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HOLDER REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS OF THE STEADY BOLTZMANN
EQUATION WITH SOFT POTENTIALS

KUNG-CHIEN WU AND KUAN-HSIANG WANG

ABSTRACT. We consider the Holder regularity of solutions to the steady Boltzmann equation
with in-flow boundary condition in bounded and strictly convex domains Q C R3 for gases with
cutoff soft potential (—3 < v < 0). We prove that there is a unique solution with a bounded
L norm in space and velocity. This solution is Holder continuous, and it’s order depends not
only on the regularity of the incoming boundary data, but also on the potential power 7. The
result for modulated soft potential case —2 < v < 0 is similar to hard potential case (0 <y < 1)
since we have C1 velocity regularity from collision part. However, we observe that for very
soft potential case (—3 < v < —2), the regularity in velocity obtained by the collision part is
lower (Holder only), but the boundary regularity still can transfer to solution (in both space
and velocity) by transport and collision part under the restriction of ~.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The model. In this paper, we study the regularity of solutions to the following steady
Boltzmann equation with cutoff soft potential:

(1) v VoF = QR F), (r,v) € QxR

n
where £, is the Knudsen number. In (), F(x,v) > 0 denotes the density distribution function for
gas particles with position 2 = (1,22, z3) € Q C R? and microscopic velocity v = (v1,v2,v3) € R3.
The left-hand side of () models the transport of particles and the operator on the right-hand side
models the effect of collisions during the transport,

QF,G)(v) = / [v —u["b(9) [F(v")G (') — F(v)G(u)] dwdu,
R3 xS2

where v = 1 denotes hard sphere case, 0 < v < 1 denotes hard potential case, —3 < v < 0 denotes

soft potential case, the post-collisional velocities of particles satisfy

V=v—[v—u)ww v=ut+[v-u) ww weSs

and 9 is defined by
cos9 = (=W vl
lv—ul
Throughout this paper, we consider the soft potential (—3 < v < 0), b(¢) satisfies the Grad cutoff
assumption
0 <b(W) <Ccos?
for some constant C' > 0, and k,, = 1 in our problem.
We assume that Q = {z € R? : {(z) < 0} is connected and bounded with £(x) be a smooth
function and V&(z) # 0 at the boundary &(z) = 0. The outward normal vector at 9 is given by

n(x) = ‘gggf& . We say that Q is strictly convex if there is ¢ > 0 such that 3=, 9;;(2)¢"¢? > c¢C]?
for all z € Q and all ¢ € R®. We denote the phase boundary of the phase space Q x R? as
I' = 09 x R3, and split it into three parts, an outgoing boundary I' |, an incoming boundary I'_,

and a singular boundary I'g for grazing velocities:
I'y ={(z,v) €T :n(x) v >0}
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. ={(z,v) €T :n(x) v <0}
Iop={(z,v) €T :n(z)- v=0}

Let Mt ., be a local Maxwellian with density p, bulk velocity w, and temperature 7" and be
defined as

lv—w]|?

MT,w,p(fL',’U) = p(27TT)_%e_ T

lv]?

Moreover, M (v) := M g1(v) = (27)"2e~ 2 is a global Maxwellian. In this paper, the steady
Boltzmann equation () is given with the in-flow boundary condition and &, = 1 as follows:
v-V,F=Q(F,F), inQxR3
F=M, onT_,

(2)

where M (xz,v) > 01is a given function and is taken as a small perturbation of the global Maxwellian
M(v). One example is the local Maxwellian Mz ;) 0,1, which describes a non-isothermal wall
temperature for the motion of rarefied gases in a bounded domain.

It is well known that the global Maxwellian M (v) is a (steady-state) solution to (). Therefore,
it is natural to consider ([2)) around the global Maxwellian M (v) with the standard perturbation
f=f(z,v) to M(v) as

F=M-+M:?f.
After substituting F' into (2]), the problem for f reads as
{U'fo+Lf_ N(f.f), inQxR?

®) f=m on_,

where 7 = (M - M)M ~3, L is the linearized collision operator defined as
Lf = =M~} [Q(M, MY f) + QM f, M)
= V(’U)f - Kfu

and N is the nonlinear operator defined as
N(f.9)(v) = M™3()Q(M? f, M g)(v)
= [ o=@ M ) (0 )gle) = F(0)o)
= N(f,9)(v) = N-(f,9)(v).

Here v is a multiplicative operator, K is an integral operator, and Ny and N_ correspond to
the gain part and loss part in @) respectively. Moreover, the loss part N_ can be rewritten as

N_(f,9)(v) = f(v)¢(g)(v), where ©(g) is defined as

(@) PN = [ o= ub) M (gl

1.2. Notations. Let us define some notations used in this paper. Denote the LP(£2 x R3)-norm
by || - ||, for p € [1,00]. For the phase boundary integration, we denote dI' = |n(x) - v|dSydv with
the surface measure dS, and denote the L”(T")-norm by

[floo = sup_|[f(z,v)]

(z,v)eT

= ([ If(wav)lde);

for 1 < p < oo. Furthermore, we denote the LP(I'1)-norm by |f|,.+ = [f1r,|p,. We use Cy, Cy, . ..
to denote the positive constants depending on a, b, ..., respectively. For simplicity of notations,
hereafter, we abbreviate “* < C 7 to “ <7, where C' is a positive constant depending only on fixed
numbers, and the notation A ~ B denotes the statement that A < B < A. a® denotes a + € with
€ > 0 arbitrary small. Let v1,v2 € R?, the notation vy o is defined as vy 2 = vy if |v1| > |va] and

and
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v12 = vy if |v1| < |v2|. Denote (v)* = (14 |v|?)2 for s € R. We define a function presenting the
distance between x € Q and 0Q as d, = infycpq |z —y[, and denote d(, ) = min{d,,d,}. We
define a velocity weight function

z,y

w(v) = wrk(v) = (v)T sl

where 7 > 0 and x > 0 are given constants.

1.3. Review of previous work and main result. The regularity and singularity of solutions
of the Boltzmann equation in bounded domains for various boundary conditions have been an
interesting and challenging question in theoretical studies. The Boltzmann equation reads as

O F(t,z,v) +v-V F(t,x,v) = Q(F, F)(t,x,v).

For a general setting of the initial boundary value problems, we refer the reader to [4} [5 [15]. In the
existing literature, there are a few papers concerning the regularity and continuity of solutions of
the Boltzmann equation in the bounded domain. In [I9], Guo studied the time decay and continuity
of solutions of the Boltzmann equation with hard sphere and hard potential in bounded domains
for four basic types of boundary conditions: in-flow, bounce-back reflection, specular reflection,
and diffuse reflection. In convex domains, Guo showed that the continuity of these solutions away
from the grazing set T'g. After that, Kim [23] demonstrated that singularity (discontinuity) of the
Boltzmann solutions does occur in non-convex domains for in-flow, diffuse reflection, and bounce-
back boundary conditions. Furthermore, the author showed that discontinuity propagates only
along the forward characteristics emanating from the grazing set.

In [21], Guo-Kim-Tonon-Trescases studied the regularity problem for solutions of the Boltzmann
equation in convex domains. The authors showed the non-existence of second order spatial normal
derivative of the Boltzmann solutions at the boundary even in convex domains or symmetric
domains. Furthermore, they constructed weighted C! solutions away from the grazing set for the
specular, bounce-back, and diffuse reflection boundary conditions. However, the weighted C'' norm
grows without bound as the time increases; therefore such estimates do not give any information on
the stationary Boltzmann solution through large time behavior. Based on the observation above,
Chen [7] investigated the regularity of stationary solutions to the linearized Boltzmann equation in
convex domains. Chen proved the stationary linearized Boltzmann solution is Holder continuous
with order %_ away from the boundary provided the incoming data have the same regularity. Very
recently, Chen and Kim [0] considered the steady Boltzmann equation (I]) with the non-isothermal
diffuse reflection boundary condition in strictly convex domains for fixed k,, ~ 1. The authors
constructed a locally C'# solutions away from the grazing boundary, for any 0 < 8 < 1, when
the non-isothermal wall temperature T'(z) € C?(9) is a small fluctuation around any constant
temperature. For more related results, we refer the reader to [2] [3, O [TT] 20, 24], 26] and references
therein.

We notice that there seems to be rarely concerned with the regularity of the Boltzmann solution
for the soft potential case in the existing literature. Based on the fact, the main goal of this paper
is to study the Holder regularity of the stationary Boltzmann solutions on the effects of the
modulated soft potential and the boundary regularity. Therefore, we assume that x,, = 1 in this
paper for simplicity of presentation. For more related problem involving the Knudsen number, we

refer the reader to [10] 12, [13] 14 22| 28] and references therein.

Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1. Let —3 <y <0 and let 7 >3+ |y] and 0 < k < %. There exist 6o > 0 and Co > 0
such that if

[Wr k7| 00,— < do,
then there exists a unique nonnegative solution Fy, = M—|—M%f* to the steady problem [2)) satisfying
the estimate
[ wr, felloo + [wrk filoo < Colwr 7 foo, -
Moreover, if Q is strictly convex and r is continuous on I'_, then F, is continuous on Q x R3\T.
In addition, when € is strictly convex, assume further that there exist m >0 and 0 < 8 <1 such
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that

(5) (g1, 01) = (Yo, v2)| < mlJyr — yo| + o1 — va])’
for every (yi,v1), (y2,v2) € T—. Let 0 < o < min{1,3 4+ v}. Then the solution Fy is Hélder
continuous locally in Q with order min{c, B}. More precisely, for every x1,x2 € Q and v1,ve € R3,

- 5 min{a,B}
[Fe(@r, 1) = fulwz,e2)] < Com (42, (J21 = @] + o1 — val))

for some constant 50 > 0 depending on «, 3,7, and Q.

In order to prove our main theorem, we rewrite the equation (3) as

v-Vof +Lf+o(f)f = N(f, f), inQxR3,
f=m onI'_.

Since we consider the problem in perturbative region, one may expect the regularity of solutions
to B) could be determined by the regularity estimates of the stationary linearized Boltzmann
equation:

v-Vof+Lf=0, inQxR3,
(6) {

f=mr onI_.

Therefore, the approach for our problem is by constructing the Holder regularity of the linearized
problem, then design a suitable iterative scheme to solve the nonlinear problem. Precisely, we
design the iteration as follows:

(7) {U VoI L ()P = N (L), inQ xR,

fitt=r onT_.

3

In order to proceed, we need to study the existence and continuity of the following approximate
steady Boltzmann equation:

{U-me—i—Lf—i—go(gl)f:gg, in Q x R3,

®) f=m onI_,

where g1, g2 are given. To achieve this goal, modify the approach in [I1], we turn to consider the
solvability of the following approximate problem:

ef v Vaf Fv(0)fC = MK+ o(g1)f = g2, In QxRS
fe =, onl'_.

9)

Following the procedures of [I1, Lemma 3.5], we only obtain the existence of solutions of (@) for
0 < XA <\ for some A* < 1 due to the extra term ¢(g1)f¢. To obtain the existence for A = 1, we
construct a velocity-weighted L? estimate independent of e and A, which is also used to obtain a
unique solution constructed from the L convergence of f€ as e — 0.

Next, we turn to study the Holder regularity of the linearized Boltzmann equation (@). For
each x € Q and v # 0, we define the backward exit time:

ty(z,v) =sup{t > 0:2 —sv € Q for 0 < s <t}
and hence x — t,(z,v)v € 9Q. We also define the backward exit position in 9
xp(z,v) = — tp(z,v)v € IN.

Then we always have v - n(xp(z,v)) < 0 whenever x € Q. Note that for any (z,v), we use t;(z,v)
whenever it is well-defined. To analyze the linearized problem, from the method of characteristics,
we get the integral form of the stationary linearized Boltzmann solution:

ty(z,v)
f(z,v) = f(2p(z,v),v)e V@) +/ e VOIS K f(x — vs,v)ds
0
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for every x € Q and v € R3\ {0}. To obtain the Hélder regularity, we follow the pioneering work
of Vidav [27] to iterate K f once more to get

flz,v)
= f (xb (Ia 1)), 1)) G_U(U)tb(wxv)

ty (x,v)
+ / e_”(”)s/ k(v,n)f (zp(x —vs,n),n) e_”(")tb(w_vs’")dnds
0 R3

ty(z,v) ty(z—vs,n)
+ / 67”(”)5/ k(v, 77)/ e VK f(x — vs — nr,n)drdnds
0 R3 0

= Fl(f)(‘rvv) + Fg(f)(x,’l)) + Fg(f)(.%‘,v).

Our estimate is based on [7] for the linearized Boltzmann equation with hard potential. The
velocity regularity of F;(f), 1 <14 < 3, come directly from the velocity regularity of » on T'_ and
the Holder regularity of the integral operator K. The space regularity of Fy(f) and F>(f) come
from the space regularity of » on I'_. For the space regularity of F5(f), the key observation is
that the regularity in velocity of K(f) can be partially transferred to space due to transport and
collision.

Based on the approach in [7], one need the estimate of V, K to obtain the velocity regularity
results of Fy(f) and F3(f), and the space regularity result of F5(f). Therefore, to generalize the
result [7] from hard potential to soft potential in the linearized level, the main difficulty is that we
do not have gradient estimate of the integral operator K for —3 < v < —2 due to the singularity
of the kernel function k(v,7n) . Indeed, one can show that V, K f is uniformly bounded in velocity
for f € L®(Q x R3) if v > —2. For —3 < v < —2, instead of the gradient estimate, one can
only show that the Holder regularity of K f in velocity (see Lemma [3). Our main contribution
here is that, for the soft potential case —2 < v < 0, we get similar result for hard potential case.
However, for the very soft potential case —3 < v < —2, based on the Hélder regularity of K f, one
can prove that the boundary regularity can transfer to the solution but with the restriction of the
velocity regularity of K.

In our linearized estimate (see Theorem [T0]), we provide two different kind of singularity be-
haviors (see (5 and (@6)) in our result. The estimate (@G presents that the singularity occurs
when the position is close to the boundary, while the estimate (45]) presents that part of the space
singularity can be replaced as the velocity singularity when velocity goes to zero. The later one
(see (@A) is the standard presentation for the boundary value problem. However, the former one
(see ([@H)) is necessary for our nonlinear estimate and we will explain it below.

In order to achieve the Holder regularity estimate of the nonlinear problem, one need to consider
the approximate steady Boltzmann equation () with g1 = go. If we apply the estimate (@) to
the approximate problem, the space singularity will increase and therefore it is unable to solve the
nonlinear problem. However, if one apply estimate (@H), then the integral operator K will absorb
the velocity singularity and there one can control the singularity. With above preparation, one
can design the iteration (@) to solve the nonlinear problem.

