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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE PERIODIC BOLTZMANN EQUATION WITH
CONSTANT COLLISION KERNEL

E. BASAKOGLU, C. SUN, N. TZVETKOV, AND Y. WANG

ABSTRACT. We study the Boltzmann equation with the constant collision kernel in the case of spatially

periodic domain T%, d > 2. Using the existing techniques from nonlinear dispersive PDEs, we prove the

local well-posedness result in LE'TH;; for s > % — i and r > % To reach the result, the main tool we

establish is the L* Strichartz estimate for solutions to the corresponding linear equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Boltzmann equation is the fundamental equation of collisional kinetic theory, which describes the
state of the dilute gas (or plasma) modelled by a distribution function f(¢,2,v) = 0 in the particle phase
space. In this paper, we are concerned with the periodic Cauchy problem for Boltzmann equation with
constant collision kernel, which is written in the following form:

of +v-Vaof =Q(f. f),
f(O,x,’U) = fO(CC,U),

where 2 € T?, v € R?, d > 2, correspond to the position and accompanying velocity of a typical particle

(1.1)

respectively, and the quadratic operator @ (conventionally, @ is called as collision operator) is defined by

Qw0 = [ ) fa0") = f(t ), 0) dude

which describes the interaction between colliding particles. From the viewpoint of physical interpretation,
the variables (u, v) represent the velocities for a pair of particles before collision, and the variables (u*, v*)
represent the respective velocities after collision, which are given by

=u+(w-(v—u)w, vF=v—(w-(v—u)w.

In the above formulation, the unit vector w € S¥~1 < R? is a parameter associated to the deflection angle
in the collision of the particles. The Boltzmann collision operator can then be split into a gain and a loss

terms

Q(fvg) = Q+(fvg) - Qi(fag)
where the gain term is
Qo= [ | #wt)tr) duds
Sdfl Rd
and the loss term is

@ (fo) = [ [ feat) dude = cfo) | atwau.
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Since the collisions in thermodynamical system are assumed to be elastic for the Boltzmann equation, the
following conservation relations of momentum and kinetic energy hold:

u+v=u*+o* Jul+ ) = [uF]? o+ ot (1.2)

Investigating local/global well-posedness for the Boltzmann equation is of great interest among mathe-
maticians, which can also be useful for the study of other problems such as the mathematical derivation
of hydrodynamic limits of the Boltzmann equation, and the derivation of the Boltzmann equation from
quantum many-body dynamics or the classical particle systems, etc. In this respect, a large number of
mathematical studies have been devoted to the Boltzmann equation up until now, in which the various
mathematical frameworks have been developed in order to construct solutions in different settings. For
instance, we refer the readers to [I},12] 4} 5, [8HI5L 17, 22124, 28, [30] when the spatial domain is R™. In a
recent series of papers [8HI0], T. Chen, Denlinger and Pavlovié introduced a new approach based on the
Wigner transform and techniques from nonlinear dispersive PDEs on the study of the quantum many-body
hierarchy dynamics in order to establish well-posedness theory of the Boltzmann equation below the con-
tinuity threshold. In particular, in [8], the usual regularity requirement s > g for well-posedness has been
relaxed to s > % for both Maxwellian molecules and hard potentials with cut-off. Later, X. Chen and
Holmer [IT] showed that the regularity s = 1 is actually the well/ill-posedness Sobolev regularity threshold
for the Boltzmann equation in the 3D constant kernel case. In a subsequent paper [I3], the ill-posedness
result in [I1] has been extended to the case of 2D/3D kernel with soft potentials by proving that the
well/ill-posedness separation point is also %. Besides, the well-posedness proved in [I3] has completed
the 2D/3D soft potential kernel case left from [g].

As for the spatially periodic case, there have been further developments of the Boltzmann local/global
existence theory under certain conditions on the collision kernel since the pioneering works of Grad [I§]
(local existence theory) and Ukai [31] (global existence theory). Next we shall review some of the results
associated to the periodic spatial domain. With the initial data which are perturbations of Maxwellian
equilibrium states zu(v) = e~1**| the result in [31] demonstrated the existence of a unique global solution

f=n) ++/p(v)g (1.3)

to the Boltzmann equation with cut-off hard potential kernel for which (g solves the reformulated Boltz-
mann equation based on Maxwellian distribution u(v))

