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BGK MODEL FOR RAREFIED GAS IN A BOUNDED DOMAIN

HONGXU CHEN*, CHRISTIAN KLINGENBERG, AND MARLIES PIRNER

Abstract: We study the Bathnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) equation in a smooth bounded domain featuring
a diffusive reflection boundary condition with general collision frequency. We prove that the BGK equation
admits a unique global solution with an exponential convergence rate if the initial condition is a small
perturbation around the global Maxwellian in the L> space. For the proof we utilize the dissipative nature
from the linearized BGK operator and develop several estimates for the nonlinear BGK operator in L™
framework.

1. INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of a monatomic gas without chemical reactions is known to be described by the celebrated
Boltzmann equation. But the complicated structure of the collision operator has long been a major obstacle
in developing efficient numerical methods [13]. Under certain assumptions, the complicated interaction terms
of the Boltzmann equation can be simplified by a so called BGK approximation, consisting of a collision
frequency multiplied by the deviation of the distributions from local Maxwellians. This approximation
is constructed in a way such that it has the same main properties of the Boltzmann equation namely
conservation of mass, momentum and energy. In addition, it has an H-theorem with an entropy inequality
leading to an equilibrium which is a Maxwellian. It is used in many applications and there exist many
extensions to deal with gas mixtures, ellipsoid statistical (ES-BGK) models, polyatomic molecules, chemical
reactions or quantum gases; see for example [3,4,9-11,22-25,29, 30, 34, 35, 38,40, 41].

In this paper, we consider the initial-boundary value problem of the BGK equation in a smooth bounded
domain € in R3:

OF +v -V, F=v(M(F)—-F), (1.1)
where F' = F(t,z,v) > 0 stands for the velocity distribution function of gas particles with velocity v =
(v1,v2,v3) € R? at time ¢ > 0 and position z = (21,2, 73) € Q C R3. M(F) is the local Maxwellian defined

as
t,x v—U(t,z)|?
M(F)(t,2,v) = 7(%%@3)3/2 exp (- L U0 QT(E’@)' ). (1.9)

where p, U and T correspond to the macroscopic quantities given by the moments of F:

p(t,x) = F(t,z,v)dv,
R3

pt,x)U(t,z) = F(t,z,v)vdv,
R3

3p(t,x)T (t,x) = / F(t,z,v)|lv — U(t,z)|*dv.
R3
The collision frequency v takes the following form: for some constants 7, w:
v(z) = p"T%.

From the numerical point of view, the BGK model considerably simplifies the situation. But mathematical
analysis is not necessarily easier, because the relaxation operator involves more non-linearity compared to
the bilinear collision operator of the Boltzmann equation. In [36], Perthame established the global existence
of weak solutions in whole space for the BGK model with constant collision frequency. Regularity and
uniqueness were considered in [37] under the local existence framework in the torus. In a near-a-global-
Maxwellian regime, the global existence in the whole space in R? and a polynomial convergence to equilibrium
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was established in [7]. In [42], for a wide class of non-trivial collision frequencies, the existence of a unique
global smooth solution is established in the torus under a close-to-equilibrium assumption on the initial
data and an exponential decay estimate is established in a high order energy norm. There are also various
extensions of the previous result to more complicated BGK-type equations as the BGK equation for gas
mixtures in [5], the ellipsoidal BGK model [43], relativistic and quantum BGK models [6,31]. Moreover,
a method to construct sharp convergence rates for the BGK equation is given in [1,2]. All results here,
concerning exponential convergence to equilibrium are in the torus and use a high order energy method to
show exponential convergence for the non-linear BGK equation in a close-to-equilibrium regime.

In this article we aim to construct a unique solution to the boundary value problem of the BGK equation
in a bounded domain. Similar to the torus case, we expect that the solution converges exponentially fast to
a Maxwellian.

In the presence of the boundary, due to the characteristic nature, the kinetic equation exhibits singularities
near the boundary [15,16,18,27,28,32], the high order energy method and Fourier transform method(see [19])
become unavailable. To address the challenges posed by the nonlinear BGK operator, in the paper we focus
on constructing a low-regularity solution, specifically achieving L>° control without relying on the embedding
H? C L*. The linear BGK operator possesses a dissipation property for the microscopic components in the
L? energy estimate, which allows us to manage the additional nonlinearity introduced by the BGK operator
by seeking a solution in the space L? N L>. Guo proposed this L? N L> framework in [26], which established
global well-posedness and exponential convergence to the global Maxwellian for the Boltzmann equation
including diffuse and specular boundary condition. This breakthrough has significantly advanced the study
of the boundary value problem of the Boltzmann equation, we refer to [33] for the specular boundary
and [8,12,14,17] for intermediate status between pure diffuse reflection and pure specular reflection. Our
main purpose in this paper is to propose an effective method to construct the BGK solution in the low
regularity space L2 N L°. Thus we only focus on the pure diffuse reflection boundary condition. Other
interesting problems, such as the well-posedness theory under different boundary conditions, the stationary
solutions, the regularity issues, the hydrodynamic limits, etc., are left for future study. We note that the
diffuse reflection boundary condition corresponds to the no-slip boundary condition in the hydrodynamic
limit, cf. [39].

To the end, we denote the boundary of the phase space as

v = {(z,v) € 0Q x R?}.
Let n = n(x) be the outward normal direction at z € 2. We decompose 7 as
v- = {(z,v) € 9Q x R® : n(z) - v < 0},
(

e = {(z,v) € 9Q x R? : n(z) - v > 0},
70 = {(z,v) € 0Q x R* : n(z) - v = 0}.

The diffusive reflection boundary condition is prescribed for the incoming phase space:

F(t,z,v)|,. = cuu(v)/ F(t,z,u)(n(x) - u)du,
n(x)-u>0
where p corresponds to the normalized global Maxwellian:
1 _li?
[L('U) = We 2,

The constant ¢, = V27 is chosen to satisfy fn(z)-v<0 cupt(v)|n(z) - vldv = 1 so that ¢, pu(v)n(z) - v| is a

probability measure on the half velocity space {R? : n(z) - v < 0}. Note that the mass flux is vanishing at
the boundaries, namely

/ (n(z) - v)F(t,z,v)dv =0, = € ON.
RS
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We seek the solution around the global Maxwellian, which takes the form F' = p + /uf. Then, the
following equation for f can be derived

Ohf +v-Vof +Lf =T(f) in (0,00) x Q x R?,

f(t,z,v)|y. = cuv/p(v) o >0f(t,x,u)\/u(u)|n(x) culdu  for x € 09, (1.3)
f(0,z,v) = fo(z,v).

Here, £ is a linearized collision operator, and I" a nonlinear collision operator. To define these operators, we
first denote the orthonormal basis
v =3

Xo(v) :=V/p(v), xi(v) :=wvi/uv), i =1,2,3, xa(v):= 7 w(v).

We denote P f as the macroscopic quantities, which is defined as the L? projection of f onto the subspace
spanned by x;:

4 3

Pfi= (fixixi = al@)xo + Y bi(@)xi + c(@)xa,

i=0 i=1
with

a(t,z) == (f,x0), b(t,z) = (b1(t,x),ba(t,x),bs(t,x)), bi(t,x) := (f,xi) fori=1,2,3; c(t,x) = (f, xa),

where we have taken the usual inner product on L?(R3):

(f:9)= [ [f(v)g(v)do.
]RS

The linear operator £ is then defined as £Lf = (I — P)f. The nonlinear operator I'(f) is defined as the
remaining term in the BGK operator (1.1):

r(f) = U(M(WL\/E\J/C;)?_M_\/W) B

Here we highlight that I'(f) is a nonlinear operator of f, which exhibits a higher degree of nonlinearity

compared to the bilinear Boltzmann operator. The derivation of £f and the explicit expression of I'(f) can

be obtained by performing a Taylor expansion around the equilibrium state (p,u,T) = (1,0,1). For the

detailed derivation and the associated properties, we refer to the next section ((2.6) and (2.7) in Lemma 1).
We denote a velocity weight as

I-P)f. (1.4)

1
w(v) == P 0<6 < 1
Now we state our main result.