1.4. Plan of the paper. In Section 2l we present some basic estimates for the operators L, v, K,
and NV, and also some basic properties of the backward exit time ¢, and the backward exit position
xp. The existence of solutions to the approximate problem (B) will be proved in Section In
Section M we study the Holder regularity of the linearized problem, and the Holder regularity of
the approximate problem will be discussed in Section [Bl Finally, the proof of Theorem [I] will be
presented in section

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic estimates for L and N. It is well known that the null space of the linearized collision
operator L is a five-dimensional vector space with the orthonormal basis {¢;}?_,, where

0] -3
V6

Ker(L)—{¢0a¢i;¢4}—{M%,UiM%7 M%}, i=1,2,3.
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Based on this property, we define the macro-micro decomposition for each f € L2: let Pf (the
macroscopic part) be the orthogonal projection of f onto Ker(L), i.e., Pf = E?:O<f, i) i, and
(I — P)f = f— Pf be the microscopic part of f. Furthermore, from [I8 Lemma 3], there is a
constant Cy > 0 such that

(10) (L, f) > Co / @)l(T ~ PSR,

The linearized collision operator L consists of a multiplicative operator v and an integral oper-
ator K:

Lf=v()f - K[,
where
v(v) = /}RSXS2 [v — w|"b(I) M (u)dwdu
and
Kf=-Kif+Kzf
is defined as [I7]:

Kf) = [ o= b(@)2 ()M () )

1

Kof(v) = /]R3><S2 [v —u|"b(9) M2 (u) (M% W) f(u') + M? (u’)f(v’)) dwdu.

We next present a number of properties and estimates of the multiplicative operator v(v) and
the integral operator K, which can be found in [Tl 8, [I6] [T'7, 25]. For the multiplicative operator

v(v), there exist 0 < v1 < v, such that
v1{(v)Y <v(v) < wvav)?,

and for each multi-index «,
Ogv(v)| S (v)7 1o

For the integral operator K,

Kf=-Kif+Kf = —/]R3 k1(v,m) f(n)dn + /R3 ka(v, ) f(n)dn
= [ ko) san

the kernels k1 and ko are symmetric, i.e., k;(v,n) = k;(n,v), and satisfy

_ w12+in)?
T,

ki(v,m) < Clo—nl7e ;

i (fymp2y Qe2=inH?
kQ(va 77) S Cs(l + |U| + |7’]|)771A(|’U — 7’]|)6 8 <| ! Jlv—n|2 )

for any 0 < £ < 1, together with

[v —mn=t, if —1<~v<0,
(11) Alv =nl) = ¢ lv—nl""Info —nl|, if y=—1,
[v—n|7, if —3<y<—1,

and their derivatives have the following estimates

_ w2+4im?
e

|VUk1(van)|a|vnk1(v,T]>| S |’U—’I7|7716 e
|Voka(v,n)],|Vyka(v,n)]
1+ Jol A(lv _n|)6_1;s(\v_n|z+%>-
R S I /1) A DR

We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 2. Let -3 <7< 0,7€R, anda>0. Ifa <3+7, then

U Iv—n\2+“”‘jj‘"‘2)2 R o
(12) /g lv—nlTe 16( vl ><77> In|~%dn < (v)™ 7!
R‘
and
(e Qater 2 leg 122
(13) e T ) o < ) o)

R3
for any 0 < k < % and for any v,vy,vs € R3.

Proof. For ([I2)), we divide the proof into three cases.
() |n| = 2|v|. In this case, one has |v — 7| ~ |n|. Thus,

12—1n12)2

5 16 ‘U_n|2+(‘vv—7 Tl |—a
/| e i ) Gl
n|=2\v
s [ wPeme oy
In|>2/v|
T 27 oo 5
5/ / /| ‘p"*_o""z(l-l-p)Te_Cp sin ¢ dpdfdde
0 0 2|v

PP
<e 2V,

) ‘%I < |n| < 2|v|. By using the spherical coordinates around v, we have

JUN \v—n|2+(‘v vi\n\ B
/\ lv—n[Te 16( ol ><77>T|77| *dn
o <|nl<2|v]

wl2 5122
o—n| 2+ 212 =In])

< <U>Tlv|_a/ |v—77|§6_1_16( o >d77
~ ol <yl <2lol

< (o)l / infe
0<|n|<3|v|

3lv| I
< <,U>T|,U|—a/0 pV+2e—%p2 (/0 e—%(2\v|cos¢+p)2 sm¢d¢) dp

< <,U>T—O¢—1'

~

20 2,2
L (‘szr( v-n+nl?)

Inl? >d77

(i) | < L. One has v — 7| ~ |v]. Hence

- ,L<|v,m2+<\v\jim2>2> B
/ [o—nfle P )Tl dn
|| < !

2

< JoffecM / (Il dn
\n\s%

1ol
—~ 2
< Ivl”e_c'”‘2/ (1+p)7p~“*2dp
0

< e Ol

~

The estimates ([I3]) is essential same as that of (I2), so we omit it here. This completes the
proof. O

The following lemma shows the Holder regularity for the kernel of the integral operator K,
which plays a crucial rule in this paper.

Lemma 3. Let —3 <y < 0. For every vi,vs € R3, it holds that

/g k(v1,m) — k(v2,m)|dn < o1 — v2|® max { (v1)7 7, (v2) 7},
R‘
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where a, is definded as
1, if —2<v<0,
a, =17, if vy = -2,
347, if —3<y< =2
Furthermore, if f € L (2 x R3), then we have

K f(,01) = K f(2,02)] S || flloclor = v2]® max {(01)7, (02)7 7"}
Proof. For |v; —ve| > 1, by ([[2), we have

[ btorm) = bzl < [ k(or, )| + ez, n)dn
R R
< v — 02|67 max{(vl>772, <v2>772} .

For |v; — va] < 1, we have

|k(’U1, ) (U27 )|d77
R3

</ ber iy + [ (2,
[n—v1]|<2[v1 —v2| [n—wv1]<2|v1 —v2|

+/ |]€(’U1,77) (U27 )|d77
[n—v1|>2]vi—vz|
= Il —|—IQ —|—Ig .

By using the spherical coordinates around v, we have

- — 1 (=g 24 Unl2=loa )2
LS (T o) 1/ A(ln = v1))e (I >d77
[n—v1|<2|vi—v2|

21 p2|v— vg\ T
S+ |m)"™ 1/ / 26_%’)2 (/ e~ 15 (2lv1| cos o+p)* s1n¢d¢> dpdf
0

9 2‘1}1 ’U2| s
Sl [
0

S+ o))" 72 Jor — waPH7,

where 7 is defind as

-1, if —1<~v<0,
(14) Y= (D7, ify=-1,
v, if —3<y<-—1.

For I, note that |n — va| < |np — v1| + |v1 — v2| < 3|v; — va|, and therefore we conclude
IQ 5 (1 + |U2|)772 |’Ul - 1)2|3+7Y.
For I, let v(s) = vy + s(v1 — vg2) for s € [0,1]. Note that in this case, we have

In—v(s)| = |n—vi| = (1= s)|vr —v2| > [v1 —va.
Thus one has

= /771)1|>2'U1v2| /o1 {d%k(v(s)m)] o

1
SWrWﬂA(LHMﬂV

<[ o) e
[n—v(s)|2|vi—v2|

dn

_a(p— 2 (Inl?—|v(=)[*)?
16 (|77 v(s)|"+ —v(s)2 dnds
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1 o)
< |’U1 — ’U2| (/ (1+ |’U(s)|)7_1 ds) / p'7+1e*1_16p2dp
0 [v1 —va|

1 oo
Slor — U2|III<‘11>({<U1>V—17 <U2>V—1} (/ p;y""ldp—i—/ p7+1e_116p2dp>
[ 1

v1—vz|
|v1 — va| max{{vy)77L, (v)7 71}, if —2<vy<0,
< S vr = val |In|vy — vo|| max{(vy)Y 7L, (wa) VLY, iy = =2,
|1 — 2 [P max{(v1)77L, (v2) 771}, if —3<y< -2

In conclusion, we have
Is < |vg — va]% max {<v1>771, <’U2>771} .
This complete the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we present some useful estimates for the nonlinear operator N.

Lemma 4. ([II] Lemma 2.4]) Let 7 > 0 and 0 < r < %. Then it holds that

[w(0) N1 (£, 9)(0)] S (0)7[[wfloollwglloo;
[w(@)N-(f,9)(0)| S (0)7[[wflloollwg]loo-

Lemma 5. ([24] Lemma 3.1]) It holds that

N+ f7

) // IU+77|” (Y
®3 Jou=o |ul? lu + 7|

(16) _2// lutal”, ( |u )M
B3 Jun=o [0llul  \|u+n|

With (&) and ([I6), we have the following lemma.

=

(v +u+n)f(v+u)g(v+n)dndu

Nl=

(v+u+mn)f(v+u)g(v+n)dudy.

Lemma 6. Let 7 > 0 and 0 < k < é. Then for every x,z1,x2 €  and for every v,vy,vy €
R*\ {0},
IN+(g,9)(z1,v) = Ni(g,9)(x2,0)|
ol +<\u+v\2 0%)? )
S lwglleo | Allul)e B l9(z1, v+ u) — g(x2,v 4 u)| du;
R

IN+(g,9)(@,v1) — Ny (g, 9)(w, va)|

_5 Qutoy 201 12)2 s Qutva?—lvp?)?
S Nl [ Al (e 80 B )
RS

X |g(z, 01 +u) — g(z,v2 + u)| du
+ ||w9||§o|v1 — vaf;

o(9)(a1,v) — plg) (@2, )
/ v — u[ M} () |g(ar, ) — g(aa, )| dus

lp(g) (2, v1) = @(9)(, v2)]

N

1
S lwgllolvr = v2f + / |u["M2 (vg +u) |g(z, 01 +u) = g2, v2 + u)| du,
R3

where A(|u]) is defined as ([TI).

Proof. This proof is most same as that of [24) Lemma 3.2] and is omitted here. O
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2.2. Some estimates for t;, and z;. In this subsection, we will present some results about the
backward exit time ¢, and it’s associate position x, which will be used in our analysis.

Proposition 7. ([7, Propositions 3.1 and 3.3]) Suppose that Q is a bounded and strictly convex
domain in R3. Let x,11,12,€ Q, v,v1,v2 € R3\ {0}, and let O(v1,00) be the angle between vy and
vy. Then it holds that

(17) j2ue1,v) — (@2, ) S A7) o1 — 2ol
(18) [to(@1,0) = ty(x2,0)] S d) w1 — @alo] ™
(19) |$b(.’L‘,U1) _xb(‘TvU?)' S d;19(01,v2)'

Proposition 8. (7, Proposition 3.2]) Suppose that Q) is a bounded and strictly convex domain in
R3. Let z € Q, v € R3\ {0}, and y € zxp(z,v), then

—_— R
| < a,
where R is the diameter of Q.

The following lemma shows that the singularity in velocity can be transferred to the singularity
in space.

Lemma 9. Let -3 <~y <0,s>0, and 0 < d < R for some R > 0. For any v1,vo € R?\ {0}
with |vi| > |va|, we have

d s _v(va)
(20) ( ) e \v12\ d < Cy,s,R<'Ul>_S-

on]

Proof. For |v1]| <1, one has v(vz) ~ 1. Thus,
(i) e_"‘%ﬁ)d < (i) e_cwﬁ < C’Y s
|vs | v ] ’

s v(vg)
( d ) T < Rofu| .

on]

For |v1] > 1, we have

This completes the proof. 0
Lemma 10. Let =3 <y <0 and a > —1. For any x, 1,22 € Q and v € R3\ {0}, we have
ty(z,v)
(21) / st VW3 ds < (v) 71T
0
tb(mlvv) ,,(U)d
(22) e VWsds| <dl my — aol|u| e Tl Herma),
t( ) ~ z1,22)
T2,V
Let vy, v € R3 with |v1] > |va| > 0 and v = %’02, then
tb(m,vl)
(23) / e (v2)s _emr(vIs| gs <y — wy;
0

tb(m,vl)

(24) / v(v1)e "5 ds| < dt oy — va|(vr)
tb(:l?,'f)z)
tb(m,’UQ)

(25) / v(vg)e 23 ds| < d7 vy — vl (v1) L.
tb(:l?,'f)z)

Proof. For [21]), we divide the proof into two cases.

. |mmb(;ﬂ,v)|

(7) |[v] < 1. One has v(v) ~ 1 and tp(x,v) =
then have

< L& where R is the diameter of Q. We

[v] = Tl

ty (z,v) fore)
/ ste "W ds < / st~ i ds = Cya
0 0
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(#3) |v] > 1. One has v(v) ~ |v|”. We then have

ty(z,v) ‘TR‘ 5 R
/ st VW3 s < / ste”Crlvlsgs = |v|717‘1/ tdt = Cyolv| 174
0 0 0

For ([22)), using the mean value theorem and ([I8]), we have
tb(ibl,’u)
/ efv(v)sds
tb(mg,v)

@)
To] d(whmz) .
For (23], using the mean value theorem and (21I), we have

ty(z,v1) ty(w,v1) v(vz)
/ ds = / / se”stdt
0 0 v(vy)

tb(:l?,’ul) .
S/ sly(ve) — v(v1)]e” min{w(v1),v(v2)}s gg
0

< |ty (w1, 0) — (20, v)| e~V (V) min{ts(@1,0) 00 (22,0)}

v

Sy e —zollo[ e

e—l/(’Ug)S _ e—l/('ul)s

ds

e s
< Jvg — va] [V (v(t))] se vz ds
0
5 |U1 - U2|7
where v(t) = vy 4+ t(ve — v1) for some 0 <t < 1.
For (24)), let 6y, 5,) be the angle between v; and v2. One can see that [vy — 72| < 2|v; —v2| and
3lv1 — oo

1
—0p, 5.)-
|U1| =7 (v1,02)

sin (9(1)17172)/2) =
Thus
Ovr,52) S 1 —vallvr |71

Now we divide the proof into two cases:
(1) O, 5,) > 57 By using @0), we have

tb(m,vl)
/ v(vy)e VW3 (s
¢

b(x,02)

_ ‘e—u(vl)tb(m,vl) _ vty (,0)

_v(vy)
S Oy 5y T

min{|zzy(z,01)],|zzy(2,02)]}

< Jor — valfoy|~te” T

S dy Moy = val (o)

x

(1) O (v, 5,) < 37 From [19, Lemma 2], we have

ty(z, v)n(xy(x,v))
v - n(xp(z,v))

(26) V. tolz,v) =

Let Y be the projection of x on the tangent plane T, (,.)(9€). By the convexity of domain €,
2Y intersects 09 at one point X. Then
vonloeo) GV FX| s

27 = .
(27) v lzzy (z,0)] — |zap(x,0)| — Jexy(z,0)]

Let v(t) = v1 + (02 — v1) for some 0 < ¢ < 1. Then \/T§|Ul| < |v(t)| < |v1]. By using the mean
value theorem, (20), 26), and 27)), we have

tb(m,vl)
/ v(vy)e VW3 ds
t

b(z,02)

_ ‘efv(vl)tb(m,vl) _ vty (,02)

= ‘(vl — Tg) - e V@) (VT 1y (2, 0(t))
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%tb(%v(t})ew|m|
S dy o = wval{vr)" 72,

For (25)), note that we have zp(x, U2) = xp(x, v2) and |[v2 — va| < vy — v2|. We divide the proof
into two cases:
(1) % < |vg| < |v1]|. By using the mean value theorem and (20)), we have

tb(m,’UQ)
/ vy)e V(23 s
t

b(x,02)

S |v1 — valv(vr)

IN

I/(’UQ) (|I$b($,1}2)| N |I$b(x51_)2)|> 671/(1;2)min{tb(ac,v2),tb(x,172)}

|v2| |2

< (vs) |1 — v E2E 02| R )
1 [?

