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Well-posedness of the Fractional Fokker—Planck Equation

Ke Chen! Ruilin Hu! Quoc-Hung Nguyen!

Abstract

In this paper, we employ a Schauder-type estimate method, as developed in [7], to establish critical well-
posedness result for the Fractional Fokker—Planck Equation (FFPE). This equation serves as a fundamental
model in kinetic theory and can be regarded as a semi-linear analogue of the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation.
We demonstrate that the techniques introduced in this study are not only effective for the FFPE but also
hold promise for broader applications, particularly in addressing the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation and the
Landau equation. Our results contribute to a deeper understanding of the analytical framework required
for these complex kinetic models.

1 Introduction

The Fractional Fokker-Planck Equation (FFPE) serves as a fundamental tool for describing the evolution of
probability distributions in systems where anomalous diffusion occurs, which reads

NWf+v Vauf +ALf =divy(fVuAPf),

1.1
f|t:O:f07 ( )

where f = f(t,r,v) : RT xRIxR? - R, A, = (—Av)% is the fractional Laplacian operator. In this paper, we
consider the regime

B e (0,1), a € (1,2), a+ 8> 2.
The equation is invariant under the scaling transformation
At z,v) = AP FOT A0 A ), (1.2)

where k = %H > 0.
The FFPE system is the semi-linear version of non-cutoff Boltzmann system. Consider the non-cutoff
Boltzmann system

8tf+vvwf: Qs(faf)’ s € (0’1)a
f|t:O:fO-

Here Qs(f, f) is the Boltzmann collision operator which is defined in the following way.

Q)= [ [ (DA = o)A@ B0 ~ ol cos(0)d5™ (0)don,

where B is the standard non-cutoff collision kernel B(|v, — v|,cos(6)) = |v. — v|"b(cos(0)) with b(cos(0)) ~
|sin(6/2)]~(4=1)=25, The standard relation between velocities before and after elastic collision is given by
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Using Carleman coordinates and the cancellation lemma (see [2]), the Boltzmann collision operator takes the
following form

Q.( ) = ~L3 AW + i) [ fato+ wful'du, 5>~

d /
L 0i0) = [ (A0 = H0)Cp o0 =) =

2
— s z
Crlv) =27 [ o P A s v AGp) ~ 1

where A is a bounded function only depending on the collision kernel B. One can see that when Cy, is
replaced by 1 and let o = 2s, then the semi-linear operator Ej}Q reduces to A%, which precisely corresponds to
the fractional diffusion operator in the FFPE framework. Furthermore, the nonlinear term ¢ f1(v) f]Rd falv+
w)|w|”dw exhibits structural similarities to div, (fV,A;#? f) for an appropriate choice of 3. These fundamental
parallels between the two systems provide the primary motivation for our study of the FFPE as a tractable
model that captures essential features of the more complex non-cutoff Boltzmann dynamics.

The study of non-cut-off Boltzmann and Landau system is an interesting field. Local regularity for polyno-
mially decay data is proved in [I5] and the global regularity for non-cut-off Boltzmann equations can be seen
n [2I]. C. Imbert and L. Silvestre proved Schauder estimates for solution of non-cut-off Boltzmann equations
in [20]. L. He [13] proved sharp estimates for Boltzmann and Landau collision operators. The Harnack in-
equality for Landau was proved in [I2], and weak Harnack inequality for non-cut-off Boltzmann equation was
proved in [19]. Other significant contributions can be seen in [I1}14].

The case o = 2 is the classical Fokker-Planck or Kolmogorov equation. [3] proved the regularity for the
solution to this system. The hypoellipticity of the operator has been proved in [5]. The Gevery hypoellipyicity
result can be seen in [8] and [9]. Readers are also recommended to [616L24] for more information.

Unlike classical diffusion processes modeled by the standard Fokker-Planck equation, anomalous diffusion
accounts for phenomena such as heavy-tailed distributions or long-range interactions, which are prevalent in di-
verse fields, including physics, biology, and finance. The FFPE incorporates fractional derivatives, representing
non-local effects and memory properties, thereby providing a versatile framework to study complex stochastic
dynamics.

