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HÖLDER REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS OF THE STEADY BOLTZMANN

EQUATION WITH SOFT POTENTIALS

KUNG-CHIEN WU AND KUAN-HSIANG WANG

Abstract. We consider the Hölder regularity of solutions to the steady Boltzmann equation
with in-flow boundary condition in bounded and strictly convex domains Ω ⊂ R3 for gases with
cutoff soft potential (−3 < γ < 0). We prove that there is a unique solution with a bounded
L∞ norm in space and velocity. This solution is Hölder continuous, and it’s order depends not
only on the regularity of the incoming boundary data, but also on the potential power γ. The
result for modulated soft potential case −2 < γ < 0 is similar to hard potential case (0 ≤ γ < 1)
since we have C1 velocity regularity from collision part. However, we observe that for very
soft potential case (−3 < γ ≤ −2), the regularity in velocity obtained by the collision part is

lower (Hölder only), but the boundary regularity still can transfer to solution (in both space
and velocity) by transport and collision part under the restriction of γ.

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 · ∇xF =
1

κn
Q(F, F ), (x, v) ∈ Ω× R

3,

where κn is the Knudsen number. In (1), F (x, v) ≥ 0 denotes the density distribution function for
gas particles with position x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω ⊂ R

3 and microscopic velocity v = (v1, v2, v3) ∈ R
3.

The left-hand side of (1) models the transport of particles and the operator on the right-hand side
models the effect of collisions during the transport,

Q(F,G)(v) =

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ) [F (v′)G(u′)− F (v)G(u)] dωdu,

where γ = 1 denotes hard sphere case, 0 ≤ γ < 1 denotes hard potential case, −3 < γ < 0 denotes
soft potential case, the post-collisional velocities of particles satisfy

v′ = v − [(v − u) · ω]ω, u′ = u+ [(v − u) · ω]ω, ω ∈ S
2,

and ϑ is defined by

cosϑ =
|(v − u) · ω|

|v − u| .

Throughout this paper, we consider the soft potential (−3 < γ < 0), b(ϑ) satisfies the Grad cutoff
assumption

0 < b(ϑ) ≤ C cosϑ

for some constant C > 0, and κn = 1 in our problem.
We assume that Ω = {x ∈ R3 : ξ(x) < 0} is connected and bounded with ξ(x) be a smooth

function and ∇ξ(x) 6= 0 at the boundary ξ(x) = 0. The outward normal vector at ∂Ω is given by

n(x) = ∇ξ(x)
|∇ξ(x)| . We say that Ω is strictly convex if there is cξ > 0 such that

∑
ij ∂ijξ(x)ζ

iζj ≥ cξ|ζ|2
for all x ∈ Ω and all ζ ∈ R

3. We denote the phase boundary of the phase space Ω × R
3 as

Γ = ∂Ω× R3, and split it into three parts, an outgoing boundary Γ+, an incoming boundary Γ−,
and a singular boundary Γ0 for grazing velocities:

Γ+ = {(x, v) ∈ Γ : n(x) · v > 0};
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Γ− = {(x, v) ∈ Γ : n(x) · v < 0};
Γ0 = {(x, v) ∈ Γ : n(x) · v = 0}.

Let MT,w,ρ be a local Maxwellian with density ρ, bulk velocity w, and temperature T and be
defined as

MT,w,ρ(x, v) := ρ(2πT )−
3
2 e−

|v−w|2

2T .

Moreover, M(v) := M1,0,1(v) = (2π)−
3
2 e−

|v|2

2 is a global Maxwellian. In this paper, the steady
Boltzmann equation (1) is given with the in-flow boundary condition and κn = 1 as follows:

(2)

{
v · ∇xF = Q(F, F ), in Ω× R3,

F = M̃, on Γ−,

where M̃(x, v) ≥ 0 is a given function and is taken as a small perturbation of the global Maxwellian
M(v). One example is the local Maxwellian MT (x),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 MaxwellianM(v) is a (steady-state) solution to (1). Therefore,
it is natural to consider (2) around the global Maxwellian M(v) with the standard perturbation
f = f(x, v) to M(v) as

F =M +M
1
2 f.

After substituting F into (2), the problem for f reads as

(3)

{
v · ∇xf + Lf = N(f, f), in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−,

where r = (M̃ −M)M− 1
2 , L is the linearized collision operator defined as

Lf = −M− 1
2

[
Q(M,M

1
2 f) +Q(M

1
2 f,M)

]

= ν(v)f −Kf,

and N is the nonlinear operator defined as

N(f, g)(v) =M− 1
2 (v)Q(M

1
2 f,M

1
2 g)(v)

=

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ)M 1
2 (u) (f(v′)g(u′)− f(v)g(u)) dωdu

=: N+(f, g)(v)−N−(f, g)(v).

Here ν is a multiplicative operator, K is an integral operator, and N+ and N− correspond to
the gain part and loss part in Q respectively. Moreover, the loss part N− can be rewritten as
N−(f, g)(v) = f(v)ϕ(g)(v), where ϕ(g) is defined as

(4) ϕ(g)(v) =

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ)M 1
2 (u)g(u)dωdu.

1.2. Notations. Let us define some notations used in this paper. Denote the Lp(Ω × R3)-norm
by ‖ · ‖p for p ∈ [1,∞]. For the phase boundary integration, we denote dΓ = |n(x) · v|dSxdv with
the surface measure dSx and denote the Lp(Γ)-norm by

|f |∞ = sup
(x,v)∈Γ

|f(x, v)|

and

|f |p =

(∫

Γ

|f(x, v)|pdΓ
) 1

p

for 1 ≤ p <∞. Furthermore, we denote the Lp(Γ±)-norm by |f |p,± = |f1Γ± |p. We use Ca, Cb, . . .
to denote the positive constants depending on a, b, . . ., respectively. For simplicity of notations,
hereafter, we abbreviate “ ≤ C ” to “ . ”, 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± ǫ with
ǫ > 0 arbitrary small. Let v1, v2 ∈ R3, the notation v1,2 is defined as v1,2 = v1 if |v1| ≥ |v2| and
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v1,2 = v2 if |v1| < |v2|. Denote 〈v〉s = (1 + |v|2) s
2 for s ∈ R. We define a function presenting the

distance between x ∈ Ω and ∂Ω as dx = infy∈∂Ω |x− y|, and denote d(x,y) = min{dx, dy}. We
define a velocity weight function

w(v) = wτ,κ(v) = 〈v〉τeκ|v|2 ,
where τ > 0 and κ > 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

∂tF (t, x, v) + v · ∇xF (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 [19], 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 Γ0. 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 C1 solutions away from the grazing set for the
specular, bounce-back, and diffuse reflection boundary conditions. However, the weighted C1 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 Hölder continuous

with order 1
2

−
away from the boundary provided the incoming data have the same regularity. Very

recently, Chen and Kim [6] considered the steady Boltzmann equation (1) with the non-isothermal
diffuse reflection boundary condition in strictly convex domains for fixed κn ∼ 1. The authors
constructed a locally C1,β solutions away from the grazing boundary, for any 0 < β < 1, when
the non-isothermal wall temperature T (x) ∈ C2(∂Ω) is a small fluctuation around any constant
temperature. For more related results, we refer the reader to [2, 3, 9, 11, 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 Hölder regularity of the stationary Boltzmann solutions on the effects of the
modulated soft potential and the boundary regularity. Therefore, we assume that κn = 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 < γ < 0 and let τ > 3 + |γ| and 0 < κ < 1
8 . There exist δ0 > 0 and C0 > 0

such that if

|wτ,κr|∞,− ≤ δ0,

then there exists a unique nonnegative solution F∗ =M+M
1
2 f∗ to the steady problem (2) satisfying

the estimate

‖wτ,κf∗‖∞ + |wτ,κf∗|∞ ≤ C0|wτ,κr|∞,−.

Moreover, if Ω is strictly convex and r is continuous on Γ−, then F∗ is continuous on Ω×R3 \Γ0.
In addition, when Ω is strictly convex, assume further that there exist m > 0 and 0 < β ≤ 1 such
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that

(5) |r(y1, v1)− r(y2, v2)| ≤ m(|y1 − y2|+ |v1 − v2|)β

for every (y1, v1), (y2, v2) ∈ Γ−. Let 0 < α < min{1, 3 + γ}. Then the solution F∗ is Hölder
continuous locally in Ω with order min{α, β}. More precisely, for every x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3,

|f∗(x1, v1)− f∗(x2, v2)| ≤ C̃0m
(
d−2
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)
)min{α,β}

for some constant C̃0 > 0 depending on α, β, γ, and Ω.

In order to prove our main theorem, we rewrite the equation (3) as
{
v · ∇xf + Lf + ϕ(f)f = N+(f, f), in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−.

Since we consider the problem in perturbative region, one may expect the regularity of solutions
to (3) could be determined by the regularity estimates of the stationary linearized Boltzmann
equation:

(6)

{
v · ∇xf + Lf = 0, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−.

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

(7)

{
v · ∇xf

j+1 + Lf j+1 + ϕ(f j)f j+1 = N+(f
j , f j), in Ω× R3,

f j+1 = r, on Γ−.

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

(8)

{
v · ∇xf + Lf + ϕ(g1)f = g2, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−,

where g1, g2 are given. To achieve this goal, modify the approach in [11], we turn to consider the
solvability of the following approximate problem:

(9)

{
ǫf ǫ + v · ∇xf

ǫ + ν(v)f ǫ − λKf ǫ + ϕ(g1)f
ǫ = g2, in Ω× R3,

f ǫ = r, on Γ−.

Following the procedures of [11, Lemma 3.5], we only obtain the existence of solutions of (9) for
0 ≤ λ ≤ λ∗ for some λ∗ < 1 due to the extra term ϕ(g1)f

ǫ. To obtain the existence for λ = 1, we
construct a velocity-weighted L2 estimate independent of ǫ and λ, which is also used to obtain a
unique solution constructed from the L∞ convergence of f ǫ as ǫ→ 0.

Next, we turn to study the Hölder regularity of the linearized Boltzmann equation (6). For
each x ∈ Ω and v 6= 0, we define the backward exit time:

tb(x, v) = sup{t > 0 : x− sv ∈ Ω for 0 ≤ s ≤ t}
and hence x− tb(x, v)v ∈ ∂Ω. We also define the backward exit position in ∂Ω:

xb(x, v) = x− tb(x, v)v ∈ ∂Ω.

Then we always have v · n(xb(x, v)) < 0 whenever x ∈ Ω. Note that for any (x, v), we use tb(x, 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:

f(x, v) = f(xb(x, v), v)e
−ν(v)tb(x,v) +

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)sKf(x− vs, v)ds
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for every x ∈ Ω and v ∈ R3 \ {0}. To obtain the Hölder regularity, we follow the pioneering work
of Vidav [27] to iterate Kf once more to get

f(x, v)

= f (xb(x, v), v) e
−ν(v)tb(x,v)

+

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

k(v, η)f (xb(x− vs, η), η) e−ν(η)tb(x−vs,η)dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

k(v, η)

∫ tb(x−vs,η)

0

e−ν(η)τKf(x− vs− ητ, η)dτdηds

=: F1(f)(x, v) + F2(f)(x, v) + F3(f)(x, v).

Our estimate is based on [7] for the linearized Boltzmann equation with hard potential. The
velocity regularity of Fi(f), 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, come directly from the velocity regularity of r on Γ− and
the Hölder regularity of the integral operator K. The space regularity of F1(f) and F2(f) come
from the space regularity of r on Γ−. For the space regularity of F3(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 ∇vK to obtain the velocity regularity
results of F2(f) and F3(f), and the space regularity result of F3(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 < γ ≤ −2 due to the singularity
of the kernel function k(v, η) . Indeed, one can show that ∇vKf is uniformly bounded in velocity
for f ∈ L∞(Ω × R3) if γ > −2. For −3 < γ ≤ −2, instead of the gradient estimate, one can
only show that the Hölder regularity of Kf in velocity (see Lemma 3). Our main contribution
here is that, for the soft potential case −2 < γ < 0, we get similar result for hard potential case.
However, for the very soft potential case −3 < γ ≤ −2, based on the Hölder regularity of Kf , 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 15), we provide two different kind of singularity be-
haviors (see (45) and (46)) in our result. The estimate (46) 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 (46)) is the standard presentation for the boundary value problem. However, the former one
(see (45)) is necessary for our nonlinear estimate and we will explain it below.

In order to achieve the Hölder regularity estimate of the nonlinear problem, one need to consider
the approximate steady Boltzmann equation (8) with g1 = g2. If we apply the estimate (46) to
the approximate problem, the space singularity will increase and therefore it is unable to solve the
nonlinear problem. However, if one apply estimate (45), 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 (7) to solve the nonlinear problem.

1.4. Plan of the paper. In Section 2, we present some basic estimates for the operators L, ν,K,
and N , and also some basic properties of the backward exit time tb and the backward exit position
xb. The existence of solutions to the approximate problem (8) will be proved in Section 3. In
Section 4, we study the Hölder regularity of the linearized problem, and the Hölder regularity of
the approximate problem will be discussed in Section 5. Finally, the proof of Theorem 1 will be
presented in section 6.

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 {φi}4i=0, where

Ker(L) = {φ0, φi, φ4} =

{
M

1
2 , viM

1
2 ,

|v|2 − 3√
6

M
1
2

}
, i = 1, 2, 3.
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Based on this property, we define the macro-micro decomposition for each f ∈ L2
v: let Pf (the

macroscopic part) be the orthogonal projection of f onto Ker(L), i.e., Pf =
∑4

i=0〈f, φi〉φi, and
(I − P )f = f − Pf be the microscopic part of f . Furthermore, from [18, Lemma 3], there is a
constant C0 > 0 such that

(10) 〈Lf, f〉 ≥ C0

∫

R3

ν(v)|(I − P )f |2dv.

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

Lf = ν(v)f −Kf,

where

ν(v) =

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ)M(u)dωdu

and

Kf = −K1f +K2f

is defined as [17]:

K1f(v) =

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ)M 1
2 (v)M

1
2 (u)f(u)dωdu;

K2f(v) =

∫

R3×S2

|v − u|γb(ϑ)M 1
2 (u)

(
M

1
2 (v′)f(u′) +M

1
2 (u′)f(v′)

)
dωdu.

We next present a number of properties and estimates of the multiplicative operator ν(v) and
the integral operator K, which can be found in [1, 8, 16, 17, 25]. For the multiplicative operator
ν(v), there exist 0 < ν1 < ν2 such that

ν1〈v〉γ ≤ ν(v) ≤ ν2〈v〉γ ,
and for each multi-index α,

|∂αv ν(v)| . 〈v〉γ−|α|.