Theorem 1. Assume € is bounded and smooth. There is a constant 0 < § < 1 such that
if the initial condition Fo(x,v) = p+ /Ifo(x,v) > 0 satisfies [, [zs v/Ifo(x,v) dvde = 0 and
lwfollLe, <6,

then there exists a unique solution F'(t,x,v) = p+ /uf(t,z,v) > 0 to the problem (1.3)
such that fQ fRS VEf(t,z,v)dvdr = 0, and the following estimate holds true:

lwof()lls, < 2Ce6.
Here C > 1,0 < X\ <1 are constants.
Outline. In Section 2, we will derive the expressions of the BGK operator £ and I', and establish
their fundamental properties. In Section 3, we will derive the L? estimate for the linear BGK equation by
leveraging the coercive property of £. Finally, in Section 4, we conclude Theorem 1 by constructing the L

estimate through the method of characteristics and employing an iterative argument for the existence and
uniqueness of the solution.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Derivation of £ and I'. In this section, we derive the explicit expressions of £ and T.

Lemma 1 ( [42]). (i) The collision frequency v = p"T* in (1.1) can be linearized around the global equilib-
rium state (p,T) = (1,1) as

v=1+vp,

1 1
"r = Z<f’ Xz>/0 D(PmpﬁUﬂvGﬁ)(png)dﬁ = Z<f’ XZ>/O Q;dv, (2.1)

2

where the notation in (2.1) is defined as

Qi = {D(pﬁ,ngﬁ,Gﬁ)(png)}iv (2'2)
Py = ’l9p—|— (1 - 19)17 PﬁUﬂ = 19va

polUs|® +3psTy 3 _ 0{P|U|2 +3pT 3 }
B 2919 B 2P )
2
G:M_27 Gy = 9G. (2.3)
V6 V6
(i) The local Mazwellian M(F) in (1.1) can be linearized around p as
1
ME) = p+ PR+ Y o) [ Qo1 -0 (2.4
0<i,j<4 0
Here Q;; is defined as
QU = {D%pﬁ,pﬁUﬁ,Gﬁ)M(ﬁ)}ij7 (25)
M) = L0t
— 9
2Ty )32 ¢

(iii) Plugging the perturbation F' = p+ \/iuf and the expansion of M(F),v given by (2.4), (2.1) into the
equation (1.1), we derive the expression of L(f) and T'(f) as

Lf=I-P)f, (2.6)
1
P(f) = Pl —vpf+ 3 / Qi (1 = D)AIF, i) (f, X2
0<i,j<470
1
+I/P Z Ql](l _ﬁ)d0<f7 Xl><f7 Xj>/14—1/2
0<i,j<4”0
=T1(f) +Ta(f) +T3(f) + Talf). (2.7)

To fully state the expression of I' in (2.7), we derive the explicit expression of @; and Q;; in the following
lemma.

Lemma 2. (i) Q; in (2.2) takes the following form:

Q' _ Pi(pﬁvU’ﬂvT’L?)
’ Ri(ps, Ty)
Here R;i(pg,Ty) = r1,:(ps)™>(T9)™" is monomial, r1,; > 0 is a positive constant and re;,r3,; > 0 are

non-negative constants. P; is a polynomial

Pi(po,Uy,1,Up,2,Up3,Tp) = Z am(po)"* (Ug,1)"? (Ug,2)™* (U 3)"* (Tg)™.

meS;

(2.8)

Here ay, is a constant, m = (my,--- ,ms), where m; > 0 are non-negative constants, and S; corresponds to
a collection of finitely many m.
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(i1) Qi; in (2.5) takes the following form:

Pij(pﬁvv - U197 U’L97T’L9)

oy (00, To) M(9). (2.9)

Qij = [D(2p197p19U19,G19)M(/(9)]7:j =

Here R;j(pg, Ty) = r1.ij(ps)™>% (T9)"™ is a monomial, r1,; > 0 is a positive constant and r2;5,73.:; > 0
are powers of non-negative integers. P;; is a polynomial

Pij(po,v1 — Uy 1,v2 — Uy 2,v3 — Uy 3,U9,1,Up,2,Up,3,Ty)
= Z am(py)™ (v1 — Ug1)™? (v2 — Uy 2)™* (v3 — Uy 3)"* (U,1)™* (Uy,2)™® (Un 3)"" (Tp)™*,

meS;;
here a, is a constant, m = (mq, - - - ,mg), where m; > 0 are non-negative integers, and S;; corresponds to a
collection of finitely many m = (mq,--- ,mg).

Proof. We can compute the derivative in Q); as

1 U U _Us =3T+|UP43 .
P P 4 3p np"~ w
1 2U
A A
Dy pvc)p"T = [0 0 1 0 _?2 0
P 3p ool
0 0 0 0 V3 wT p
P

Here the first matrix corresponds to (D, ,u,c)(p, U, T))~*. This concludes (2.8).
Next we compute the derivative in Q;; as

1 L U _Us —3T+|U>+3 1
o ¥ o 0 ¥ Ul —v
D P _M 0 6 1 0 23l5')2 - U2,1:U2 M(F)
— ¢ DI A— = — == —z2t2 .
(p:pU,G) (27T)3/2 0 0 6 1 _zzi - U3§U3
p p
2 v—=U|*-3T
0 0 0 0 VAl UL ST
The second derivative becomes
[ _Us _ Uz _Us =3T+|UI?43]
P P P 3p
o 1 0 0 2
2 o 1 23(?2
D(p7pU7G)M(F) =0 0 ) 0 _¥
0 0 0 1 —2Us
P 32p
0 0 0 0 ¥Ys
L P ]
1] U _Us _Us —3T+|U|*+3 1
P P P 3p o
0o 2 0 0 ~2h _u’f;m
1 2U. o
Dovry [0 0 5 0 -5 — | M(F)
0 0 0 1 _23& _ Us—ws
’ \/ﬁp |v—U|;p—3T
0 0 0 0 73 7T

This concludes (2.9).

Lemma 3. The nonlinear operator T' in (2.7) satisfies

P(I'(f)) =0.
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Proof. We use the definition of T'(f) in (1.4):

v(M(F) - F) (M(F) — F)
P(I(f)) = P(5-2——) = P(1 - P)f) = vP ()
Vi VH
4
Xi
= VXZ'/(M(F)—F) dv =0.
; R3 VH
1, i=0,
In the second line, we used \’;;7 =, i €{1,2,3}, and the conservation of mass, momentum and energy.
[v|?,i = 4.

O

2.2. L*° estimate of I". As discussed in the introduction, we aim to control the nonlinear operator I' in
L space. In this section, we establish the L>° control of ' in Lemma 5. This result will play a crucial role
in proving the a priori estimate.

Lemma 4. We can control the macroscopic quantities using the L estimate of f as follows:

If |wfllLes, <6, then

lp=LUT ~ 11z S5 (2.10)
This can further lead to

1

/ |QildY < 1, (2.11)
0

2 1 1
vl / 1Qi;|(1 =)A= Y2 <1 for 6 < T (2.12)
0

Proof. We can estimate the density as

Ip(t,) — 1] = \/ng VIS = 1] < [z, / Viw™ v < O3,

Then we estimate the momentum as

lp(t, 2)U ta:|—’/ [+ /o flodo

<||wf|\Lao/\/ Yw™ (v)|v]dv < C.