From a mathematical perspective, the FFPE can be regarded as a semilinear version of the non-cutoff
Boltzmann equation, a cornerstone in kinetic theory. The study of critical well-posedness is essential in under-
standing the existence, uniqueness, and stability of solutions to differential equations under scaling-invariant
or borderline conditions. For fluid dynamic equations such as the Navier-Stokes Equations (NSE), critical
well-posedness theory has been extensively studied and has yielded profound insights into fluid behavior. F.
Bouchut gived regularity results for weak solution in [5], and R. Alexandre did some further estimates in [I]
based on energy estimates. Hypoelliptic estimates in weighted functional spaces can be seen in Y. Morimoto
and C.-J. Xu’s work [23]. The optimal estimate was given in [22] by microlocal techiniques. More results for
regularity can be seen in [34L[1§].

However, extending these concepts to kinetic equations such as the FFPE and the non-cutoff Boltzmann
equation presents a fundamentally different set of difficulties. These include handling the interplay between
fractional diffusion operators and nonlinear terms, as well as addressing the loss of regularity and the propaga-
tion of singularities. For example, Harnack inequality fails for fractional kinetic operator, see [10,25]. In this
paper, we aim to contribute to the understanding of critical well-posedness in the context of kinetic equations
by focusing on the FFPE. Building upon our previous work [7] on a Schauder-type estimate and its applications
in well-posedness theory, we develop and adapt these analytical techniques to tackle the FFPE. By extending
this methodology to the fractional and non-local operators present in the FFPE, we aim to establish new regu-
larity results and develop a robust framework for studying the well-posedness of the equation. We mention the
recent independent results of F. Grube [12], which proved a two-sided estimate for the kernel of (LIJ) in 1-D
case by Fourier method, and the work of H. Hou and X. Zhang [17], which established a two-sided estimate for
any dimension by a stochastic method.

For brevity of notations, we denote e~*F the semigroup associate to the linear operator 9; + P(V,, V,),

where P(V,,V,) is the differential operator with symbol P(¢,n) = (|§|1+La +|n|?)%. Define
=2, _
[fo] := iEEtH & 1€ follpoe ma xra), (1.3)

The main result in this article is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let A > 100. There exists €9 > 0 such that for any initial data fo satisfying [fo] < eo, then



@I admits a unique global solution f satisfying

m4nt+at+B8-—2
sup Tt @

IVE Ve f(#)ll Lo ra xray < Clfol-
>0

m+n<A

Remark 1.2 i) The [-] norm defined in ([IL3) is scaling invariant with respect to (L2l), which implies our result
is critical.
ii) It is well known that for any u = u(x), we have

[l e ~ 50D 22 |6 o .
’ t>0

1
The norm in ([(L3) is an anisotropic Besov norm with scaling A, ~ Ag™* . Moreover, we have

__2
[fol < CIAT Aa ™ foll Lo (maxra),
_2
[fol < Cll(Az™ + AT) ™ foll Lo (raxra).

where 0 < 1,7 <1 and y1 +v2 = ak with k =1+ '67;2 as defined in (L2). Here, for function Q(|€|,|n]), we
use the operator Q(A, Ay) to denote Q(Ay, Ay)f = ]-';,11}(@(|§|, |7]|)f(§, 7)).

The novelty of this work lies in the adaptation and refinement of techniques from fluid dynamics and geo-

metric analysis to the kinetic setting, where the interplay between non-local operators and nonlinearity presents
unique challenges. Specifically, we address the following key objectives:
i) Establishing Critical Well-Posedness: We aim to derive conditions under which the FFPE admits unique
solutions in critical spaces, ensuring that these solutions are stable and depend continuously on the initial data.
ii) Extending Schauder-Type Estimates: By leveraging our previous work, we extend Schauder-type methods to
fractional kinetic equations, providing tools to handle the inherent non-locality and singularities of the FFPE.
iii) Bridging Gaps Between Fields: This work serves as a bridge between the well-posedness theories devel-
oped for fluid dynamic equations and their application to kinetic equations, offering new perspectives and
methodologies for tackling open problems in the field.