3 5
g€ L ([0,0); Hyg) n C°([0,0); Hy g) for | > 38>3

with the smallness assumption on the initial data go = g|¢—o, and where the Banach space H; g is defined by
means of the norm |g|m, , = sup,egs (1 + |v|)5\|g\|Hzm (r3y- Note that such solutions as in (L3) are regarded
as linearization of the Boltzmann equation under consideration around the Maxwellian equilibrium state.
We further note that the subsequent works in this direction mentioned in what follows also study solutions
which are perturbations of Maxwellian equilibrium states as in ([3]), whereas in the current paper we
consider solutions not given by such linearization. Indeed, we follow the scheme of [I1[13] in constructing
the solutions within the framework of a periodic Cauchy problem, in which the Boltzmann equation is
addressed via harmonic analysis methods such as the Littlewood-Paley and the Fourier restriction space
theories. For the periodic Boltzmann equation without angular cut-off, Gressman and Strain [19] first
established the global-in-time existence theory by constructing the strong solution f(¢,z,v) in the form
([L3) that satisfies, for small initial data go = g|t—0, g € LLL2H2((0,0) x T3 x R3) for hard potential case,
while g € L;’OH;{U((O, w) x T3 x R?) for soft potential case. In the setting that the standard perturbation
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g as in ([L3) to p(v) is defined, an energy method for the Boltzmann equation in a periodic box was first
developed by Guo [20] to construct global classical solutions under the Grad angular cut-off assumption in
the case of soft potentials, see also the work of Liu, Yang and Yu [26] that introduced an energy method for
the time-asymptotic, nonlinear stability of the global Maxwellian states in a spatially unbounded domain.
Regarding the Boltzmann equation with cut-off hard potentials in a general bounded domain, Guo [21]
developed a unified L? — L® theory to obtain the global existence of LY, solutions. For a large amplitude
periodic initial data, Duan, Huang, Wang and Yang [I5] established the well-posedness theory of the
Boltzmann equation by developing LXL. n Ly, method for both hard and soft potentials with angular
cut-off. Later, motivated by [I521], the small global existence theory of the angular cut-off Boltzmann
equation near a global Maxwellian in the space L; L{%, for 1 < r < oo with certain weights was established
by Nishimura [27]. Lastly, in the more recent study [16], Duan, Liu, Sakamoto and Strain considered
the non-cut-off Boltzmann equation in a torus T?, in which they proved global-in-time existence of small
amplitude solutions in the spaces ¢; L3 L? with suitable exponential weights.

In order to make use of dispersive PDE techniques in constructing local solutions of the Boltzmann
equation ([LT), taking the inverse Fourier transform in the velocity variable v only, and denoting f (t,z,¢&) =

F. L [f], we rewrite (L) as

vE
i0f + Ve - Vaof =iF, 2 [Q(f )],
f(ovwag) = fO(xug)a

Let us denote Q(f,g) := ]:;ig [Q(f, /)] In this setting, by the Bobylev identity [6], the loss and gain
operators turn into

(t,z,€) € [-T,T] x T¢ x R%. (1.4)

QTR0 = FAlQ a(©) = | Flenyite ) .

Q(1,9)(©) = FLLe[Q7 (£,9)1(6) = [(©)3(0)
where £ = (£ + [€|w) and €~ = (€ — [¢|w). The linear hyperbolic Schrodinger equation

Zatgb + VE : vx(b = Oa ¢|t:0 = ¢07

for (z,£) e R? x R, admits solutions satisfying the Strichartz estimates

2 2d

HG“VEIVIQSOHL?LSE < H(bOHLisa a + d7 q = 25 d = 2. (16)

The Strichartz estimates (L)) essentially follow from Theorem 1.2 in [25], see the appendix of [12,[13] for
a discussion. Also, it is is worth noting that the sharpness arguments in [ITHI3] essentially follow from
the estimates (L.6]), which have no loss of derivatives. As there is no similar estimate obtained previously
for the spatially periodic case, we will need to derive particular Strichartz estimate that works well in the
nonlinear context for the IVP ([4]), yet with certain loss of derivatives due to the hyperbolic nature of our
problem posed in a periodic box, see Section

1.1. Notation. The Fourier transform of g defined on T¢ x R is given by
Faelgl(n,v) = g(n,v) = J g(w, e =) du dg,.
T x R4
The partial Fourier transforms are also defined accordingly. Let € T¢, ¢ € R? and N, M be dyadic
numbers. We denote the frequency localization operator of z/¢ at frequency N/M by P]”\”,/Pf/_[. For
brevity, we sometimes write Py s (or Py/Pas) to denote PJQ\C,PIE[ (or PJQ\”,/PIEI) and use both of these
notations interchangeably. Let ¢ be a smooth function satisfying ¢(z) = 1 for all || < 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for
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|z| = 2. We then form the function ¢as(v) = ¢(72) —¢(3%), v e R?, and set P@g({) = F, eon (0)g(v)](6).
For any set S — R?, we shall define P% (or Ps) as the multiplier operator ]gg\g(n) = 15g(n), where we
denote 1 to be the frequency projection on S n Z?. Thus, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector Py
as follows

FolPrgl(n) = }—m[P(m,N,N]d\(,gg]dg](”) = ﬂ(—N,N]d\(—% %]df;(n), neZ.

)

Let a + (—N, N]d be a square of size N in Z? centered at a € Z? Then, with the above notation,
the projection operator P, (_y nj¢ is defined by F[P,; (_n njeg](n) = 144 (—n njeg(n). We denote the
hyperbolic Schrodinger propagator by the following

S(t)g(x,€) == V= Veg(x,€) = Fy[e ™G (n, v)] (@, €). (1.7)

We reserve the notation ¥ (¢) for a smooth compactly supported function such that suppy < (—2,2) and
¢ =1on[-1,1]. Also, let 17 (t) = ¢(£) for T > 0. Lastly, we denote LY. := LP([-T,T]) for 1 < p < 0.