Thus

s s
<
Vol < Sy S 1=as = 2%

Last we compute the energy as

3ot a)7(00) =31 = | [ (u+ VDl = Ut.a) o =3
< U(t) P + ez, / Vilew @) - U(t,a)Pdo

S8+ wfluz, [V @[l + U)o
< 6%+ 08(C + (2CH)%) S 6.

With
T(hz)— 1= p(t,x)T(t,x) =1  pt,z) - 1,
p(t,x) p(t,x)
we derive that,
T(t2) 1] § o+ s £

1-C6 1-0C6 "~
We conclude (2.10).
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Next we prove (2.11). Recall the definition of py, Uy, Ty in Lemma 1, from (2.10) it is straightforward to
verify that for some C

lpy —1,Uy, Ty — 1| < C6. (2.13)
By the property of @; in (2.8), we apply (2.13) to control the denominator as
1< rm,:(1—=C8)™ (1 —Co)"* < Ri(pw, Ty).
We control the numerator as

Pi(po,Up, To) S D lam|(1+ C8)™ (Co)™=Tmstma(1 4+ Co)™ < 1.

meS;

This concludes (2.11).
Last we prove (2.12). From the property of Q;; in (2.9), we apply (2.13) to control the denominator as

15 (1= C6)™=9 (1= C8)™% < Rij(po, Ty)
We control the numerator as
Pii(po,v1 —Ug1,v2 — Uy 2,v3 — Uy 3,U9,1,Up,2,Usg,3,Ty)
< Z lam|(1+ CO)™ (v1 — Ug1)™ (v2 — Uy 2)™ (vg — Uy 3)"™*(C)"= M6+ (1 4 C§)™ M ()

~J
meS;;
lv—Uy|? 2
< —U m2+m3+m41+—05 *zv(1+35) < *2(1+c‘f5‘+c(9))
< v 9 375 € Se .
(27 (1 — C6))3/
meS;;

In the last line, we first bound polynomial by exponential as |v — Ug|™2Tms+m4 < e=clv=Usl* for some small
¢ that depends on 6 to achieve

_v=Uyl?  v=Uy?
|U _ U19|m2+m3+m46 2(1+C%) 5 e 20+C5+C(0) |

Here C(0) is a small constant that depends on 6.
Then we bound

o Jv—Ugl? —1v|%420-Ug—|Ug|? —lv2+[v2 Uy 242 —(1-02%62)|v|? _ [v]?
e 2(0+C6+C(0) — ¢ 2(1+Cs+C(0) S e~ 2(1+C3+C(0) 5 e 2(1+C3+C(9)) 5 e~ 2(1+Cs+2C(0) |

Since § < 1 and 6 < %, we can choose C(f) and § to be small enough such that
0lvl? 7L 2/4
e [v] e 2(1+cs+zc(e))e\”| / 5 1.

Here the inequality does not depend on §. We conclude the lemma.
O

Lemma 5. When ||wfl|Le, < [leMwf]|Le, < 6, we have the following L control of the nonlinear operator
given in (2.7):

[wli(F)llzee, S llwflie, le¥wli(HllLe, S leMwflie, i =1,2,3, (2.14)

z,v N zv N

lwla(F)llez, < lwfls, . lMela(Hliz, S llewf | . (2.15)

Proof. We first prove (2.14). From (2.7), we apply (2.11) and compute
1
D WA Y () [ Qudo] ST wao)l sl

S w3, St S s s,

%

Here we used 0 < % so that wy; < 1. The second inequality in (2.14) follows in the same computation:

~

[l (1] S 13 wxa ()l S 1M x| S e,
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Then for T'y(f) we apply (2.11) and have

1
D) S e | 24060 [ Qo] S oz, 07 ) S sl

Muwla(f)] S IewaIZ L) S lletwfliz, -
For I's(f), we apply (2.12) to have

wly(f)l Sw 3 / Qiy(1 = )9~ 2w B, S sz,

0<4,57<4

MuTy(N Sw / Qij(1 = )| 2w s S lleMuf 3,

0<4,5<4

This concludes (2.14).
Next we prove (2.15). We apply (2.11) and (2.12) to have

/ Qldﬂ’

i (DS 071 x)

1
ul / Qi (1= D)1 ) (i) S s e,

0<j,k<4
Similarly, we have
Ml (f)] < lleMwf|d, -

This concludes (2.15).

2.3. Stability estimate of I'. To prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions, we will employ a sequen-
tial argument. In this section, we derive the L> stability estimate of I' in Lemma 7.

Lemma 6. Given Fy = p+ /ufi and Fo = p+ \/ufa such that ||wfylre, < 0, k = 1,2. We denote
(pr, Uk, Tk) as the macroscopic quantities of Fy defined in (1.2), then we have

1
/ |Qi(p1,0,Ur,0,T1,0) — Qi(p2,0, U2,0, T2,9)|dV0 S [lw(fi — f2)|lLee, , (2.16)
0

1
oIl / 1Qij(p1.0,v — Un,0, Uro, T1,0) — Qij(p2,0,v — Uz, Uz, To,9)|(1 — 9)didp ="/

0
S lw(fi = f2)llee, - (2.17)

Proof. From (2.10) we have

||pk_1;Uk;Tk_1||Lg° ,S(S, k:1,2. (218)
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We compute the difference of the macroscopic quantities p, U, T as

=l =| [ (= Bae] =] [ (7= faviae] S et = Pz,

1 1
|U1—U2|:‘—/ Frody — = ngdv‘
1 P2 JRrs
1

= —/ (Fy — Fy)vdo + ngdv(— - i)‘

p1 RS p1 o p2
_ ‘_/ (fr = fo v\/—dv+/ fgv\/—dv(——p—12>‘
S llw(fir = f2)llee, + lwfalloee, L

11 1
|T1—T2|:—‘—/ F1|1)—U1|2d’0——/ F2|U—U2|2d’U
31p1 Jrs P2

1 1
:_’_/ F1|v—U1|2—F2|v—U2|2dv+/ F2|v—U2|2dv(———)‘
31p1 Jrs p1

5/ |F1—F2||U—U1|2d’0+/ F2
R3 R3

|1)— U1|2 - |’U - U2|2

S llw(fi = f)lleee, + UL = Us| S [lw(fi — f2)l|Lee, -

These estimates imply the following control: for integer power m > 1, due to (2.18) we have

[(p7" — p5', UT* = U™ T = T
Sy = p2, U = Us, Ty — To)|[p !
Sllpr = p2, Uy = Uz, T1 = To)| S w(fi = fo)lzee, -

For positive power m > 0,
[(p1" = p5", T = T5")| < |pa
Sy =5t T = T3] S llw(fr — f2)llzge,-

Here p;* 1, 77" ~! < 1 for finite m due to (2.18).
For positive power m > 0, again due to (2.18),

Gr =77 77~ )l = | o
o T T oy

+oy Ut

= pallp 4 p !