For the integral operator K,

Kf = −K1f +K2f = −
∫

R3

k1(v, η)f(η)dη +

∫

R3

k2(v, η)f(η)dη

=:

∫

R3

k(v, η)f(η)dη,

the kernels k1 and k2 are symmetric, i.e., ki(v, η) = ki(η, v), and satisfy

k1(v, η) ≤ C|v − η|γe−
|v|2+|η|2

4 ;

k2(v, η) ≤ Cε(1 + |v|+ |η|)γ−1A(|v − η|)e
− 1−ε

8

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

for any 0 < ε < 1, together with

(11) A(|v − η|) =





|v − η|−1, if − 1 < γ < 0,

|v − η|−1 |ln |v − η|| , if γ = −1,

|v − η|γ , if − 3 < γ < −1,

and their derivatives have the following estimates

|∇vk1(v, η)| , |∇ηk1(v, η)| . |v − η|γ−1e−
|v|2+|η|2

4 ;

|∇vk2(v, η)| , |∇ηk2(v, η)|

.
1 + |v|

(1 + |v|+ |η|)1−γ

A(|v − η|)
|v − η| e

− 1−ε
8

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

.

We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 2. Let −3 < γ̃ < 0, τ ∈ R, and α ≥ 0. If α < 3 + γ̃, then
∫

R3

|v − η|γ̃e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

〈η〉τ |η|−αdη . 〈v〉τ−α−1(12)

and
∫

R3

|u|γ̃e
−κ

4

(
|u|2+ (|u+v1|2−|v1|2)2

|u|2

)

|v2 + u|−αdu . 〈v1〉−1〈v2〉−α(13)

for any 0 < κ < 1
4 and for any v, v1, v2 ∈ R3.

Proof. For (12), we divide the proof into three cases.
(i) |η| ≥ 2|v|. In this case, one has |v − η| ∼ |η|. Thus,

∫

|η|≥2|v|
|v − η|γ̃e

− 1
16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

〈η〉τ |η|−αdη

.

∫

|η|≥2|v|
|η|γ̃−α〈η〉τe−C|η|2dη

.

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ ∞

2|v|
ργ̃−α+2(1 + ρ)τe−Cρ2

sinφ dρdθdφ

. e−
C
2 |v|2 .

(ii) |v|
2 < |η| < 2|v|. By using the spherical coordinates around v, we have

∫

|v|
2 <|η|<2|v|

|v − η|γ̃e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

〈η〉τ |η|−αdη

. 〈v〉τ |v|−α

∫

|v|
2 <|η|<2|v|

|v − η|γ̃e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

dη

. 〈v〉τ |v|−α

∫

0<|η|<3|v|
|η|γ̃e

− 1
16

(
|η|2+ (2v·η+|η|2)2

|η|2

)

dη

. 〈v〉τ |v|−α

∫ 3|v|

0

ργ̃+2e−
1
16 ρ

2

(∫ π

0

e−
1
16 (2|v| cosφ+ρ)2 sinφdφ

)
dρ

. 〈v〉τ−α−1.

(iii) |η| ≤ |v|
2 . One has |v − η| ∼ |v|. Hence

∫

|η|≤ |v|
2

|v − η|γ̃e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

〈η〉τ |η|−αdη

. |v|γ̃e−C|v|2
∫

|η|≤ |v|
2

〈η〉τ |η|−αdη

. |v|γ̃e−C|v|2
∫ |v|

2

0

(1 + ρ)τρ−α+2dρ

. e−C|v|2 .

The estimates (13) is essential same as that of (12), so we omit it here. This completes the
proof. �

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

Lemma 3. Let −3 < γ < 0. For every v1, v2 ∈ R3, it holds that∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|dη . |v1 − v2|α̃γ max
{
〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1

}
,
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where α̃γ is definded as

α̃γ =





1, if − 2 < γ < 0,

1−, if γ = −2,

3 + γ, if − 3 < γ < −2.

Furthermore, if f ∈ L∞(Ω× R3), then we have

|Kf(x, v1)−Kf(x, v2)| . ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|α̃γ max
{
〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1

}
.

Proof. For |v1 − v2| ≥ 1, by (12), we have
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|dη ≤
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)|+ |k(v2, η)|dη

. |v1 − v2|α̃γ max
{
〈v1〉γ−2, 〈v2〉γ−2

}
.

For |v1 − v2| < 1, we have
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|dη

≤
∫

|η−v1|≤2|v1−v2|
|k(v1, η)|dη +

∫

|η−v1|≤2|v1−v2|
|k(v2, η)|dη

+

∫

|η−v1|≥2|v1−v2|
|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|dη

=: I1 + I2 + I3 .

By using the spherical coordinates around v1, we have

I1 . (1 + |v1|)γ−1
∫

|η−v1|≤2|v1−v2|
A(|η − v1|)e

− 1
16

(
|η−v1|2+ (|η|2−|v1|2)2

|η−v1|2

)

dη

. (1 + |v1|)γ−1
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2|v1−v2|

0

A(ρ)ρ2e−
1
16ρ

2

(∫ π

0

e−
1
16 (2|v1| cosφ+ρ)2 sinφdφ

)
dρdθ

. (1 + |v1|)γ−2
∫ 2|v1−v2|

0

ργ̄+2dρ

. (1 + |v1|)γ−2 |v1 − v2|3+γ̄ ,

where γ̄ is defind as

(14) γ̄ =





−1, if − 1 < γ < 0,

(−1)−, if γ = −1,

γ, if − 3 < γ < −1.

For I2, note that |η − v2| ≤ |η − v1|+ |v1 − v2| ≤ 3|v1 − v2|, and therefore we conclude

I2 . (1 + |v2|)γ−2 |v1 − v2|3+γ̄ .

For I3, let v(s) = v2 + s(v1 − v2) for s ∈ [0, 1]. Note that in this case, we have

|η − v(s)| ≥ |η − v1| − (1− s)|v1 − v2| ≥ |v1 − v2|.
Thus one has

I3 =

∫

|η−v1|≥2|v1−v2|

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

[
d

ds
k(v(s), η)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣ dη

. |v1 − v2|
∫ 1

0

(1 + |v(s)|)γ

×
∫

|η−v(s)|≥|v1−v2|
|η − v(s)|γ̄−1e

− 1
16

(
|η−v(s)|2+ (|η|2−|v(s)|2)2

|η−v(s)|2

)

dηds
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. |v1 − v2|
(∫ 1

0

(1 + |v(s)|)γ−1
ds

)∫ ∞

|v1−v2|
ργ̄+1e−

1
16ρ

2

dρ

. |v1 − v2|max{〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1}
(∫ 1

|v1−v2|
ργ̄+1dρ+

∫ ∞

1

ργ̄+1e−
1
16 ρ

2

dρ

)

.





|v1 − v2|max{〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1}, if − 2 < γ < 0,

|v1 − v2| |ln |v1 − v2||max{〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1}, if γ = −2,

|v1 − v2|3+γ max{〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1}, if − 3 < γ < −2.

In conclusion, we have

I3 . |v1 − v2|α̃γ max
{
〈v1〉γ−1, 〈v2〉γ−1

}
.

This complete the proof of the lemma. �

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

Lemma 4. ([11, Lemma 2.4]) Let τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Then it holds that

|w(v)N+(f, g)(v)| . 〈v〉γ‖wf‖∞‖wg‖∞;

|w(v)N−(f, g)(v)| . 〈v〉γ‖wf‖∞‖wg‖∞.

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

N+(f, g)(v)

= 2

∫

R3

∫

η·u=0

|u+ η|γ
|u|2 b

( |u|
|u+ η|

)
M

1
2 (v + u+ η)f(v + u)g(v + η)dηdu(15)

= 2

∫

R3

∫

u·η=0

|u+ η|γ
|η||u| b

( |u|
|u+ η|

)
M

1
2 (v + u+ η)f(v + u)g(v + η)dudη.(16)

With (15) and (16), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and for every v, v1, v2 ∈

R3 \ {0},

|N+(g, g)(x1, v)−N+(g, g)(x2, v)|

. ‖wg‖∞
∫

R3

A(|u|)e−
κ
4 (|u|

2+
(|u+v|2−|v|2)2

|u|2
) |g(x1, v + u)− g(x2, v + u)| du;

|N+(g, g)(x, v1)−N+(g, g)(x, v2)|

. ‖wg‖∞
∫

R3

A(|u|)
(
e
−κ

4 (|u|
2+

(|u+v1|2−|v1|2)2

|u|2
)
+ e

−κ
4 (|u|

2+
(|u+v2|2−|v2|2)2

|u|2
)
)

× |g(x, v1 + u)− g(x, v2 + u)| du
+ ‖wg‖2∞|v1 − v2|;
|ϕ(g)(x1, v)− ϕ(g)(x2, v)|

.

∫

R3

|v − u|γM 1
2 (u) |g(x1, u)− g(x2, u)| du;

|ϕ(g)(x, v1)− ϕ(g)(x, v2)|

. ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|+
∫

R3

|u|γM 1
2 (v2 + u) |g(x, v1 + u)− g(x, v2 + u)| du,

where A(|u|) is defined as (11).

Proof. This proof is most same as that of [24, Lemma 3.2] and is omitted here. �
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2.2. Some estimates for tb and xb. In this subsection, we will present some results about the
backward exit time tb and it’s associate position xb, which will be used in our analysis.

Proposition 7. ([7, Propositions 3.1 and 3.3]) Suppose that Ω is a bounded and strictly convex
domain in R3. Let x, x1, x2,∈ Ω, v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0}, and let θ(v1,v2) be the angle between v1 and
v2. Then it holds that

|xb(x1, v)− xb(x2, v)| . d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|;(17)

|tb(x1, v)− tb(x2, v)| . d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1;(18)

|xb(x, v1)− xb(x, v2)| . d−1
x θ(v1,v2).(19)

Proposition 8. ([7, Proposition 3.2]) Suppose that Ω is a bounded and strictly convex domain in

R3. Let x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R3 \ {0}, and y ∈ xxb(x, v), then
∣∣∣yxb(x, v)

∣∣∣ ≤ R

dx
dy,

where R is the diameter of Ω.

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

Lemma 9. Let −3 < γ < 0, s ≥ 0, and 0 < d ≤ R for some R > 0. For any v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0}
with |v1| ≥ |v2|, we have

(20)

(
d

|v1|

)s

e
− ν(v2)

|v1| d ≤ Cγ,s,R〈v1〉−s.

Proof. For |v1| ≤ 1, one has ν(v2) ∼ 1. Thus,
(

d

|v1|

)s

e
− ν(v2)

|v1| d ≤
(

d

|v1|

)s

e
−Cγ

d
|v1| ≤ Cγ,s.

For |v1| > 1, we have (
d

|v1|

)s

e
− ν(v2)

|v1| d ≤ Rs|v1|−s.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 10. Let −3 < γ < 0 and a > −1. For any x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v ∈ R3 \ {0}, we have
∫ tb(x,v)

0

sae−ν(v)sds . 〈v〉−1−a;(21)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−ν(v)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ . d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2) .(22)

Let v1, v2 ∈ R3 with |v1| ≥ |v2| > 0 and v̄2 = |v1|
|v2|v2, then

∫ tb(x,v1)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v2)s − e−ν(v1)s
∣∣∣ ds . |v1 − v2|;(23)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν(v1)e
−ν(v1)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ . d−1
x |v1 − v2|〈v1〉−1;(24)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν(v2)e
−ν(v2)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ . d−1
x |v1 − v2|〈v1〉−1.(25)

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

(i) |v| ≤ 1. One has ν(v) ∼ 1 and tb(x, v) =
|xxb(x,v)|

|v| ≤ R
|v| , where R is the diameter of Ω. We

then have ∫ tb(x,v)

0

sae−ν(v)sds ≤
∫ ∞

0

sae−Cγsds = Cγ,a.
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(ii) |v| > 1. One has ν(v) ∼ |v|γ . We then have
∫ tb(x,v)

0

sae−ν(v)sds ≤
∫ R

|v|

0

sae−Cγ |v|γsds = |v|−1−a

∫ R

0

tadt = Ca,Ω|v|−1−a.

For (22), using the mean value theorem and (18), we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−ν(v)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |tb(x1, v)− tb(x2, v)| e−ν(v) min{tb(x1,v),tb(x2,v)}

. d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2) .

For (23), using the mean value theorem and (21), we have
∫ tb(x,v1)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v2)s − e−ν(v1)s
∣∣∣ ds =

∫ tb(x,v1)

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ν(v2)

ν(v1)

se−stdt

∣∣∣∣∣ ds

≤
∫ tb(x,v1)

0

s|ν(v2)− ν(v1)|e−min{ν(v1),ν(v2)}sds

≤ |v1 − v2| |∇vν(v(t))|
∫ tb(x,v1)

0

se−
ν1
ν2

ν(v1)sds

. |v1 − v2|,
where v(t) = v1 + t(v2 − v1) for some 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

For (24), let θ(v1,v̄2) be the angle between v1 and v̄2. One can see that |v1− v̄2| ≤ 2|v1− v2| and

sin
(
θ(v1,v̄2)/2

)
=

1
2 |v1 − v̄2|

|v1|
≥ 1

π
θ(v1,v̄2).

Thus

θ(v1,v̄2) . |v1 − v2||v1|−1.

Now we divide the proof into two cases:
(i) θ(v1,v̄2) ≥ 1

3π. By using (20), we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν(v1)e
−ν(v1)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) − e−ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣

. θ(v1,v̄2)e
− ν(v1)

|v1| min{|xxb(x,v1)|,|xxb(x,v2)|}

. |v1 − v2||v1|−1e
− ν(v1)

|v1| dx

. d−1
x |v1 − v2|〈v1〉−1.

(ii) θ(v1,v̄2) <
1
3π. From [19, Lemma 2], we have

(26) ∇vtb(x, v) =
tb(x, v)n(xb(x, v))

v · n(xb(x, v))
.

Let Y be the projection of x on the tangent plane Txb(x,v)(∂Ω). By the convexity of domain Ω,

xY intersects ∂Ω at one point X . Then

(27)
|v · n(xb(x, v))|

|v| =
|xY |

|xxb(x, v)|
≥ |xX |

|xxb(x, v)|
≥ dx

|xxb(x, v)|
.

Let v(t) = v1 + t(v̄2 − v1) for some 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Then
√
3
2 |v1| ≤ |v(t)| ≤ |v1|. By using the mean

value theorem, (20), (26), and (27), we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν(v1)e
−ν(v1)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) − e−ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣(v1 − v̄2) · e−ν(v1)tb(x,v(t))ν(v1)∇vtb(x, v(t))

∣∣∣
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. |v1 − v2|ν(v1)
|xxb(x, v(t))|
dx|v(t)|

tb(x, v(t))e
− ν(v1)

|v(t)| |xxb(x, v(t))|

. d−1
x |v1 − v2|〈v1〉γ−2.

For (25), note that we have xb(x, v̄2) = xb(x, v2) and |v̄2 − v2| ≤ |v1 − v2|. We divide the proof
into two cases:
(i) |v1|

2 ≤ |v2| ≤ |v1|. By using the mean value theorem and (20), we have
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν2)e
−ν(v2)sds

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ ν(v2)

(
|xxb(x, v2)|

|v2|
− |xxb(x, v̄2)|

|v̄2|

)
e−ν(v2) min{tb(x,v2),tb(x,v̄2)}

≤ ν(v2)|v1 − v2|
|xxb(x, v2)|

|v1|2
e
− ν(v2)

2|v1| |xxb(x,v2)|

. d−1
x |v1 − v2|e−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx〈v1〉γ−2.