1.2. Function Spaces. We define the Sobolev space H_;" (T4 x RY) = H;Hg(’}l‘d x RY) by the norm

1y = KVa) (Ve Flliz, = IKVe)* @) flzz, = 1l g2 pe -

Our analysis of Boltzmann equation relies very much on the Fourier restriction space theory which is
introduced in the context of Schrédinger equation by Bourgain in [7]. The Fourier restriction space
Xmb(R x T x R?) associated to the semigroup (7)) is defined via the norm

[Flxems = <7 + 1 0)"n)* ) Fraelfllere, = IKm+n-0)*n)* @) Fralfller: - (1.8)

For simplicity, we shall write X*? := X**?. We also use the restricted X" space, X", which is the
equivalence classes of functions that agree on [—T,T| endowed with the norm

1flgers = inf [F)xeurs.
Xr —-r.71=f

For the notion of conditional uniqueness of a solution f to (LI)) (which will be introduced in the next
subsection), we shall define the space Y*"? associated with X*"™® by the norm

[flysre o= KT+ m-0)*n)* W) Fral flleare - (1.9)

nT,v

We also define Y** and the time-restricted space YTS’T’b analogously as above. Note that, in view of (L8]
and ([L9)), we see that a solution feXsmbto (T4) corresponds to a solution f € Y'*"b to (ILT)). Note also
that Y;’T’b embeds into C([~T,T]; L>"H3) for b > %. In the light of these, we introduce the notion of
well-posedness and state our result for the Boltzmann equation in the following subsection.

1.3. Main Result.

Definition 1.1. We say that the initial value problem (L)) is locally well-posed in L>"H?, if for all R > 0,
there exists T = T(R) such that the followings hold.

(a) (Existence and uniqueness) For each fo € L*>"HS with Ifoll 2r s < R, there exists a unique
1 T
solution f(t,x,v) to the integral equation of (L)) in Y;’T’2+ — C([-T,T]; L"H3) (equivalently,

N 1
corresponding solution f to (L) is unique in X;’T’2+). Furthermore, we have f(t,z,v) = 0 if
fo=0.
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(b) The data-to-solution map fo — [ is uniform continuous from L:"H: to C([-T,T]; L>"H).
Indeed, if f and g are two solutions to [LI) on [—T,T], then for all € > 0, there exists §(e)
independent of f or g such that

1) = 9O oy ey < € provided that | £(0) — g(0)] 2 . < 5(c).

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 2. Then, the Cauchy problem (1)) is locally well-posed in L>"H? for s > %l — %

andr>%.

Remark 1.3. Despite taking b = 1 in our analysis to establish Theorem [[.2] we may also allow the following

collision operator (Maxwellian molecules) in Theorem

QL) = [ [ )t - ft g eaob (o ) dude
sd-1 JRd v—u
under the assumption (which is known as Grad’s cut-off assumption):
v—u
Ldil b(|v _— -w)dw < 0.
Indeed, in this case, we would have
QFPN© = [ FEeFEb( w)de - f©FO [ (i w)ae
’ §d-1 |§| Sd-1 |§|

Then, using theorem 1 of [3] in establishing a version of Lemma (with b) together with the fact

J‘Sdil b(é—| -w)dw <

allows us to execute the same analysis to arrive at Theorem

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2] we prove the Strichartz estimate for the linear part of
the equation (I4)), then in Section Bl we deal with the nonlinear estimates for loss and gain terms ()
and prove the well-posedness assertion of Theorem

2. THE STRICHARTZ ESTIMATE

In this section our goal is to prove the following Strichartz inequality. To begin with, we first set
M =T¢ xR for d > 1.

Theorem 2.1. Let I = R be an interval. Then, for all M, N = 1, we have
V- z - 1o
Ve Ve PR Pyl pagrany < O max{M?, (MN)*"log N} | P Py, 2 ()
where C(I) is a constant depending only on the measure of I.

The proof of Theorem 2] is based on an argument as in [29]. As a consequence of Theorem [Z1] we

obtain the following corollary:
Corollary 2.2. Let I < R be an interval. Then, for all ng € Z* and all M, N > 1, we have
V- = _ 1.
[eVeVePr | n ne Pl sy < CI) max{M?, (MN)* " log N}+ P2y xjaPiélren  (2.1)

where C(I) is as in Theorem [2]].
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Proof. To shift the center of the frequency localization, we write
rn—tv-n=x-nyg—tv-ng+ax-(n—mng)—tv-(n—ng)
and get

eith.VmpgoJr(iN)N]d < b (ta,€)

_ Jd eiﬁ-vSDM (’U) Z ei(w-n—tv-n)(g(n7,u) dv
R

neng+(—N,N]4

_ eim-noj ei(&—tno)-v¢M(v) Z ei(m-(n—no)—tv-(n—no))(g(n7,U) dv (22)
R neng+(—N,N]4