_ov(v1)
S d;1|1)1 —'UQ|6 C"‘:ll‘ d1<’01>772-

(17) |va] < % One has |v1| ~ |v1 — v2|. Thus, by (20), we have

tb(m,’UQ)
/ v(vg)e V(23 s
¢

b(x,02)

_ (671/(1;2)151,(1,172) - efu('uz)tb(mﬂ@))

< [to(z, B2)] 7 [to (@, Dy)] eV (W2)00(2:02)

|v1] —1
S :<U1>
|lzzy (2, v2)|
S dytor = val(v) 7t
This complete the proof of the lemma. O

3. APPROXIMATE STEADY BOLTZMANN EQUATION

In this section, we will construct the solution to problem (8). The precise statement of the
main result in this section is as follows:

Proposition 11. Let =3 < v <0, and let 7 > 3+ |y and 0 < k < §. Assume that ||wg1||ec +
lv = wgs || co + |wr|oo,— < 00. Then there exists §1 > 0 such that if |wgi||ee < 1, there is a unique
solution f to problem ) satisfying

lwfllse + [wfloo < C (I~ wgalloo + [wrloo,-) -

Moreover, if Q) is strictly convez, g1 and gz are continuous on ) x R3, and r is continuous on T _,
then f is continuous away from I'y.

To prove this proposition, following the approach in [11], we turn to consider the solvability of
the approximate boundary-value problem:

{ef +0-Vaf +v(0)f = AKf +9(g1)f = g, in Q xR,

(28) f=n onI_.

In what follows we give the a priori L>-estimate and a priori L?-estimate for our problem.
Consider the following approximate linearized steady problem

ef +v-Vof+vw)f —AKf =g, inQxR3
f=r, onI'_.
Let h(z,v) = w(v)f(x,v). Then problem (29) for h reads as

eh+v-Vih+v()h = AK,h+wg, inQ xRS
h = wr, on'_,

(29)

(30)
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where K,h = wK (h/w). For the result of the L> bound of solutions to problem (B0), we have
the following lemma whose proof is essential same as that in [T, Lemma 3.4] and is omitted here.

Lemma 12. Let e >0, 0<A<1,7>3, and 0 < Kk < %. Assume that h is the solution of (B0).

Then
2>

For the L° bound of solutions to problem (2])), we have the following result.

1
vzh

[Plloc + [loe < C (IVlwglloo + [wrloo, - +

where C' > 0 does not depend on € and .

Corollary 13. Let e >0,0<A<1,7>3, and 0 < k < %. There exists 01 > 0 independent of €
and X such that if ||wgr]|eo < 91 and f is a solution of [28)), then

(31) lwf oo + 0 floo < € (v wgalloe + l07loc, + 1% fl2)
where C' > 0 does not depend on € and .

Proof. Note that, from Lemma [4] we have

(32) lp(9)(,v)| < Clwgll oo (v),

where C' > 0 depends only on . Applying Lemma [Z with g = go — o(g1)f, it follows from (B2])
that

[wflloo + |wfloo
< € (Il w g2 = @(91) ) lloo + [wrloo,— + 17 2
< CCllwgllsollwflloe + € (I wgallow + lwrloc,— + 12 £1l2)
Thus, the inequality (BI) holds provided that ||wg]|« is small enough. O
The following lemma gives an a priori L? estimate.
Lemma 14. Let € > 0 and 0 < X\ < 1. Assume that [ is a solution of

ef +v-Vof +ALf =g, inQxR3,
f:T7 OnF_,

in the weak sense of

/ Y- -n(x))dvdS(z) — / (v V) fdvdx = / (—ef = ALf + g) Ydvdz,
r QxR3 Q

XR3

for any ¢ € HY (2 x R3). Then
1PFlla < C (€llflla+ Xt (= Pl + lglle + |flas + o)

where C' > 0 does not depend on € and .

Proof. Recall that Pf(z,v) = (a(a:) +b(x) v+ c(x) IU‘;E_?’) Mz (v) on Q x R®. The estimates of
b(xz) and c¢(z) are essential same as that in [I3] Lemma 3.3], except the estimate of a(z). For
the estimate of a(z), it is similar as that of ¢(x) under the case of in-flow boundary condition.

Therefore, we omit the details of the proof here for simplicity of presentation. O
Now we are in a position to prove Proposition [T}

Proof of Proposition [l Given € > 0. We first consider the solvability of the following boundary
value problem for A:

(33) {L,\ =ef +0-Vof +v(0)f+ (1) f —AKf =go, in QxR
f:Ta onl_.
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Moreover, we denote L;l to be the solution operator associated with problem ([B3]). Because the
proof is very long, we divide it into several steps.

Step 1. The existence of Ly '. Let h(z,v) = w(v)f(z,v), then the problem (B3) for h with
A =0 reads as

eh+v-Vih+v(w)h+¢(g1)h = g2, inQxR3,
h = wr, onI'_.

By the method of characteristics, for almost every (x,v) € Q x R3\ (I'o UT_), one has
h(z,v) = w)r(zy(x, v), v)e~ D=3 plo)@—vto)de
ty(z,v)
n / T (e Ji elon @)ty () 00 (0 s v)ds
0

and for (z,v) € T'_, one has
h(z,v) = w(v)r(z,v).
By 32)), we have

(et (@)s—[3 ela)(@—vlw)dl < o—(e+5)s
provided that ||wg; || is small enough. Thus, we deduce

1lloo + [loe < [wrloe,— + C1e™ wgzloo.

Let (z,v) € Q x R*\['g. If Q is strictly convex, then it holds that v-n(x,(z,v)) < 0, which implies
that ¢ (x, v) and (2, v) are smooth by [19] Lemma 2]. Therefore, if g1, g2, and r are continuous,
we conclude that h is continuous away from I'y.

Step 2. The existence of L;l for )\ € [0, \*]. We first give an a priori estimate. For any
given A € [0, \*] with A* = 1 — C|lwg ||, where C is as in (B2). Multiplying the first equation of
(B3) by f and using the Green’s identity, one has

1 1 1
llFIE+ 51 B + ML) + A= N2 Fl5+ (p(91) f, £) = (92, ) + 55—
where (-, -) denotes the L?(Q x R?) inner product. It follows from (Lf, f) > 0 and ([B2) that

1 ~ 1 € 1 1
IFIE+ 5178+ (1= A= Cllugiloe) WA fIB < SI7I3+ -3+ 517 -

Thus,

(34) 1£llz + 1fl2+ = LY gall2 + L3 g2l2,4+ < Ce (llgzllz + Irl2,-) -
Furthermore, by Corollary [[3] and ([34]), we have

(35) [wflloe + [wflo

< O (v wgalloo + [wrloo,— + 1 f2)
< Cc (v wgalloo + fwrlos,— + lg2llz + Ir,-)
< Co (v wgalloe + [0r]oc.)

Let v lwgy € L™®(Q x R3) and v 'wgs € L=(Q x R3). Assume that f = L;lgz and f = L;lgz
are the solutions to ([B3]) with g2 replaced by g2 and g9, respectively. Then

{eaf—j)+v-vm<f—f>+u<v><f—f>+so<gl><f‘—f> CAK(F - ) =52~ 2.
f=flr_=0.

By B4) and (33]), we have

(36) If = Fllz +1F = fla+ < Cellga = Galloos

(37) [w(f = Plloe + [w(F = oo < Cellv™ w(g2 = G2) |l o-
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Evidently, the uniqueness of solutions to (33]) follows from (B0)—(@31). Note that the constant C.
in (34)-@1) does not depend on A € [0, \*], which is crucial to extend Ly to L' by a bootstrap
argument. We now define a Banach space

B = {f(z,v):wfeL®QxR)NL®T), f(z,v)|r_ =r(z,v)}.

Then we define a map on B by T\f = Ly *(AK f + g2). By (@3), one has T\ : B — B. For any
f1, f2 € B, by using ([B7), we have

lw(Txfr — Tafe)lloo
< Cellv 'w(AK f1 + g2 — AK f2 — g2)||oo
< ACellw(fr = f2)lloo-

We can take A\ > 0 small sufficiently such that A\.C. < %, then Ty : B — B is a contraction

mapping for A € [0, \]. Hence, T\ has a fixed point, i.e., there is f € B such that f = T)f =
Lo '(AK f + g2). Define Ty 4 f = JL;: (MK f + ¢g2). Note that estimates (34)—@1) for L;el are
independent of A.. By repeating the previous procedures, we conclude that T\ 4 : B — B is a
contraction mapping for A € [0, A.]. Step by step, we can obtain the existence of ]L;1 for A € [0, A*]

with A\* = 1 — C||wgi||s. Evidently, the operator L' satisfies (34)-(@1). Furthermore, the fixed
point f can be found by defining a sequence {f,} with fo =0 and f,+1 = Ta\(fn) for n > 1, then
[fn. — flleo — 0. Since the sequence under consideration always converges in L, we conclude
that the solution is continuous away from I'g when (2 is strictly convex.

Step 3. The existence of L' for A € [\*,1]. Note that \* > 1 for [|wg: s sufficiently

small. We first give an a priori estimate. For any given A\ € [A*,1] with \* =1 — CA'||wgl||Oo,
multiplying the equation of (B3] by f and using the Green’s identity, one has

ASIB+ 5B+ AL 1) + (= NI 1B = (o0 f, )+ o2, ) + 51T -

It follows from ([I0) and (B2]) that
1 1
(38) elflI3+ 1f15+ + ACollv2 (I = P)fI3

< O = W) FI3+ g2, £ + 51
Applying Lemma [ with g = go — v(¢1)f — (1 — N)v(v)f, we have
(39) IPfll2 < Cs [elflla+ M3 (L= P)flla + lgllz + [ Fla.s +Irla,- |
< Cy [ellflla + Miv3 (L= P)fll2 + (Cllwgilloc + 1= ) [0/
+lgallz + [ £lz+ + Irlz.-]
Combining [B8) and ([BJ), we deduce from A > A* > 1 that
1% £ll2 + |12+
< APfll2+vE (T = P)fll2 + |f |2t
< Cu [ellf o+ Al AT = P)fll2 + (Cllwgillow +1 = A) [0f]2
+lg2llz + | fl2,+ + [rl2,-]

< Ca[(Cllwgilloo + 1= X+ (= X)) 73 fll2 + (g2, NI¥ +llgallz + [rlz,

< s (lwgsllocllv? fll2 + 012 Fll2 + Csllv ™ gal + Irla.- ) -
Taking ||wg1 ||ec and 6 > 0 small enough, we have

(40) 1% ll2 + 112 < s (I 2 gallo + Irle.- ) < Cs (v wgalloo + lorloc,-)
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Applying Corollary [[3] with ([@0), we have
(41) [wflloo + [wfloe < Cs ([ wgzllos + [wr|o,-) -
Let v~ wgs € L(Q x R?) and v wgs € L®(Q x R?). Assume that f =Ly 'gs and f =Ly g
are two solutions to ([B3]) with go replaced by gs and s, respectively. Applying [#0) and I gives
1Lz Y i
(42) w2 (f = Pllz+ |f = flar < Collv™2 (g2 — G2)ll2
(43) [w(f = Flloc +0(f = Plos < Collv™ w(gz — g2)|oo-
Note that the constant Cg in [@2)—([43) does not depend on € and A € [A*,1]. We define a map on
B by Taeiaf = L (AK f + g2). For any f1, fo € B, by using ([{@3)), we have
[w(Tax4xf1 — Ta=tafa)l|o0

< Collv ™ wAK fi + go — AK f2 — g2) |

< ACsllw(fi = fo)lloo-
We take A\g > 0 sufficiently small such that MCs < %, then Th~4) : B — B is a contraction
mapping for A € (0, \g]. Step by step, we can obtain the existence of ;' and 1, * satisfies (@)~
([@3). Furthermore, since the sequence under consideration always converges in L™, the solution
is continuous away from I'g when € is strictly convex.