- p2|
—— Sllw(fy = f2)lee,,
P1pP2 '

P2

dot|pr =l [ folo = Uaf? o

R3

S [ 1f = fallo-UiPVRdo+ [ RGO - UP) + (01 -
R R

+Urt Tt T

+ T T

P1 P2

S 1" = 02" T =T S lw(fr = f2)llpee, -

|p1,0 — p2,9,Ur9 — Uzl
) — )
o -, =) il

T{”—sz)’

"

22| < ol ~ Fles,.
P1,9

2 p1,0|U1,01* — p2,9|Us20)* 3
T - T _ _ > 5 > 5 T _
|1,19 2,19| 3p1.0 B B 2,19(/)1,19 p2,19)

pi|Ur? +3p Ty 3 p2|Us? + 3p2To 3
+9] | |2 T | |2 T3

oo} Slh = R,

Uz) - vly/pdv + [lw(fi = f2)llLee,

(2.19)

(2.20)

(2.21)
We compute the difference of py 9, U 9, Tk,9 using the definition in (2.3) and the computation (2.19)
(2.20), (2.21):
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It is straightforward to verify that we can achieve the same estimate for py 9, Uk.9, Tk¢ as (2.19), (2.20),
(2.21):

|(p71’?19 = P39, Uiy — Us'g, Ti"g — Tg’:‘ﬂ)| S w(fr — f2)||L;?v, m is a positive integer.

|(p’17f19 — Py, T — TQ%)| S w(fr — f2)||Lg<3v, m is a positive constant. (2.22)
1 1 1 1 )} . ..
— — — — — — )| < |Jw(f1 = f2)|lr=., m is a positive constant.
‘(pm oy T, T,

From (2.8) and (2.9), the denominator of @); and Q;; contain monomial of py, Ty, while the numerator
contain polynomial of py, Uy, Ty, v — Uy with integer powers. Then we can apply the computation (2.22)
for the subtraction in (2.16) and (2.17). Then the lemma follows by a rather tedious but straightforward
computation.

g
Lemma 7. Given fi and fo such that ||eAtwf1||L;c’>v + ||6Atwf2||Lg?v < 4, it holds that
[eXw(T(f1) = T(f2)llzz, S 8leMw(fi = fo)lles, - (2.23)

Proof. We will derive the lemma by estimating every term in (2.7).
We start with I'y (f) = vp(f)P fi. From the definition of v, in (2.1), we compute that

vp(f1)Pf1 = vp(f2)Pf2 = (1p(f1) — vp(f2) )P f1 + vp(f2)P(f1 — f2)-
The second term is bounded using (2.1) and (2.11):
Muwvy (f2)P(fr = f2)| S leMw(fr — fo)ll oo, llwfallLes, S dlleMw(fy = f2)llee,
For the first term, we use the property of Q; (2.8) to have

6/\t|Vp(fl) = vp(f2)]
1 1
S Z<€At|f1 - f2|,Xi>/0 |Qi(f1)|dd + Z(e’\t|f2|7xz'>/0 |Q:i(f1) — Qi(f2)|dV

SlleMw(fy = f)llee, + lleMwfollpes, lw(fi = f2)llee, S lleMw(fi = f2)llzze,- (2.24)

Here we have used (2.11) and (2.16).
This leads to

eMw(vy(fi) = vp(f2)Pfil S llwfilloe, lleXw(fi = fo)llpg, < dlleXw(fi = f2)llg, -

Thus (2.23) holds for I';.
Next we estimate I's(f) = —1,(f)f. We compute that

vp(f)f1 = vp(f2) f2 = (p(f1) — vp(f2)) f1 + vp(f2) (1 = fa)-
The second term is bounded using (2.1) and (2.11):
eMw(fi = f)vp(fo)l S le¥w(fi = fo)llz, lwhallz, S dleMw(fi = f2)llis,-
For the first term, using the same computation as (2.24), we obtain
leMw(vp(fr) = vp(F2) fil SNeMw(fy = f)log lwfilloe, S dleMw(fy = fo)lliz,.
Thus (2.23) holds for T's.
Next we estimate T'3(f) = > o<, j<4 fol Qii ()1 — 9 AI(f, xi){f, x; )~ /% We compute that

1
MuTs(f1) —wls(fo)] <w Y /0 [Qij (f1) = Qij (f2)I(1 = )AD(EM fr, xa) (fr, xson /2

0<i,j<4
1
tw Y /o Qi (f2)I(1 = 9)dI[(fr = fa, xi) (€M f1,x5) + (€Y o, xi) (1 = far x) ]t/
0<i,j<4

SleMwfilie lw(fi = f2)lloe, + lw(fi = f)lee, llewfillie, +leMwfzlre,] S dllew(fi — fo)llzz, -
(2.25)
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Here we have applied (2.12) and (2.17). Thus (2.23) holds for I's.
Last we estimate T4 (f) = v,(f) >o<ij<a fol Qi ()1 — 9N AI{f, xi){(f, xj)u~ /2. We compute that

1
eMwla(f1) —wla(f2)] < eMvp(fi) — Vp(f2)|w/0 Qa5 (FI(L = ) AD(fr, xa) (fr, X2
+ [vp(f2)[eM|wEs(f1) — wTs(f2)]

< leMw(fy — f2)||Lg?v||wf1||%;<3v + 5||wf2||L;<3v||€’\tw(f1 f2)||LI LS < SlleMw(fy — f2)||L;<3v.

For the RHS in the first line, we have used (2.24), (2.12). For the second line, we have used (2.1), (2.11) and
(2.25). Then we conclude the lemma.
O

3. L? DISSIPATION ESTIMATE

In this section, we consider the solution to the linearized BGK equation

with the source term g = g(¢, z,v) satisfying
Pg = 0. (3.2)
The boundary condition of f is given by

[t z,v)| =+ / >0 ft, z,u)y/ p(u)du. (3.3)

We denote
Pyf:=+/p / ft,x,u)y/ pw(u)du.
(x) u>0

We have the following L2-dissipation result.

Proposition 2. Let Q be an arbitrary bounded and C* domain. There exists 0 < A\ < 1 such that if the
initial data fo and source data g satisfy (3.2) and

t
ol + [ X9z, ds <.

then there exists a unique solution to the problem

of+v-Vof+Lf =g, f(0,2,0) = fo(z,v) (3.4)
with f satisfying the boundary condition in (3.3). Moreover, we have that
t
1O, s e {iIfols, + / leg(s)3  ds}, veo. (3.5)
: : o :

To prove Proposition 2, we need to have the following L? dissipation estimate of the macroscopic quantities.
Denote

fl5.4 = / / If(t,z,v)[*(n(z) - v)dvdS,, dS, is the surface integral.
o9 v>0

Lemma 8. Suppose f solves the following equation,
Of+v-Vof +Lf =g, (3.6)
with boundary condition (3.3). Here g does not need to satisfy the condition (3.2). It holds that

[ s as 6060+ [Py as+ [ ol as

/|1— |2+ds



12 HONGXU CHEN*, CHRISTIAN KLINGENBERG, AND MARLIES PIRNER

where G(t) is a functional of f(t,z,v) such that |G(t)] S || f(t)||32  holds true for any t > 0.

The proof of the macroscopic dissipation estimate is standard. For completeness, we refer the proof to
Appendix.

Proof of Proposition 2. We prove the decay estimate (3.5). Multiplying (3.4) with e’ we get
[0 +v -V + Ll(eMf) = A f + eMyg. (3.7)
Applying Green’s identity to (3.7), we have

POl + [ 1T P 6 s [ 10 P s
A [ 15l s + O, + [ ot as 5)

Here we have applied the standard coercive property of the diffuse reflection boundary condition:

[ L s, = [ [0 p) s s,

We also applied P(e*g) = 0. Next, we apply Lemma 8 to (3.7), then we have

[ 1 Pr; a5 £ 60 - GO0+ [ I a- Pty as+ [ Il as
E / g s+ [ 160 = PGB s 39)

where |G(t)| < |le*f(t)||2. . Therefore, multiplying (3.9) by a small constant ¢ and adding the resultant
o0 (3.8), we obtain that for some C' > 0,

(- CaX IO, +{(1-C) [ 1 a-P)s6)lE; as-+< [ IOPAGIE; as)
+(1- OE)/ |€>\S(1 - P,Y)f(s)|§7+ds
0

t t
<CO+X) [ 1Ol ds+ O, + [ le¥als)lE; ds
0 ' ’ 0 ’

Since [|e**(I—=P)f(s)[|2. + [[eMPf(s)]|2. = |le* f(s)||2, , we further obtain that for & < 1:
t
¥ 7O+ [ 176 ds

t t
CO+ ) [ I p@) s s+ IO, + [ ool s

Last we let A < 1 be such that C(A + A\?) < ¢, then the above estimate gives the desired decay estimate
(3.5). We conclude the proof of Proposition 2. O

4. L°° ESTIMATE BY METHOD OF CHARACTERISTIC

In this section, we are devoted to the proof of Theorem 1. We will control the nonlinear operator I'(f)
in (1.3) using L* norm. For this purpose, we start with the L estimate of the linear problem (3.1) in the
following proposition.