(ii) |v2| < |v1|
2 . One has |v1| ∼ |v1 − v2|. Thus, by (20), we have

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

ν(v2)e
−ν(v2)sds

∣∣∣∣∣ =
(
e−ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2) − e−ν(v2)tb(x,v2)

)

≤ [tb(x, v̄2)]
−1

[tb(x, v̄2)] e
−ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2)

≤ |v1|
|xxb(x, v2)|

〈v1〉−1

. d−1
x |v1 − v2|〈v1〉−1.

This complete the proof of the lemma. �

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 < γ < 0, and let τ > 3 + |γ| and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that ‖wg1‖∞ +

‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,− <∞. Then there exists δ1 > 0 such that if ‖wg1‖∞ ≤ δ1, there is a unique
solution f to problem (8) satisfying

‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞ ≤ C
(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.

Moreover, if Ω is strictly convex, g1 and g2 are continuous on Ω×R3, and r is continuous on Γ−,
then f is continuous away from Γ0.

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

(28)

{
ǫf + v · ∇xf + ν(v)f − λKf + ϕ(g1)f = g2, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−.

In what follows we give the a priori L∞-estimate and a priori L2-estimate for our problem.
Consider the following approximate linearized steady problem

(29)

{
ǫf + v · ∇xf + ν(v)f − λKf = g, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−.

Let h(x, v) = w(v)f(x, v). Then problem (29) for h reads as

(30)

{
ǫh+ v · ∇xh+ ν(v)h = λKwh+ wg, in Ω× R3,

h = wr, on Γ−,
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where Kwh = wK(h/w). For the result of the L∞ bound of solutions to problem (30), we have
the following lemma whose proof is essential same as that in [11, Lemma 3.4] and is omitted here.

Lemma 12. Let ǫ > 0, 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, τ > 3, and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that h is the solution of (30).

Then

‖h‖∞ + |h|∞ ≤ C

(
‖ν−1wg‖∞ + |wr|∞,− +

∥∥∥∥∥
ν

1
2h

w

∥∥∥∥∥
2

)
,

where C > 0 does not depend on ǫ and λ.

For the L∞ bound of solutions to problem (28), we have the following result.

Corollary 13. Let ǫ > 0, 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, τ > 3, and 0 < κ < 1
8 . There exists δ1 > 0 independent of ǫ

and λ such that if ‖wg1‖∞ ≤ δ1 and f is a solution of (28), then

(31) ‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞ ≤ C
(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,− + ‖ν 1

2 f‖2
)
,

where C > 0 does not depend on ǫ and λ.

Proof. Note that, from Lemma 4, we have

(32) |ϕ(g)(x, v)| ≤ Ĉ‖wg‖∞ν(v),
where Ĉ > 0 depends only on γ. Applying Lemma 12 with g = g2 − ϕ(g1)f , it follows from (32)
that

‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞
≤ C

(
‖ν−1w [g2 − ϕ(g1)f ] ‖∞ + |wr|∞,− + ‖ν 1

2 f‖2
)

≤ CĈ‖wg1‖∞‖wf‖∞ + C
(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,− + ‖ν 1

2 f‖2
)
.

Thus, the inequality (31) holds provided that ‖wg1‖∞ is small enough. �

The following lemma gives an a priori L2 estimate.

Lemma 14. Let ǫ > 0 and 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1. Assume that f is a solution of
{
ǫf + v · ∇xf + λLf = g, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−,

in the weak sense of
∫

Γ

ψf(v · n(x))dvdS(x) −
∫

Ω×R3

(v · ∇xψ)fdvdx =

∫

Ω×R3

(−ǫf − λLf + g)ψdvdx,

for any ψ ∈ H1(Ω× R3). Then

‖Pf‖2 ≤ C
(
ǫ‖f‖2 + λ‖ν 1

2 (I − P )f‖2 + ‖g‖2 + |f |2,+ + |r|2,−
)
,

where C > 0 does not depend on ǫ and λ.

Proof. Recall that Pf(x, v) =
(
a(x) + b(x) · v + c(x) |v|

2−3√
6

)
M

1
2 (v) on Ω× R3. The estimates of

b(x) and c(x) are essential same as that in [13, Lemma 3.3], except the estimate of a(x). For
the estimate of a(x), it is similar as that of c(x) under the case of in-flow boundary condition.
Therefore, we omit the details of the proof here for simplicity of presentation. �

Now we are in a position to prove Proposition 11:

Proof of Proposition 11. Given ǫ > 0. We first consider the solvability of the following boundary
value problem for λ:

(33)

{
Lλ := ǫf + v · ∇xf + ν(v)f + ϕ(g1)f − λKf = g2, in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−.
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Moreover, we denote L
−1
λ to be the solution operator associated with problem (33). Because the

proof is very long, we divide it into several steps.
Step 1. The existence of L−1

0 . Let h(x, v) = w(v)f(x, v), then the problem (33) for h with
λ = 0 reads as {

ǫh+ v · ∇xh+ ν(v)h+ ϕ(g1)h = g2, in Ω× R3,

h = wr, on Γ−.

By the method of characteristics, for almost every (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3\ (Γ0 ∪ Γ−), one has

h(x, v) = w(v)r(xb(x, v), v)e
−(ǫ+ν(v))tb(x,v)−

∫ tb(x,v)

0 ϕ(g1)(x−vℓ,v)dℓ

+

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−(ǫ+ν(v))s−
∫

s

0
ϕ(g1)(x−vℓ,v)dℓw(v)g2(x − vs, v)ds

and for (x, v) ∈ Γ−, one has

h(x, v) = w(v)r(x, v).

By (32), we have

e(−ǫ+ν(v))s−
∫

s

0
ϕ(g1)(x−vℓ,v)dℓ ≤ e−(ǫ+ ν(v)

2 )s

provided that ‖wg1‖∞ is small enough. Thus, we deduce

‖h‖∞ + |h|∞ ≤ |wr|∞,− + C1ǫ
−1‖wg2‖∞.

Let (x, v) ∈ Ω×R3\Γ0. If Ω is strictly convex, then it holds that v ·n(xb(x, v)) < 0, which implies
that tb(x, v) and xb(x, v) are smooth by [19, Lemma 2]. Therefore, if g1, g2, and r are continuous,
we conclude that h is continuous away from Γ0.

Step 2. The existence of L
−1
λ for λ ∈ [0, λ∗]. We first give an a priori estimate. For any

given λ ∈ [0, λ∗] with λ∗ = 1− Ĉ‖wg1‖∞, where Ĉ is as in (32). Multiplying the first equation of
(33) by f and using the Green’s identity, one has

ǫ‖f‖22 +
1

2
|f |22,+ + λ〈Lf, f〉+ (1− λ)‖ν 1

2 f‖22 + 〈ϕ(g1)f, f〉 = 〈g2, f〉+
1

2
|r|22,−,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the L2(Ω× R3) inner product. It follows from 〈Lf, f〉 ≥ 0 and (32) that

ǫ‖f‖22 +
1

2
|f |22,+ + (1− λ− Ĉ‖wg1‖∞)‖ν 1

2 f‖22 ≤ ǫ

2
‖f‖22 +

1

2ǫ
‖g2‖22 +

1

2
|r|22,−.

Thus,

(34) ‖f‖2 + |f |2,+ = ‖L−1
λ g2‖2 + |L−1

λ g2|2,+ ≤ Cǫ (‖g2‖2 + |r|2,−) .
Furthermore, by Corollary 13 and (34), we have

‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞(35)

≤ C2

(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,− + ‖ν 1

2 f‖2
)

≤ Cǫ

(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,− + ‖g2‖2 + |r|2,−

)

≤ Cǫ

(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.

Let ν−1wḡ2 ∈ L∞(Ω × R3) and ν−1wg̃2 ∈ L∞(Ω × R3). Assume that f̄ = L
−1
λ ḡ2 and f̃ = L

−1
λ g̃2

are the solutions to (33) with g2 replaced by ḡ2 and g̃2, respectively. Then
{
ǫ(f̄ − f̃) + v · ∇x(f̄ − f̃) + ν(v)(f̄ − f̃) + ϕ(g1)(f̄ − f̃)− λK(f̄ − f̃) = ḡ2 − g̃2,

f̄ − f̃ |Γ− = 0.

By (34) and (35), we have

‖f̄ − f̃‖2 + |f̄ − f̃ |2,+ ≤ Cǫ‖ḡ2 − g̃2‖∞;(36)

‖w(f̄ − f̃)‖∞ + |w(f̄ − f̃)|∞ ≤ Cǫ‖ν−1w(ḡ2 − g̃2)‖∞.(37)
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Evidently, the uniqueness of solutions to (33) follows from (36)–(37). Note that the constant Cǫ

in (34)–(37) does not depend on λ ∈ [0, λ∗], which is crucial to extend L
−1
0 to L

−1
λ by a bootstrap

argument. We now define a Banach space

B =
{
f(x, v) : wf ∈ L∞(Ω× R

3) ∩ L∞(Γ), f(x, v)|Γ− = r(x, v)
}
.

Then we define a map on B by Tλf = L
−1
0 (λKf + g2). By (35), one has Tλ : B → B. For any

f1, f2 ∈ B, by using (37), we have

‖w(Tλf1 − Tλf2)‖∞
≤ Cǫ‖ν−1w(λKf1 + g2 − λKf2 − g2)‖∞
≤ λCǫ‖w(f1 − f2)‖∞.

We can take λǫ > 0 small sufficiently such that λǫCǫ ≤ 1
2 , then Tλ : B → B is a contraction

mapping for λ ∈ [0, λǫ]. Hence, Tλ has a fixed point, i.e., there is f ∈ B such that f = Tλf =
L
−1
0 (λKf + g2). Define Tλǫ+λf = L

−1
λǫ

(λKf + g2). Note that estimates (34)–(37) for L
−1
λǫ

are
independent of λǫ. By repeating the previous procedures, we conclude that Tλǫ+λ : B → B is a
contraction mapping for λ ∈ [0, λǫ]. Step by step, we can obtain the existence of L−1

λ for λ ∈ [0, λ∗]

with λ∗ = 1 − Ĉ‖wg1‖∞. Evidently, the operator L−1
λ satisfies (34)–(37). Furthermore, the fixed

point f can be found by defining a sequence {fn} with f0 ≡ 0 and fn+1 = Tλ(fn) for n ≥ 1, then
‖fn − f‖∞ → 0. Since the sequence under consideration always converges in L∞, we conclude
that the solution is continuous away from Γ0 when Ω is strictly convex.

Step 3. The existence of L
−1
λ for λ ∈ [λ∗, 1]. Note that λ∗ > 1

2 for ‖wg1‖∞ sufficiently

small. We first give an a priori estimate. For any given λ ∈ [λ∗, 1] with λ∗ = 1 − Ĉ‖wg1‖∞,
multiplying the equation of (33) by f and using the Green’s identity, one has

ǫ‖f‖22 +
1

2
|f |22,+ + λ〈Lf, f〉+ (1− λ)‖ν 1

2 f‖22 = −〈ϕ(g1)f, f〉+ 〈g2, f〉+
1

2
|r|22,−.

It follows from (10) and (32) that

ǫ‖f‖22 +
1

2
|f |22,+ + λC0‖ν

1
2 (I − P )f‖22(38)

≤ (λ− λ∗)‖ν 1
2 f‖22 + |〈g2, f〉|+

1

2
|r|22,−.

Applying Lemma 14 with g = g2 − ϕ(g1)f − (1 − λ)ν(v)f , we have

‖Pf‖2 ≤ C3

[
ǫ‖f‖2 + λ‖ν 1

2 (I − P )f‖2 + ‖g‖2 + |f |2,+ + |r|2,−
]

(39)

≤ C3

[
ǫ‖f‖2 + λ‖ν 1

2 (I − P )f‖2 +
(
Ĉ‖wg1‖∞ + 1− λ

)
‖νf‖2

+‖g2‖2 + |f |2,+ + |r|2,−] .

Combining (38) and (39), we deduce from λ ≥ λ∗ > 1
2 that

‖ν 1
2 f‖2 + |f |2,+

≤ ‖Pf‖2 + ‖ν 1
2 (I − P )f‖2 + |f |2,+

≤ C4

[
ǫ‖f‖2 + λ‖ν 1

2 (I − P )f‖2 +
(
Ĉ‖wg1‖∞ + 1− λ

)
‖νf‖2

+‖g2‖2 + |f |2,+ + |r|2,−]

≤ C4

[(
Ĉ‖wg1‖∞ + 1− λ+ (λ− λ∗)

)
‖ν 1

2 f‖2 + |〈g2, f〉|
1
2 + ‖g2‖2 + |r|2,−

]

≤ C4

(
‖wg1‖∞‖ν 1

2 f‖2 + δ‖ν 1
2 f‖2 + Cδ‖ν−

1
2 g2‖2 + |r|2,−

)
.

Taking ‖wg1‖∞ and δ > 0 small enough, we have

‖ν 1
2 f‖2 + |f |2,+ ≤ Cδ

(
‖ν− 1

2 g2‖2 + |r|2,−
)
≤ C̃δ

(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.(40)
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Applying Corollary 13 with (40), we have

(41) ‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞ ≤ C5

(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.

Let ν−1wḡ2 ∈ L∞(Ω × R3) and ν−1wg̃2 ∈ L∞(Ω × R3). Assume that f̄ = L
−1
λ ḡ2 and f̃ = L

−1
λ g̃2

are two solutions to (33) with g2 replaced by ḡ2 and g̃2, respectively. Applying (40) and (41) gives

‖ν 1
2 (f̄ − f̃)‖2 + |f̄ − f̃ |2,+ ≤ C6‖ν−

1
2 (ḡ2 − g̃2)‖2;(42)

‖w(f̄ − f̃)‖∞ + |w(f̄ − f̃)|∞ ≤ C6‖ν−1w(ḡ2 − g̃2)‖∞.(43)

Note that the constant C6 in (42)–(43) does not depend on ǫ and λ ∈ [λ∗, 1]. We define a map on
B by Tλ∗+λf = L

−1
λ∗ (λKf + g2). For any f1, f2 ∈ B, by using (43), we have

‖w(Tλ∗+λf1 − Tλ∗+λf2)‖∞
≤ C6‖ν−1w(λKf1 + g2 − λKf2 − g2)‖∞
≤ λC6‖w(f1 − f2)‖∞.

We take λ0 > 0 sufficiently small such that λ0C6 ≤ 1
2 , then Tλ∗+λ : B → B is a contraction

mapping for λ ∈ (0, λ0]. Step by step, we can obtain the existence of L−1
1 and L

−1
1 satisfies (40)–

(43). Furthermore, since the sequence under consideration always converges in L∞, the solution
is continuous away from Γ0 when Ω is strictly convex.

Step 4. The convergence of f ǫ as ǫ → 0+. Let f ǫ be the solution of (33) with λ = 1
obtained by step 3. For any ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0, f ǫ1 − f ǫ2 satisfies

{
v · ∇x(f

ǫ1 − f ǫ2) + L(f ǫ1 − f ǫ2) + ϕ(g1)(f
ǫ1 − f ǫ2) = −ǫ1f ǫ1 + ǫ2f

ǫ2 ,

f ǫ1 − f ǫ2 |Γ− = 0.