Step 4. The convergence of f¢ as ¢ — 07. Let f¢ be the solution of [@B3) with A = 1
obtained by step 3. For any €1,e5 > 0, f1 — f2 satisfies

{U Va(fr = [2)+ LU = [2) +o(g) ([ = f2) = —af" +eaf?,

fr—rer. =0.
Repeating the similar arguments in (B8])—(@]), we have
(44) 2 (e = FE+ 1 = 2B S I3 (S + eof )3

S@+&) (Il + vt rel3)
S(E+ ) (lwfr 12 + | wfe|%)
< (E+€3) (v wgall% + [wrl, ).
Finally, applying Corollary [3 to v2 (fr — f) and (@), it follows from 7 > 3 4 |y| that
lwv? (f = 1) ]|oo + lwr? (f = £2)|
< lwerf — e2f)lloo + w2 (£ = £)]l2
< (er +e2) (v wgalloo + lwrfs,-) -

This implies that there exists a function f such that |[vw(f€ — f)|cc — 0 as € — 07, and it holds
that

lwflloo + [wfloe < C (v wgalos + [wrfo,-) -
Furthermore, since the sequence under consideration always converges in L°°, the solution is
continuous away from I'g. This completes the proof. O

4. HOLDER REGULARITY OF STATIONARY LINEARIZED PROBLEM

In this section we study the Holder regularity of solutions to the stationary linearized Boltzmann
problem ([@). The main result of this section is stated as follows:

Theorem 15. Let —3 < <0, and let 7 > 3+ |y and 0 < k < 4. Assume that |wr|s - < co.
Then there exists a unique solution [ to problem (@) satisfying

[wflloo + |wfloo < Clwr|oo, -

for some positive constant C' = C,, ro. Moreover, if Q is strictly convex and r is continuous on
I, then f is continuous on Q x R3\I'g. Assume further that r satisfies ([B) when Q is strictly



BOLTZMANN EQUATION 17

conver. Let 0 < a < min{1,3 4+ ~}. Then, there exist C = CN'aﬁmQ >0 and ¢ = ¢y > 0 such that
for every x1, 79 € Q and v1,v2 € R?\ {0},

(45) [f(@1,01) = f(z2,02)] < Clwrlo,— +m)

ri2) g min{a,8}
X (d(zl ) (|331 — Za| + v —v2|)(1 + |v12]” 1, \vm‘ (w1, 12))> .
Moreover, it holds that

(46) |f(z1,v1) — f(22,02)]

- 9 min{a,B}
S (wrloe,— +m) (42, (121 = w2l + or = v2)) .

In order to prove the result, as mentioned in introduction, we will discuss the Holder regularity
for Fi(f), Fo(f), and F3(f). We first investigate the Holder regularity to F5(f). Define

ty (1)
G(f)(z,v) = /R3 / k(v,n)e " "7 K f(x — nr,n)drdn.
0
Then o)
b,V
F3(f)(z,v) = / e "Gz — vs, v)ds.
0

Following the idea of [7], we use the spherical coordinates (p, ¢, ) by n = (p cos 6 sin ¢, psin 6 sin ¢, p cos @)
and |n| = p, then do the change of variable from 7 to r by r = pr. We then get

G(f)(z,v
[e'e] T 21 tb(im)
:/ / / / k(v,n)e”""TK f(x — n7,n)p® sin ¢ drdfdedp
o Jo Jo Jo

00 T 27 |W| ) )
:/ / / / k(v,n)e—V(n)EKf <3; — L 77) psin @ drdfdodp.
o Jo Jo Jo P

From the convexity of the domain 2, we can parametrize Q by (r,60,¢). Let y = = — ;r then

yeQ r=|z—yl,n=r=p, and

(,0)
—Y) p) 67”(\5:5\@@[(7 (y, (z - y)p) P 5 dydp.
yl |yl

(i)
_/o /Qk<v’(|z |z -yl

The next lemma is the Holder regularity of G(f) for space variable.

Lemma 16. Let =3 <~y <0 and f € L®(Q2 x R3). Let 0 < a < min{1,3+~}. Then there exists
C =Cy 0,0 >0 such that

(47) IG(f)(z1,v) = G(f) (@2, 0)] < Cllflloc|z1 — 22|
for every x1,15 € Q and v € R®\ {0}.

Proof. Let R be the diameter of . By (), 1)), and f € L>(2 x R?), we have

(48) G(f) (@, )] S N1 flloo (w)*7 7.
([@R) implies that {T) is obvious for |21 — a2| > 1. Now we only need to consider the case of

|z1 — x2] < 1. For simplicity of notation, let X (z) = Im ylp Then
|G(f)($1,’l})_G(f)((E2, )|
—v(X (1) V(X () 220
(v, X (z —k(v,X(x9)) ————————
<[, [ e xe o ke e

x |K f (y, X (x2))] p dydp

e _ 21—yl P
+/ / k(v,X(z1))|e v X @)= P
[k x ) p—
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X |Kf (y, X (1)) = K f (y, X (x2))| dydp
=: Gy + Gk.
For G}, we divide the domain of the integration into three subdomains:

xr1 — T
Dy = {(p,y) €(0,00) x Q: |y — 1| > 4|z — 2|, |v — X (21)] > 4p7||; y2||};
-

-
Dy = {(p,y) € (0,00) X Q: |y — x1| > 4|y — 2, |v — X (21)] <4pﬁ};
D3 Z{(p,y) S (0,00) XQZ|y—JJ1| <4|£L'1 —x2|}.

It follows from (I2) that

o0 , o~ V(X (1)) 4
Gkaoo//pV-pkv,X:c £
/1] ; Q< ) (v, X (21)) P
V(X (w2)) 222
—k (’UvX('rQ)) |(E2 — y|2 dydp
Ut ([ ot [ [ )
Dy Do D3
=:[[flloc (Gr1 + Gr2 + Gi3) .
Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to G, we have
, | td e~V (X (a(s) =2t
= T — kv, X ds| dyd,
le //D1 <p> P /0 ds (1), (I(S))) |I(S) _y|2 s|ayap,
where x(s) = z2 + s(x1 — x3). With straight calculations one has
d V(X (a(9)) 2=l
— kv, X
s [ O
@(s)-y 2
< iy — o le— VX (@(e))) 2= k(v X P
—= |‘T1 (E2|€ |v77 (U7 ($(8)))| |I(S) _y|3
2 v (X(x(s)) 2|V (X(w(S)))ID
+ |k (v, X (2(s [ + .
0 XD | G =oF T olee) —oP T Tas) - oP
Thus,
G
1 w(s)—y y—2 .2
<y — o // Y,k (v, X (2(s)))| e K@) 5= ‘Mddds
| 1 2| o D1| n ( ( ()))| |J;(8)—y|3 yap
1 -2
—v z(s))) 2=yl <p>V 4
+x—x//kv,X:vs e VXN =22 W P gydpds
|71 — 2o ; Dll (v, X (2(s)))| 2(s) — g Wi

1 B 2y—2
_ (X (2(s)) 2=l (p
+ o — 2 / / Ik (v, X (a(s)))| e VX @)= L_dedpds
0 JD; Yy

)
1 w(s)= 27-3
o —x2|/ / (0, X ((s)))| e V@@= DT g,
0 JDy ) =yl

=: Gr11 + Gri2 + Griz + Gria.

)
VA

It is easy to observe that
-y r2—Yy ‘ _
lzr =yl Jz2 =yl

(z1 — 22)|z2 — Y|+ (2 — y) (|22 — Y| — |21 — ¥|)

49
(49) o1 — yllz ~ 7]

< glr— |
|$1 —yl
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For (p,y) € D1, by (@), one has

3
Yy—x2| =2 2|y —T1| = Tl — T2|;
(50) ly— ol = Sy — 1| 2 3
1
(51) ly— ()| > 5ly = 2a;
(52) |v—X(()”>4| —aof (sl —wa| o — @]
21—yl ler =yl 7 T fa(s) —yl

Applying the parametrizations z(s)—y = (r cos @ sin ¢, r sin 0 sin ¢, r cos ¢) and 1 = (p cos 0 sin ¢, psin 0 sin @, p cos ¢)
and using (I2), 20), (&), and (E2), we have
Gk

e y—2 ,2
< |3:1—3:2|/ / IV ke (v, )] e Msmd) drdfdédpds
Dy

ol2~1n|%)?
ol +( p ) 72,2
16 [o—n]|
< |$1—$2| / / |’U—’I7|’Y 1 ( ! <p>7p
Dy

.
e V"5 sin ¢ drdfdedpds

1 L |v=m|? M) —2 92

Slwl—wzl<v>v// v — p|max{i—L=s+el, 16(‘ W ) (o)

0 D1

r

min{0,2+y—e} ”
) e~V sin ¢ drdfdsdpds

p
(—|$1 — @3]
'

R
< |$1 _ $2|min{1,3+'yfe}<v>'y / T71+a1d,r ~
2|m17m2|
v12—ini2)?
max{y—1,—3+¢} —%(Iv—n\z-i-( ‘”’:‘2) > ¥—2|,,|—a1
o= : e (M) In|""*dn
R
< |.’IJ1 _ x2|min{176,3+775}7

where 7 is as in (), a1 =0 if -2 <y <0and a; = § if -3 <y < -2.
By using (I2), [20), and (&), we deduce
Gr12

r 772
o=zl [ h(wonle 5 2L s aranasap
D

y—2 R 1 ag az _um)
Slov—aol [ e = ([0 LML) et ay
R3 |77| 2|I17I2|T r |77|
R
< o1 — ol (/ Ik(v,n)l<77>”_2|77|_1+“2d77) [ e
Ra 2‘11—12‘

5 |$1 _ I2|min{176,3+775}7

Gris3

2y—-2 R 1+az 1+asz i
S |z —CL‘2|/ |k (v,m)] i 2 / (m) (L> e Tl T dr dn
R? In| oy —za| \ T ]
R
5 |,’E1 — £L'2| (/ |]g(v777)| <,,7>2’Y—2|77|—1+a2dn) / T—l_Ger
R 2|1 —z2|

S |I1 _ $2|min{175,3+'yfe},
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and

Gria

R r\ v ()
Slov—aol [l ([ (D) () e W)
R3 2|z —x2| |77| 77|
R
Stor—aal ([ 1ol 0*"~2an) ( / d)
R3 2|z —ao|

Sl — 2],
where ay = max{|]y| —2 —¢€,0}.
For (p,y) € D3, by ([@9)), one has (B0,
5
|22 =yl < |21 =yl + |21 —@2| < e —yl;

T —y To — Y 15 |z — a9

p— pl< 5 p—r-
w1 =yl w2 =y 27 |z —yl
Applying the parametrizations z; —y = (1 cos 0 sin ¢, r sin 6 sin ¢, r cos ¢) and n = (p cos O sin ¢, p sin 6 sin ¢, p cos @)

and using (I2), 20), &), and (E3), we have
G2

2
v z [z —yl _ 7
S k(0 X (@) e XED T ()2l g ~2dydp
i=1 /D2

IQ—y
53 v———"p
(53) ‘ |2 — yl

‘ Il_y
- P
|z1 — 9|

Sl [k (v,m)| €% ()7 psin g drdfdedp
r > 3lry — xo
[v—n| <8L2|zy — aa|

gl,’El — {E2|)a3

S |I€(U,77)| ( |’U—7’]|u’3

O -
v —nl < 82z — 2o

Sl =l [ el = o= )72l
R

R max{0,|v[=2+5} max{0,|y[-2+5}
X / P98 (m) (L) e dr dn
3|m17m2| r |77|
R
S lor—aaf ([ Wl lo =l 2aln) ( / w+a1dr>
R3 3|1 —xa|

min{l—e,3—|v|—¢
< |y — 2o { 1yl=e})

<p>772pe—1’(77)% sin¢ d’l”d@dd)dp

where a; is as above and a3 = min{1,3 + vy — €} > 0.
For Gys, we have |y — xo| < |y — x1| + |21 — 22| < 5|x1 — x2|. Thus

Gr3
oo 2 T 5|z —xa| N

Ll [ w25 sing drdodods
0 0 0 0

A

5|z —xa| —ag asz .
s [ el 2| [ <—> <_) 0% g dy
R3 0 In| In|
5|z —x2|
< (Lo ([ e
R3 0
5 |$1 _ $2|min{1,3+v—e}7

where as is as above. Hence

Gk S ||f||oo|$1 _ I2|min{175,3+’yfe}'
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For G, we divide the domain of the integration into two subdomains: Dy = {y € Q: [y — 21| > |21 — 22|}

and Dy = {y € Q: |y — x1| < |71 — 22|}. We name the corresponding integrals as G and G,
respectively. Using Lemma B, (I2)), 0), and [@3)), we deduce

—V Xy ‘Il y‘ 62'7
< 1 flleo / /D (0, X (ay))] e~V XK@ 222 PR |2|X(x1> X (a2)|™ dydp

w1 —
o lpl—i-aw

—v lz1—yl (p
< ||f||oo|3;1 _$2| w/ /D v X 5131))| (X (z1)) =+ Hmdydp
1

|21

S Wl =l [ ko)l )7 ol
R —14+ay 1*57 e
/ T7a7 <L> <L> (77\) dT d
21— l |
_ R
S Wlkeler =2l ([ 160l () [

S Ifllsolwr — ap =37,

For G2, by Lemma B ([I2), and (20), it follows from

xT
[z1—y| [z2—y|

Ly 22y ’ < 2 that

> —v T ‘Il vl pp Oy
<11f e /O /D ke (0, X (1)) e+ X@) =27 wamxn X (2)|™ dydp

oo pm 21 plry—x2| . .
< flloo / / / / |k (v,m)] €Y% (p)717 1 pl* > sin gdrdfdedp
0 0 0 0

<117l /|k( ) )yl /(>+() g

00 v, L — — Tn r

~ R3 I K 0 |77| |77| "
|z1—z2] _

<11f e ( / 3 |k<v,n>|<n>“dn) / P g

S I llsolzr — 22|

Hence _
Gr S I flloolwy — wommit=edty=eh,

We complete the proof of the lemma. O
The next lemma is the Holder regularity of G(f) for velocity variable.
Lemma 17. Let =3 <~ <0 and f € L>®(Q2 x R?). Then, for any x € Q and vi,vy € R?
G()(x,01) = G(f) (@, v2)| S [If lclor = 02|,

where ay is as in Lemmal3
Proof. Using Lemma B (I2), and 21), we have
|G(f)(@,v1) = G(f) (2, v2)]|

ty(x,n
< [ o) = K mle 7 (K po = o) drd

) ty (x,m)
< 1 fllso / o(wr,m) — k(va, m) ()~ /0 77 dn

S I llsolvn — v2|® max{ (v1)277%, (v9) 2774},

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Now, we are ready to estimate F3(f).

Lemma 18. Let =3 <y < 0 and f € L>®(2 x R3), and let 0 < o < min{1,3 +~}. Then, for
every x, 1,22 € Q and for every v, vy, vy € R3\ {0},

(54) [F5(f)(21,0) = F3(f)(22,0)]
< e (A5l = 22l(1 4 o T o))
(55) B ()@, 01) = Fs(F)(@,02)| S [1F oo (dg M or —val)™
Proof. By 1I) and @S], we have
ty(z,v)
(56) [F3(f)(, 0)] < /O eV |G(f) (@ — vs,v)| ds S || flloo{)*7°

v(v)
For (), since (B0), it is obvious for d ' . |zy — @o|(1 4 |v]"te™ oI “1e2)) > 1. Therefore, we

(z1,22)
_r) .
consider the case where d(_ml1 22) |21 — 22| (14 |v|~te™ ToT Uere2)) < 1. Moreover, we assume without
loss of generality that t,(z1,v) > t,(z2,v). By using Lemma [16 21I)), 22]), and @8], we have

[F5(f)(21,v) = F3(f) (22, v)|

tb(ib2,’u)
< / 3 |G(f) @1 — vs,v) — C(f) (w2 — vs,0)|ds
0

tb(ml,v)
[ e G o - v ds
t

b(x2,v)

ty(w1,v)
S 1f oo | f21 = 22| + ()27 / s g
t

b(z2,v)

_ 1 v
S e (lor = 2ol +di} oy = @[] Hem T Ao ).