Proposition 3. Suppose the initial condition and source term in (3.1) satisfies

lwfollLes, < 00, sup e |wg(s)||Le, < oo, P(g) =0, (4.1)
0<s<t
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then there exists C' > 0 such that the unique solution in Proposition 2 satisfies
lwf®)llree, + [wf(t)|Lse, < Ce*”{”waHL;% + OS<UI<)t€>\S||wg(5)HL;f’U}7
757

for any t > 0.

We will derive the L*> control using the method of characteristic. We use standard notations for the
backward exit time and backward exit position:

th(z,v) :=sup{s > 0,z — sv € Q}, zn(x,v) =z — tp(z,v)v.

We denote ty = Ty, a fixed starting time. Since the backward trajectory may have multiple interactions
with the boundary, we define the following stochastic cycle:

Definition 1. We define a stochastic cycles as (zo,vo) = (z,v) € Q x R? and inductively

r1 = ap(x,v), vy € {v; € R®:n(xy) vy >0},

vk € Vi = {vr, € R¥:n(ag) -vp > 0}, fork>1, (4.2)
Tpt1 = Tp (T, V), t{“) = tp(zk,vr) for n(ag) v >0,

ty =to— {to +tp +- + 15}, fork>1.

With the stochastic cycles defined, suppose f satisfies the linear equation (3.1), with £f defined in (2.6)
in Lemma 1, we apply the method of characteristic to get

’LU(’U)f(T(J’ x, U)
=14, <ow(v)e (0,2 — tv,v) (4.3)

To
+1t1<0/ e~ (To=2) le / f(s,z — (t — s)v,u)xi(u)duds (4.4)

w(v)g(s,z — (t — s)v,v)ds (4.6)

To
+ 1t1<0/ (T
0
To
+1t1> / (T
t1

+ 14 s0e” T w(w) f(ty, 21, 0). (4.8)

To

—|—1t1>0/ —(To—s) sz / fls,x = (t — s)v,u)xi(u)duds (4.5)
0—3s)

0—s)

w(v)g(s,z — (t — s)v,v)ds (4.7)

The boundary term (4.8) is represented using the diffuse reflection boundary condition (1.3) and the sto-
chastic cycle Definition 1:

flt,x1,0) = c#\/u(v)/ flt1, @1, v1)/ pw(vr)|n(z1) - v1|doy.

n(z1)-v1>0
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Applying the method of characteristic again to f(¢1,21,v1), with the stochastic cycle defined in Definition
1, it is standard to derive the following bound for the boundary term (4.8):

|(4.8)] < e~ (To tl)w(v)
/ k 1y, { Z 14, <o<t,€ —ti w(v)| f(0, 2 — tivg, v;)]|dXE; (@9)
+ 1tk>0w(vk71)|f(tk’Ikvkalﬂdxk,l o

k—1 ti 4
+3 1i<0en, / e S w(wi)xe(v:) / Flsoxi — (t — )oi, wxe(w)dudsdS;  (4.11)
i=1 R?

0 £=0

k—1 ti 4
+ Z 1ti+1>0/ e~ (ti=s) Zw(vi)Xf(Ui) /3 xe(w)f(s,z; — (t; — 8)vs, w)dudsdX; (4.12)
i=1 £=0 R

tit1
k—1 ti
+ ) 1iyi<o< / e (v;)g(s, @i — (ti — s)vs, v;)dS; (4.13)
i=1 0
+ Z 1t1+1>0/ e G w(v)g(s, 2 — (t; — s)v;, vi)dEi}. (4.14)
tit1
Here dY; is deﬁned as
k—1 1 i—1
dEZ = { dO’j} X {7(110’1} X { 67<tj7tj+1)d0j}, (415)
j:lll w(vi)y/ p(vi) 31;[1
where do; is a probability measure in V; (4.2) given by

do; = cpp(vi)(n(z;) - v;)dv;. (4.16)
The term (4.10) corresponds to the scenario that the backward trajectory interacts with the diffuse
boundary for more than k times, while the other terms involve finite times interaction. This uncontrolled
interaction times is estimated by the following lemma.
Lemma 9. For Ty > 0 sufficiently large, there exists constants Cq,Co > 0 independent of Ty such that for
k=CTo*, and (to, z0,v0) = (t,z,v) € [0, Ty) x Q x R3,

Proof. Since the characteristic in Definition 1 with repeated interaction with the boundary is fully determined
by the diffuse reflection boundary condition, this statement is independent of the equation. We refer the
proof to Lemma 23 in [26] for the Boltzmann equation.

O

To prove Proposition 3, among the characteristic formula (4.3) - (4.8), first we estimate the boundary
term (4.8) in the following lemma.

Lemma 10. For the boundary term (4.8), with X given in Proposition 2, it holds that
w(v)|f(tr, @1, 0) <CO)e™" lwfoll s, + o(1)e™*" Sup le**wf ()] L,

=s>1o0

+ O(To)ef)\tl sup ”eASwg(S)HL;c:v + C(To)e*”l sup eASHf(S)HLﬁ .
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp ’

Proof. Since do; in (4.16) is a probability measure, (4.9) is directly bounded as
(4.9) < CO)e " wfoll L, (4.17)

where the constant C(0) comes from

0) = /v [n(z;) - vi|/ p(v))w™ (v;)dv;.
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The exponential decay factor e in (4.17) comes from the combinations of the decay factor in (4.15):

e_tie_(tifl_ti) < e_ti—l, e_ti—le_(ti—2_ti—1) < e_ti—2 .

For (4.10), with A < 1 and k = C’lTO5/4, we apply Lemma 9 to have

(4.10) < /n  Lysoe M M w(vp-1) f (tr, 2, ve-1)|d Sk
iy

=1

(4.18)
<o(1)e ™ sup ||e’\swf(s)||L;<3v.

<s<Tp

Here the exponential decay factor e~ comes from the following computation:

e*Atke*(tk71*tk) < e*)\tk717 e*AtkAe*(tkfz*tkfl) < e*)\tk—Z e

For (4.13) and (4.14), they are directly bounded as

k—1 ti
(4.13) + (4.14)] < sup [leMwg(s)|Lee, D / e~ (=9 =X qsdy,
0<s<T, ’

i=1 Y max{0tiy1}

To
< Che™ sup e wg(s)|| e, / o (T=9)/24 (4.19)
0<s<Tp “ Jo
< Cke Mt As
< CRe sup e HwQ(S)HL%’v
0<s<Top

Then we estimate (4.12), which reads
/i y 140,50 Hdajﬂflﬂ(vi)w*l(vi)

j=1 "7 j=1

. (4.20)
’ e (t1ms) vy wu) f(s,z; — (t; — s)vi,u xe(w) uds
></ti+1 g)@( l)/]R3 (w) f(s,zi — (; )vi, )w(u)dd'

First we decompose the ds integral into 15>¢,—5 + 1s<¢,—s. The contribution of the first term reads

(EDINIPEY BN | LT

[T—1 Vi j=1

+ 4
1 e~ (=9 w(v; v; w(u)f(s,z; — (t; — s)vi,u Xe(u) uds
X/ ; (1)XZ( z)/RS ( )f(a i (t’L )17 ) dud

maX{ti+1,ti75} w(u)