Repeating the similar arguments in (38)–(41), we have

‖ν 1
2 (f ǫ1 − f ǫ2)‖22 + |f ǫ1 − f ǫ2 |22,+ . ‖ν− 1

2 (−ǫ1f ǫ1 + ǫ2f
ǫ2)‖22(44)

. (ǫ21 + ǫ22)
(
‖ν− 1

2 f ǫ1‖22 + ‖ν− 1
2 f ǫ2‖22

)

. (ǫ21 + ǫ22)
(
‖wf ǫ1‖2∞ + ‖ wf ǫ2‖2∞

)

. (ǫ21 + ǫ22)
(
‖ν−1wg2‖2∞ + |wr|2∞,−

)
.

Finally, applying Corollary 13 to ν
1
2 (f ǫ1 − f ǫ2) and (44), it follows from τ > 3 + |γ| that

‖wν 1
2 (f ǫ1 − f ǫ2)‖∞ + |wν 1

2 (f ǫ1 − f ǫ2)|∞
. ‖w(ǫ1f ǫ1 − ǫ2f

ǫ2)‖∞ + ‖ν 1
2 (f ǫ1 − f ǫ2)‖2

. (ǫ1 + ǫ2)
(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.

This implies that there exists a function f such that ‖νw(f ǫ − f)‖∞ → 0 as ǫ→ 0+, and it holds
that

‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞ ≤ C
(
‖ν−1wg2‖∞ + |wr|∞,−

)
.

Furthermore, since the sequence under consideration always converges in L∞, the solution is
continuous away from Γ0. This completes the proof. �

4. Hölder regularity of stationary linearized problem

In this section we study the Hölder regularity of solutions to the stationary linearized Boltzmann
problem (6). The main result of this section is stated as follows:

Theorem 15. Let −3 < γ < 0, and let τ > 3 + |γ| and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that |wr|∞,− < ∞.

Then there exists a unique solution f to problem (6) satisfying

‖wf‖∞ + |wf |∞ ≤ C|wr|∞,−

for some positive constant C = Cγ,τ,Ω. Moreover, if Ω is strictly convex and r is continuous on

Γ−, then f is continuous on Ω × R3\Γ0. Assume further that r satisfies (5) when Ω is strictly
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convex. Let 0 < α < min{1, 3 + γ}. Then, there exist C̃ = C̃α,β,γ,Ω > 0 and c = cγ > 0 such that
for every x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},

|f(x1, v1)− f(x2, v2)| ≤ C̃(|wr|∞,− +m)(45)

×
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
.

Moreover, it holds that

|f(x1, v1)− f(x2, v2)|(46)

. (|wr|∞,− +m)
(
d−2
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)
)min{α,β}

.

In order to prove the result, as mentioned in introduction, we will discuss the Hölder regularity
for F1(f), F2(f), and F3(f). We first investigate the Hölder regularity to F3(f). Define

G(f)(x, v) =

∫

R3

∫ tb(x,η)

0

k(v, η)e−ν(η)τKf(x− ητ, η)dτdη.

Then

F3(f)(x, v) =

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)sG(x− vs, v)ds.

Following the idea of [7], we use the spherical coordinates (ρ, φ, θ) by η = (ρ cos θ sinφ, ρ sin θ sinφ, ρ cosφ)
and |η| = ρ, then do the change of variable from τ to r by r = ρτ. We then get

G(f)(x, v)

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ tb(x,η)

0

k(v, η)e−ν(η)τKf(x− ητ, η)ρ2 sinφ dτdθdφdρ

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ |xxb(x,η)|

0

k(v, η)e−ν(η) r
ρKf

(
x− η

ρ
r, η

)
ρ sinφ drdθdφdρ.

From the convexity of the domain Ω, we can parametrize Ω by (r, θ, φ). Let y = x − η
ρ
r, then

y ∈ Ω, r = |x− y|, η = x−y
|x−y|ρ, and

G(f)(x, v)

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

k

(
v,

(x− y)

|x− y| ρ
)
e−ν( x−y

|x−y|ρ)
|x−y|

ρ Kf

(
y,

(x − y)

|x − y| ρ
)

ρ

|x− y|2 dydρ.

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

Lemma 16. Let −3 < γ < 0 and f ∈ L∞(Ω×R3). Let 0 < α < min{1, 3+ γ}. Then there exists
C = Cγ,Ω,α > 0 such that

(47) |G(f)(x1, v)−G(f)(x2, v)| ≤ C‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|α.
for every x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v ∈ R

3 \ {0}.
Proof. Let R be the diameter of Ω. By (12), (21), and f ∈ L∞(Ω× R3), we have

(48) |G(f)(x, v)| . ‖f‖∞〈v〉2γ−5.

(48) implies that (47) is obvious for |x1 − x2| ≥ 1. Now, we only need to consider the case of
|x1 − x2| < 1. For simplicity of notation, let X(x) = x−y

|x−y|ρ. Then

|G(f)(x1, v)−G(f)(x2, v)|

≤
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∣k (v,X(x1))
e−ν(X(x1))

|x1−y|
ρ

|x1 − y|2 − k (v,X(x2))
e−ν(X(x2))

|x2−y|
ρ

|x2 − y|2

∣∣∣∣∣
× |Kf (y,X(x2))| ρ dydρ

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

|k (v,X(x1))| e−ν(X(x1))
|x1−y|

ρ
ρ

|x1 − y|2
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× |Kf (y,X(x1))−Kf (y,X(x2))| dydρ
=: Gk +GK .

For Gk, we divide the domain of the integration into three subdomains:

D1 =

{
(ρ, y) ∈ (0,∞)× Ω : |y − x1| ≥ 4|x1 − x2|, |v −X(x1)| ≥ 4ρ

|x1 − x2|
|x1 − y|

}
;

D2 =

{
(ρ, y) ∈ (0,∞)× Ω : |y − x1| ≥ 4|x1 − x2|, |v −X(x1)| < 4ρ

|x1 − x2|
|x1 − y|

}
;

D3 = {(ρ, y) ∈ (0,∞)× Ω : |y − x1| < 4|x1 − x2|} .
It follows from (12) that

Gk . ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

∣∣∣∣∣k (v,X(x1))
e−ν(X(x1))

|x1−y|
ρ

|x1 − y|2

−k (v,X(x2))
e−ν(X(x2))

|x2−y|
ρ

|x2 − y|2

∣∣∣∣∣ dydρ

. ‖f‖∞
(∫∫

D1

· · · · · ·+
∫∫

D2

· · · · · ·+
∫∫

D3

· · · · · ·
)

=: ‖f‖∞ (Gk1 +Gk2 +Gk3) .

Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to Gk1, we have

Gk1 =

∫∫

D1

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ 1

0

d

ds

[
k (v,X(x(s)))

e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

|x(s) − y|2

]
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dydρ,

where x(s) = x2 + s(x1 − x2). With straight calculations one has
∣∣∣∣∣
d

ds

[
k (v,X(x(s)))

e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

|x(s)− y|2

]∣∣∣∣∣

≤ |x1 − x2|e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

(
|∇ηk (v,X(x(s)))| 2ρ

|x(s) − y|3

+ |k (v,X(x(s)))|
[

2

|x(s)− y|3 +
ν (X(x(s)))

ρ|x(s)− y|2 +
2 |∇ν (X(x(s)))|

|x(s)− y|2
])

.

Thus,

Gk1

. |x1 − x2|
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|∇ηk (v,X(x(s)))| e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ2

|x(s) − y|3 dydρds

+ |x1 − x2|
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|k (v,X(x(s)))| e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x(s) − y|3 dydρds

+ |x1 − x2|
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|k (v,X(x(s)))| e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

〈ρ〉2γ−2

|x(s) − y|2 dydρds

+ |x1 − x2|
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|k (v,X(x(s)))| e−ν(X(x(s))) |x(s)−y|
ρ

〈ρ〉2γ−3ρ

|x(s) − y|2 dydρds

=: Gk11 +Gk12 +Gk13 +Gk14.

It is easy to observe that∣∣∣∣
x1 − y

|x1 − y| −
x2 − y

|x2 − y|

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
(x1 − x2)|x2 − y|+ (x2 − y) (|x2 − y| − |x1 − y|)

|x1 − y||x2 − y|

∣∣∣∣(49)

≤ 2
|x1 − x2|
|x1 − y| .
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For (ρ, y) ∈ D1, by (49), one has

|y − x2| ≥
3

4
|y − x1| ≥ 3|x1 − x2|;(50)

|y − x(s)| ≥ 1

2
|y − x1|;(51)

|v −X(x(s))| ≥ 4ρ
|x1 − x2|
|x1 − y| − 2ρ

(1− s)|x1 − x2|
|x1 − y| ≥ ρ

|x1 − x2|
|x(s) − y| .(52)

Applying the parametrizations x(s)−y = (r cos θ sinφ, r sin θ sinφ, r cosφ) and η = (ρ cos θ sinφ, ρ sin θ sinφ, ρ cosφ)
and using (12), (20), (51), and (52), we have

Gk11

. |x1 − x2|
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|∇ηk (v, η)| e−
ν(η)
ρ

r 〈ρ〉γ−2ρ2

r
sinφ drdθdφdρds

. |x1 − x2|〈v〉γ
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|v − η|γ̄−1e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)

2

|v−η|2

)

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ2

r

e−ν(η) r
ρ sinφ drdθdφdρds

. |x1 − x2|〈v〉γ
∫ 1

0

∫

D1

|v − η|max{γ̄−1,−3+ǫ}e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)2

|v−η|2

)

〈ρ〉γ−2ρ2

r
(ρ
r
|x1 − x2|

)min{0,2+γ−ǫ}
e−ν(η) r

ρ sinφ drdθdφdρds

. |x1 − x2|min{1,3+γ−ǫ}〈v〉γ
(∫ R

2|x1−x2|
r−1+a1dr

)
×



∫

R3

|v − η|max{γ̄−1,−3+ǫ}e
− 1

16

(
|v−η|2+ (|v|2−|η|2)

2

|v−η|2

)

〈η〉γ−2|η|−a1dη




. |x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ},

where γ̄ is as in (14), a1 = 0 if −2 < γ < 0 and a1 = ǫ
2 if −3 < γ ≤ −2.

By using (12), (20), and (51), we deduce

Gk12

. |x1 − x2|
∫

D1

|k (v, η)| e−ν(η) r
ρ
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

r
sinφ drdθdφdρ

. |x1 − x2|
∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉
γ−2

|η|

(∫ R

2|x1−x2|

1

r

( |η|
r

)a2
(
r

|η|

)a2

e−
ν(η)
|η| rdr

)
dη

. |x1 − x2|
(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−2|η|−1+a2dη

)(∫ R

2|x1−x2|
r−1−a2dr

)

. |x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ},

Gk13

. |x1 − x2|
∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉
2γ−2

|η|2

(∫ R

2|x1−x2|

( |η|
r

)1+a2
(
r

|η|

)1+a2

e−
ν(η)
|η| rdr

)
dη

. |x1 − x2|
(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉2γ−2|η|−1+a2dη

)(∫ R

2|x1−x2|
r−1−a2dr

)

. |x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ},
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and

Gk14

. |x1 − x2|
∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉2γ−3|η|−1

(∫ R

2|x1−x2|

(
r

|η|

)−1(
r

|η|

)
e−

ν(η)
|η| rdr

)
dη

. |x1 − x2|
(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉2γ−3dη

)(∫ R

2|x1−x2|
r−1dr

)

. |x1 − x2|1−ǫ,

where a2 = max{|γ| − 2− ǫ, 0}.
For (ρ, y) ∈ D2, by (49), one has (50),

|x2 − y| ≤ |x1 − y|+ |x1 − x2| ≤
5

4
|x1 − y|;

∣∣∣∣v −
x2 − y

|x2 − y|ρ
∣∣∣∣ <

∣∣∣∣v −
x1 − y

|x1 − y|ρ
∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
x1 − y

|x1 − y|ρ−
x2 − y

|x2 − y|ρ
∣∣∣∣ <

15

2
ρ
|x1 − x2|
|x2 − y| .(53)

Applying the parametrizations xi−y = (r cos θ sinφ, r sin θ sinφ, r cosφ) and η = (ρ cos θ sinφ, ρ sin θ sinφ, ρ cosφ)
and using (12), (20), (50), and (53), we have

Gk2

.

2∑

i=1

∫

D2

|k (v,X(xi))| e−ν(X(xi))
|xi−y|

ρ 〈ρ〉γ−2ρ|xi − y|−2dydρ

.

∫
r ≥ 3|x1 − x2|
|v − η| < 8

ρ
r
|x1 − x2|

|k (v, η)| e−ν(η) r
ρ 〈ρ〉γ−2ρ sinφ drdθdφdρ

.

∫
r ≥ 3|x1 − x2|
|v − η| < 8

ρ
r
|x1 − x2|

|k (v, η)|
(
ρ
r
|x1 − x2|

)a3

|v − η|a3
〈ρ〉γ−2ρe−ν(η) r

ρ sinφ drdθdφdρ

. |x1 − x2|a3

∫

R3

|k (v, η)| |v − η|−a3〈η〉γ−2|η|−1+a3

×
(∫ R

3|x1−x2|
r−a3

( |η|
r

)max{0,|γ|−2+ ǫ
2}( r

|η|

)max{0,|γ|−2+ ǫ
2 }
e−

ν(η)
|η| rdr

)
dη

. |x1 − x2|a3

(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| |v − η|−a3〈η〉γ−2|η|−a1dη

)(∫ R

3|x1−x2|
r−1+a1dr

)

. |x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3−|γ|−ǫ},

where a1 is as above and a3 = min{1, 3 + γ − ǫ} > 0.
For Gk3, we have |y − x2| ≤ |y − x1|+ |x1 − x2| < 5|x1 − x2|. Thus

Gk3

.

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ 5|x1−x2|

0

|k (v, η)| 〈ρ〉γ−2ρe−ν(η) r
ρ sinφ drdθdφdρ

.

∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−2|η|−1

(∫ 5|x1−x2|

0

(
r

|η|

)−a2
(
r

|η|

)a2

e−ν(η) r
|η| dr

)
dη

.

(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−2|η|−1−a2dη

)(∫ 5|x1−x2|

0

r−a2dr

)

. |x1 − x2|min{1,3+γ−ǫ},

where a2 is as above. Hence

Gk . ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ}.



BOLTZMANN EQUATION 21

ForGK , we divide the domain of the integration into two subdomains: D̃1 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| ≥ |x1 − x2|}
and D̃2 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| < |x1 − x2|}. We name the corresponding integrals as GK1 and GK2,
respectively. Using Lemma 3, (12), (20), and (49), we deduce

GK1

. ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D̃1

|k (v,X(x1))| e−ν(X(x1))
|x1−y|

ρ
ρ〈ρ〉γ−1

|x1 − y|2 |X(x1)−X(x2)|α̃γ dydρ

. ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|α̃γ

∫ ∞

0

∫

D̃1

|k (v,X(x1))| e−ν(X(x1))
|x1−y|

ρ
〈ρ〉γ−1ρ1+α̃γ

|x1 − y|2+α̃γ
dydρ

. ‖f‖∞ |x1 − x2|α̃γ

∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−1|η|−1+α̃γ

(∫ R

|x1−x2|
r−α̃γ

(
r

|η|

)−1+α̃γ
(
r

|η|

)1−α̃γ

e−
ν(η)
|η| rdr

)
dη

. ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|α̃γ

(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−1dη

)(∫ R

|x1−x2|
r−1dr

)

. ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ}.