The results presented in this paper have implications beyond the FFPE itself, as the methods and insights
gained here may inform the study of other kinetic equations, including the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation.
Furthermore, they contribute to the broader understanding of fractional differential equations, which are in-
creasingly recognized as powerful tools for modeling complex systems across scientific disciplines.

By addressing the critical well-posedness of the FFPE, we hope to advance the mathematical theory of
anomalous diffusion and kinetic equations, laying the groundwork for future research in this challenging and
highly relevant area of mathematical analysis. The method in this paper can be extended to study well-
posedness for non-cut-off Boltzmann equation with critical data.

We will clarify some of the notations in this article. We denote (a) := (1 + |a|?)% for a € R". We
denote A < B if there exists universal constant C' such that A < CB. We denote 67 f(z) = f(x) — f(x — a),
and we can similarly define 6%. For short, we denote the Fourier transform F(f) = f . We denote the
Lebesgue space L? , = LP(R% x RY) for any 1 < p < oo. For any function P(£,7), we define the operator

P(Ve, Vo) f = Fr o (PEn)f ().
2 Main theorem and proof

First we will prove a representation formula of the solution.

Lemma 2.1 The solution to the Cauchy problem

Of4+v-Vaf +AYf=F, in (0,+00) x R x RY,
f|t:0:f07

can be written as
flt,z,v) = (H(t) * fo)(x — tv,v) + /0 (H(t—7)* F(1))(x — (t — 7)v,v)dr, (2.1)

where

1 t . .
H(t,z,v) = @) /RM exp (—/O lo€ —n|“do + i€ - x +in - v) dédn.



Proof. We rewrite the equation in terms of Fourier transform
atf(tagan) - 6 . an(t,f, 77) + |n|af(ta§a 77) = F(t,f, 77)5
f|t:0 = fo.

Let §(t,€,1) = f(t,&,m — t€), which is equivalent to g(t,z,v) = f(t,« + tv,v). Then

O (t.€,m) + In — t€]*3(t.6,m) = F(t. €1 — 1),
dle—o = fo.
Solving the ODE above, we obtain

) —exp( / |77—0’§|“d0’) )+ / exp( / |77—0’§|“d0’) Pr.6m— 7€)dr
t —T R
—eXp( |n—0§|”‘d0’) fo(&,m) +/0 eXp( / In—Tﬁ—O’ﬁlo‘dO’) F(r,&,n —1&)dr.

Taking inverse Fourier transform, we get

g(t,z,v) = (H(t) x fo)(z,v) + /0 (H(t —71)* F(7))(x + Tv,v)dr.

This implies (2] in view of the relation f(¢,z,v) = g(¢t,z — tv,v). Then we complete the proof. ]
We have the following point-wise estimate on H (¢, z,v) from [I7].

