∂t + uz∂z + ǫ2Φ(z) · ∇u − αuz∂ux ]f̂ |f̂)(t, z,u)|dzdudt.

The proof of Lemma A.6 is then completed. �

The following lemma is concerned with the integral operator K given by (1.35), and its proof in case of
the hard sphere model (γ = 1) has been given by [58, Lemma 3, pp.727].
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Lemma A.7. Let K be defined as (1.35), then it holds that

Kf(v) = K2f(v)−K1f(v) =

∫

R3

(k2(v,v∗)− k1(v,v∗))f(v∗) dv∗

with

k1(v,v∗) = C̃1|v − v∗|γe−
|v|2+|v∗|2

4 ,

and

k2(v,v∗) = C̃2|v − v∗|−2+γe
− 1

8 |v−v∗|
2− 1

8

||v|2−|v∗|2|2
|v−v∗|2 .

Here both C̃1 and C̃2 are positive constants. In addition, let

k(v,v∗) = k2(v,v∗)− k1(v,v∗), kw(v,v∗) = wℓ(v)k(v,v∗)w
−ℓ(v∗) (A.44)

with ℓ ≥ 0, then it also holds that
∫

R3

kw(v,v∗)e
ε|v−v∗|2

16 dv∗ ≤ C

1 + |v| ,

for ε = 0 or any ε > 0 small enough.

Moreover, for any ℓ ≥ 0 it holds that

|wℓKf | ≤ C‖wℓf‖∞.

For the velocity weighted derivative estimates on the nonlinear operator Γ, one has

Lemma A.8. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and θ ∈ [0, 1]. For any p ∈ [1,+∞] and any ℓ ≥ 0, it holds that

‖wℓν−θΓ(f, g)‖Lp
v
≤ C

{
‖wℓν1−θf‖Lp

v
‖g‖Lp

v
+ ‖f‖Lp

v
‖wℓν1−θg‖Lp

v

}
. (A.45)

The following lemma is concerned with coercivity estimates for the linear collision operator L.

Lemma A.9. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, then there is a constant δ0 > 0 such that

〈Lf, f〉 = 〈LP1f,P1f〉 ≥ δ0‖P1f‖2ν,

where ‖ · ‖ν = ‖ν 1
2 · ‖.

In the case of 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, the following lemma with ϑ = 0 which can be found in [2, Proposition 3.1,
pp.397] enables us to gain the smallness property of K defined as (1.34) at large velocity.

Lemma A.10. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, ℓ > 4, then there exists a function ς(ℓ) which satisfies ς(ℓ) → 0 as ℓ → +∞
such that

wℓ{|Qloss(f, g)|+ |Qgain(f, g)|+ |Qgain(g, f)|}
≤C‖wℓf‖∞{C(ℓ)‖wℓ+γ/2g‖∞ + ς(ℓ)‖w3g‖∞(1 + |v|)γ}.

The following result, which has been proved in [38] is a direct consequence of Lemma A.10.

Lemma A.11. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, then there is a constant C > 0 such that for any arbitrarily large ℓ > 4, there
are sufficiently large M = M(ℓ) > 0 and suitably small ς = ς(ℓ) > 0 such that it holds that

χMν−1wℓ|Kf | ≤ C{(1 +M)−γ + ς}‖wℓf‖∞.

The following lemma is concerned with the L2 estimate on the operator K.

Lemma A.12. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, then there is a constant C > 0 such that for suitably large l2 > 0, there are

sufficiently large M = M(ℓ2) > 0 and suitably small ς = ς(l2) > 0 such that it holds that

‖ν−1/2wl2χMKf‖2 ≤ C{(1 +M)−γ + ς}1/2(1 +M)−γ/2‖ν1/2wl2f‖2. (A.46)

Proof. The validation of (A.46) for the scenario 0 < γ ≤ 1 is presented in [38, pp.7, Proposition 2.1]. The
proof for the case where γ = 0 can be established in a similar manner. �

The following Lemma concerning the polynomial weighted estimates on the collision operator Q can be
verified by using a parallel argument as for obtaining [2, Proposition 3.1, pp.397].
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Lemma A.13. Let ℓ > 4 and 1 ≥ γ ≥ 0, then it holds that

|wℓν−1Qgain(F1, F2)|, |wℓν−1Qloss(F1, F2)| ≤ C‖wℓF1‖∞‖wℓF2‖∞.

Base on Lemmas A.8 and A.13, one further has

Lemma A.14. Let 1 ≥ γ ≥ 0, for ℓ > 4, then it holds that

|wℓν−1Q̂(F̂1, F̂2)| ≤ C
∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wℓF̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞
∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wℓF̂2(l̄)‖∞, (A.47)

and for any ℓ ≥ 0, it holds that

|wℓν−1Γ̂(F̂1, F̂2)| ≤ C
∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wℓF̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞
∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wℓF̂2(l̄)‖∞, (A.48)

where Q̂(F̂1, F̂2) and Γ̂(F̂1, F̂2) are defined by (2.4) and (2.19), respectively.