For GK2, by Lemma 3, (12), and (20), it follows from
∣∣∣ x1−y
|x1−y| −

x2−y
|x2−y|

∣∣∣ ≤ 2 that

GK2

. ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D2

|k (v,X(x1))| e−ν(X(x1))
|x1−y|

ρ
ρ〈ρ〉γ−1

|x1 − y|2 |X(x1)−X(x2)|α̃γ dydρ

. ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ |x1−x2|

0

|k (v, η)| e−ν(η) r
ρ 〈ρ〉γ−1ρ1+α̃γ sinφdrdθdφdρ

. ‖f‖∞
∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−1|η|α̃γ−1

∫ |x1−x2|

0

(
r

|η|

)−1+α̃γ
(
r

|η|

)1−α̃γ

e−
ν(η)
|η| rdrdη

. ‖f‖∞
(∫

R3

|k (v, η)| 〈η〉γ−1dη

)∫ |x1−x2|

0

r−1+α̃γdr

. ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|α̃γ .

Hence
GK . ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|min{1−ǫ,3+γ−ǫ}.

We complete the proof of the lemma. �

The next lemma is the Hölder regularity of G(f) for velocity variable.

Lemma 17. Let −3 < γ < 0 and f ∈ L∞(Ω× R3). Then, for any x ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3

|G(f)(x, v1)−G(f)(x, v2)| . ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|α̃γ ,

where α̃γ is as in Lemma 3.

Proof. Using Lemma 3, (12), and (21), we have

|G(f)(x, v1)−G(f)(x, v2)|

≤
∫

R3

∫ tb(x,η)

0

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|e−ν(η)τ |Kf(x− ητ, η)| dτdη

. ‖f‖∞
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|〈η〉γ−2

(∫ tb(x,η)

0

e−ν(η)τdτ

)
dη

. ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|α̃γ max{〈v1〉2γ−4, 〈v2〉2γ−4}.
This completes the proof of the lemma. �
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Now, we are ready to estimate F3(f).

Lemma 18. Let −3 < γ < 0 and f ∈ L∞(Ω × R3), and let 0 < α < min{1, 3 + γ}. Then, for
every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and for every v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},

|F3(f)(x1, v)− F3(f)(x2, v)|(54)

. ‖f‖∞
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2))

)α
;

|F3(f)(x, v1)− F3(f)(x, v2)| . ‖f‖∞
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)α
.(55)

Proof. By (21) and (48), we have

(56) |F3(f)(x, v)| ≤
∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)s |G(f)(x− vs, v)| ds . ‖f‖∞〈v〉2γ−6.

For (54), since (56), it is obvious for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)) ≥ 1. Therefore, we

consider the case where d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1−x2|(1+ |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)) < 1. Moreover, we assume without

loss of generality that tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v). By using Lemma 16, (21), (22), and (48), we have

|F3(f)(x1, v)− F3(f)(x2, v)|

≤
∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−ν(v)s |G(f)(x1 − vs, v)−G(f)(x2 − vs, v)| ds

+

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−ν(v)s |G(f)(x1 − vs, v)| ds

. ‖f‖∞
(
|x1 − x2|α + 〈v〉2γ−5

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−ν(v)sds

)

. ‖f‖∞
(
|x1 − x2|α + d−1

(x1,x2)
|x1 − x2||v|−1e−

ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)

)
.

. ‖f‖∞
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2))

)α
.

For (55), since (56), it is obvious for d−1
x |v1 − v2| ≥ 1. Therefore, we consider the case of

d−1
x |v1 − v2| < 1. Moreover, we only do the |v1| ≥ |v2| case. Let v̄2 = |v1|

|v2|v2, it is easy to obtain

that |v2 − v̄2| ≤ |v1 − v2| and |v1 − v̄2| ≤ 2|v1 − v2|. Then
|F3(f)(x, v1)− F3(f)(x, v2)|

≤ |F3(f)(x, v1)− F3(f)(x, v̄2)|+ |F3(f)(x, v̄2)− F3(f)(x, v2)| .
Then we assume without loss of generality that tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Using Lemmas 16 and 17,
(21), (23), (24), and (48), we have

|F3(f)(x, v1)− F3(f)(x, v̄2)|

≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s |G(f)(x− v1s, v1)−G(f)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v1)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣ |G(f)(x− v1s, v1)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v1)s |G(f)(x − v1s, v1)| ds

. ‖f‖∞
(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s
(
|v1s− v̄2s|α + |v1 − v̄2|α̃γ

)
ds

+〈v1〉2γ−5

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v1)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣ ds+ 〈v1〉2γ−5

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v1)sds

)
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. ‖f‖∞
(
|v1 − v2|α + |v1 − v2|α̃γ + |v1 − v2|+ d−1

x |v1 − v2|
)

. ‖f‖∞
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)α
.

For the remain term, we now have tb(x, v2) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Using Lemmas 16 and 17, (21), (23), (25),
and (48), we have

|F3(f)(x, v2)− F3(f)(x, v̄2)|

≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s |G(f)(x − v2s, v2)−G(f)(x − v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v2)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣ |G(f)(x − v2s, v2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v2)s |G(f)(x− v2s, v2)| ds

. ‖f‖∞
(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s
(
|v2s− v̄2s|α + |v2 − v̄2|α̃γ

)
ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v2)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣ ds+

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v2)sds

)

. ‖f‖∞
(
|v1 − v2|α + |v1 − v2|α̃γ + |v1 − v2|+ d−1

x |v1 − v2|
)

. ‖f‖∞
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)α
.

This completes the proof. �

The following lemma is the Hölder regularity of F1(f).

Lemma 19. Let −3 < γ < 0 and 0 < β ≤ 1, and let 0 < α < min{1, 3 + γ}. Suppose that
f ∈ L∞(Γ−) and there exists m > 0 such that

(57) |f(y1, v1)− f(y2, v2)| ≤ m (|y1 − y2|+ |v1 − v2|)β

for every (yi, vi) ∈ Γ−. Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},
|F1(f)(x1, v)− F1(f)(x2, v)|(58)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
;

|F1(f)(x, v1)− F1(f)(x, v2)|(59)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

− ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)min{α,β}
.

Proof. By f ∈ L∞(Γ−), we have

(60) |F1(f)(x, v)| ≤ |f |∞,−.

For (58), since (60), it is obvious for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)) ≥ 1. Therefore, we

consider the case where d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1−x2|(1+ |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)) < 1. By using (17), (22), and (57),

we have

|F1(f)(x1, v)− F1(f)(x2, v)|
≤ |f(xb(x1, v), v)− f(xb(x2, v), v)| e−ν(v)tb(x1,v)

+ |f(xb(x2, v), v)|
∣∣∣e−ν(v)tb(x1,v) − e−ν(v)tb(x2,v)

∣∣∣

≤ m |xb(x1, v)− xb(x2, v)|β + |f |∞,−

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

−ν(v)e−ν(v)sds

∣∣∣∣∣
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. m
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)β

+ |f |∞,−d
−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
.

For (59), we only do the case of |v1| ≥ |v2|. From (60), (59) is obvious for d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 +

|v1|−1e
− ν(v1)

|v1| dx) ≥ 1. Therefore, we consider the case for d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

− ν(v1)

|v1| dx) < 1.

Let v̄2 := |v1|
|v2|v2. Then

|F1(f)(x, v1)− F1(f)(x, v2)|
≤ |F1(f)(x, v1)− F1(f)(x, v̄2)|+ |F1(f)(x, v̄2)− F1(f)(x, v2)| .

Note that |v2 − v̄2| ≤ |v1 − v2|, |v1 − v̄2| ≤ 2|v1 − v2|, and xb(x, v2) = xb(x, v̄2). By using (19),
(21), (23), (24), (57), and the mean value theorem, we have

|F1(f)(x, v1)− F1(f)(x, v̄2)|
≤ |f(xb(x, v1), v1)− f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)| e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) + |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|

×
(∣∣∣e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) − e−ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣e−ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2) − e−ν(v̄2)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣
)

≤ m (|xb(x, v1)− xb(x, v̄2)|+ |v1 − v̄2|)β e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1)

+ |f |∞,−

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

−ν(v1)e−ν(v1)sds

∣∣∣∣∣

+ |f |∞,−|v̄1 − v2|tb(x, v2)|∇ν(v1(t))|e−ν(v1(t))tb(x,v2)

. m
(
d−1
x θ(v1,v̄2) + |v1 − v2|

)β
e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) + |f |∞,−d

−1
x |v1 − v2|+ |f |∞,−|v1 − v2|

. m

(
d−1
x

|v1 − v2|
|v1|

+ |v1 − v2|
)β

e−ν(v1)tb(x,v1) + |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|,

where v1(t) = v1 + t(v̄2 − v1) for some t ∈ [0, 1]. Using (21), (23), (25), (57) and the mean value
theorem, we have

|F1(f)(x, v2)− F1(f)(x, v̄2)|
≤ |f(xb(x, v2), v2)− f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)| e−ν(v2)tb(x,v2) + |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|

×
(∣∣∣e−ν(v2)tb(x,v2) − e−ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣e−ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2) − e−ν(v̄2)tb(x,v̄2)

∣∣∣
)

≤ m (|xb(x, v2)− xb(x, v̄2)|+ |v2 − v̄2|)β + |f |∞,−

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

−ν(v2)e−ν(v2)sds

∣∣∣∣∣

+ |f |∞,−|v2 − v̄2|tb(x, v̄2)|∇ν(v2(t))|e−ν(v2(t))tb(x,v̄2)

. m|v1 − v2|β + |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|,

where v2(t) = v2 + t(v̄2 − v2) for some t ∈ [0, 1]. Thus,

|F1(f)(x, v1)− F1(f)(x, v2)|

. m

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

− ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)β

+ |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|

. (m+ |f |∞,−)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

− ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)min{α,β}
.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

We give the Hölder regularity of F2(f) in the following lemma. Note that

F2(f)(x, v) =

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

k(v, η)F1(f)(x− vs, η)dηds.
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Lemma 20. Let −3 < γ < 0 and 0 < β ≤ 1. Let 0 < α < min{1, 3 + γ}. Suppose that
f ∈ L∞(Γ−) satisfies the regularity condition (57). Then, for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and for every
v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},

|F2(f)(x1, v)− F2(f)(x2, v)|(61)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
4|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
;

|F2(f)(x, v1)− F2(f)(x, v2)| . (m+ |f |∞,−)(62)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)min{α,β}
.

Proof. By (12) and (21), we have

(63) |F2(f)(x, v)| ≤ Cγ,Ω|f |∞,−〈v〉γ−3.

For (61), from (63), it is obvious for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
4|v| d(x1,x2)) ≥ 1. Therefore, we

consider the case where d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
4|v| d(x1,x2)) < 1. We divide Ω as follows: let

n ∈ N,

Ω0 =
{
x ∈ Ω : d(x, ∂Ω) ≤ 2−1d(x1,x2)

}
;

Ωn =
{
x ∈ Ω : d(x, ∂Ω) ≤ 2−nd(x1,x2) min{1, |v|}

}
.

Denote yn the intersection of x1xb(x1, v) with ∂Ωn\∂Ω and denote zn the intersection of x2xb(x2, v)
with ∂Ωn\∂Ω. From Proposition 8, we have

|ynxb(x1, v)|, |znxb(x2, v)| ≤ R2−nmin{1, |v|}, n ≥ 1;(64)

|y0xb(x1, v)|, |z0xb(x2, v)| ≤ R2−n.

Note that one has |x1yn|, |x2zn| ≥ 2−1d(x1,x2) for n = 0, 1, . . .. Let N1 ∈ N satisfy

(65) 2−N1 ≤
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)min{α,β}

For simplicity of notations, we denote An = min
{

|x1yn|
|v| , |x2zn|

|v|

}
and a = min{α, β}. Without loss

of generality, we assume tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v), then

|F2(f)(x1, v)− F2(f)(x2, v)|

≤
N1−1∑

n=1

∫ An+1

An

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)| |F1(f)(x1 − vs, η)− F1(f)(x2 − vs, η)| dηds

+

∫ A1

A0

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)| |F1(f)(x1 − vs, η)− F1(f)(x2 − vs, η)| dηds

+

∫ A0

0

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)| |F1(f)(x1 − vs, η)− F1(f)(x2 − vs, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x2,v)

AN1

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)| |F1(f)(x1 − vs, η)− F1(f)(x2 − vs, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)F1(f)(x1 − vs, η)| dηds

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

It is easy to see that

d−1
(x1−vs,x2−vs) ≤ 2n+1d−1

(x1,x2)
(1 + |v|−1)(66)

for s ∈ [An, An+1], n = 0, 1, . . . . Moreover, by (64), one has

An+1 −An ≤ max{|ynxb(x1, v)|, |znxb(x2, v)|}|v|−1 ≤ R2−n, n ≥ 1.(67)
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Let’s estimate I1. By using the mean value theorem, (12), (58), (66), and (67), it follows from
a < 1 that

I1 . (m+ |f |∞,−)|x1 − x2|a

×
N1−1∑

n=1

∫ An+1

An

e−ν(v)s

∫

R3

|k(v, η)|
[
d−1
(x1−vs,x2−vs)(1 + |η|−1)

]a
dηds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a N1−1∑

n=1

2an (An+1 −An) e
−ν(v)An

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a

×
(

N1−1∑

n=1

2(a−1)n

)
e−

ν(v)
|v| min{|x1yn|,|x2zn|}

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a
e−

ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2) .

For I2 and I3, by applying (12), (21), (58), and (66), we have

I2 . (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1
)a
e−

1
2ν(v)A0

∫ A1

A0

e−
1
2ν(v)sds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1
)a
e−

ν(v)
4|v| d(x1,x2) ,

and

I3 . (m+ |f |∞,−)|x1 − x2|a
∫ A0

0

e−ν(v)s〈v〉γ−2
[
2−1d(x1,x2)}

]−a
ds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a
.

For I4, by using (64) and (65), we have

I4 . |f |∞,−

∫ tb(x2,v)

AN1

〈v〉γ−2e−ν(v)sds

. |f |∞,−

(
|x2xb(x2, v)|

|v| −min

{ |x1yN1 |
|v| ,

|x2zN1 |
|v|

})
〈v〉γ−2e−ν(v)AN1

. |f |∞,−max{|yN1xb(x1, v)|, |zN1xb(x2, v)|}
〈v〉γ−2

|v| e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)

. |f |∞,−2
−N1Rmin{1, |v|} 〈v〉

γ−2

|v| e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)

. |f |∞,−
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a
e−

ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2) .

For I5, by (22), we have

I5 . |f |∞,−d
−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2) .