—1 1 —ry o
oo (45 Lyl = 214 o] e T o))

For (BH), since (B, it is obvious for dj vy — va| > 1. Therefore, we consider the case of

d; vy — va| < 1. Moreover, we only do the |v1| > |va] case. Let v = %1}2, it is easy to obtain

that |vg — T2| < |v; — va| and |v; — 2| < 2|vy — va|. Then

|F5(f) (2, 01) = F3(f)(, v2)]|
< [Fs(f)(@,v1) — F3(f) (@, 02)| + |F5(f)(x,02) — F3(f)(x, v2)] -
Then we assume without loss of generality that ¢,(z,v1) > tp(2z,02). Using Lemmas [[6] and 7]

D), @3), @4), and @S), we have
|E3(f)(z,v1) — F3(f) (2, 02)]

tb(m,ﬁ2) _
< / eV |G(f) (@ — vis,v1) — G(f) (@ — D25, 02)| ds
0

tb(waZ)
+ /
0

tb(m,vl)
—|—/ 671/(”1)5|G(f)($—1115,’01)|d5
t

b(z,02)

tb(z,f;g) B ~
S £l (/0 e (Jors — vas|® + o1 — 2 ) ds

tb(w,f)g) tb(LE7’l}1)
+<vl>2v_5/ ds + <v1>27_5/ e V()sgg
0

ty (z,02)

—v(vi)s _ e—l/('Dg)s

e |G(f)(x —vis,v1)|ds

e—u(vl)s _ e—l/('Dg)s




BOLTZMANN EQUATION 23

< 1o (lon = 0217+ o1 = w2l + [or = wal + d; Hor = vs))

S flloo (dz Hor — v2])”

For the remain term, we now have t,(z,v2) > tp(z, v2). Using Lemmas [0 and [7 @), 23), @3),
and (@8], we have

|F5(f)(z,v2) — F3(f)(w, 02)]

tb(w,f)g) B
S/ e V) |G(f)(x — v2s,v2) — G(f)(x — V28, D2)| ds
0

tb(w7f)2)
/
0

tb(m,’UQ)
+ / e |G(f) (& — vas,vn)| ds
t

b(z,02)

tb(w,f)g) B _
S Il </0 e (Jugs — Bas|® + [vz — 2] ) ds

ty(z,02) ty (z,v2)
—|—/ ds—|—/ e v(v2)s g
0 tb(wﬂj?)

S 1l (Jor = vl + o = val™ + Jor = val + d; oy — ol )

S 1 oo (dg Hor —v2])™

This completes the proof. O

efu(vg)s _ 671/(172)5

|G(f)(x — vas,va)| ds

efu(vg)s _ 671/(172)5

The following lemma is the Holder regularity of Fy(f).

Lemma 19. Let -3 < v < 0 and 0 < 8 < 1, and let 0 < o < min{1,3 + v}. Suppose that
f e L>(I'_) and there exists m > 0 such that

(57) | F(y1, 1) = Fyo, v2)| < m(lys — ol + o1 — v2])”
for every (yi,v;) € T_. Then for every x,xz1,z2 € Q and v,vy,v € R3\ {0},
58) B () (w1.0) = Fi(f) z2.0)
_ ) ’ min{a,B}
5 (m + |f|oo,—) (d(wll,wg)|x1 — $2|(1 + |’U| 16 [v] d(m1,£2))) ;
(59) [F1(f)(@,v1) = Fi(f) (2, 02))

1 1 —U(vl’z)d min{O‘yB}
< (m+ floos) (d; o1 — a1+ Jor g e T >) .

Proof. By f € L*°(T'_), we have
v(v)
For (58)), since (G0), it is obvious for d(_wll7w2)|:1c1 — 2o|(1 + |v]~te” Tr %@1w2)) > 1. Therefore, we

_ v .
consider the case where d_,} [z — | (14 Jo] le” T %1 e) < 1. By using (T7), @2, and (&7,
we have

|[F1(f)(x1,v) = Fi(f) (22, v)|

< |f($b($1,’()),’()) - f(Ib($2,U),U)| e*l/(v)tb(xl,v)
+ |f($b($2a ’U), ’U)| e—l/('u)tb(wl,'u) _ e—u(v)tb(wg,v)

tb(ml,v)
/ —v(v)e M3 ds
¢

b(x2,v)

< mlay(x1,v) — 2p(22,0)|” + | oo,
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— 1 (U)d(z xg)
< m () plen = wal) o+ Floo—di o1 — ol lem T

(z1,22)

1 Ly g min{a,B}
S (m A+ [ floo,—) (d(wlm)pcl — zo|(1 4 |v|"te” T <m1,x2))) :

For (B3), we only do the case of |v1| > |v2|. From (@0), (B9) is obvious for dj!|vy — ve|(1 +
v(vy) v(vy)
lv|~le” il %) > 1. Therefore, we consider the case for d; vy — va|(1 + |vg|te™ Tl %) < 1.

Let vg := %’Ug. Then
[F1(f)(@,v1) = Fi(f) (2, v2))
< [Fu()(@,v1) = Fu(f) (@, 02) + [F1(f)(@,02) — Fi(f)(, v2)] -

that |ve — Uo| < |v1 — va|, Jv1 — 2| < 2|vy — val, and zp(x, v2) = zp(x, 02). By using (),
23), 24), (1), and the mean value theorem, we have

[F1(f)(@,v1) = Fi(f)(z, 02)]
< |f(CL'b(:E, ’Ul)avl) - f(:Eb(CL',T)z), 772)' eiy(vl)tb(m’vl) + |f(.%‘b(:E, 62)752”

% (‘e—u(vl)tb(m,vl) _ vty (,0)

€

Not
@D,

n ‘e—u(vl)tb(m,fzg) _ ()t (,02) )

< m(|zp(x,v1) — xp(x, U2)| + U1 — 172|)’8 eVt (z,v1)

tb(m,v1)
/ —v(vy)e 3 s
t

b(z,02)

+ 1 floo.-

| floo,— 51 — valty(@, v2)|Vu(vy (£)) e OOt (@:02)
S (dy Oy ) + o1 — 02]) e EOBEED £l a0y — va| | oo, o1 — 2
_p|vr = v ’ —u (w1 )ty (,01) -1
< m d;v W+|’Ul—1}2| (& viv)te(T,v1 +|f|0017d$ |’U1—UQ|7

where v1(t) = v1 + t(v2 — v1) for some ¢ € [0,1]. Using 1)), 23), @23), (57) and the mean value
theorem, we have

|F1(f)(w,v2) — F1(f) (2, 02)]
< |f(@ol@,v2),v2) — fao(@,02), v2)| eV 020 E02) | f(y (2, 02), 02

“(

< m (|zy(x,v2) — wp(x, T2)| + |v2 — T2])” + [ floo,—

—v(v2)ty(x,v2) _ —v(v2)ty(x,02)

e

e 4 ‘671/(1;2)151,(1,172) _ o v(E)ty(,52)

)

tb(ib,’uz)
/ —v(vg)e V(23 s
t

b(x,02)

+ | Floo,—[v2 — Ta|ty(z, T2)| Vi (g (1)) e+ (V2 (D)t (@:02)
S mlvr = v2]” + | floo,—dy v — val,
where vy (t) = v + ¢(02 — v2) for some ¢ € [0,1]. Thus,
|F1(f)(z,01) — Fi(f)(,02)]

B
_vop -
<m (d;1|v1 (1 o] e dm)) oo Mo — v

1 1 7U(U1)d min{a,B}
S (m [ floe,-) ([ dyfor = w2 (14 |ur|"7em ) :

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

We give the Holder regularity of F»(f) in the following lemma. Note that

ty(z,v)
R = [ e [ b B = osndnds.
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Lemma 20. Let -3 < 7y < 0 and 0 < 8 < 1. Let 0 < a < min{1,3 + v}. Suppose that
f € L>(T_) satisfies the reqularity condition [&Z)). Then, for every x,x1,z2 € Q and for every
v,v1,v2 € R3\ {0},

(61) [F2(f) (21, 0) = Fo(f) (22, )]
min{a,B}
S (m + |f|0017) (d(wl 12 |$1 - $2|(1 + |’U| 16 4\ \)d(m Iz))) ;
(62) [F2(f) (2, 01) = Fo(f) (@, v2)] S (m A+ | floo,-)

. ) v12) min{a,B}
< (m+ floo) (d; o1 — (1 + Jurg] e TR >) |

Proof. By (I2)) and (ZI]), we have
(63) |E2(f)(@, )] < Cy0lfloo,— (v)" 7
v(v)
For (61)), from (G3)), it is obvious for d(;ll)m2)|:1:1 — 29|(1 4 |v|"te” Wl U=1e2)) > 1. Therefore, we

consider the case where d(;ll eyl T1 — 22| (1 + |v|—16_%d<z1,zz)) < 1. We divide Q as follows: let
n €N,

Qo={zeQ:d(x,00) <2 'd, 4 };

Q= {z € Q:d(z,00) <27"d(4, 4, min{l,|v]}}.

Denote y,, the intersection of z1xy (21, v) with 99, \0€2 and denote z, the intersection of xoxy (22, v)
with 9€Q,,\09Q. From Proposition [§ we have

(64) lynap(z1,v)], |2np (22, v)| < R27"min{l, |v|},n > 1;
lyoxs (x1, )], |20z (22, v)] < R27™.
Note that one has [T175], [T2Zn| > 27 'd (4, 4,) for n=0,1,.... Let N} € N satisfy
B B min{a,B}
(63) 27N < (4, foen = @1+ o)

For simplicity of notations, we denote 4,, = min { %, ‘zﬁ"' } and a = min{a, 8}. Without loss
of generality, we assume t;(x1,v) > tp(22,v), then
[F2(f)(@1,v) = Fa(f)(22,0)|

Ni—1

A
<X [ e [kl B )@ = vsn) = Fy (1) (w2 = o5 dnds

An

/ 5 [ k)l IR e = vs.m) = Fi(f) (e = vs.o)| dds
/ ’/ k() |3 (£) (@1 — vs.n) = Fi(f) (2 — vs,n)| dids

tb(mz ’U
[ e [ bl [F (1)~ o) = Fi(0) (w2 — o5, dnds
RS

ANl
tb(ml ’U)
[ e [ kR () e - v duds
tb(:l?2,’u) R3
= hLh+L+ I3+ 1+ I5.
It is easy to see that
(66) dt

(x1—vs,xa—vs) —

2n+1d(_w1 m)(1 + v
for s € [An, Ani1], n=0,1,.... Moreover, by (&), one has

(67) Api1 — An < max{|ynzy(21,0)], |2n20 (22, 0)| |t < R27",n > 1.
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Let’s estimate I;. By using the mean value theorem, ([I2)), (E8)), (€6), and (67), it follows from
a < 1 that

IS (mA+|floo,—)|z1 — 22|*
Ni—1

n+41 a
x Z/ e [ ][44y (14 )] s

N;—1
S(m A+ |floo,—) (d(;lhm)hjl —xo|(1 4+ |v|” 1 ) Z 207 (A1 — A )67V(U)An

S (m+ |fle.-) (d(;m)m — a1+ o))
N1 1
a v
< (m+ |f|oo7_) (d(;lm)pcl —z2|(1+ |v|—1)> o=y an)

For I, and I3, by applying (I2), @I, (B8], and (@8], we have

T1yn |, T2Zn |}

Iy S (m 4 |floe.-) (47,

(z1,22)

a Ay
- _$2|(1+|v|71) ef%u(v)Ao/ o bv@)s g
Ao

@ _p)
St [floo,) (A5 4 lor = @l(1 4 o] 1) e T oo,

11 $2

and
A() _
B (mot fl e =22l [ O 02 2 gy )] s
0

St |floe) (451 o = 2)

For I4, by using (64) and (63]), we have

tb(mg,v)
I < |floon / (v)7~2e= (s s
.AN1

<l <|x2xb<x2,v>| - { [Fm] ] }) (o) 2e-r v,

[l v v

2

[l

(v)
6*2‘5‘ d(zy,20)

v
< |floo— max{ 7wz, 0], [z @z, 0]}

T2 ()
s|f|oo,_2-N1Rmin{1,|v|}<“|>v| o~ 52 o

_ a v
5 |f|OO,— ( (1, I2)|!E1 ;Ezl(l + |’U| 1)) e 20l d(zl,zz)-
For I5, by ([22)), we have

|:p1 — x2||v|7lei%d(w1vm2)_

I5 S |f|oo ,d_

11 $2

Summing up, one get (GI)).
For (62), we only do the case of |v1| > |vz|. Since (63), [62) is obvious for d!|v; — ve|(1 +
1) v (1)
e —ete de ®) > 1. Therefore, we consider the case for d,‘|v; — va|(1 + e_c\Tl\dm) < 1. We now
divide 2 as follows: let n € N,

Qy={yeQ:d(y,00) <27'd,},
={yeQ:d(y,00) <2 "d, min{1, |v1]} } .
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Denote y,, the intersection of zxy(z,v1) with 99, \0$ and denote z/, the intersection of zxy(x, v2)
with 9/ \9Q. From Proposition [ we have

(68) max{|y;xb(x,vl)|, |z,’1xb($,vg)|} < R27"min{l, |vn|},n > 1;
max{|y6:10b(x,v1)|, |zé;vb(x,vz)|} < R27%

Let No = No(x,v1,v2) € N satisfy
(69) 27Nz < (d Moy — va|(L+ g 71))"

Let 09 = ‘Z—;ivz. Note that |v1 — T2| < 2|v; — va| and |ve — 3| < |vg — v2|. Then

[
|[Fo(x,v1) — Fa(z,v2)| < |Fa(z,v1) — Fa(w, 02)| + [Fa(z,02) — Fa(z, v2)]

=11+ 1III.