— eim'noj &=tV L (v) Z @ =t g (0, v) du
Rd ne(—N,N]¢

_ eim-noeitvs.vzP(wiN’N]dP@(bo (t, z, 5 _ t’rLQ)
where ¢g(z,&) := e~ ¢(x,£). Likewise, we have
Pso.g.(_N,N]dP]a(b (z,8) = eiz-nop(gc_N,N]dP@(lSO (z,8). (2.3)
Therefore, (1)) follows from ([2Z2]), 23), and Theorem 211

Let Qk be the projection onto the frequencies (7, n,v) such that {(r +v-n) ~ K. To prove the Theorem
211 we begin by demonstrating the following modulation localised Strichartz inequality:

Theorem 2.3. Let u; and us be two functions defined on R x M. Then, we have
|Q e, PR Prut Qrey Py Prpuz| 12 (e x am)
3R - Lipe o
< K7 K3 max{M*, (MN)*"log N}2 | P{ Py u | L2 ety | P Pl 12 rx s -

Proof. For simplicity, let us assume that u; are localized functions with Qg P]”\”,Pf/[uj =u;,j =1,2. Then,
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

Jurus|?- =J J >
R JRA

nezd

2
JJ Z al(n,nl,vl)ﬂg(T—Tl,n—nl,v—vl)dvl dTl d’UdT
R JR?

nleZd

< sup [Ar ol fualZs Juz| 7

7m0
where
Ao =A{(m,m,01) s+ o1 ~ Kyt —m+ (v—v1) - (n = na)| ~ Ky,
lv1] + v —v1] S M, |n1| + |n —n1| < N}
For fixed (n1,v1), the range of 7 is min{K;, Ks}. Therefore, by the triangle inequality, we obtain
|Az 0] € min{Ky, Ko}|Brnol (24)

where
Brno={(n1,v1):|7+vi-n+@v—v1) (n—mn1)| <K+ Ko,

lvi| + [v —v1] € M, |n1| + [n —n1| € N}

vn v n
={(n1,v1): |T+T+2(U1—§)'(n1—§)| < K1 + Ko,

loi| + |[v —v1| £ M, |n1] + |n—nq| < N}
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To finish the proof, we rely on following lemma:

Lemma 2.4. Let Cy = dﬂ, M,N,K > 1 be constants. Then,
sup {(n,0) e Z xRY: Chy < (v—a)-(n—>b) <Co+ K, |v| < M, |n| <N}

la|<M,|b|sN
Co=0
< K max{M? (MN)¥'log N}.
where | - | denotes the product measure of the d-dimensional Lebesque and counting measure. The implicit

constant is independent of Cy.

Proof. We may assume K = 1, since for any K € N, we may write

{(n,v) e Z* xR:Ch < (v—a) - (n—b) <Co+ K, [v| < M,|n| <N}

K
= [ J{n,v) e Z! xR : Co+ k—1< (v—a) - (n—=b) < Co +k, [v| < M, [n| < N}.
k=1

When n = b, we have the crude bound

sup |{(n,v)eZd xR%: Cp < (v—a)-(n—=0)<Cyh+1,|v]| £ M,|n| <N} < M?.
la|SM,|b|SN
Co=0

Otherwise, we define
V(b,M,N):=|{(n,v) e Z xR :n #b, Cy < (v—a)-(n—b) <Co+1,Jv]| < M,|n| <N}

To estimate V(b, M, N), let us express the variables coordinate-wise, that is, we shall write, e.g., v =
(v @ ..o w @) and express n,a,b similarly as well. Assume that n(*) # b(!). Fixing all coordinates
except the first one and then using translation invariance to restrict a() = 0 and b() e [0,1), we are able
to obtain the following estimate

V(b,M,N) < (MN)“ v M N),
where
VOGY NY = [{(n™M, o) e Z x R: n™ % M, C) < oW (n® —pM) <y +1, [nM] < N},
Therefore, it suffices to show that

sup VBB N) < log N.
b€[0,1),Co=0

To see this, we define

h(z) = {(nM, o) e Z xR :n® % bV 0 <o n® —pM) <z, M| < N}

SR
=2 —_—
ity [n() —p()|
Then, we get
@ p» S
= — = - <
VIO, N) = h(Co +1) — h(Co) =2 <1>Z[NJ In® — 0] < log NV.

O

Here the value of Cg may change from line to line in the proof, but for simplicity, we assume that Cy > 0 throughout.

When Cjp < 0, similar argument also works.
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Therefore, by the Lemma 2.4l we obtain
|Brono| < (K1 + Ko) max{M? (MN)* 'log N} < max{K, Ko} max{M? (MN)*'log N}
so that from (24) we get
|Ar o] < K1 Ko max{M?, (MN)*'log N}
which implies the result. ]
Theorem 23] leads to the following estimate.