Summing up, one get (61).
For (62), we only do the case of |v1| ≥ |v2|. Since (63), (62) is obvious for d−1

x |v1 − v2|(1 +

e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx) ≥ 1. Therefore, we consider the case for d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) < 1. We now
divide Ω as follows: let n ∈ N,

Ω′
0 =

{
y ∈ Ω : d(y, ∂Ω) ≤ 2−1dx

}
,

Ω′
n =

{
y ∈ Ω : d(y, ∂Ω) ≤ 2−ndx min{1, |v1|}

}
.
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Denote y′n the intersection of xxb(x, v1) with ∂Ω
′
n\∂Ω and denote z′n the intersection of xxb(x, v2)

with ∂Ω′
n\∂Ω. From Proposition 8, we have

max
{
|y′nxb(x, v1)|, |z′nxb(x, v2)|

}
≤ R2−nmin{1, |v1|}, n ≥ 1;(68)

max
{
|y′0xb(x, v1)|, |z′0xb(x, v2)|

}
≤ R2−1.

Let N2 = N2(x, v1, v2) ∈ N satisfy

(69) 2−N2 ≤
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
.

Let v̄2 = |v1|
|v2|v2. Note that |v1 − v̄2| ≤ 2|v1 − v2| and |v2 − v̄2| ≤ |v1 − v2|. Then

|F2(x, v1)− F2(x, v2)| ≤ |F2(x, v1)− F2(x, v̄2)|+ |F2(x, v̄2)− F2(x, v2)|
=: II + III.

For II, without loss of generality, we assume that tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Then

II ≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s

∫

R3

|k(v̄2, η)| |F1(f)(x− v1s, η)− F1(f)(x − v̄2s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s

∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v̄2, η)| |F1(f)(x− v1s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v1)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)| |F1(f)(x− v1s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v1)s

∫

R3

|k(v1, η)| |F1(f)(x − v1s, η)| dηds

=: II1 + II2 + II3 + II4.

For II1, let Bn = min
{

|xy′
n|

|v1| ,
|xz′

n|
|v̄2|

}
, then

II1 =

N2−1∑

n=1

∫ Bn+1

Bn

· · · · · ·+
∫ B1

B0

· · · · · ·+
∫ B0

0

· · · · · ·+
∫ tb(x,v2)

BN2

· · · · · ·

=: II11 + II12 + II13 + II14.

It is easy to see that

d−1
(x−v1s,x−v̄2s)

≤ 2n+1d−1
x (1 + |v1|−1)(70)

for s ∈ [Bn, Bn+1], n = 0, 1, . . . . Moreover, by (68), one has

Bn+1 −Bn ≤ max{|y′nxb(x, v1)|, |z′nxb(x, v2)|}|v̄2|−1 ≤ R2−n, n ≥ 1.(71)

For II11, by using the mean value theorem, (12), (58), (70), and (71), we have

II11 . (m+ |f |∞,−)|v1 − v̄2|a

×
N2−1∑

n=1

∫ Bn+1

Bn

sae−ν(v̄2)s

∫

R3

|k(v̄2, η)|
[
d−1
(x−v1s,x−v̄2s)

(1 + |η|−1)
]a
dηds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a 〈v1〉γ−2

×
N2−1∑

n=1

2an (Bn+1 −Bn)

(
sn
|v̄2|

)a

e
− ν(v̄2)

|v̄2| sn

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx

(
N2−1∑

n=1

2(a−1)n

)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx ,

where min
{
|xy′n|, |xz′n|

}
≤ sn ≤ min{|xy′n+1|, |xz′n+1|}.
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For II12 and II13, by using (12), (21), (58), and (70), we have

II12

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e−

1
2ν(v̄2)B0

∫ B1

B0

sae−
1
2ν(v̄2)sds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx

and

II13 . (m+ |f |∞,−)|v1 − v2|a
∫ B0

0

sae−ν(v̄2)s
(
2−1dx

)−a 〈v̄2〉γ−2ds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)a
.

For II14, by using the mean value theorem, (68), and (69), we have

II14 . |f |∞,− (tb(x, v̄2)−BN2) 〈v1〉γ−2e−ν(v̄2)BN2

. |f |∞,− max{|y′N2
xb(x, v1)|, |z′N2

xb(x, v2)|}|v1|−1〈v1〉γ−2e
− ν(v̄2)

2|v̄2| dx

. |f |∞,−R2
−N2 min{1, |v1|}|v1|−1〈v1〉γ−2e

− ν(v̄2)

2|v̄2| dx

. |f |∞,−
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx .

By using Lemma 3, (12), (21), (23), and (24), we have

II2 + II3 + II4

. |f |∞,−
(
|v1 − v2|α̃γ + |v1 − v2|+ d−1

x |v1 − v2|
)
.

Summing up, one get

II . (m+ |f |∞,−)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)a

.

For III, one has that tb(x, v2) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Thus,

III ≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s

∫

R3

|k(v̄2, η)| |F1(f)(x − v2s, η)− F1(f)(x− v̄2s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−ν(v̄2)s

∫

R3

|k(v2, η)− k(v̄2, η)| |F1(f)(x − v2s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−ν(v2)s − e−ν(v̄2)s
∣∣∣
∫

R3

|k(v2, η)| |F1(f)(x − v2s, η)| dηds

+

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−ν(v2)s

∫

R3

|k(v̄2, η)| |F1(f)(x− v2s, η)| dηds

=: III1 + III2 + III3 + III4.

For III1, let B̃n =
|xz′

n|
|v̄2| , then

III1 =

N2−1∑

n=1

∫ B̃n+1

B̃n

· · · · · ·+
∫ B̃1

B̃0

· · · · · ·+
∫ B̃0

0

· · · · · ·+
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

B̃N2

· · · · · ·

=: III11 + III12 + III13 + III14.

For III11, by using the mean value theorem, (12), (58), (70), and (71), we have

III11

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a N2−1∑

n=1

2an
∫ B̃n+1

B̃n

sae−ν(v̄2)sds
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. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a N2−1∑

n=1

2(a−1)n

(
sn
|v̄2|

)a

e
− ν(v̄2)

|v̄2| sn

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx

(
N2−1∑

n=1

2(a−1)n

)

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx ,

where |xy′n| ≤ sn ≤ |xy′n+1|. For III12 and III13, by using (12), (21), (58), and (70), we have

III12

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e−

1
2ν(v̄2)B̃0

∫ B̃1

B̃0

sae−
1
2ν(v̄2)sds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx

and

III13 . (m+ |f |∞,−)|v1 − v2|a
∫ B̃0

0

sae−ν(v̄1)s
(
2−1dx

)−a 〈v̄2〉γ−2ds

. (m+ |f |∞,−)
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)a
.

For III14, by using the mean value theorem, (68), and (69), we have

III14 . |f |∞,−〈v1〉γ−2|y′N2
xb(x, v2)||v̄2|−1e

− ν(v̄2)

|v̄2| |xy′
N2

|

. |f |∞,−〈v1〉γ−2R2−N2 min{1, |v1|}|v1|−1e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx

. |f |∞,−
(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx〈v1〉γ−2.

By using Lemma 3, (12), (21), (23), and (25), we have

III2 + III3 + III4 . |f |∞,−
(
|v1 − v2|α̃γ + |v1 − v2|+ d−1

x |v1 − v2|
)
.

Summing up, one get

III . (m+ |f |∞,−)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)a

.

This completes the proof. �

From the results of Proposition 11, Lemmas 18–20, and (20), we complete the proof of Theorem
15.

5. Hölder regularity of the approximate steady Boltzmann equation

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

(72)

{
v · ∇xf + Lf + ϕ(g)f = N+(g, g), in Ω× R3,

f = r, on Γ−,

where Ω is a bounded and strictly convex domain and ϕ(g) is defined in (4). According to the
regularity estimate (45) obtained in Theorem 15, we suppose that g satisfies the following estimate:

|g(x1, v1)− g(x2, v2)|(73)

≤ Cg

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)a

,

for every x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0}, where 0 < a < min{1, 3+ γ} and Cg > 0 depends on g.
Moreover, from Lemma 4, we have

|ϕ(g)(x, v)| ≤ Ĉ‖wg‖∞ν(v).
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Assume that g satisfies

(74) Ĉ‖wg‖∞ ≤ 1

2

for τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 .

The Hölder regularity estimate of problem (72) is stated as follows:

Theorem 21. Assume that r ∈ L∞(Γ−) satisfies (5) and g satisfies (73) and (74) for τ > 3+ |γ|
and 0 < κ < 1

8 . Let f ∈ L∞(Ω × R3) be a solution of (72). Then, there exists C = Ca,β,γ,Ω > 0

such that for every x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},

|f(x1, v1)− f(x2, v2)| ≤ C(m+ Cf,g + C̃f,g + C̃g)

×
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{a,β}
,

where

Cf,g = |f |∞,− (1 + Cg + ‖wg‖∞) ;

C̃f,g = ‖f‖∞ (1 + Cg + ‖wg‖∞) ;

C̃g = (Cg + Cg‖wg‖∞ + ‖wg‖∞ + ‖wg‖2∞)‖wg‖∞.

To prove the result, from the method of characteristics, for every x ∈ Ω and v ∈ R3 \ {0}, one
has

f(x, v)

= f (xb(x, v), v) e
−(ν(v)tb(x,v)+

∫ tb(x,v)

0 ϕ(g)(x−vℓ,v)dℓ)

+

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−(ν(v)s+
∫

s

0
ϕ(g)(x−vℓ,v)dℓ) (Kf +N+(g, g)) (x− vs, v)dvds.

For simplicity of notation, we denote

Φ(g)(x, v, s) = ν(v)s +

∫ s

0

ϕ(g)(x − vℓ, v)dℓ.

We iterate the term Kf once more to get

f(x, v)

= M1(f, g)(x, v) +M2(f, g)(x, v) +M3(f, g)(x, v) +N1(g)(x, v) +N2(g)(x, v),

where

M1(f, g)(x, v) := f (xb(x, v), v) e
−Φ(g)(x,v,tb(x,v));

M2(f, g)(x, v) :=

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)

∫

R3

k(v, η)M1(f, g)(x− vs, η)dηds;

M3(f, g)(x, v) :=

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)

∫

R3

k(v, η)

×
∫ tb(x−vs,η)

0

e−Φ(g)(x−vs,η,τ)Kf (x− vs− ητ, η) dτdηds;

N1(g)(x, v) :=

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)N+(g, g)(x− vs, v)ds;

N2(g)(x, v) :=

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)

∫

R3

k(v, η)N1(g)(x− vs, η)dτdηds.

The following lemma shows the Hölder regularity for the nonlinear operators.
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Lemma 22. Let τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that g satisfies (73). Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω

and v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0}, we have

|N+(g, g)(x1, v)−N+(g, g)(x2, v)|(75)

. Cg‖wg‖∞
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

〈v〉γ−2;

|N+(g, g)(x, v1)−N+(g, g)(x, v2)|(76)

. ‖wg‖∞
(
Cg

[
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

]a
+ ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|

)
max{〈v1〉γ−2, 〈v2〉γ−2};

|ϕ(g)(x1, v)− ϕ(g)(x2, v)|(77)

. Cg

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

〈v〉γ ;
|ϕ(g)(x, v1)− ϕ(g)(x, v2)|(78)

. ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|〈v1〉γ + Cg

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)a
max{〈v1〉γ , 〈v2〉γ}.

Proof. By applying Lemma 6, (13), and (73), we get (75)–(78). �

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 τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that g satisfies (73). Let x1, x2 ∈ Ω and

v ∈ R3 \ {0} with tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v). Then
∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−
1
2ν(v)s

∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x1 − vℓ, v)− ϕ(g)(x2 − vℓ, v)| dℓds(79)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
;

∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−
1
2ν(v)s |N+(g)(x1 − vs, v)−N+(g)(x2 − vs, v)| ds(80)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)‖wg‖∞
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
.

Let x ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 with 0 < |v2| ≤ |v1| and tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2), where v̄2 = |v1|
|v2|v2. Then

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s

∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v1ℓ, v1)− ϕ(g)(x− v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓds(81)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|;
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s |N+(g)(x − v1s, v1)−N+(g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds(82)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)‖wg‖∞d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + ‖wg‖2∞|v1 − v2|;
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s

∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v2ℓ, v2)− ϕ(g)(x− v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓds(83)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|;
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s |N+(g)(x − v2s, v2)−N+(g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds(84)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)‖wg‖∞d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + ‖wg‖2∞|v1 − v2|.

Lemma 24. Let τ > 0 and 0 < κ < 1
8 . Assume that g satisfies (73). Let x1, x2 ∈ Ω and

v ∈ R3 \ {0} with tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v). Then
(∫ tb(x2,v)

0

|ϕ(g)(x1 − vℓ, v)− ϕ(g)(x2 − vℓ, v)| dℓ
)
e−

1
2ν(v)tb(x2,v)(85)
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. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a
e−

ν(v)
4|v| d(x1,x2)).

Let x ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 with 0 < |v2| ≤ |v1| and tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2), where v̄2 = |v1|
|v2|v2. Then

(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v1ℓ, v1)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓ
)
e−

1
2ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)(86)

. Cg

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx + ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|;(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v2ℓ, v2)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓ
)
e−

1
2ν(v̄2)tb(x,v̄2)(87)

. Cg

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

)a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx + ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|.

In what follows we study the Hölder regularity forN1(g), N2(g),M1(f, g),M2(f, g), andM3(f, g).
We begin by showing the Hölder regularity of N1(g).

Lemma 25. Assume that g satisfies (73) and (74). Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈
R3 \ {0},

|N1(g)(x1, v)−N1(g)(x2, v)|(88)

. C̃g

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
;

|N1(g)(x, v1)−N1(g)(x, v2)|(89)

. C̃g

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)a

.

where C̃g is as in Theorem 21.

Proof. From (74), we have

(90) Φ(g)(x, v, s) ≥ 1

2
ν(v)s.

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 4 and (21) that

|N+(g, g)(x, v)| . w−1(v)〈v〉γ‖wg‖2∞;(91)

|N1(g)(x, v)| . w−1(v)〈v〉γ−1‖wg‖2∞.(92)

For (88), from (92), it is obvious for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1+ |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2)) ≥ 1. Therefore, we

consider the case where d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2)) < 1. Without loss of generality,

we assume that tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v). By the mean value theorem, (22), (79), (80), (90), and (91),
we have

|N1(g)(x1, v)−N1(g)(x2, v)|

≤
∫ tb(x2,v)

0

∣∣∣e−Φ(g)(x1,v,s) − e−Φ(g)(x2,v,s)
∣∣∣ |N+(g, g)(x1 − vs, v)| ds

+

∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x2,v,s) |N+(g, g)(x1 − vs, v)−N+(g, g)(x2 − vs, v)| ds

+

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−Φ(g)(x1,v,s) |N+(g, g)(x1 − vs, v)| ds

.
ν(v)

w(v)
‖wg‖2∞

∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−
1
2ν(v)s

∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x1 − vℓ, v)− ϕ(g)(x2 − vℓ, v)| dℓds

+

∫ tb(x2,v)

0

e−
1
2ν(v)s |N+(g, g)(x1 − vs, v)−N+(g, g)(x2 − vs, v)| ds
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+

∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

e−
1
2ν(v)s |N+(g, g)(x1 − vs, v)| ds

. ‖wg‖2∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)d−a
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|a(1 + |v|−ae−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

+ (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)‖wg‖∞d−a
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|a(1 + |v|−ae−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

+ ‖wg‖2∞d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2)

. C̃g

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
.