<o(1)e ™ sup ||e)‘swf(s)||L;ov. (4.21)
0<s<To ’

Then we decompose the du integral into 1j,>n + 14j<n- The contribution of the first term reads

(4'20)1|“\2N§/v HdeM_1/2(Ui)w_l(vi)

i .
j=1 Vi

t; 4 )
X /ti+1 6_(t1—5);><é(u) /]R3 1|u>Nw(U)f(S7Xi(S)’u))fj((u))ds

<o(l)e ™ sup |[le*wf(s)|| e . (4.22)
0<s<To ’

j=1
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Last, we consider the intersection of all other cases, where we have s < t; — §, and |u| < N. We compute

(4.20)15<t,—51juj<n

i—1
S/1—11'1\; Hdaj/v \/M|n($z)’01|dvz

i j=1

t;—0
x/ efuifs)/ F(s,a5 — (ti — 8)vi, w)duds

tir1 |’U.‘SN

i—1 t;—38
5, Lo
< = do; e\t f(s,y,u)dudyds. 4.23
03 Mmi-tv H " Jo lul<N JQ ( ) (4.23)

i j=1

In the last line we have applied the change of variable v; — y = x; — (t; — s)v; € Q with Jacobian

‘det (W)‘ = (t; — 5)3 > &°.

Then we leverage the L? estimate by applying the Holder inequality

i—1 th
H&UK/G““Wﬂwmds
ity 0 o

j=1Yi j=1

(4.23) < CN)&Q/
IT

SCN@QeiMl sup 6)‘S||f(s)||L2 . (4.24)
0<s<Tp o

Collecting (4.21), (4.22) and (4.24), we conclude that

(4.12) So(1)e ™ sup [le*wf(s)||lL=, + Cnsrae ™ sup | f(s)|zz .. (4.25)
0<s<Tp ’ 0<s<Tp ’

By the same computation, we have the same bound for (4.11):

(4.11) So(Me ™ sup [eMwf(s)|rz, + Cnsrmae ™ sup e[ f(s)llzz - (4.26)
<s<To ' 0<s<Ty '
Summarizing (4.17), (4.18), (4.19), (4.26) and (4.25), we conclude the lemma. O

Now we are in position to prove Proposition 3.

Proof of Proposition 3. We focus on the apriori estimate. We will discuss the construction of solution
using approximating sequence at the end of the proof.
First of all, (4.3), (4.6) and (4.7) are bounded as

|(43)] +[(4-6)] + [(4.7)] < e wfollrge, + Ce™ sup [le*wg(s)| g, (4.27)

0<s<Ty
Moreover, (4.8) is bounded by Lemma 10 as

(4.8) SC’(G)e*TOwaoHL;c:U + o(1)e Ao <su<pT ||e)‘swf(s)||L;c3U
Sss 1o

- _ (4.28)
+C@)[e ™ sup M wg(s)lnx, + e sup [7(s)]r, ]
0<s<Tp

>s8>1o

Then we focus on (4.5). We expand f(s,z — (¢t — s)v,u) using (4.3) - (4.8) again along the characteristic
with velocity u.
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Denote t¥ := s — tp(x — (t — $)v,u) and y := 2 — (t — s)v, we have

7 4 (u
45 =Tuso [ dse @S wlohte) [ anke

re w(u)

.
I

0
% { Ty coe ™ w(w) (0,5 = su,u)

s 4 (!
+ 1#{30/0 6_(8_5/)018'2“)(“))@(“)/ w(u')f(s',y — (s — S/)“’“/)%dw

=0 R

+ lies0 /S 6_(S_sl)dS'Zw(u)xj(u)/ wu) f(s',y — (s — S/)u,u’)Mdu’
]R3

ty =0 w(u’)

+ 1yf§0/ e Dw(u)g(s',y — (s — 8 )u, u)ds’
0

~

o / =N w(ug(s',y — (5 — 8')u, u)ds’
t

i
+ Lgsoe” T D)ty — by, wu.u)}.

The contribution of (4.29) in (4.5) is bounded by

4

To .
[ ase @S wpto) [ ke,

t1 i=0 R3 w (u)

To
<) / dse™ (=92~ ¥To |y o1l < C(O)e % [ fo e,

t1

Here we use § < § such that 1Py (v) < 1.
The contribution of (4.32) and (4.33) in (4.5) are bounded by

To 4 . s ’ ’
/ dse™(To=2) Zw(v)xl(v)/ duM/ ds'e” (=)™ sup ||e)‘swg(s)||L;oU
t1 =0 R3 0 ’

w(u) 0<s< Ty

To .
<C sup ||6)‘Swg(5)||L,°°/ dsef(Tofs)e*)‘S/ dqu(u)
0<s<Ty S re w(u)

<C sup [|eMwg(s)|| Lz, -
0<s<T, '

The contribution of the boundary term in (4.34) can be bounded by applying Lemma 10:

" 3 xilw) oy
(4.34)§/ dse*<T0*S>Zw(v)Xi(v)/ du XY o= (s—t1)
i=0 k3

t w(u)

<A TCOIwhlliz, +o)e T sp M)z,

<s<Ty

FC@)[e ™ sup [ Mugls)lne, +e M sup ()]}
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp ’

To
SC(G)/ dse™(To=9) x e_§||wf0||Lg?v+o(1)e_’\s sup ||€)‘Swf(8)||[,g?v

t1 0<s<Tp

+C(To)[e™™ sup [l wg(s)|re, +e ™ sup 6AS||f(S)||L§UH
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp :

~To —\To As
< C(0)e™ 2 [Jwfollree, +o(1)e sup [le™wf(s)|Lze,
0<s<T,

+C@)[e ™ sup M wg(s)lnx, + e sup XF(s)ez, .
0<s<To 0<s<To

17

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)
(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

(4.37)
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Then we focus on the contribution of (4.31) in (4.5). First we decompose the ds’ integral into 15—y <5 +
1,_s>5. The contribution of the first term reads
(4.31)15_5<s
T() 4 . S ,
< / dse™(To=s) Zw(v);@(v)/ duﬁ((:j)) / e~ (75 ds’

tq i—0 R3 max{s—d,t}}

- (W) e
) [ W sup [ uf )z,
j=0

re wlu 0<s<Ty
o —(To—s) : ‘ Xi(w) s As
<o(1) /t1 dse ;w(v)xl(v) /]RS du w () e OSS:ISIDTO e wf(s)|Lee,
< o(1)e M sup ||e’\5wf(s)||Lg<3v. (4.38)

<s<Ty

Next we decompose the du’ integral into 1j,/>x + 1j4/|<n- The contribution of the first term reads

To ! xi(u) [° ) a8’
So(l)/ dse_(TO_s)Zw(v)Xi(v)/ duz—/ e~ (= A48 sup [leMwf(s)|pe
t1 =0 R3 ’UJ(U) tif 0<s<Top o
To
o) [ dse e sup eMu(s)oz,
21 0<s<To '
<o(l)e ™ sup ||e)‘swf(s)||L;?U. (4.39)
0<s<To

Now we consider the intersection of all other cases, where we have s’ < s — ¢ and |u/| < N. In such case
we compute such contribution in (4.31) as

(4'31)15’<s—5, |[u/|[<N

To X(U) s—§8 ,
< / dse™(To=s) / duzt / e~ (s7s )ds// du'f(s',y — (s — s )u,u). (4.40)
t |u'|<N

t rs w(u) »

We apply the change of variable v — y' = y — (s — s')u with Jacobian
8 _ _ o
’det( [y (;u S)u])‘:(S—S/)BZ(SB
to derive that