Corollary 2.5. For b > %, we have

T — 1 T
HPNPIEIUHL“(RXM) S max{Md, (MN)d ! log N'}1 HPNP]auHX“’b(RXM)'
Proof. For simplicity we shall write P]”\”,Pf/ju = u. Then, by the Theorem 2.3} we obtain
Julfe = 1Y Qr,u ). Qe € D) 1Qk,u Q2
K, Ko

Ki,K>

< max{M%, (MN)*log N} ) K2KZ " Jul%on
Ki,K>

< max{M? (MN)%log N}% Jul%o.0-

Finally, we are ready to prove the Theorem 2.1
Proof of Theorem 2l Let us write P, P&¢ = ¢ as before, and note that for § > 0 we have
[slae ~ [0sllze + sl o = 0% ]2 + 83 ] o ~ 8% + 057, (2.5)
Therefore, from Corollary 2.5 and (2.3]), we obtain
1Sl L2 1t1<5,(6,0)em) ~ 196()SE)Bll L1 (2 M)
< max{ M, (MN)*" log N} & [5(1) S(t)@] xo

_ 1 (2.6)
= max{M*, (MN)*" log N}1 5] s ] 12,

A

max{M?, (MN)*"log N}5(82 +527)|¢] 12,

where we have used the identity | f] xo.» = HS(_t)fHHfL?g in (Z6). In the case of an arbitrary time interval
I =[a, ] € R, we define ® := S(O‘—;rﬁ)qb S0 as to set

o+ f
S(t)p = S(t— 5 )®.
Since for ¢t € I, we have 7'8_70‘ <t-— O‘T’LB < 'B_TO‘ and ||®|| .2 = ||#]| 2, we proceed similarly as in ([2.6) with
0= BfT‘l to obtain the desired estimate. (]

Remark 2.6. Using Theorem 2.3 we obtain
T r3 _ 1 T ~ 1
[PR Py flarany < max{M, (MN)*4log NYF PR P fl x00(wxan) for b> 2,

which will be useful in the next section while dealing with the nonlinear estimates regarding the equation
(L4). Also using Corollary along with the transference principle, we also obtain similar estimate as
above for solutions acted by projection operators with arbitrary center of frequency localization.
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3. WELL-POSEDNESS

3.1. Bilinear Estimates for Loss and Gain Terms.

d 1 d
5— 71,7 > 75, we have

Lemma 3.1. For any s >
10~ (F D igmzy < THF oy 1l oy
Proof. We have
HQ_( ~7 g)HLQTHng < H (<vw>S<Vg>rf~(t,l‘,f))f](t,l‘, O)HL?FLig + H (<V5>Tf(t,x,§))<Vm>Sg(t,x, O)HL?FLi&'

We start by estimating the first term above.

H (<VI>S<V§>Tf~(t7 z, 5)).&(@ €T, O)HL%L%

~ (2 1Pvar (Y Pran V) Ve (12, ) (X Pt 0)) 12 12 ) = 5.
N,M

N1, My N3

[N

Case A. N = Ns.
By Bernstein inequality, we have

=

15 (X 1Pvan(Ty (Vo f(t,6) Y Prad(t,w,0)[35 1 )

Ni,My N3

< (X [P T Ve F . ) Pragt 2, 0)lzz | )

Ni,M; N2

< (2 [S1n T Vo Fta gz | X Pro it x. Oz, | )
Mo

Ni,Mi N

1
2

[ —

1
2

[N

1 4 4 s rf ~ 2
sTHO Y [ X N M 1Phan (T V) (2, Ol g 2 | Preaana (b2, Ol g s, | )

In the case Ny 'log Ny » My, by using the Strichartz estimate, the resulting bound in (BI) can be
estimated by

[N

: 2 g - 2 L
TH S 1Pvon Iy | X N TTTME T T Prandl oyl | )T S TR

N17M1 NZ;MQ

Xsm%+ ‘|§”Xs,r,%+

provided that s,r > % — i. While in the case defl log No < Ms, the application of Strichartz estimate to

BI) yields

1 712 %—s %—r ~ 2 %
St Y IPvan Py | Y NS M T I Prndl e |
N1,M1 NZ;MQ

1, = ~
S T4 HfHX5,7‘,%+Hg|‘Xé‘,7‘,%+'

fors>%andr>g.

Case B. N; « Ns.
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In this case, we have

=

$15 (X 12 Pran (V) Ve f(t.2.) Prai(t,2,0)[35 12 )

N2,M; Ny

Na2,Mi  Ni

<( 2 [2e N17M1<V1>S<V5>Tf~(taIa{)PNﬁ(t,x,O)HL%Lisr)%

N2,My Ny

i (3.2)
(X [X1PwandV (T Fit 2, ) Ipre 25 P st (e Olisiz] )

<T

~

[N

N2,My  Ni,M>

1 (VT 2
THOY [ X N M IPN, an (T T 5, Ol 2 | Praana (8,2 ) g, | )
When N2 'log Ny » Ms, by using the Strichartz estimate, the right side in [B2) can be majorized by

N2,M; Ni,M2

} $—fmt gt : i 2 4
4( Z [ Z Ny M; HPNhleHXsm%JrHPNz,MggHXsT1+]>

1 - 41 41 12\3
ST‘*( Z HPle‘@(sT1+HPN29”§(3,7~,%+|: Z le 1S M22 1 7‘])
Nz, M, N1,M,
1, ~
S T4 HfHX$,T,%+HgHXS,T,%+

provided that s,r > % - i. If Ng_l log No < My, then for s > —, r > < we obtain

1 d_g  d_ ; 2\ 3 7 .
TN [ D MM TP an gy Praandl +]) TH oy 13l gy
N2,M; Ni1,M2

As for the second term, we set

(Ve F(t,2,€))(Va) Gt 2, 0)| 2.2,

N[

(2 1Py (Y Proan (Ve F(t,2,6) (3 PrdVe)*3(t,2,0)) 133,12 )

z) 9\, T, ) 212, =: 5.
Ni,M; No

Case A. N1 = Ns.