For (89), we only do the |v1| ≥ |v2| case. Since (92), (89) is obvious for d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 +

|v1|−1e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx) ≥ 1, and thus we consider the case where d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) < 1.

Let v̄2 = |v1|
|v2|v2. Then

|N1(g)(x, v1)−N1(g)(x, v2)|
≤ |N1(g)(x, v1)−N1(g)(x, v̄2)|+ |N1(g)(x, v̄2)−N1(g)(x, v2)| =: I + II.

Without loss of generality, we assume that tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). By using the mean value theorem,
(21), (24), (81), (82), (90), and (91), we have

I ≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−Φ(g)(x,v1,s) − e−Φ(g)(x,v̄2,s)
∣∣∣ |N+(g, g)(x− v1s, v1)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v̄2,s) |N+(g, g)(x− v1s, v1)−N+(g, g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−Φ(g)(x,v1,s) |N+(g, g)(x− v1s, v1)| ds

. ‖wg‖2∞
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

se−
1
2ν(v1)s|v1 − v̄2||∇ν(v1(t))|ds

+ ‖wg‖2∞
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v1)s

[∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v1ℓ, v1)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓ
]
ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s |N+(g, g)(x− v1s, v1)−N+(g, g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+ ‖wg‖2∞〈v1〉γ
∫ tb(x,v1)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−
1
2ν(v1)sds

. C̃g

(
d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)

. C̃g

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)a

,

where v1(t) = v1 + t(v̄2 − v1) for some t ∈ [0, 1]. For II, we now have tb(x, v2) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). By
using the mean value theorem, (21), (25), (81), (82), (90), and (91), we have

II ≤
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

∣∣∣e−Φ(x,v2,s) − e−Φ(x,v̄2,s)
∣∣∣ |N+(g, g)(x− v2s, v2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v̄2,s) |N+(g, g)(x− v2s, v2)−N+(g, g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+

∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−Φ(g)(x,v2,s) |N+(g, g)(x− v2s, v2)| ds

. ‖wg‖2∞
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

se−
1
2ν(v̄2)s|v2 − v̄2||∇ν(v2(t))|ds
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+ ‖wg‖2∞
∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s

[∫ s

0

|ϕ(g)(x − v2ℓ, v2)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)| dℓ
]
ds

+

∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

e−
1
2ν(v̄2)s |N+(g, g)(x− v2s, v2)−N+(g, g)(x− v̄2s, v̄2)| ds

+ ‖wg‖2∞〈v2〉γ
∫ tb(x,v2)

tb(x,v̄2)

e−
1
2
ν(v2)sds

. C̃g

(
d−a
x |v1 − v2|a(1 + |v1|−ae

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) + d−1
x |v1 − v2|

)

. C̃g

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx)

)a

,

where v2(t) = v2 + t(v̄2 − v2) for some t ∈ [0, 1]. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 26. Assume that g satisfies (73) and (74). Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈
R3 \ {0},

|N2(g)(x1, v)−N2(g)(x2, v)| . C̃g

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
;

|N2(g)(x, v1)−N2(g)(x, v2)| . C̃g

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)a

.

where C̃g is as in Theorem 21.

Proof. Note that

N2(g)(x, v) =

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)

∫

R3

k(v, η)N1(g)(x − vs, η)dηds.

By using (12), (88), and (89), the proof is most same as that of Lemmas 20 and 25 and is omitted
here. We complete the proof. �

Lemma 27. Assume that g satisfies (73) and (74) and f ∈ L∞(Γ−) satisfies (57). Then for
every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈ R

3 \ {0},
|M1(f, g)(x1, v)−M1(f, g)(x2, v)|(93)

. (m+ Cf,g)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{a,β}
;

|M1(f)(x, v1)−M1(f)(x, v2)|(94)

. (m+ Cf,g)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)min{a,β}
,

where Cf,g is as in Theorem 21.

Proof. From (74), one has (90). It follows from (90) that

(95) |M1(f, g)(x, v)| ≤ |f |∞,−e
− 1

2 ν(v)tb(x,v) ≤ |f |∞,−.

For (93), since (95), it is obvious for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)) ≥ 1. Therefore, we

consdier the case for d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)) < 1. Without loss of generality, we

assume that tb(x1, v) ≥ tb(x2, v). By using the mean value theorem, (17), (18), (22), (57), (85),
and (90), we have

|M1(f, g)(x1, v)−M1(f, g)(x2, v)|
≤ |f(xb(x1, v), v)− f(xb(x2, v), v)| e−

1
2ν(v)tb(x1,v)

+ |f |∞,−ν(v) (tb(x1, v)− tb(x2, v)) e
− 1

2ν(v)tb(x2,v)
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+ |f |∞,−

(∫ tb(x1,v)

tb(x2,v)

|ϕ(g)(x1 − vℓ, v)| dℓ
)
e−

1
2ν(v)tb(x2,v)

+ |f |∞,−

(∫ tb(x2,v)

0

|ϕ(g)(x1 − vℓ, v)− ϕ(g)(x2 − vℓ, v)| dℓ
)
e−

ν(v)
2 tb(x2,v)

. m
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)β

+ |f |∞,−(1 + ‖wg‖∞)d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2||v|−1e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)

+ |f |∞,−(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1)
)a
e−

ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2)

. (m+ Cf,g)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
2|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{a,β}
.

For (94), we only do the |v1| ≥ |v2| case. Since (95), (94) is obvious for d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 +

|v1|−1e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx) ≥ 1. Therefore, we consider the case where d−1
x |v1−v2|(1+ |v1|−1e

−c
ν(v1)

|v1| dx) < 1.

Let v̄2 := |v1|
|v2|v2. Then

|M1(f, g)(x, v1)−M1(f, g)(x, v2)|
≤ |M1(f, g)(x, v1)−M1(f, g)(x, v̄2)|+ |M1(f, g)(x, v̄2)−M1(f, g)(x, v2)|
=: II + III.

Note that |v1 − v̄2| ≤ 2|v1 − v2|, |v̄2 − v2| ≤ |v1 − v2|, and xb(x, v2) = xb(x, v̄2).
For II, we assume without loss of generality that tb(x, v1) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Then

II ≤ |f(xb(x, v1), v1)− f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)| e−Φ(g)(x,v1,tb(x,v1))

+ |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|
∣∣∣e−Φ(g)(x,v1,tb(x,v1)) − e−Φ(g)(x,v1,tb(x,v̄2))

∣∣∣

+ |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|
∣∣∣e−Φ(g)(x,v1,tb(x,v̄2)) − e−Φ(g)(x,v̄2,tb(x,v̄2))

∣∣∣
=: II1 + II2 + II3.

For II1, by using (19), (57), and (90), we have

II1 . m
(
d−1
x θ(v1,v̄2) + |v1 − v2|

)β
e−

1
2ν(v1)tb(x,v1)

. m
[
(d−1

x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)
)β
e
− ν(v1)

2|v1| dx .

For II2, we divide it into the following two case.
(i) θ(v1,v̄2) ≥ π

3 . By (20) and (90), we have

II2 ≤ |f |∞,−
(
e−

1
2ν(v1)tb(x,v1) + e−

1
2ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

)
. |f |∞,−θ(v1,v̄2)e

− ν(v1)

2|v1| dx

. |f |∞,−|v1 − v2||v1|−1e
− ν(v1)

2|v1| dx . |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|.

(ii) θ(v1,v̄2) <
π
3 . One has that |v1(t)| ∼ |v1|, where v1(t) =: v1 + t(v̄2 − v1) for t ∈ [0, 1]. By

applying the mean value theorem, (20), (26), (27), and (74), we have

II2 ≤ |f |∞,−|v1 − v̄2|e−Φ(g)(x,v1,tb(x,v1(t)))

× |[ν(v1) + ϕ(g) (x− v1tb(x, v1(t)), v1)]∇vtb(x, v1(t))|
. |f |∞,−〈v1〉γd−1

x |v1 − v2|[tb(x, v1(t))]2e−
1
2 ν(v1)tb(x,v1(t))

. |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|.

For II3, by using the mean value theorem, (86), and (90), we have

II3 ≤ |f |∞,−|ν(v1)− ν(v̄2)|tb(x, v̄2)e−
1
2ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

+ f |∞,−

(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

|ϕ(g)(x − v1ℓ, v1)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)|dℓ
)
e−

1
2 ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)

. |f |∞,−|v1 − v̄2||∇ν(v1(t))|tb(x, v̄2)e−
1
2 ν(v1)tb(x,v̄2)
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+ |f |∞,−

(
Cg

[
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

]a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx + ‖wg‖∞|v1 − v2|
)

. |f |∞,−

(
Cg

[
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

]a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx + (1 + ‖wg‖∞)|v1 − v2|
)

For III, we have tb(x, v2) ≥ tb(x, v̄2). Then

III ≤ |f(xb(x, v2), v2)− f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)| e−Φ(x,v2,tb(x,v2))

+ |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|
∣∣∣e−Φ(x,v2,tb(x,v2)) − e−Φ(x,v2,tb(x,v̄2))

∣∣∣

+ |f(xb(x, v̄2), v̄2)|
∣∣∣e−Φ(x,v2,tb(x,v̄2)) − e−Φ(x,v̄2,tb(x,v̄2))

∣∣∣
=: III1 + III2 + III3.

For III1, by using (57) and (90), we have

III1 ≤ m (|xb(x, v2)− xb(x, v̄2)|+ |v2 − v̄2|)β e−
1
2ν(v2)tb(x,v2) . m|v1 − v2|β .

For III2, we divide it into the following two cases.

(i) |v2| < |v1|
2 . One has |v1 − v2| ∼ |v1|. By using the mean value theorem and (90), we have

III2 ≤ |f |∞,−
(
e−

1
2 ν(v2)tb(x,v2) + e−

1
2ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2)

)

. |f |∞,− [tb(x, v̄2)]
−1

[tb(x, v̄2)] e
− 1

2ν(v2)tb(x,v̄2)

. |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|.

(ii) |v1|
2 ≤ |v2| ≤ |v1|. By applying the mean value theorem, (20), and (90), we have

III2 ≤ |f |∞,−




∣∣∣xxb(x, v2)
∣∣∣

|v2|
−

∣∣∣xxb(x, v2)
∣∣∣

|v̄2|


∣∣ν(v2) + ϕ(g)(x − v2 t̃)

∣∣ e−Φ(g)(x,v2,t̃)

. |f |∞,−〈v2〉γ |v1 − v2|

∣∣∣xxb(x, v2)
∣∣∣

|v1||v2|
e
− ν(v2)

|v1| |xxb(x,v2)|

. |f |∞,−d
−1
x |v1 − v2|,

where tb(x, v̄2) ≤ t̃ ≤ tb(x, v2). For III3, by using the mean value theorem, (87), and (90), we
have

III3 ≤ |f |∞,−|ν(v2)− ν(v̄2)|tb(x, v̄2)e−
1
2 ν(v̄2)tb(x,v̄2)

+ f |∞,−

(∫ tb(x,v̄2)

0

|ϕ(g)(x− v2ℓ, v2)− ϕ(g)(x − v̄2ℓ, v̄2)|dℓ
)
e−

1
2ν(v̄2)tb(x,v̄2)

. |f |∞,−

(
Cg

[
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1|−1)

]a
e
−c

ν(v1)

|v1| dx + (1 + ‖wg‖∞)|v1 − v2|
)
.

Summing up, we get (94). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 28. Assume that g satisfies (73) and (74) and f ∈ L∞(Γ−) satisfies (57). Then for
every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0},

|M2(f, g)(x1, v)−M2(f, g)(x2, v)|

. (m+ Cf,g)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
8|v| d(x1,x2))

)min{a,β}
;

|M2(f, g)(x, v1)−M2(f, g)(x, v2)|

. (m+ Cf,g)

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)min{a,β}
.

where Cf,g is as in Theorem 21.
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Proof. Note that

M2(f, g)(x, v) =

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(g)(x,v,s)

∫

R3

k(v, η)M1(f, g)(x− vs, η)dηds.

By using (12), (93), and (94), the proof is most same as that of Lemmas 20 and 25 and is omitted
here. We complete the proof. �

Lemma 29. Assume that g satisfies (73) and (74). Then for every x, x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v, v1, v2 ∈
R3 \ {0},

|M3(f, g)(x1, v)−M3(f, g)(x2, v)|(96)

. C̃f,g

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + |v|−1e−
ν(v)
|v| d(x1,x2))

)a
;

|M3(f, g)(x, v1)−M3(f, g)(x, v2)|(97)

. C̃f,g

(
d−1
x |v1 − v2|(1 + |v1,2|−1e

−c
ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| dx
)

)a

,

where C̃f,g is as in Theorem 21.

Proof. Define

G(f, g)(x, v) =

∫

R3

∫ tb(x,η)

0

k(v, η)e−Φ(g)(x,η,τ)Kf(x− ητ, η)dτdη.

Then

M3(f, g)(x, v) =

∫ tb(x,v)

0

e−Φ(x,v,s)G(f, g)(x − vs, v)ds.

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

G(f, g)(x, v)(98)

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

k (v,X(x)) e−Φ(g)(x,X(x), |x−y|
ρ

)Kf (y,X(x))
ρ

|x− y|2 dydρ,

where X(x) := x−y
|x−y|ρ for simplicity. To estimate (96)–(97), we need to complete the following

estimates:

|G(f, g)(x1, v)−G(f, g)(x2, v)| . C̃f,g

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

;(99)

|G(f, g)(x, v1)−G(f, g)(x, v2)| . ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|a.(100)

For (99), we divide the integration domain Ω into two subdomains: D1 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| ≤
|y − x2|} and D2 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| > |y − x2|}. We shall only do the D1 case since the other is
similar. Applying (98) to the difference G(f, g)(x1, v)−G(f, g)(x2, v), we have

|G(f, g)(x1, v)−G(f, g)(x2, v)|D1

≤
∫ ∞

0

∫

D1

|k (v,X(x1))Kf (y,X(x1))|
ρ

|x1 − y|2

×
∣∣∣e−Φ(g)(x1,X(x1),

|x1−y|
ρ

) − e−Φ(g)(x2,X(x2),
|x2−y|

ρ
)
∣∣∣ dydρ

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

D1

ρe−Φ(g)(x2,X(x2),
|x2−y|

ρ
)
∣∣k (v,X(x1))Kf (y,X(x1)) |x1 − y|−2

−k (v,X(x2))Kf (y,X(x2)) |x2 − y|−2
∣∣ dydρ

=: G1 +G2.