For I, without loss of generality, we assume that t,(z,v1) > tp(x, D2). Then

tb(:l?,’f)z)
e | -”W/ (o2, )| [Fa (7)o = v1,1) = Fa(7) (o — oas, )] dnds

tb(I’Ug
/ >/ (k(or, 1) — k(o2 m)| |Fy ()@ — w15, )] dnds

/tb (m ’U2

b(wm
/ >/ k(o )| |Fa(£) (& — vys, )| dnds

(x,v2)

I + 1Ly + I3 + I,

—V(’U1)S _ e—u(f}g)s

/ k(o | 1F () (& — w5, )| dinds

For 11y, let B, = min{ AT ‘} then

[vi] 2 [o2]

N>—1 n41 Bq Bo tb(m,’UQ)
11 = Z / ...... _|_/ ...... _|_/ ...... _|_/ ......
Bo 0 BN2

=: IIll + 1o+ 113+ 114.
It is easy to see that
(70) At prsnme < 2T (L 0] )
for s € [By, Bnt1], n =0,1,.... Moreover, by (68), one has
(71) Bi1 — By < max{|y] xy(x,v1)], |2/ xp(x, vo) | }|Ua| P < R27",n > 1.
For 111, by using the mean value theorem, ([I2), (B8], [), and (), we have

Iy S (m A+ [ floo,—)|v1 — Ta|®
No—1

n+1 a
x Z/ s >/ k@) [0 o (107 dds

S (m+ | floo—) (dy Moy = va|(1+ |vn|~ 1)) (01)772
Ny—1 s a v (59)
X 29" (Ba1— Bp) | — | e Te2l 7
Il ()

a —e¥) g - a—1n
S ([ Floo,—) (dg M or = va| (14 [or|71)) =TT (Z 2le=h) )

v(v
—C

S (m+ [floo,-) (dy Hor — w2l (L + o] 71)) e

where min {|zy},|,[z2}|} < s, < min{|zy), 4|, 22, 4]}
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For I1i5 and I3, by using (I2)), @I), (), and (Z0), we have

115
a 1 = Bl 1
S (m+|floo—) (d;1|v1 —wvg|(1+ |v1|71)) 6751/(1}2)30/ s%e 3 (2)8 g
By

_ _ _erv) g4
S (m+ [ floo,—) (d5 M or = va| (14 [or] 1) " e 1T

and
Bo _ _
ILs < (m A+ |f]oo.—) |01 _v2|a/ s%e V(023 (2714, )" (5,) 7 2ds
0

S (m+ [ floo,—) (dy Hor = v2])”
For IT4, by using the mean value theorem, (G8), and (E9), we have
Ty S | floo,— (to(2,02) = B, (vr)?~2e (2B

S [ floo,— max{ [y, 2o (z, v1)|, |2, 2 (2, v2) [ Hot |7 (v1) " 2e” Stoat de
S loo,~ R27N2 min{1, [vr [ }og |~ (01) e Sfoat da
< oo (A5 fon = w1 fn | 1)) €T,
By using Lemmaf3, (I2), @I), @3), and @4), we have
Il + 115+ 114

N |f|00,7 (|U1 - U2|&Y + |Ul — U2| +d;1|111 — 1)2|) .

Summing up, one get

_ern) “
IS (m+ |flo) (d;m (14 |l dr))

For II1, one has that t,(x,v2) > ty(x, v2). Thus,
tb(w Ug)
111 </ e V2l / kU2, M| [F1(f) (& — v2s,m) — F1(f)(x — v2s,m)| dnds
(z,02)
/ e [ k(va,m) — k(02 0)| |FL(f) (@ — v2s,m)| dids
R3

/ b (x,02)

b(z,v2)
/ evva)s / k(52 )| |Fy (F) (& — vas, )| dnds
t

b(z,72)

—V(’U2 _ e—l/('Dg)s

o Rz F ) (@ = vas,m)] dnds

=TIl + 111y + 1115+ I114.

For 111y, let B, = 'ff || then
Nx—1 Bn+1 El EU tb(w,f)g)
11 = Z / ...... _|_/~ ...... _|_/ ...... _|_/~ ......
Bo 0 By,
=: IIIll + 1o+ 1113+ I114.

For I11;1, by using the mean value theorem, ([[2), (B8], ([T0), and (TI]), we have
1114

N2 1 Bn+1
S (ot ) (07 o = w1+ ) 32 2 / se VI
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No—1 a
— — a a—1)n Sn — 5o Sn
S Ul ) (0 oy = val(1 4 ] 7)" Y 2o (2 e
n=1

No—1
a *Cu(ul) z a—1)n
< (m+ | floom) (dy Hor = va|(1+ Jug|71)) " e Tr <Z 2(e=1) )

n=1

_ _ _ ’/(vl)d
S (M |floe-) (d Hfor — w2l (14 Jon|7H) " e TToar ™,

where |zy!,| < s, < |zyl,,|. For I1T;5 and 1113, by using (I2), @), (G8), and (Z0), we have

1115

- By
S (m + |f|oo,7) (d;1|v1 _ ,U2|(1 + |v1|71))‘167%1/(172)30/ Saef%u(ﬁz)sds

B

_v(v)
S (m A+ | Floo,-) (dg Mor — va| (1 + [on[71)) * 7Tl %

and

[T < (m+ |fleo o1 — v2|a/ s2e 9 (9714,) 7 (3,)12ds
0

S (m+ [ floo,—) (dg M or —v2)”.
For I114, by using the mean value theorem, (@), and (€9), we have

R _v(v2) T
T S |floo—(01) 2y an(@, v2)|[5a] te T2l #0]

_vv)
< floe—(01)"2R2N2 min{1, oy [ }oy | ~te T

_ v -
< flos,— (dgHor — va| (14 o] 71)) e =TT % (0 )72,

By using Lemma B, (I2), 1), 23), and (28), we have
Il + 1115+ 1114 5 |f|001, (|1)1 — ’L)2|a7 + |’Ul — 1)2| + d;1|1)1 — ’UQ|) .

Summing up, one get
v(vq) a
117 S (m + |f|oo,—) (d;1|’l}1 — ’U2|(1 + |’U1|_1e_cv11dw)>
This completes the proof. O

From the results of Proposition[IT] Lemmas[I8H20 and (20), we complete the proof of Theorem
15

5. HOLDER REGULARITY OF THE APPROXIMATE STEADY BOLTZMANN EQUATION

In this section, we will study the Holder regularity of solution of the following approximate
steady Boltzmann equation:

(72) { Vaf + LI+ ¢(9)f = Ni(g,9), in @ xR,
f=m onl'_,

where ) is a bounded and strictly convex domain and ¢(g) is defined in {@). According to the
regularity estimate (@3] obtained in Theorem [[H], we suppose that g satisfies the following estimate:

(73) lg(z1,v1) — g(22,v2)|

- Lty NG
<Gy (d Loz = @a| 4 Jvr = va| ) (1 + fuy o TTeT TRl Ty )

(z1,22)

for every @1, z2 € Q and v1,ve € R\ {0}, where 0 < a < min{1,3+~} and Cy > 0 depends on g.
Moreover, from Lemma [ we have

lp(9) (@, v)| < Cllwglloor(v).
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Assume that ¢ satisfies

—_

(74) Cluglls < 5

[\

for7>0and 0 <k < §.
The Hélder regularity estimate of problem (72) is stated as follows:

Theorem 21. Assume that r € L (T'_) satisfies @) and g satisfies ([3) and ) for 7 > 3+ ||
and 0 < k < +. Let f € L(Q2 x R®) be a solution of [@). Then, there exists C = Cq g0 > 0
such that for every x1,m2 € Q and vi,v2 € R3\ {0},

|f(@1,01) = f(z2,02)| < C(m+ Cpy + Crpg + Cy)

2 g min{a,3}
X (d(_wl z2) (|='E1 _CE2|+|’U1—’U2|)(1+|U12| 1 \yl 2\ (z1, 22))) ,

where
Crg = Ifloo,~ (14 Cy + wgllo) ;
Crg = [ flloe (14 Cy + lwglloc)
Cy = (Cy + Cyllwgllos + l[wgllos + wg2)[[wg oo

To prove the result, from the method of characteristics, for every z € Q and v € R3\ {0}, one
has

f(x,v)

— F (wp(z, ), v) e COBEDELT o) @—vt0)a0
tb(w,v)
+ / ~w@stg elo)@—vt0)dt) (g r L N (g, 9)) (z — vs,v)dvds.
0

For simplicity of notation, we denote

B()(a.0,5) = v(o)s+ | olo)(a — ot v).
0
We iterate the term K f once more to get

f(@,v)
= Ml(f7 g)(;v,v) + Mz(f, g)(x,v) + Mg(f, g)(CL',U) + Nl(g)(xvv) + Ng(g)(x,’l}),

where

Mi(f,9)(x,v) := [ (zy(w,v),0) e~ POt

ty(w,v)
Ma(feg)a)i= [ e 00 [ o) Mi(f.g) (o~ vs,m)duds
0 R
ty(z,v)
Ma(f, 9)(x,v) = / ¢ YO @) / k(v,m)
0 R3
ty (z—vs,m)
X / eicb(g)(mfvs’””)Kf (x —vs — 91, n) drdnds;
0
ty(z,v)
NMilg)ao) = [ P OEIN. (g, g) (o vs, )
0

ty(w,v)
Na(g)a)i= [ 0@ [ ko) Na(g) o = v e
0

The following lemma shows the Holder regularity for the nonlinear operators.
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Lemma 22. Let 7> 0 and 0 < k < é. Assume that g satisfies ([[3). Then for every x,x1,x € Q
and v,vy,vy € R3\ {0}, we have

(75) IN+(g,9)(x1,v) — Ni(g, 9) (w2, )]
< Collwglloe (43l = 22l)” (0)
(76) IN1(9,9)(z,v1) — Ny (9,9)(z, v2)|
S llwgllso (Og [d; o1 = val]” + [lwglolor — vzl) max{(v1)?7%, (v2) 7%}
(77) [p(9)(@1,v) = @(g)(x2,0)]|
< Cy (a5t b —al)” (o)
(78) lp(9)(@,v1) — p(g) (2, v2)]
S llwglloclor = val(v1)7 + Cy (d o1 — va])* max{(v1)7, (v2)7}
Proof. By applying Lemma [6, (I3]), and (73], we get (2)—(S). O

We need the following two lemmas, and their proofs are most same as that of Lemma 20 and
are omitted here for simplicity of presentation.

Lemma 23. Let 7 > 0 and 0 < £ < i. Assume that g satisfies [[3). Let x1,32 € Q and

v e R3\ {0} with ty(x1,v) > ty(z2,v). Then
ty(z2,v) . s
(79) [ e [een o) = cla)wa — vt atds
0
_r@) a
5 (Cg + ||wg||oo) ( (1, m2)|ZE1 $2|(1 + |1}|716 8[v] d(z1,z2))) ;
tb(LEQ, ) 1
(80) / e 2" N, (g) (21 — vs,v) — Ny (g) (w2 — vs,v)| ds
0

_ v @
S (Cy + lwglloo) lwglloo (42 4 71 = @2l(1+ fo] ~He ST Here) )

11 12

Let x € Q and vy, vy € R with 0 < |va] < |v1] and ty(x,v1) > ty(z, ¥2), where vy = %’02. Then

ty (x,02) - s
sy [ e [ g - nton) - plo)(o - oot o) deds
0 0
v(v
S (Cyg + lwgllso)dy v — v2|* (1 + o1 |~ “e™ St o *) + lwgllo|vr — v2;
tb(m ’U2) L B
(82) / e~ 2V N () (z — v1s,v1) — N4 (g)(x — Tas,T2)| ds
0
—c ( 1)
S (O + |lwgllso)lwglloody “Jv1 — v2|*(1 + |vi|~“e )+ lwgllZvr —
tb(m,vg) 1 B
6 [ e [ -t ) - el — vl )] dtds
0 0
vt g
< (Cy + wgllso)dy *or — va|*(1 + [or] =% Tl %) + [Jwglso|v1 — val;
tb(m,’UQ) B
(84) / e 270208 N (g)(x — vas,v2) — Ny (g)(x — D28, 2)| ds
0
v g,

v(v
< (Cg + [lwgllo)llwglloods o1 — va|* (1 + o2 =™ 71T %) + wg |31 — va-

Lemma 24. Let 7 > 0 and 0 < £ < %. Assume that g satisfies ([[3). Let x1,32 € Q and

v e R3\ {0} with ty(x1,v) > ty(22,v). Then

tb(mg,v) 1
(85) (/ |p(9) (1 — vl,v) = @(g)(x2 — vl,v)] df) ez Win(ear)
0
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_v()
(C + ||u}g||oo) ( 11 12 |fL'1 — ./L'2|(1 —+ |’U| 1)) e A4l d(a:1,a:2))_

Let x € Q and v1,ve € R with 0 < |va| < |v1| and ty(x,v1) > ty(z,v2), where vy = %’Ug. Then

tb(ib,’f)z)
(86) (/ lp(g)(z — vil,v1) — p(g)(z — V2L, Do) dﬁ) ()t (e 02)
0
@ _orey
S Gy (d M or = va| (14 on] 7)) T 4 JJwg|oofor — val;
tb(:l?,’f)z)
(87) (/ lp(g)(z — v2l, v2) — p(g)(z — V2L, Do) dﬁ) 2v(@2)t(m02)
0

_ o v(vi)
S Gy (d M or = va| (14 on] 7)) T 4 J|wg|oo|or — val.

In what follows we study the Holder regularity for N1(g), Na(g), M1(f, g), M2(f, g), and M3(f,g).
We begin by showing the Holder regularity of Ni(g).