In this case, by Bernstein inequality we have the bound

N|=

S2 < ( Z HPNl,M1<v5>Tf(t7x7§) Z PN2<V > (t €T, O HLzL2 )

N1,M; N2<N;

(S

(XX HPNI,M1<V§>Tf~(t,:E,f)PN2<Vz>S§(t,$,O)HL2TL35]2)

Ni,Mi1  Na<M

Ni,Mi1  Na<M

(X | X 1PV f, 7 Ollzrsiz] 3, Praans(V) 3t v Oliiane] )

<

Ni,My N2<Ni M

T 3 [ 8 SN 1Py an (T Pt a1 Praan (Va3 O lgas, | )

Next, we consider the following regions in order to apply the Strichartz estimate to the final bound appeared

in (33).
Case A.1. Ny 'log Ny » Ms.
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In this region, using the Strichartz estimate, we estimate the sum in the right hand side of ([3.3]) by

S NPy, lel\X”2+[ PO A

N1,My N2<N1 M

1 :

_ 5 2\ 3
NPyl g | )

1

—2 + Y 2, . ~ -
> N TP A1 g ) 1 g S 1) g I e e
Ni,M;

: d_ 1
provided that s,r > § — 7.

Case A.2. Nzal_1 log Ny < Mos.
Using the Strichartz estimate in relation to this case, the sum in the right hand side of B3] can be
controlled by

72 d-s ) dr ; %\
( Z HPN17M1fHXs,r,%+|: Z N2 M2 HPN27M29HXS,T‘,%+:|)

Ni,My N2,M>

1
2 x ~
(X 1wy D 1PNandlyy ) ~ 1l gelal
N1, My N2, M>
provided that s > % and r > %.
Case B. N1 <« Ns.
In this case, the idea is to partition the annulus |ns| ~ Ny into squares of side length ~ Nj. Then, by

almost orthogonality, we have

S2 < ( Z H(ZPNl,M1<V§>Tf(t,$,§)>PN2<VI>S§(t,{E,O)H%%Lig)

N2, My N1

1
2

1

(X [Z1T PeecmmplPran Vo ft 2, O Pe Vit e 0l | ) G

No,M; N1  aeZd
)

~ (2 [ (X 1PNV () P vy e PraCT) (2,05 12 )

N27M1 Nl a€Zd

[N
[N

We first estimate the norm inside the sum in 34 as follows

| Py, (V)" F(t, 2, €) P (v, vy Ja P (Va)*G(t 0222,
S 1Py Ve)" f (tvﬂﬁvf)HL:ﬁLng Pt (=1, 3112 Pro (V) G (2, E) | L2 a gy

a e ~
s N14 HPleMl <v5>rf(t7 Z, g)HL%?Lig H Z Pa+(fN1,Nl]dPN27M2<vI>sg(t7 Z, g)HL%L‘;L? (35)
Mo

1 da d r 7 S~
ST Z Ny My HPN1>M1<VE> f(tv xvg)“L%?Lig ‘|Pa+(—N1,N1]dPN2>M2<VﬂC> g(tvxvg)”L“TLigv
Mo

then, proceed as above.
Case B.1. N{"'log Ny » M.
We apply Strichartz estimate to the L* norm in (3.5) to obtain

| Pryari (V) F(t 2, €) Pay (- vy vy 10 Prad V)G (8,2, 0) | 2 12,

1 41 gy 41 N
ST Y NG M Py o F e g | Pa oy 8000 P 08 e
Mo

1 d_1__ + ~ ~
ST4N12 i HPN17M1fHXsm%+|‘Pa+(—N1,Nl]dPNngXsm%Jr
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for 7 > 4 — 1 which leads to the bound below for the right hand side of (3.4)

1 d_1_ g4 ~ 1.2 %
T4( DO DI VXYY I O S VA R I i)

Na,M; N1 a€Zd

sTH Y 1Py I Pxgl
N2, My

v
=

1,z ~
~ T4 HfHXS,T,%+HgHXS,T,%+

_1
aslongassr>— 1

Case B.2. Nd 11og]\71 < Ms.
Applying Strichartz estimate in this region to the L* norm in (3.5 gives that

1Py a0 (V)" F(t 2, €) P (- 3y o PV )", 7, 0) .12,

S TZN117SHPN1,M1fHXsm%+ Z M2§7THPG-F(—Nl,Nl]dPN27M2gHXsm%+
Mo

1 da_
Sjﬂlél‘lvl4 S|‘PN11M1fH sr2+H +( Nl,Nl]dPNng 57'2+
X X

for r > g. As a result, proceeding as in the previous case by substituting this into ([B.4]) leads to the desired

estimate for s > %, r > g. O

As regards to the proof of the bilinear estimate for the gain term, we rely on the following lemma, which
is basically a Holder’s inequality in the £-direction concerning the term Q+. For the proof, see [3L[11].