For G1, we divide again the integration domain D1 into two subdomains :

D11 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| ≤ |y − x2|, |y − x2| ≥ 2|x1 − x2|};
D12 = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x1| ≤ |y − x2| < 2|x1 − x2|},
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and name the corresponding integrals as G11 and G12, respectively. For G11, by using the mean
value theorem and (12), we have

G11 . ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D11

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2 e
−A(x1,x2,ρ,y)

3∑

i=1

Hi(x1, x2, ρ, y)dydρ

where A(x1, x2, ρ, y) is between Φ(g)(x1, X(x1),
|x1−y|

ρ
) and Φ(g)(x2, X(x2),

|x2−y|
ρ

),

H1(x1, x2, ρ, y) =

∫ |x1−y|
ρ

0

|ϕ(g)(x1 −X(x1)ℓ,X(x1))− ϕ(g)(x2 −X(x2)ℓ,X(x2))| dℓ;

H2(x1, x2, ρ, y) =

∫ |x2−y|
ρ

|x1−y|
ρ

|ϕ(g)(x2 −X(x2)ℓ,X(x2))| dℓ;

H3(x1, x2, ρ, y) =

∣∣∣∣ν(X(x1))
|x1 − y|

ρ
− ν(X(x2))

|x2 − y|
ρ

∣∣∣∣ .

By (74), we now have

A(x1, x2, ρ, y) ≥ min

{
ν (X(xi))

|xi − y|
2ρ

: i = 1, 2

}
≥ ν1〈ρ〉γ

2ρ
|x1 − y|.(101)

For H1, let Ω̃0 = Ω and

Ω̃n = {x ∈ Ω : dx < 2−nd(x1,x2) min{1, ρ}}, n ∈ N,

and let N ∈ N be such that

2−N ≤
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + ρ−1)
)a
.

Because of the convexity, there is a unique intersection point Xi of the ray −→xiy with ∂Ω. Denote

xin be the intersection point of xiXi with ∂Ω̃n \ ∂Ω. By Proposition 8, (49), (77), and (78), we
have

(102) |xin −Xi| . 2−n min{1, ρ}
and

|ϕ(g)(x1 −X(x1)ℓ,X(x1))− ϕ(g)(x2 −X(x2)ℓ,X(x2))|(103)

. Cg|x1 − x2|a〈ρ〉γd−a
(x1−X(x1)ℓ,x2−X(x2)ℓ)

(
1 +

ρaℓa

|x1 − y|a +
ρa

|x1 − y|a
)

+ ‖wg‖∞〈ρ〉γρ |x1 − x2|
|x1 − y| .

Let Ãn = min
{

|x1−x1n|
ρ

, |x2−x2n|
ρ

}
. By applying the idea in the proof of Lemma 20 and using

(102) and (103), we can obtain that for any y ∈ Ω̃n \ Ω̃n+1, 0 ≤ n ≤ N ,

H1(x1, x2, ρ, y)

=

∫ Ã1

0

· · · · · ·+
∫ Ã2

Ã1

· · · · · ·+ . . .+

∫ |x1−y|
ρ

Ãn

· · · · · ·

. Cg〈ρ〉γ
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + ρ−1)
)α [ |x1 − y|

ρ
+

|x1 − y|1−α

ρ1−α

+




n∑

j=1

2(α−1)j



(
1 +

ρα

|x1 − y|α
)
+ ‖wg‖∞〈ρ〉γ |x1 − x2|,

and for any y ∈ Ω̃N+1,

H1(x1, x2, ρ, y)
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=

∫ Ã1

0

· · · · · ·+
∫ Ã2

Ã1

· · · · · ·+ . . .+

∫ |x1−y|
ρ

ÃN+1

· · · · · ·

. Cg〈ρ〉γ
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + ρ−1)
)a [ |x1 − y|

ρ
+

|x1 − y|1−a

ρ1−a

+




N∑

j=1

2(a−1)j



(
1 +

ρa

|x1 − y|a
)
+ ‖wg‖∞〈ρ〉γ |x1 − x2|

+ ‖wg‖∞〈ρ〉γ2−N min{1, ρ}ρ−1.

This together with (101) gives

H1(x1, x2, ρ, y)e
−A(x1,x2,ρ,y)

. (Cg + ‖wg‖∞)〈ρ〉γ
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|(1 + ρ−1)
)a [

1 +
ρa

|x1 − y|a
]
e−c

〈ρ〉γ

ρ
|x1−y|,

and thus, by (12) and (20), we have

‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D11

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2 e
−A(x1,x2,ρ,y)H1(x1, x2, ρ, y)dydρ

. ‖f‖∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

×
∫ ∞

0

∫

D11

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉2γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2 (1 + ρ−1)a
[
1 +

ρa

|x1 − y|a
]
e−c

〈ρ〉γ

ρ
|x1−y|dydρ

. ‖f‖∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a ∫

R3

|k(v, η)| 〈η〉
2γ−2

|η| (1 + |η|−1)a

×
∫ R

|x1−x2|

[( |η|
r

)1−β1
(
r

|η|

)1−β1

+

( |η|
r

)a( |η|
r

)β2
(
r

|η|

)β2
]
e−c

〈η〉γ

|η| rdrdη

. ‖f‖∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

×
∫

R3

|k(v, η)|〈η〉2γ−2(1 + |η|−1)a
(
|η|−β1 + |η|a+β2−1

)
dη

. ‖f‖∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a
,

where we have chosen 0 < β1 < min{1, 3 + γ − a} and max{0, |γ| − 2} < β2 < 1− a.
For H2 and H3, by the mean value theorem, we have

H2(x1, x2, ρ, y) . ‖wg‖∞|x1 − x2|〈ρ〉γρ−1;

H3(x1, x2, ρ, y) =

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

d

ds

[
ν (X(x(s)))

|x1 − y|
ρ

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
. |x1 − x2|

(
〈ρ〉γρ−1 + 〈ρ〉γ−1

)
.

By repeating the estimate for Gk13 in the proof of Lemma 16, we have

‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D11

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2 e
−A(x1,x2,ρ,y)

3∑

i=2

Hi(x1, x2, ρ, y)dydρ

. (‖wg‖∞ + 1)‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|a.
For G12, by (12) and (101) and by repeating the estimate for Gk3 in the proof of Lemma 16,

we have

G12

. ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D12

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2
(
e−ν(X(x1))

|x1−y|
2ρ + e−ν(X(x2))

|x2−y|
2ρ

)
dydρ
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. ‖f‖∞
∫ ∞

0

∫

D12

|k (v,X(x1))|
〈ρ〉γ−2ρ

|x1 − y|2 e
−c

〈ρ〉γ

ρ
|x1−y|dydρ

. ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|a.
For G2, by (101), we have

G2

≤
∫ ∞

0

∫

D1

|k (v,X(x1))|
ρ

|x1 − y|2 e
−c

〈ρ〉γ

ρ
|x1−y| |Kf (y,X(x1)) −Kf (y,X(x2))| dydρ

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

D1

ρ |Kf (y,X(x2))|
∣∣∣k (v,X(x1)) e

−ν(X(x1))
|x1−y|

2ρ |x1 − y|−2

−k (v,X(x2)) e
−ν(X(x2))

|x2−y|
2ρ |x2 − y|−2

∣∣∣ dydρ

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

D1

|Kf (y,X(x2)) k (v,X(x1))|
ρ

|x1 − y|2

×
∣∣∣e−ν(X(x1))

|x1−y|
2ρ − e−ν(X(x2))

|x2−y|
2ρ

∣∣∣ dydρ

Then, by repeating the estimates of Gk and GK in Lemma 16 and the estimate of G13 above, we
can get

G2 . ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|a.
Summing up, we get

|G(f, g)(x1, v)−G(f, g)(x2, v)|

. ‖f‖∞(Cg + ‖wg‖∞)
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

|x1 − x2|
)a

+ ‖f‖∞|x1 − x2|a,

which implies (99).
For (100), since G(f, g) is bounded, it is obvious for |v1 − v2| ≥ 1. Therefore, we consider the

case for |v1 − v2| < 1. By Lemma 3 and (21), we have

|G(f, g)(x, v1)−G(f, g)(x, v2)|

. ‖f‖∞
∫

R3

|k(v1, η)− k(v2, η)|〈η〉γ−3dη

. ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|α̃γ max{〈v1〉2γ−4, 〈v2〉2γ−4}

. ‖f‖∞|v1 − v2|a.
Finally, by using (99)–(100) and repeating the proof of Lemma 25, we can get (96)–(97). This

completes the proof. �

From the results of Lemmas 25-29, we complete the proof of Theorem 21.

6. Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. Let us consider the following iterative scheme

(104)

{
v · ∇xf

j+1 + Lf j+1 + ϕ(f j)f j+1 = N+(f
j , f j), in Ω× R3,

f j+1 = r, on Γ−,

for j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and f0 ≡ 0.
For j = 0, by Proposition 11, there is a unique solution f1 to (104) satisfying

(105) ‖wf1‖∞ + |wf1|∞ ≤ C1|wr|∞,− ≤ C1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1},
where δ1 is as in Proposition 11, Ĉ is as in (74), and δ0 > 0 is small enough such that C1δ0 ≤
min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1}. Furthermore, if Ω is strictly convex and r satisfies (5), it follows from Theorem
15 and (105) that

|f1(x1, v1)− f1(x2, v2)|(106)
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≤ 2C2m

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
,

where we choose |wr|∞,− ≤ δ0 ≤ m.
For j = 1, by Proposition 11 with (105), there is a unique solution f2 to (104) satisfying

‖wf2‖∞ + |wf2|∞,− ≤ C1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖ν−1wN+(f

1, f1)‖∞
)
.

It follows from Lemma 4 and (105) that

‖wf2‖∞ + |wf2|∞,−(107)

≤ C̃1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖wf1‖2∞

)
≤ C̃1|wr|∞,−

(
1 + C̃−1

1 C2
1δ0

)

≤ 2C̃1|wr|∞,− ≤ 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1},

where δ0 > 0 is small enough such that C̃−1
1 C2

1δ0 ≤ 1 and 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1}. Furthermore,
if Ω is strictly convex and r satisfies (5), then f1 satisfies (73) with Cf1 = 2C2m by (106) and
satisfies (74) by (105). It follows from Theorem 21, (105), and (107) that

|f2(x1, v1)− f2(x2, v2)|(108)

≤ C̃2

(
m+ Cf2,f1 + C̃f2,f1 + C̃f1

)

×
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}

≤ 2C̃2m

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
,

where δ0 > 0 is small enough such that

Cf2,f1 + C̃f2,f1 + C̃f1

≤ δ0

[
(1 + 2C̃1)(1 + 2C2m+ C1δ0) + 2C1C2m+ 2C2

1C2mδ0 + C2
1δ0 + C3

1δ0

]

≤ m.

For j = 2, by Proposition 11 with (107), there is a unique solution f3 to (104) satisfying

‖wf3‖∞ + |wf3|∞,−(109)

≤ C1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖ν−1wN+(f

2, f2)‖∞
)
≤ C̃1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖wf2‖2∞

)

≤ C̃1|wr|∞,−
(
1 + 4C̃1δ0

)
≤ 2C̃1|wr|∞,− ≤ 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1},

where δ0 > 0 is small enough such that

4C̃1δ0 ≤ 1 and 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1}.(110)

Furthermore, if Ω is strictly convex and r satisfies (5), then f2 satisfies (73) with Cf2 = 2C̃2m by
(108) and satisfies (74) by (107). It follows from Theorem 21, (107), and (109) that

|f3(x1, v1)− f3(x2, v2)|

≤ C̃2

(
m+ Cf3,f2 + C̃f3,f2 + C̃f2

)

×
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}

≤ 2C̃2m

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
,

where δ0 > 0 is small enough such that

Cf3,f2 + C̃f3,f2 + C̃f2(111)



42 KUNG-CHIEN WU AND KUAN-HSIANG WANG

≤ δ0

[
(1 + 2C̃1)(1 + 2C̃2m+ 2C̃1δ0) + 4C̃1C̃2m+ 8C̃2

1 C̃2mδ0 + 4C̃2
1δ0 + 8C̃3

1δ0

]

≤ m.

By induction, we shall show that there exists a unique solution f j+1 to (104) for j = 2, 3, . . .
and f j+1 satisfies

‖wf j+1‖∞ + |wf j+1|∞ ≤ 2C̃1|wr|∞,− ≤ 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1}.(112)

Furthermore, if Ω is strictly convex and r satisfies (5), then

|f j+1(x1, v1)− f j+1(x2, v2)|(113)

≤ 2C̃2m

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
.

We have proved j = 2. Now we assume that (112)–(113) hold for j = 2, 3, . . . , n − 1. For j = n,
from Proposition 11 with (112), there is a unique solution fn+1 to (104) satisfying

‖w̃fn+1‖∞ + |w̃fn+1|∞,−(114)

≤ C1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖ν−1wN+(f

n, fn)‖∞
)
≤ C̃1

(
|wr|∞,− + ‖wfn‖2∞

)

≤ C̃1|wr|∞,−
(
1 + 4C̃1δ0

)
≤ 2C̃1|wr|∞,− ≤ 2C̃1δ0 ≤ min{δ1, (2Ĉ)−1},

where δ0 > 0 satisfies (110). Furthermore, if Ω is strictly convex, then we have that fn satisfies

(73) with Cfn = 2C̃2m by (113) and satisfies (74) by (112). It follows from Theorem 21, (112),
and (114) that

|fn+1(x1, v1)− fn+1(x2, v2)|

≤ C̃2

(
m+ Cfn+1,fn + C̃fn+1,fn + C̃fn

)

×
(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}

≤ 2C̃2m

(
d−1
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)(1 + |v1,2|−1e
−c

ν(v1,2)

|v1,2| d(x1,x2))

)min{α,β}
,

where δ0 > 0 satisfies (111). Hence we now have (112)–(113) by induction.
It is easy to see that the difference f̄ j = f j+1 − f j satisfies the following problem

(115)

{
v · ∇xf̄

j + Lf̄ j + ϕ(f j)f̄ j = −ϕ(f̄ j−1)f j +N+(f̄
j−1, f j) +N+(f

j−1, f̄ j−1),

f̄ j|Γ− = 0.

Applying Proposition 11 to (115) and using (112), we obtain

‖wf̄ j‖∞ + |wf̄ j |∞(116)

≤ C3

(
‖ν−1wϕ(f̄ j−1)f j‖∞ + ‖ν−1wN+(f̄

j−1, f j)‖∞ + ‖ν−1wN+(f
j−1, f̄ j−1)‖∞

)

≤ C̃3

(
‖wf j‖∞‖wf̄ j−1‖∞ + ‖wf j−1‖∞‖wf̄ j−1‖∞

)

≤ 2C̃1C̃3δ0‖wf̄ j−1‖∞

≤ 1

2
‖wf̄ j−1‖∞,

where δ0 > 0 is small enough such that 2C̃1C̃3δ0 ≤ 1/2. This implies that {f j} is a Cauchy
sequence in L∞. Therefore, we can obtain the solution by taking the limit f∗ = limj→∞ f j . The
uniqueness is also obtained by using (116).

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 Ω is strictly convex, the continuity of f∗ is obtained by the L∞-convergence. Moreover, if r
satisfies (5), by using (20), (113), and the L∞-convergence, we get

|f∗(x1, v1)− f∗(x2, v2)| ≤ C2m
(
d−2
(x1,x2)

(|x1 − x2|+ |v1 − v2|)
)min{α,β}

for x1, x2 ∈ Ω and v1, v2 ∈ R3 \ {0}. Finally, by continuity of f∗, we can get

|f∗(x, v) − f∗(x, 0)| ≤ C2m
(
d−2
x |v|

)min{α,β}
.

We complete this proof of the theorem.
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