Lemma 25. Assume that g satisfies ((3) and (). Then for every x,xz1,x2 € Q and v,v1,vy €
R?\ {0},
(88) [N1(g)(x1,v) — Ni(g)(z2,v)]
< C (d (z1,22) |$1 - $2|(1 + |’U| 167%@“&2)))
(89) [N1(9)(z,v1) — N1(g)(z, v2)|

- 1 1 2 g a
Syer (dm o1 = 2| (1 + [vr 2| te " el ,)> '

where Cy is as in Theorem [Z1]

Proof. From (4], we have

(90) O(g)(z,v,8) > %u(v)s.
Moreover, it follows from Lemma [ and (ZI)) that

(91) [N+ (g, 9)(@,0)| S w™ (0){v)" [[wgll3;
(92) IN1(9)(z, )] S w™ () ()7 w3

_r@)
For (88)), from (@2, it is obvious for d(;ll)m2)|:1:1 — 2|(1+ [v|~te” S %e1e2)) > 1. Therefore, we

_r@) . .
consider the case where d(;ll eyl T1 — 2| (1 + lu|~le~ s %e1e2)) < 1. Without loss of generality,

we assume that ¢,(x1,v) > tp(z2,v). By the mean value theorem, (22), [79), B0), @), and @I,
we have

|N1(g)(z1,v) — Ni(g)(z2,v)]

tb (12 ,U)
<)

/ e~ @@ | N (g, ) (1 — vs,0) — Ny (g, g) (w2 — vs,v)| ds
0

e~ 2@ @1vs) _ o= ®(9)(@2v9) | | N (g, g) (21 — vs,v)| ds

ty(x
_(I)(g)(wlvus) |N+ (g, g)({[:l — Vs, ’U)l ds
b(w2,v)

_|_

t

(v ty(z2,v) . s
< 20 g, / s / 0(g) @1 — vt v) — p(g) (s — vl 0)| deds

ty(z2,v)
+ / e 273N (g, g)(x1 — vs,v) — N1(g,9)(x2 — vs,v)| ds
0
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tb(ibl,’u) .
+/ e” 2% N (g, ) (w1 — vs,v)| ds
t

b(x2,0)
_ g ™
5 ||u/g||go(Cq + ||wg||oo)d(w‘j)12)|xl — x2|a(1 =+ |’U| @™ vl d(z1,z2))

_ v
+ (Cq + ||u}g||oo)||wg||ood(_w?y12)|x1 — {,[,'2|a’(1 + |’U|_ae 8v] d(zl,zz))

v(v)
-1 To] d(Zl,zz)

+ lwglZds)

C o a
S Gy (d_l |y — z2| (1 + [ TleT = d(mmz)))

2 — xa|v|te”

(z1,22

For ([89), we only do the |vi| > |vz| case. Since ([@2), (89) is obvious for d,!|v; — val(1 +

—1 —ek) g, . —1 1 —ctild,
|v1|~te” T %*) > 1, and thus we consider the case where d *|v; — va|(1 + vy |~ te” "l ™) < 1.
va |

Let Uy = W'UQ. Then

IN1(9)(x,v1) — N1(g)(z,v2)]
< [N1(g)(x,v1) — Ni(g)(x,v2)| + [N1(9)(z,v2) — Ni(g)(z,v2)| = I + I1.

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢,(z,v1) > tp(z,02). By using the mean value theorem,

@1, 249, @1), (82), @0), and @I)), we have

tb(w,f)g)
I< /
0

tb(ib,’f)z) B
+/ e (@) (@.02:9) IN+ (g, 9)(x — vis,v1) — Ni(g,9)(x — 25, 02)| ds
0

e~ W@ @vrs) _ o =2(9)(@029) 1 |N (g, g)(x — vis,v1)|ds

tb(m,vl)
[ e N (g, g) (o — vrs,v0)l ds
t

b(x,02)

tb(z,f;g) L
Shogl [ se 00 un — o[V (1)) ds
0
ty(x,02) . s
gl [ et [ [ 60—t = pl0) e~ w2t ) de} ds
0 0

Ly (x,02) _
+ / e 33N, (g, g)(x — vis,v1) — Ni(g,9)(x — Bas, )| ds
0

ty(z,v1)

+ g% (v1)” / o= hro)e g

ty (z,02)
v(vy)
fv1]

< 59 (d;“|v1 —va]®(1 4 |Ul|_“e_c—d”) +d o — ’U2|)

2 v @
£ 8y (4l ol ol e )

where vy (t) = v1 + t(v2 — v1) for some ¢t € [0,1]. For I, we now have t,(z,v2) > tp(2z,02). By

using the mean value theorem, ([21), 23), &I), 82), @), and (@I), we have

tb(I,’UQ)
11 < /
0

ty(z,02) B
+/ e 2(9)(@02.9) IN+ (g, 9)(x — vas,v2) — Ni(g,9)(x — 25, 02)| ds
0

e e IN, (g, ) @ — vas,va)| ds

ty(z,v2)
N / e 2@ @28 N (g g)(x — vas, v2)| ds
t

b(x,02)

tb(z,f;g) B
< Jlwgll% / se= 505y, 53|V (ua(8))ds



34 KUNG-CHIEN WU AND KUAN-HSIANG WANG

tb(I,’UQ) L S
gl [ et [ [ tette = vatom) = pla)te — vt ) cw] s

ty(w,02) -
* / =128 [N, (g, 9)(& — v25, v2) — N (g, 9)( — Tas, 7)| ds
0

ty (z,v2)

+ ||’UJg||go<’UQ>’Y/ e—%u(’uz)sds

ty(z,02)

< é d—a _ a(q —a —C%ll‘)dz d—l _
SOy (dvr — va] " (1 + |ur]| "% ) +d; v — v

~ v(vy) a
5 Cg (dm1|’01 _ ’U2|(1 + |’U1|71676 \v11\ dz)) ’
where v (t) = vg + t(02 — vy) for some ¢ € [0,1]. This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 26. Assume that g satisfies ((3)) and (). Then for every x,xz1,x2 € Q and v,v1,vy €

R*\ {0},

~ _v() @
|N2(g)(w1,v) = Na(g)(z2,v)] S Cy (d(l |z = 22|(1+ o] "t 8 d(”””)) ;

Z1,T2

v L ertua), N\ @
|N2(g) (@, v1) — Na(g)(w,v2)| S Cy (dzl|vl —wa|(L+ Jur o T T T2l ) )

where Cy is as in Theorem [ZI.

Proof. Note that

ty (z,v)
Nalg)a.0) = [0 [ ko) Vo) = o5 n)nds.

By using ([I2), (B8), and ([89)), the proof is most same as that of Lemmas 20l and 25 and is omitted
here. We complete the proof. O

Lemma 27. Assume that g satisfies (3) and ([[) and f € L>®°(T_) satisfies (). Then for
every x,x1, o € Q and v,vy,v2 € R3\ {0},

(93) |M1(f, 9)(z1,v) — Mi(f, g)(z2,v)]
< (m o+ Cpy) (45 ler — a1+ ol e 5 )™
(o) ML) ) = M () o 02)

) min{a,8}
S (m+Chy) (d;llvl —va|(1+ Jp | T T T ”>> )

where Cy 4 is as in Theorem [21]
Proof. From (4], one has ([@0). It follows from (@0) that

(95) |Mi(f, 9)(@,0)] < [ floo,—e 2@ <[ F| o

_ (v
For ([@3), since (@), it is obvious for d(_mll,m2)|xl —z2|(1 + |v|"te 2Tl d(zlvw)) > 1. Therefore, we

_r@) . .
consdier the case for d(;ll :,:2)|331 — 2| (1 + |v|Le AT @) < 1. Without loss of generality, we

assume that ¢,(21,v) > tp(x2,v). By using the mean value theorem, (IT7), (1), 22), &), &5,
and ([@0), we have

|M1(f7 g)(Il, U) - Ml(fv g)(IQa U)|
< [ f(zp(x1,v),0) — flap(@,v),v)| e FV O el@10)

+ | floo,—v(v) (ty(w1,0) — ty(x2,v)) e 2V ()t @20)
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tb(ml,v) 1
| floe / o(g) (@1 — vl )| de | e~ B @atz0)
t

b(22,v)

tb(ib2,’u) v (v)
+ [ floo. ( /0 lo(g) (1 — vl,v) — p(g) (2 — vL,v)| dﬁ) emz n(E)

B _ 1 _x®
o1 = 22]) + [floo, (1 + lwglloe)d L, lor = walo] e T enm

Z1,T2

-1
S m (d(ﬂh,wz

@ _p)
1o, (Cy + llwglloe) (5 4 lor = 22](1+[u] 1)) e 50T enma

T1,T2
min{a,5}

_1 g
S (m+Cpy) (d(m17m2)|x1 — 2o|(1 4 vt 2l Yo 2>)>
For ([@4), we only do the |vi| > |v2| case. Since ([@H), [@4) is obvious for d t|v; — va](1 +
v(vy) v(vi)
|vr|te™ ¢ i) ) > 1. Therefore, we consider the case where d;|vy —va|(1+|vy|~te™© ot by < 1.
Let vg := %’Ug. Then
(M (f, 9)(,v1) = My(f, 9)(, v2)]|

< |M1(fa g)(IE,’Ul) - Ml(fv g)(xal_&” + |M1(fa g)(‘Tv@Q) - Ml(fa g)($702)|
=11+ 1III.

Note that |v1 — 2| < 2|v1 — val, |U2 — v2| < |v1 — v, and xp(x, va) = zp(x, Va).
For II, we assume without loss of generality that ¢,(z,v1) > tp(x,02). Then

17 < |f($b(x,’l)1), ’Ul) - f(fEb(fE, 62)752” eié(g)(xﬁvl)tb(m)vl))

1 f (@, T2), o) ‘e—wg)(m,m,tb(w,m)) _ e—@(g)(w,vl,tbu,m))‘

+ [ f (@p(z, 02), 02)|
— II 4+ [Ty + I15.
For Iy, by using ([[9), (&), and [@0), we have
Iy Sm(dy 0y o) + |01 — v2|)ﬁ e~ 2V (vt (@01)

e~ (@) (@v1ty(2,72)) _ 64@)@,@,%@,@»‘

v(vy)
Sm[(dyHor — o (14 |v1|_1))ﬁ -
For I, we divide it into the following two case.
(i) O(v,,5,) = 5- By 20) and [@0), we have

ITy < [ floe,— (e*%"@l”b@’”l) + e*%““”b(“’&’) < floorBur e 11

_v(v1) _
S 1 floo,—[v1 = vallor] He™ AT S| floo, —d o1 — val.
(i1) O(v,,5,) < 5. Ome has that |vi(t)| ~ |v1], where vi(t) =: v1 + t(v2 — v1) for ¢ € [0,1]. By
applying the mean value theorem, 20), (26), 27), and (7)), we have
Il < |floo—|v1 — 52|e—‘1’(9)(%vl,tb(wyvl(t)))
X |[v(v1) +@(g) (2 — vity(z,v1(2)), v1)] Vots(z, v1(2))]
< oo, w1) V5 Moy — v [ty (, va (£))]2e ™ 3V (=01 (0)
S [ floo,—dz Hor — val.
For II3, by using the mean value theorem, ([86), and ([@0), we have

13 < | floo,—|v(v1) — v(02) [ty (x, Bp)e ™ 3V (1)t (@:02)

tb(:l?,’f)z) . B
+ floo,— (/ lp(9)(x — vil,v1) — @(g)(z — 2l Uz)W) e 2v(v)in(@:02)
0

S| floor—[v1 — T2 [Vu(vr () |t (@, Ty)e ™ 27 (vt @:02)
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v

@ _erlng
1l (cg (5 o — val (14 o 1)) e~ +||w9||oo|vl—vz|)

a v g
S| floo,- (Cg (A5 for = w2l (14 o |7H)] " €T 4 (1 + wg]|oo) o1 —v2|)
For II1, we have t,(x,v2) > tp(x,02). Then
I S |f($b(x,’l)2), ’1}2) - f(l'b(x, 62)752” e_¢($yv27tb(wyv2))

F 1l 02),m)| [Pt =P

+ |f($b(x762), 1—]2)| e*@(ib,vz,tb(ib,ﬁz)) _ e*@(m,f&,tb(m,ﬁﬂ)
= IIILI + 11, + I1Is.
For I11;, by using (&7) and ([@0), we have

ITH < m(|zp(x,v2) — zp(x, 02)| + |v2 — 172|)’8 e~V (v2)ty (w,02) <mlvy — v2|ﬁ.

For 1115, we divide it into the following two cases.
(1) |va] < % One has |v1 — v2| ~ |v1|. By using the mean value theorem and (@), we have

1L < |f]oo.— (ef%uwz)tb(m,w) i 67%v<v2>tb<x,ﬁz>)

1

S oo [to(@, 02)] 7 [to(, T2)] e~ 2 (V2000 (2:72)

S floo,—dy Hor — wal.

(44) % < |vg| < |v1|. By applying the mean value theorem, [20)), and ([@0]), we have

‘xazb(x,vg)‘ ‘.II[)(.I,’UQ)‘ ~ B
115 <|f|oo.— o] - = |v(v2) + (g)(x — vat)| o~ 2(9)(@02,0)
‘mb(x’”)‘ o) |
S [ floo,—(v2) |01 — vo| ———F———e" T ’

[v1]|va]
S | floo,—dy vy — wal,

where ty(z,02) < t < ty(x,v2). For I1I3, by using the mean value theorem, ([&7), and (@), we
have

I3 < |floo,—|v(v2) — v(02) [ty (x, v )e ™ 2V (P20 (@:02)
ty (,02) o i
+ Floo,~ / p(g)(x — v2l, v2) — p(g)(x — Vol Ba)|dl | e~ 2¥(F2)t0(w:P2)
0

_ _ _ertn)g
S floo— (Og [d; o1 = va| (14 Jor|7H]" e 4 (14 [|lwglloo) 1 — v2|> :
Summing up, we get ([@4]). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 28. Assume that g satisfies (3) and ([[) and f € L>®(T_) satisfies (BX). Then for
every x, 1,72 € Q and v, vy, vy € R3\ {0},

[My(f, 9)(x1,0) = Ma(f, g)(22,v)]
v min{a,3}
< (m+ Cf)g) (d(mll,wg)lxl — $2|(1 + |’U|_1e 8] d(11,12))) :
[My(f, 9)(,v1) = Ma(f, 9)(,v2)]|

v(vi,2)

min{a, 3}
< (m+Cry) (d;llvl — wa|(1+ |orp] te” T2l ”) '

where Cy 4 is as in Theorem [21]
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Proof. Note that

ty (z,v)
Ma(fg)eo) = [ O [ ko) (1,9 v, m)dnds,
0 R*

By using (I2), [@3)), and (@4)), the proof is most same as that of Lemmas 20l and 25 and is omitted
here. We complete the proof. 1

Lemma 29. Assume that g satisfies ((3) and ([[). Then for every x,x1,x2 € Q and v,v1,v9 €

R*\ {0},

(96) |M3(f, g)(21,v) — Ms(f, g)(22,v)|
S Crg (At pphor = (1 -+ fol e T Hen))
(97) |Ms(f,9)(@,v1) — Ms(f, g)(x, v2)]|

~ 1 1 PG 2)d a

S Crg (dz_ o1 = o] (1 + o1 ~te T )) ’
where CN'f,g is as in Theorem [211
Proof. Define

tb(mvn) P
Glra)wo) = [ [ hoae "I o — yrnydrdn,
R

Then

ty(z,v)
Ms(f.g)(z,v) = /O PO G(fL o) — 05, 0)ds.