Proof. We only prove (A.47), because (A.48) can be verified in the same way. Recalling (2.19) and (1.6), we
get

Q̂(F̂1, F̂2) =
∑

l̂∈Z2

Q(F̂1(k̄ − l̄), F̂2(l̄)), (A.49)

therefore one has by using Lemma A.13 and generalized Minkowski’ inequality that

|wℓν−1Q̂(F̂1, F̂2)| ≤C
∑

l̄∈Z2

‖wℓF̂1(k̄ − l̄)‖∞‖wℓF̂2(l̄)‖∞.

This ends the proof of Lemma A.14. �

The next lemma is devoted to the weighted mixture estimate on the inner product 〈Q̂(f̂ , ĝ), ĥ〉.
Lemma A.15. Let l∞ > 2l2 ≫ 4, then, it holds that

|〈Q̂(f̂ , ĝ), w2l2 ĥ〉| ≤ C‖ν 1
2wl2 ĥ(k̄)‖2

∑

l̄

‖ν 1
2wl2 f̂(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖ν

1
2wl2 ĝ(l̄)‖2, (A.50)

in particular, it follows that

|〈(1 − χM )Q̂(f̂ , ĝ), ĥ〉| ≤ C‖ĥ‖2‖ν
1
2wl2 f̂‖2‖ν

1
2wl2 ĝ‖2. (A.51)

Moreover, it holds that for l2 > 2,
(
(Q̂(f̂ , ĝ), wℓ2 ĥ

)
.Cη

∑

l̄

∫ 1

−1

(
‖wl2ν

1
2 f̂(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖wl2ν

1
2 ĝ(l̄)‖2

)2
dz

+ η‖wl2ν
1
2 ĥ(k̄)‖22. (A.52)

and

|(Γ̂(f̂ , ĝ), ĥ) . η‖ν 1
2 ĥ(k̄)‖22 + Cη

∑

l̄

∫ 1

−1

(
‖ν 1

2 f̂(k̄ − l̄)‖2‖ν
1
2 ĝ(l̄)‖2

)2
dz, (A.53)

Proof. (A.50) and (A.51) is direct consequence of that of [27, pp.37-38, Lemmas 3.3-3.4]. (A.52) and (A.53)
follows from (A.49), (A.50) and (A.45) and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality as well as generalized Minkowski’s
equality. This ends the proof of Lemma A.15. �

We now conclude by presenting the proof for the elliptic estimate, as expressed in (2.15), and the trace
estimate given in (2.17).

The proof of (2.15) and (2.17). We first prove (2.15). The computation is divided into two cases.

Case 1. k̄ 6= 0. Taking the inner product of (2.14)1 and φ̂as and using (2.14)2, one directly has

‖k̄φ̂as‖22 + ‖∂zφ̂as‖22 . ‖âs‖22,
which also implies

(1 + |k̄|)‖φ̂as‖22 + ‖∂zφ̂as‖22 . ‖âs‖22, (A.54)
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due to |k̄| ≥ 1. Similarly, the inner product of (2.14)1 and |k̄|2φ̂as gives

‖|k̄|2φ̂as‖22 + ‖|k̄|∂zφ̂as‖22 . ‖â‖22. (A.55)

Case 2. k̄ = 0. In this case, (2.14) reads




−∂2
z φ̂as(0, z) = âs,

∂zφ̂as(0,±1) = 0,
∫ 1

−1 φ̂as(0, z)dz = 0.
(A.56)

Then (A.56)1 directly implies that for suitably small η > 0,

‖∂zφ̂as‖H1
z
≤ Cη‖âs‖2 + η‖φ̂as‖2. (A.57)

On the other hand, from (A.56)2, we may assume there exits z0 ∈ (−1, 1) such that

φ̂as(0, z0) = 0.

Therefore,

‖φ̂as‖2 . ‖∂zφ̂as‖2. (A.58)

Then (A.57) and (A.58) yield

‖φ̂as(0, z)‖H2
z
≤ C‖âs‖2. (A.59)

Consequently, (A.54), (A.55) and (A.59) gives (2.15).
Finally, we turn to prove the trace inequality (2.17). Note that

φ̂as(k̄,±1) =

∫ ±1

z

∂τ φ̂as(k̄, τ)dτ + φ̂as(k̄, z), ∀z ∈ (−1, 1).

Integrating the above identity with respect to z ∈ (−1, 1) and applying Hölder’s inequality, we further obtain

|φ̂as(k̄,±1)| ≤ ‖∂τ φ̂as(k̄, τ)‖2 + ‖φ̂as(k̄, z)‖2. (A.60)

Consequently, (2.16) is a direct consequence of (2.15) and (A.60). This completes the proof of (2.15) and
(2.16). �
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