Lemma 2.2 For any m,n € N, it holds that

- 2dtmtn _ o o
VIVIH(t, x,v)| < . 2.2
IV VoH( ) (t~=lo,tmwv)drati(t=aVinf e g |z — oto])dte-l 22)
Lemma 2.3 Forli + 12 < a, and v1,72,11,l2 € (0,1), we have
R (-5 +e)tlp—5
Il o2 VEVEH 2 o)y, S (23)
Il fol'20:9% V2 H(t,,0)llus , S lal % min{L, ! prog e (2.4)
- (11 -31)(+a)—j
o' o]0 V2 H (1, 2,0) 1, S lal" min{1, % '}1 g 25)
— ~ )(te)—ja —
622 AT A2 H (¢, v)||L31w < min{1, tﬂ e , (2.6)
i —G14yD) At e) —jo -
1603V AP A2 H (2, 0)| 2, < min{1, g}t B (2.7)
Proof. The estimate ([2.3]) follows from Remark 1.6 in [I7]. Then we estimate (2.4). Note that
1 1
0o H(t,z,v) = / a-VyH(t,x — Aa,v)d\, O H(t,xz,v) = / a-V,H(t,z,v— Aa)d\.
0 0
For the case when |a| < t7&", we have
1
|||x|ll|v|l25§Vi1V{fH(t,:c,v)||Lg1n S || |v|'2 Vi V2 / a-VyH(t,z — Xa,v)d\
’ 0 L.
L 4 4 (2.8)
S H/ a-(lx —Aa|"* + |a|")|v|2 VI IR H(t 2 — Aa,v)d\ '
0 Ly
5 |0J|t(l1*h*l)(liaﬁr(h*h)7
where we applied (2.3) in the last inequality. For the other case |a| > tHTa, we have
H|:I:|l1|v|l26””V31V”H(t T ’U)HLI .S H|:I:|l1|v|12V31VJ2 (H(t,z,v) — H(t,z —a v))HL; .

Sl + la™)ol> V2 VEH(E2,0)]|

—d1(A+o)+ (2 —42)
< fafrg i



Combining this with (X)), we obtain [24). The estimate ([ZH]) follows similarly. Finally, the estimates (2.0
and 2.7) follow from (24, (23) and the following interpolation inequalities,

1AV Fllzy, S WA IV T s IAZ Ay, S WU IV s ve(0,1).  (29)

Note that AY f(t,2,v) = ¢ [za %ﬁv)db, then

o f(z,v) 6y f(z,v)
, . oI\ P
1A f (2, 0)lLs H/ i ¢ /b|<A e

[y -V, f(z,0—\b) ar
|b|d+'y

+

~

/’1 6bfsiﬁv)db
L, piza (B[

db
H/b|>,\ |b|d+7

Ll 1
z,v Lzm

<

[b] <A

SNV flley, + A7 e,

1
Lzm

By taking A = ||f||L;,U||va||Z£ s we get

IAYFllzy, S WAz IV fIT

and the proof for A} is similar, so we have proved (Z9). Combining (2:9) with ([24]) and ([Z3H), we obtain (2.0
and (2.7). This completes the proof of the lemma. ]
Note that o+ 8 < 3 and 2a+ 8 > 3, choose a — 1 < v < 2 — B < a. Define the norm

m+n+’v

I llxr = sup (EIF O, + D =5 IVEVEFOI L )
t€[0,T] m+n<A Cao
where £ is fixed in ([2)), and
07l N 165 fll ee,
— =
C"vl,iaw ap |a|1+_a b |b|’Y

We shortly denote X = X,. For any g with ||g]|x <€, where € > 0 is a constant that will be fixed later in the
proof, we construct a map S : ¢ — h, where h is the solution to the Cauchy problem

8th +v- Vxh + A?fh = divv F[g]a

2.10
h|t:O = an ( )
where F[g] = gV,A;?g. By Lemma 21 we have
h(t,z,v) = / H(t,x —y—tv,v —u) fo(y, u)dydu
R2d
¢ (2.11)
+ / / H(t—7,2 — (t —1)v,v — u)divy Flg](7, y, u)dydudr
0 R2d
= hr(t,z,v) + hn(t, z,v).
For any data fj, we define the norm [fp]; as follows
[fol1 == [[hLllx-
Lemma 2.4 There holds
[folr < [fol-
Proof. To complete the proof, by time rescaling, it suffices to show that
Y IVEVEhe(Dllrg, S [fol (2.12)

m+n<2A

From the definition of hy (1), we can express its Fourier transform as

Faaltn )& = o0 (= [ n+relar) e,



Let L
Plen) = (e exp (= [+ rear)
0
for N = [1%]. By (Z2), we have for any go = go(z, v)
IV 0 P(Va, Vo)gollLz, < llgollrgs, Vn € N.