Lemma 3.2. Let p,q > % with % + % =1 Then, we have

T
HP?GPAZQWP&P&LPJ”GQP@J)HLg < | PR, Pl Fle | PR, Pyl e
Lemma 3.3. For any s > S — —, r > —, we have

10" (F. @)z azmy S TH oy 13l oy - (3.6)

Proof. Tt suffices to estimate

=

K9 T @ (Falgez, ~ (5 MM IPvor [ X Praanf Y Prasnidelis.e,)

N,M YNy My N2, M>

NG

25 172 3+ 7 . 2

< ( > NEM T[ > 1Pvn@ (PNl,M1f7PNz,Mzg)HL?TLgJ )
N,M N1,My
N2, M>

(3.7)
Note that we make use of the constraint N < max{Ny, N2}, since

PRQ (P F. PR, = P [ P (o€ PRt 6 do

— Ldil Py (PR f(t, 2, &N PY g(t,x,67)) dw =0
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whenever N » max{Nj, No}. We may take advantage of the constraint M < max{M;, Mz} as well. To see
why, first note, by uncovering the notations, that

Fe(P5, Q1 (Piy, f. P, 9)) () = Fe o Fy Hom (0)Fe (QF (Piy, £ Pip, @) (v)
= o (v)Fe o F,  (QF (onny fro1.9)) (v)
= SDM Q+ QDlev(pMz )( )

Js,d IJRd oan 1) (0%) (1, 9) (u*) dudw.

Due to the energy conservation (L2), we have |[v|? < [u*|? + [v*|?, hence for v € supp ¢, this inequality

(3.8)

gives rise to the following
|u*| = M or [v*| = M. (3.9)

Thus, if it is the case that M » max{M;, Mz}, then B3] implies that (var, f)(v*) =0 or (parng)(u*) =0
for v € supp war, hence the integral in ([B.8) vanishes, that is, P@Q*(Pf/h 1, be g) = 0 for this choice. As
a result, in what follows, we assume both the restrictions N < max{Ny, Na} and M < max{M;, My}, and
consider the regions below.

Case A. Ny = Ny, My = Ms.

In this case, the right hand side of (37 is estimated by

(S 2 () () 1P PV o o Praedlizaz, | ) (310)
N,M lej\J]\;J\Aﬁ;ZM

I

Next, we estimate the L2 norm above in the following regions.
Case A.1. Nd og No.
From the Lemmam Hoélder, Bernstein, and Strichartz inequalities, it follows that

HPN,MQ+(PNl,M1<VI>S<v5>Tf7 PN27M2 HL2 L2 p3 HPN1;M1<V > <v5>TfHL°°L2 HPN27M29”L2 LY,

T xg

< TNy My | Prvyats I ory o 1 Prapa Gl s s,

gty dier : ;
M, 1PNy vy fl ooy | PN a2 G g

(3.11)

14
<TiNG
Therefore, upon substituting (B.I1), the sum in (BI0) is estimated by

i N y® —s+ d_1_g 2 % ~
TS 3 () ) Tl 38w gl

N,M N;zZN No,M>
Mz M

M 23 P
(N Y (& ) (57) 18w Fl e | ) 718 g = TES1dl gy

N,M NizZN

M2 M
provided that s,r > % — 1. We write the following and proceed as follows:
2\ 4
(3] X w(gan)mn])
N,M ~ Ni2N
MM
where K(Nﬂa MMI) = (%)S(MMI)Ta and /BNI,MI = ‘|PN17M1f~HX5,T,%+' Letting N =2" Ny =2m 6 M=2",

1
and M; = 2™ for n,m,ni,my € Z yields K(Nﬂl, %) ~ 27 In=ml=lm=mil in this region. Therefore, by
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Young’s inequality, we obtain

2\ 1 ~
S ~ (Z [ Z 27\n7m|f|m—mllg2nl’2ml] )2 = 27—l s By g lez, . < 1Bon2mllez, . ~ 1oy

m,n  mi,ni

Case A.2. M, = N{ 'log N,.
By the Lemma 3.2, Holder, Bernstein, and Strichartz inequalities, we obtain

~ ~ N 1.4 d_ bt ~
|Pn 21 QF (Pryany (Vo) (Ve)' o Praa @)l pz 2, € TENS "My " | Pryaay oo g o | Phaata @l oot s

PRI d d.
which implies for s > 7, r > 3:

@ <1 (2] 5 () () oy S 80T

N,M ~N;=N N, Ma2
1 N~N\s/ MN\T = 23
sTH (Y| X (F) Gr) 1Pvon flgenge] ) 160 g

1.z ~
g T4 HfHXS,T,%+ ‘|gHXS,7‘,%+'

Case B. Ny > Ny, My > M;.