T() s—0 ,
(4.40) §/ dse_(TO_s)/dy// e~ (s7s )ds// f(s', Y u))dd
t Q tu lu/|<N

T() s—0 ,
< Cno / dse—(T—9) / e D) F(s) |z ds’
0

t1
To
<Cya s M), [ dse e
0<s<Tp N
< Cnae M sup €| f(s) L2 - (4.41)
0<s ’

<Ty

Collecting (4.38), (4.39) and (4.41), we have

(4.31) < o(1)e ™ sup ||e)‘swf(s)||L;c3U + C(Tp)e ™ sup 6A5||f(s)||L§ - (4.42)
0<s<Ty 0<s<To ’

By the same computation, we have

(4.30) < o(1)e o sup ||e)‘swf(s)||L;c3U + C(Ty)e M sup 6A5||f(s)||L§ - (4.43)
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp :
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We combine (4.35), (4.36), (4.37), (4.43) and (4.42) to conclude the estimate for (4.5):

(4.5) < C(0)e = |lwfoll s, +o(1)e ™ S le**wf(s)l|zz,

<s<Ty

+C(To)e ™ sup [[e*wg(s)l|ee, + C(To)e 0 sup e[| f(s)] L2 -
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp ’

Similarly, we can have the same estimate for (4.4) as

T
(4.4) < CO)e™ = [wfollLee, +o(L)e ™ sup [l wf(s)|| Lz,
0<s<Tp

(4.44)
+C(To)e ™ sup [|e*wg(s)|rg, + C(To)e M sup || f(s)] 12 ,-
<s<Ty 0<s<Tp '

Last we collect (4.27), (4.28), (4.44) and (4.44) to conclude that

w(v)|f(T0, Z, U)l

< CO)e 2 1) o As 44
< C(0)e™ 2 Jwfollree, +o(1)e sup [le™wf(s)|Lze, (4.45)
0<s<Tp

+C(To)e ™™™ sup M wg(s)|z, +C(To)e ™ sup e f(s)]rz .
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp

Since the source term ¢ and initial condition fy satisfy (4.1), the conditions in Proposition 2 are satisfied.
With the weight w(v) = 69“"2, we control the L? term as

To
sup e[ f(s)lzz, < C(To) [l follzz, +/ le**g(s)]l 2., ds]
0

0<s<Tp
< C(To)[llwfollLes, + sup [le*wg(s)| Lz, ]- (4.46)
0<s<T,

For given 0 <t < oo, we denote
Re = |wfollre, + sup [e*wg(s)| e, -
0<s<t

To

Recall that C(8) in (4.45) does not depend on Ty. We choose T to be large enough such that C(f)e” 2 <
e~+. Then we further have

T
lwf(To)llLee, < e 7 [whollree, +o0(1)e ™ sup [ wf(s) e,
0<s<Th

+C(To)e™™ sup ™ wg(s)l|zz, + C(To)e™™ sup e f(s)lzz - (4.47)
0<s<Tp 0<s<Tp ’

For 0 <t < Ty, with the same choice of k = C4 TO5 / 4, it is straightforward to apply the same argument for
eMw(v)|f(t, z,v)| to have:

lwf(Ollzz, < CO)e 2 llwfollrg, +o(1)e S le**wf(s)llzz,

+ C(Tp)e ™ sup ||e’\swg(s)||Lg<3v + C(Ty)e ™ sup e’\5||f(s)||L§,v. (4.48)
0<s<t 0<s<t
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For t = mTy, we apply (4.47) to have
[[wf (mTo)l|e,
T
e Jwf((m — 1)T)|1z, + C(To)e ™™ sup [[e**g((m — )T + )| 1z,

0<s<Ty
+o(L)e™ sup [[eMwf((m—1)To+ 5)|re, + C(To)e ™ sup e[ f((m —1)To +8)|1z
0<s<T 0<s< Ty :
_To —AmTp As —AmTy
<e Fwf((m—1)To)|re, +o(1)e 0<51<1pT e**wf(s)|Lee, + C(To)e RmTy
~sxsmilo

< e 2% wf((m - 2)To)lze,

(1— 4/\)T
+ e~ AmTo [0(1) sup ||e’\swf(s)||L;°U + O(TO)RmTo} [1 +eT T d o}
0<s<mTy '
_mTy
<o <e T whollre,
—amT N m—1 _i(1-4NTy 4)\)T0
+ e o(1) sup [eMwf(s)]lug, + C(T0)Runr, | x Y e
0<s<mTy =0
<o(L)e T sup [leMwf(s)|Le, + C(To)e PRy, (4.49)
0<s<mTyp '

In the fourth line we have applied the same computation as (4.46) to the L? term.
For any t > 0, we can choose m such that mTy <t < (m+1)Ty. With t = mTp+s, 0 < s < Ty, we apply
(4.48) to have

lwf®)llLe, = llwf(mTo + s)l L,

< 0(9) = (mTo)”Lgov =+ 0(1)6_)‘5 sup ||6AS/U]f(mT0 + S/)HL;?U

0<s'<s

+ O(To)ef)\s sup ||€)\s’wg(mT0 + S/)HLgf’u + O(TO)67 S sup 6)‘5 ||f(mT0 +s )||L2
0<s’'<s 0<s'<s

< o(COENMT s [P f(s) 1, +CT)e NI R
0<s<mTy ’

< o(l)e M Os<u1;<> ||e)‘swf(s)||Lg?v + C(Tp)e MR, (4.50)
<s<t

In the fourth line we have applied (4.49) and (4.46) to the L? term.
Since (4.50) holds for all ¢, we conclude that

e’\t||wf(t)||L;?v < C(To)e_’\t[waoHL;?v + Os<u1;<>t ||e)‘swg(s)||Lg<ﬂ. (4.51)

We conclude the a-priori estimate. To establish the existence of the solution, we will use the following
approximating sequence:

{ O fH v Vo fl 4 L =Pl g, fI1(0,2,0) = fola,v)

f€+1|% =(1- %)Cu V w(v) fn(m)~u>0 fé V p(u)(n(x) - u)du.

By employing a similar argument using the method of characteristic, one can show that f* forms a Cauchy
sequence in the L* space. This leads to the existence of a solution f that satisfies (4.51). The uniqueness
follows in a similar way. For conciseness, we do not present the detail of such computation, we refer to a
detailed argument to Proposition 7.1 in [20].

We conclude the proof of Proposition 3. g

(4.52)

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1. We consider the following iteration sequence:

{ QL v Vo fO 4 LFT = DY), F(0,2,0) = folz,v),

f“_l |’yf = Cu/ M(U) fn(m).u>0 f“_l V p(u) (n(x) -u)du.



BGK EQUATION WITH DIFFUSE BOUNDARY 21

The initial sequence is defined as f© = 0. With the assumption on the initial condition |lwfo|ze < 6, we
apply Proposition 3 to conclude that for ¢ = 0, there exists a unique solution f!' such that

sup [l wf! 1, <6,
0<s<t

Inductively, we assume supo< <, le**w f*|| L, < 2C8. Then the condition in Lemma 5 is satisfied. Moreover,

from Lemma 3, we have P(I'(f¢)) = 0, thus the condition of Proposition 3 is also satisfied.
We apply Proposition 3 to conclude that there is a unique solution f**! such that

sup [|eMwf e, < Cllwfollre, +C| sup [eMwfie + sup [leMwf)|7 |-
<s<t 0<s<t k 0<s<t k

Here we have used Lemma 5 for 1 < i < 3 to obtain the following estimates:
A ¢ A 2|2
sup [le™*wl'i(f*)||lzee, S sup [[e™wf*||7e
0<s<t 0<s<t ’
and

sup (e wla(f)|re=, S sup [l wf|7 .
0<s<t 0<s<t ’

We take [|wfo Lo < & to be small enough such that 2C§ < 1, then with |[e*wf*|| L < 2C§, we further
derive that

sup [[eMw L, < C5 +4C?%6% +8C35° < 2C6.
0<s<t ’

Hence by induction argument, we conclude the uniform-in-¢ estimate:

sup sup [leMwf| L=, < 2C6. (4.53)
£ 0<s<t ’

Next, we take the difference f*! — f¢. The equation of f**! — f* becomes
Ou(f = ) v Vu(f5 = fO+ LFH = f) =T(f) = T(f),
ff+1(07x7,u) - fZ(O,JI,U) = 07
P = e = /i) [y asol /T = FVp) (n(2) - w)du.