T N

Using the Fourier representation of hr (1), we obtain

> AIVEVIh (W)L, S (Ve Vi) 72 fol e, -

\U

m+n<2A

Since
/ tlal-le—te=atg — c(l+ a)f[g],
0
let P be the operator defined in (L3), we get

11+ P) B fo o, = ¢

/ flal=1e= (Pt g gy
0

Le,
This leads to
Ve, Vo) 72N fol e, S [fol-

Combining this with [213)), we obtain [2.12]). The proof is complete.

< [fol-

(2.13)

Denote 79 = v+ 1 — «, we have 0 < 79 < min{l,~}. We prove the following lemma to control the nonlinear

term hp.

Lemma 2.5 Denote

t
MF(t,xz,v) = / / VH(t—1,2—y— (t—7)v,v —u)- F(r,y,u)dydudr.
0 J/r2d

Then
[ME|x S IEF,

where

m(l+a)+n—1+
NI =sup Y ¢+ OV R e,

m+n<A

Proof. Note that
// Vi H({t— 1,2 —y— (t — 7)v,v — u)dydu = 0,
R2d

hence, we have

MPF(t,z,v) = /0 //]RZd VHt -T2 —y— (t —71)v,v —u) - (F(r,y,u) — F(7,y,v))dydudr.

From this and Lemma 2.3 we obtain

Cat®

t
IME@®)|z~ < / NV H (¢~ 7y, w) g 1F ()]0 dr
0

t — —
S [ s

Since —x — 1+ 17% =-1+ Q_f% > —1, the integral converges, leading to:

[IME@) ||~ St F]]l.

(2.14)



Then we consider the higher order Holder norms, we first analyze 05V V"2 MF. Using the definition of
ME | we write:

¢
VIV ME = (—1)7"2/ // Z (t—r)he2vmth vl g(t—1 o —(t—1)v—y, v—u) div, F(7,y, u) dy du dr.
0 RrR2d

l1+la=mo

Similarly, for §; VI V2 MF, we have:
0 VitV MF

t
=(-1)m / // Z (t — 1)t VMthl gt — o — (t —7)(v — a) — y,v — ) div, F(1,y,u) dy du dr
0 RrR2d

l1+l2=m>

t
+(=1)™ /0 //]de Z (t— T)ll5z(t7T)aVle+11VfH(t -1z — (t—7)v—y,v—u)div, F(r,y,u) dy dudr.

l14+l2=m3

1) Holder Estimate in x:
For the z-Ho6lder norm, we estimate:

12V VT ME () e S D+ e, (2.15)

where ,
I = / Z |||u|”°(t — T)hVZ“HlfoVU(SgaH(t - 7,9, u)HL1 HF(T)HLngo dr,
0 li+la=mo o !
and .
I, = /L l IZ H|u|’m(t7T)llézaVuH(t7T7y’u)HL;,u ||VL2VZ“+“F(T>HL§°C‘ZU dr.
2 litla=m2

Applying the kernel estimates in Lemma 23] we deduce:

(I+a)my+moty

185V V2 ME(#)|| 1 S la| et o -
2) Hélder Estimate in v:
For the v-Hélder norm, the estimate follows similarly. We have

4
162V VT ME ()| e S Y 1L,

=1

with

t
Ill _ /O Z H |u|’YO (t _ T)ll v;n1+ll v»liv“éz(t—T)aH(t - 7,9, U)‘

l14+l2=mg

IF @)l peodr,

1
Ly

é
I, = / S|Pt =) vyt JH(E = moy,u)|l . 1P ()] e enodr,
0 v v

l14+l2=mgy

t
Il = ﬁ Z H|u|'m (t— T)ll5g(t_7)aqu(t 1y, U)HLI ||V;nl+l1 VfF(T)HL;cCJO dr,

2 I1+la=m2 v

t
114:/ SO et — )oYl HE - my )|, [VEEVEF)] o dr.