This case can be dealt in a similar manner as in the Case A., simply by the roles of f and g are switched.
Case C. N1 = Ny, My = M;.

In this region, by almost orthogonality, we obtain

RHS of (.7)

s T A r a 2 2
sV Y (X P Q@ Pasvamage Py o Praandls e, )| )
N,M NiZN,MazM qeZd
N2, My

=

(3.12)
Then, we consider the cases below.
Case C.1. M; < N§{ 'log Ns.
The Lemma [3:2] Holder, Bernstein, and Strichartz inequalities lead to

|1 PN 01 QT (P (— Ny NaJa Py oty f Py 9)l 2212,
S [ Pas (= Na,Naje Pruan fllez ane | P v 9l L a2
1.4 d 7 ~
S TNy M| Po (- No Nyt P an fllna s | PNo v 9l gz,

1 od_ 1, 41 - R
STiNg * M? 4‘|Pa+(—N2,N2]dPN17M1f“XO,%+HPN%MngXO,%Jr
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which implies that

RHS of 312

1 2s 7 r2r -1+ —i
sTH( Y MM Y N M Py gl
N.M N1=N, Moz M

N2, My

X053+

X ( Z HPa_,_(_N%NZ]dPNl,Mlf”io,%+)§]2>%

aeZd

1
2

[SI%

1 — 14 d_ 1 2
~ri( Y N Ny M Praanadl o g [ Praan fl oy | )
N,M N1ZN,Maz M

N2 M1

N

1
2

1 N MNT_ d_1_gp 4 _1_ ~ -
”T“< [ (F) (E) Ny TTMp Y T\|PN1,M1f\|Xs,T,%+HPN2,M29HXS,T,%+] )
N,M N1zZN,M>z
1 N2 M2

1
1 N M - 2 1
(N[ X (%) GE) 1wl g IPasl oy | ) = THL
N,M

Nl=

N1ZN

M2 M
as long as s, r > % — 2. In this case, I could be treated as in Case A.1 by switching the roles of M; and
M, and letting B, at, = 1Py, Pl y | Pl

Case C.2. M; > N§{ 'log Ns.
By the Lemma [3:2] Holder, Bernstein, and Strichartz inequalities, we get

HPN MQ ( a+(—Ng, Nz]dPNl le P, Mzg)HL2 L2,

< T4N M H at+(— Ng,Ng]dPNl leHL4 L4 HPNz M2gHX0 1
1 d a
< TN M} | Pt (— Mooyt Py vty o34 1P 02 1 o3+
which implies for s > d , > 4

RHS of 12

1 4 4 - -
<Ta ( Z N25M2T|: Z Ny My HPNz,MngXO,%Jr ( Z ‘|P(l+(*N2,N2]dPN1;le”i(),%#»)
N,M N1 N,M>2xM aezZ?
Na, My

~ri(N [N () G) MM P e Praandl ey ] )

N,M NiZN,MazM
N2, My

st (Y[ 3 () GE) 1Pl Pl o |)

N.M ~ N1=N
MyZM

1, ~
S T4 HfHXS,T,%+HgHXS,T,%+'

=

Iy

1
2

1
2

Case D. N2 = Nl, Ml = M2.
This case can be handled as that in the Case C. by swapping the roles of f and g. So, the proof is
completed. (Il

3.2. Proof of Theorem Firstly, let us recall the following standard Fourier restriction norm esti-

mates.
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Lemma 3.4. Let s,7 € R and % <b< 1. Then, we have

[0S glxsro < gl myny, (3.13)
t
[(0) (¢~ )P (@) s < 1F (@)oo (314)
0
3 1
lgllxsro-r < HgHLfH;Hgv pe(L,2], b< 3 2—9 (3.15)

We only show the boundedness of the contraction map on the ball, which is defined below, for the
complete treatment of the conditions of well-posedness for the Boltzmann equation, see [8/QLTI[I3]. The
contraction argument is applied to the operator

t

Tf = $(0)S(0)fo + (1) j S(t — )or(t)OF (), F(t'))de

0
on the ball

B={feX*"":|flx:rs < R}
where R = 2C| fo myHy - Note that by the estimate (3.15), Hélder inequality, LemmasB.Iand 3.3] we have

|02 QS )l xerr—r < [PrMQF, ) 2,

L} HzHE
< T (e (H)Q(f, f)‘|L§H£Hg + [ er(t)QF(f, JE)HLgH;Hg) (3.16)

ST fl o
Then, from @I3), (314), and @I0) we obtain, for f € B, that
~ ~ t ~ ~ ~
ITf I xar < (9@ SE) follxere + H%b(f)JO S(t =) r(#)QU(E), f(t))dt | xe.re

< Clfollazmy + ClerMQF, )l xerss
R 5_py 7

<5 HCT e

<R

by taking T > 0 sufficiently small so that CTi PR < %
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