It follows from the approach of studying G(f) in Section 4 that

(98) (z,v)
/ / (v, X (z e~ P9 (@ X (x ), (y, X (2)) e |2dydp,
where X (z) := Iw ylp for simplicity. To estimate (@6)—(@1), we need to complete the following
estimates:
(99) G(f,9)(@1,0) = G, )2, 0] < Cg (A o —2al)
(100) G(f,9)(x,01) = G(f, 9) (@, v2)| S [[flloofvr — 2|,

For ([@9), we divide the integration domain € into two subdomains: D; = {y € Q : |y — 21| <
ly — x|} and Dy = {y € Q: |y — 21| > |y — x2|}. We shall only do the D case since the other is
similar. Applying ([@8) to the difference G(f, g)(x1,v) — G(f, g)(z2,v), we have

|G fv Ilv ) (fv )(IQ, )|D1
/ | kX @) K. @)l
Dy ?J|

» ‘ew(g)(m,X(zl),%) _ e @)@ X () B g

b [T e B X o, X 01)) K (0 X ) o~
1
—k (v, X (22)) K f (y, X (22)) |22 — y|7?| dydp
=:G1 + Ga.
For GG1, we divide again the integration domain D; into two subdomains :
Dy ={yeQ:|y—m|<|y—aa |y — z2| = 2|21 — 22}
Dy ={y € Q: |y — x| <[y — 2| < 2[x1 — a2},
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and name the corresponding integrals as GG1; and Gi9, respectively. For G11, by using the mean
value theorem and (I2), we have

o] ) 3
Gu sl [ [ o) e Ao S (o 52, )y
0 JDn |21 =yl i1
where A(l’l,.’[]g,p, y) is between (I)(g)(l'l,X(J]l), @) and (I)(g)(‘r27X(‘r2)7 @)7
lz1—yl
Hy(z1,22,p,y) = lo(g)(z1 — X (21)€, X (21)) — (g) (w2 — X (22){, X (22))] dé;
0
lz2—y|
H2(x17x27p7 y) = o1 —yl |Q0(g)($2 - X(x2)€7X(x2))| d£7
T1 — Tog —
Halan,oa, o) = X o) 2 Ot 2222
By ([@4]), we now have
o v
(101) Az, 22, p,y) > min{V(X(xi)) |33127y| D= 1,2} > glh:l -yl
P p

For Hy, let ﬁo =0 and
Q, = {xeQ:d, <27"d(y, o, min{l, p}},n €N,
and let N € N be such that

Z1,T2

27N < (d(l )|x1 —x2|(1+p_1)>

Because of the convexity, there is a unique intersection point X; of the ray ﬂ; with 0€2. Denote
Zin be the intersection point of x;X; with 99, \ Q. By Proposition B (@9), (77), and ([Z8]), we
have

(102) |zin — Xi| S 27" min{1, p}
and
(103) p(g) (1 = X(21)6, X (1)) — p(g) (22 — X (22)l, X (22))]
B paﬂa pa
< Cyler — x| (p)Vd; * 1+ )
glz1 2|*(p) (21— X (z1) w0 — X (x2)F) ( 21 —yle ' |z —ylo

1 — X
+ llwglloo (o) o122
|£C1 —yl

Let A, = min{@, ‘1277;2"‘} By applying the idea in the proof of Lemma 20 and using
() and (@), we can obtain that for any y € 2, \ Qny1, 0 <n < N,

Hi(z1,22,p,y)

|170¢

_ IPRCRRE T — Yy
S Cylol (458l — 2l 7)) [ 02

n

a—1)j pa
(Lo | (1 ) |+ gl —

j=1
and for any y € §~2N+1,

Hi(z1,x2,p,Y)
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Al Az \11;!4\
:/ ...... + ‘/~ ...... + ...+ /~ ......
0 Ay AN+41

1—a
_ 1\ | 1T~y T =y
S Gyl (45 s = aal(1 )" [y [t

N a
22(a—1)j (1 + p7a> + ng”oo<p>'7|$1 - I2|
= lz1 — y]

+wglloe(p)2" min{1, p}p~!
This together with (IOI)) gives

Hl (xl, X2, P, y)eiA(zlvmz,p,y)

< 1 _ -1y)* P ] ey
S (€t gl )7 (4] Lyl = aal(14 7)) [ | e,
and thus, by ([I2) and (20), we have

e [ [ o X @) e A2 sy
D1y | yl
S loe(Cy + lwglloc) (A2 21 = 22
) 2p 1 p° )
(v, X(x1))] ——5 (1+p Y14 ——— e “ 0
/ /Du lz1 —y]? |1 —ylo

a 2y—2
_ n —1\a
S W€y + ) (451l =) [ il )

Il
></R m 1-51 T 1*ﬁ1+ m a m B2 T B2 e—c%rde
raal |\ T ] r) e )\l !
S loe(Cy + lwglloe) (A 21 — 2]
IRl 2 ) (e
SIS loelCy + llwglloe) (5 ol = wa])

where we have chosen 0 < £ < min{1,3 4+ v — a} and max{0, |y| — 2} < f2 <1 —a.
For Hs and Hj, by the mean value theorem, we have

Hy(w1,22,p,y) < llwglloolzr — 22|(p)"p ™5

1
d |71 — yl] ’
— v (X(z(s))) —| ds
[ [ xeeon 2
S lzy =2 ((0)7p ™ + ()7 71).
By repeating the estimate for G153 in the proof of Lemma [T6, we have

H3(x17x27p7y) =

3
||f||oo/ /D (v, X (z1))] |< o y|2 e A w20 0] N " (0, 9, p, y)dydp
11

1=2
S (lwglloo + Dl flloolzr — 22[*.

For G2, by (I2) and ({I0I)) and by repeating the estimate for G in the proof of Lemma [TG]
we have

72 g~y log—ul
< ||f||oo 71))] M e V(X (@) = (X (22) dydp
D12 |:E y|
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00 y—2 RS

< ”f”oo/ / |l<:(v,X(a;1))|L”26 ey gy
0 JDis |z1 — ¥

S I flloolwr — 22]®.

For G2, by (IOI]), we have

2
°° P
< k (v, X(z — e

+/0°°/Dllef(y,X(:c2))| (0, X (1)) e~ X@D)

lo—y|

—k (v, X (22)) e V@D T 1) g~ 2‘dydp

+/0 /D1 |K f (y, X (22)) k (v, X (21))] e

‘ (X (@) 5 (X (22) 7

(y, X(z1)) — Kf (y, X(22))| dydp

gy =y 2

X

Then, by repeating the estimates of Gy and G in Lemma [I0 and the estimate of G153 above, we
can get

G S 1 Fllocls — .
Summing up, we get
|G(f7 g)(CEl,U) - G(f7 g)(.’I]g,’U”
S 1 lloo(Cy + llogloc) (A o lor = 22]) + 11 Flloclr = 2],

which implies (@9]).
For (I00), since G(f,g) is bounded, it is obvious for |v; — va| > 1. Therefore, we consider the
case for |v; — v2| < 1. By Lemma [Bland (2I]), we have

|G(f7 CL‘ Ul) (fu )(CL‘,UQ)|
<1l / k(o1 m) — k(vam) ()~ 3dn
S I flloolvr — va* max{<v1>27*4, (v2)®7 1}

S [ lfeolvor —val®

Finally, by using (@9)—(00) and repeating the proof of Lemma 28] we can get (O0)—(@7). This
completes the proof. O

From the results of Lemmas 25l29] we complete the proof of Theorem 211

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]
Proof of Theorem [l Let us consider the following iterative scheme
0N fITEH L 4 o(f) 7 = No(f7, f7),  in QxR
fitl =, onT_,
for j =0,1,2,...and f°=0.
For j = 0, by Proposition [} there is a unique solution f! to (I04) satisfying
(105) [wf oo + [wf oo < Crlwr|oe,— < C18o < min{dy, (2C) '},

where 47 is as in Proposition [T C is as in (@), and §p > 0 is small enough such that C1dy <

min{é;, (2C)~'}. Furthermore, if  is strictly convex and r satisfies (&), it follows from Theorem
and (I05) that

(106) | (@1, 01) = 1 (22, 02)]

(104)
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vy min{a,B}
=2 (d@ (i =]+ o = wal) (1 + fo o e~ T e >) ,
where we choose |wr|e — < dg < m.
For j = 1, by Proposition [ with (I05)), there is a unique solution f2 to (I04) satisfying
[wf?[loo + [wf?[oc,~ < C1 (lwrloo,— + [l wNL(FF, f1)llso) -

It follows from Lemma [l and (I05]) that
(107) lwf?lloe + [wf?[oc.~

< i (wrloo,— + %) < Culwrloe,— (1+CT'CE00)

< 204 |wr|eo,— < 2C18 < min{éy, (2C) 1Y,

where 0y > 0 is small enough such that C;*C26, < 1 and 2C; 8y < min{4;, (2C)~'}. Furthermore,
if Q is strictly convex and r satisfies (5)), then f* satisfies (73) with Cy1 = 2Cym by ([06) and
satisfies (74) by (I03). It follows from Theorem 21 (I03)), and ([I07) that

(108) [f2 (21, 01) = f2 (22, 02)]
< 52 (m—l—sz)Jn —|—5f21f1 +5f1)

e min{e,B}
X (d(ml 22) (|3:1 — x| + |v1 — va|)(1 + Ju1 | Tre TR 2] (zl’”))>

Sv12) min{a,8}
\vl 2\ d(ey, Iz)))
)

< ZC'Qm (d(m = )(|l“1 — x| + |v1 — va|)(1 + |v12]” ‘e

where dy > 0 is small enough such that
Cpp+Cpap +Cpi
< & [(1 +2C1)(1 + 2Cym + C180) + 201 Cam + 202Camdy + C280 + ofao}
<m.
For j = 2, by Proposition [ with ([ITT), there is a unique solution f3 to ([I04) satisfying
(109) [wf?[loo + [wf? o,
< Cr (Jwrloo,— + [V wN4 (12, F)llo) < Cr (Jwrloo - + [l f?12)
< Crfwrloc, (144C1800) < 2C1fwrloe, < 2C18y < min{s1, (20) 7},
where Jy > 0 is small enough such that
(110) 4C180 < 1 and 2C1 60 < min{dy, (2C) "'}

Furthermore, if (2 is strictly convex and r satisfies (B]), then f? satisfies (73)) with Cp> = 2Cym by
(I08) and satisfies (7)) by (I07). It follows from Theorem 2T (I07), and (I09) that
[f2(z1,01) = f2(2,v2))|
< 52 (m + Cfs)fz + 5f31f2 + éfz)

) | era, min{a,6}
) (d(ml,m)ﬂxl — o+ fon — val)(1 + Jur,g| TS TR e 12))>

(v d min{a,B}
<2sz( (|5E1_$2|+|U1_U2|)(1+|U12| 1 \v12\ (z1, zz))) ,

(1,22
where dy > 0 is small enough such that

(111) Cf31f2 —i—afs)fz —‘réfz
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< by |:(1 + 251)(1 + 2527)1 + 25150) + 46’16’2771 + 86’1252m50 + 46%50 + 851350
<m

By induction, we shall show that there exists a unique solution f/*1 to (I04) for j = 2,3,...
and fit! satisfies

(112) [wfit oo + [wfiH o < 2C1Jwr]so,— < 2C180 < min{sy, (20) 71}
Furthermore, if Q is strictly convex and r satisfies (@), then

(113) |7 (@1, 01) = [T (22, 00))

(z1,22)

S min{a,3}
< 20277’), (d (|I1 — I2| + |1}1 — ’UQ|)(1 + |’UL2|_1 ‘vl 2‘ =1, 22))) .

We have proved j = 2. Now we assume that ([12)-(II3]) hold for j = 2,3,...,n — 1. For j = n,
from Proposition [T] with (II2)), there is a unique solution f**! to ([I04) satisfying
(114) [ oo + [0 oo,

< Cr (Jwrloe - + [V N4 (7, f")loe) < Ci (Jorloe - + [wf I3

< Crfwrloc, - (144C1800) < 2C1[wrloe,— < 2C18y < min{s1, (20) 7},

where dy > 0 satisfies (I10). Furthermore, if Q is strictly convex, then we have that f™ satisfies

([@3) with Cp» = 2Cym by [[I3) and satisfies ([[d) by [IZ). It follows from Theorem EIl (12,
and (II4) that

|f7 (@, 01) = [T (2, 02)]

< 62 (m + Ofn#»l)fn + 6’fn+l7fn —+ éjn)
1 V(Ul’z)d(, ) min{a,B}
* (d(m oy (171 = @2 + o1 = va2|) (1 + [v1,2]™ el ))

min{a,B}
< 2Cum (d Ly (71 = 22+ = v2|) (L + Juia|Tle R e IQ))) ’

(z1,22)

where dg > 0 satisfies (ITI)). Hence we now have ([12))-(I13) by induction.
It is easy to see that the difference f7 = f/T1 — fJ satisfies the following problem

o { Vo4 L+ U = oI+ N (70 )+ Na(7 ),

Flr_=o.
Applying Proposition [Tl to (II5) and using ([I12]), we obtain
(116) lwf oo + [wf oo

< Cs (|l wo(fI 1) oo + v ' oNL (7 f)]loo + I NG (F778 F77 )] 10)
< Cs (JlwflsollwfT oo + 0 fT™ oo lw 7~ |o )
2C1Cs680 || w7~ |

1o
5”wa 1||005

N

IN

where 8o > 0 is small enough such that 2C;C38, < 1/2. This implies that {f7/} is a Cauchy
sequence in L>°. Therefore, we can obtain the solution by taking the limit f. = lim;_, f7. The
uniqueness is also obtained by using (I16).

The proof of the non-negativity of the solution is most same as the argument in [28, Lemma
3.1 and Theorem 3.1] and is omitted here for simplicity of presentation.
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If Q is strictly convex, the continuity of f. is obtained by the L*-convergence. Moreover, if r
satisfies (@), by using 20)), (I13), and the L>-convergence, we get

_ min{a,B}
[Fuwr,on) = fulwa,v2)| < Tom (42, (o1 = @] + fon = val)

for 21,79 € Q and vy, v € R?\ {0}. Finally, by continuity of f., we can get

|f*(.’II,’U) - f*(x, 0)| < €2m (d;2|v|)l’ﬂll’l{a,6} )

We complete this proof of the theorem.
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