2 I1+la=m2
By kernel estimates Lemma 2.3, we can obtain

(1+a)mq+mo+~y

105V V2 ME(#) || Lo S lal "™ « “EHE- (2.16)

Then (Z14)), 2I5) and 2I6) conclude the proof. |

Lemma 2.6 For any f,g € X, we have the estimate

N £2Vo Ay f1ll] S A2l x N follx - (2.17)



Proof. Note that for any 0 < p < 1,

1fgllew S N llzeellglles + 11l ew

1 1
||Aibf||L°° 5 Hf”éfferHéerea O<p+ep—e<l,

g”L;'oa
(2.18)

with % € {x,v}. Note that the Riesz transform is C* bounded for any 0 < a < 1. Furthermore, we claim that

(A+a)ym+n+~y
a

APV e A IATPVEVE e S Iflx (2.19)

In fact, first for Holder norm of x, for the case |b| > e

51A1*ﬂvmvnf Loo (ta)min
R AT T e 11

|b| TH=
For the case |b] < 7%, we split the integral into two parts,

0504 VyVyf

1-5 _
52D} v;nvgffcﬂ/Rd R da
=Cjp Mda—l—cﬂ Mda
jal<pp = o]0 jal>p s Jaldt=s
= Il+[2.
We have
—d— Y0 A+(+a)ymin
BIS [ VO] S R
a|< a
And

Y+ (ta)min
~

|12|5/| , al = P dalb SR VIV F@) e S [l I[f1lx-

a|>|b| THa LeC T

Combining the above estimates, we obtain

_ _ O+ao)ymtnt~y
IAOVEVEF@OI e St o fllx

LeeCite
Similarly, we have

(Ata)m+ntry
o

1ALV Dl pmege ST = Ifllx-

Thus, we obtain (Z.19).
Note that 1 — 8+ < 7, let F = foV,A; 7 f1. By @I8) and (ZI9), for any m,n € N, m +n < A, we have
IVEVEE@) | e

C

T+a 70
x,v

VitV fa ()|,

ol

o’

S D IVEVEVATAMI,

mi+meo=m v

ni+ng=n

+ Y IVEVEVA A, IVEEVE f (O 2o
mi+mo=m z,v
ni+nz2=n

4 (ta)mintyg-—1
St « 12l 1 f2x-
This implies (ZIT) and completes the proof of the lemma. ]

For g € X, let h = §(g) be the map defined in [ZI0). We now prove that there exists o > 0 such that S is
a contraction map in the set

X7 = {f || fllx <o}

Proposition 2.7 For any fo with [fo] < oo, and any g, g1, 92 € X, it holds

1Sgllx < Cr(lfo] + llgll%), (2.20)
[Sg1 — Sgallx < Ci(llgrllx + [lg2llx)llgr — g2/l x- (2.21)



Proof. Recall from ([ZTIT)) that h = hy, + hy. By Lemma [Z4] Lemma 25 and Lemma 2.6, we have

Ihellx S [fol,  lIanllx S gl

Hence, we obtain (2.20).

For the contraction property, let h = hy — ho = Sg1 — Sg2 and g = g1 — g2. Then f satisfies

8th + v - th + Ag‘h = le(F[gl] — F[gg]),
hli—o = 0.

By Lemma 23] we have

Ihllx < [I1F[g:] = Flgallll

Since
Flg1] = Flgz] = 1V, "g + VoA, go,
Lemma implies
[[F'g1] = Flga]lll < llgr — g2llx (g1l x + [lg2llx)-
This yields (Z21) and completes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem LIl We show that S is a contraction map. Take ey =

m and o = 201 [fo] By

Proposition [Z7 for any fo such that [fy] < €o, and any g, 91,92 € X7, it holds

ISgllx < Cr(lfo] +0%) < 0,

1
S91 — Sgallx < Crollgr — g2llx < llg1 — 92llx-

Hence S is a contraction map in X?. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique f € X such
that f = Sf, which is a solution to the equation (II]). This completes the proof. ]
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