We apply Proposition 3 to have

sup [|eMw(f " = f9)llLe, < C sup [|eMw[D(f*) =T(F )]s,
0<s<t 0<s<t

S0 sup [[eMw(fC = )L,
0<s<t

In the second line, we have applied the estimate in Lemma 7 to I'(f¢) — T'(f*~!). The condition in Lemma
7 is satisfied due to the uniform-in-¢ estimate (4.53).
Thus for some constant C7, we have

sup [leMw(f = fO)|re, < 16 sup [leMw(fC = f7Y) L, -
0<s<t 0<s<t

We choose § < 1 such that C1d < 1. Then f* is a Cauchy sequence, and we construct a solution f to (1.3)
such that ||e)‘twf(t)||Lg?v < 2C6 for all t > 0.

To prove the uniqueness, we let f and g be two solutions to (1.3) such that [|[eMw f(t)|| Lo, [[eMwg(t)|| L, <
2C'0. The equation of f — g satisfies

W(f —g)+v-Vulf —g)+ L —9) =T(f) - T(9),
f(Ov'Iv’U) - g(Ov'Iv’U) =0.
Applying Proposition 3, we have

sup [leMw(f = g)llzz=, < C18 sup [ w(f — g)|Ls, -
0<s<t 0<s<t

Since C16 < 1, we conclude that supg<,<, [|e**w(f — g)||Lse, = 0, thus f = g. We complete the proof.
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Positivity. Finally, we prove that the unique solution f satisfies F' = p+ /pf > 0. We use a different
sequence

OF™ + v Vo P = VY (M (F*) — F),
FEJrllV— = CMM(U) fn(m)'u>0 FZ(TL(I) ’ u)du’
Fe+1(05 €T, 1)) = FO(Iv’U)v FO= FO(Iv’U)'
Clearly, such an iteration preserves positivity. In the perturbation F¢ = u + N/ f¢, the equation of fé+!
reads
Of vV, f”l +l et = Pff + rl(ff) +T3(f9) + Ta(f9),
FT = e/ () fo@)us0 fi(n )V p(u)du,
flJrl(Ov'rv’U) fO('rv’U)v fojf()('rvv)'
When waf”Lg?U < 1, from (2.10), the damping factor satisfies 1 — v* > 1. Thus, this equation shares the
same structure of (4.52), with g = I';(f%) + 3(f*) + T4(f%). With the estimate of the nonlinear operator

in Lemma 5 and 7, one can employ a similar argument (proof of Proposition 3) to show that f¢ again forms
a Cauchy sequence in the L> space. This implies [|w(f* — f)||Lse, — 0. By uniqueness, we conclude the
positivity.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 8

We derive the L? dissipation estimate of the macroscopic quantities a(t,z), b(t, ), c(t, z) using special
test functions with the following weak formulation to (3.6), here we emphasize that these variables only
depend on ¢ and z. This method was proposed by [20,21] for the Boltzmann equation.

_/t/ v+ V1) fdzdvds
0 QOxR3
:/Qst{ DI(E) + 0 f (0 }dxdv+/ /Qst f@twdxdvds—/ot/71/;fd~yds "

/ / Ef1/)d:1:d1)d$—|—/ / gydzdods
QxR3 QxR3

= {Gy(t) = Gy(s)} + 1+ Ja + J3 + Ja.

Step 1: estimate of c(t, z).
We choose a test function as 1, be a solution to the following problem

Yi=t.=v- vm¢c(|vl2 - 5)/1'1/27
—A¢.=cin Q, ¢. =0 on IN. (A.2)

From a direct computation, the contribution of b vanish from the oddness, and the contribution of a
vanish from the orthogonality of v(|v|? — 5)u'/? L ker £. The LHS of (A.1) becomes

LHS—5// Adzds — Z// L 0c((I— P) f,v0;(|v]* — 5)pt/?)dxds

:5/ /CQdIdS—FEl, (A.3)
Q

where, for any §; > 0, from the elliptic estimate to (A.2),

|E1|<51/ I\cl\des+—/ /4@~ P)fI ds

For J;, we denote ®, as the elliptic equation

— AP, = 9icin 2, ®. =0 on 0.
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Integration by part leads to

t t
/ / |V, ®.|2dads = / Ore(s, ¢)P.dxds. (A.4)
0 Ja 0o Ja

Denote A;(f) := 15((|v]* = 5)vj\/H, f)v. From the conservation of energy, we have

8tc+%vm~b+%V-A((I—P)f):0.

Then (A.4) becomes

/0 /Qatc(s,x)@cdxds - /0 /Q [— %b Vo ®, — éA((I —P)f)- vméc} dads
_/0 /m (%(b~n)<1>c+ %(A((I— P)f) ~n)<bc)dSmds. (A.5)

The boundary term vanishes from the boundary condition ®.(z) = 0 on z € 9. The other term in (A.5) is
controlled as

t t t
D [ I9alds+ [ bliaas+ [ I@-PsE s

Plugging the estimates to (A.4), we obtain

/nv <1>|\L2ds</ |\b||des+/ |- P)fI2a ds.
Thus we compute J; as

t 1 t t 1 t
B S8 [ Ialigds+ 5 [ IA-PIIE, dsSa [ Iblads+ 5 [ 1A= . (a0
0 o1 Jo ’ 0 91 Jo ’

Next, we apply boundary condition of ¢, and f to compute Js:

L wfr=[ s /7 s,

We have

/ [ +/ ] (Jo]* = 5)/B(v - Vade)(n - v) fdodS,

[219] n(z)-v>0 n(z)-v<0

/ (Jv]> = 5)vE(v - Vade)(n-v)(f — Py f)dvdS,
o JIn(x)v>0

_|_

2 / s (|v|2 —5)y/an(z) - v (n(z) - Vo®.) Py fdvdS,

o JIn(

/ / ([v]* = 5) V(v - Vade)(n - v)(f — Py f)dvdS,
oQ Jn(z)v>0

1 1
S BIVa@lE o0y + 510 = PSB4 S dalelts + 100 P

In the first equality, we have applied the change of variable v — v — 2(n - v)n. The third line vanishes by

fn(m)_v>0(|v|2 —5)(n-v)?udv = 0. In the last inequality we applied ellpitic estimate to (A.2) with the trace
theorem:

IVa®ellZ2o0) S l19ells < llell7z-

We conclude the estimate for Js as

2] < 61 / lel32ds + = / (1= P)f2 ,ds. (A7)
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For J3, due to the exponential decay factor !/? in ¢., we have
t t
1
S0 [ elads+ 5 [l e@- sl ds
0 0 ’

t 1 t
o [ elads+ 5 [ 1= PsIE; ds (A8)
0 1Jo ’

Here we applied the elliptic estimate to V o..
For Jy, similar to the computation in (A.8), we have

}/ / gwcdxdvds’ <51/ HCHdeS+ / Hg||L2 ds. (A.9)
QxR3

Collecting (A.3), (A.6) 6 (A.7), (A.8) and (A.9), we conclude the estimate of ¢ as follows: for some C; > 0
and Gc(t) := [ [gs Yef( d:vdv

t 1 t
A chigdss01[G6<t>—Gc<o>+al [ las+ 5 [Pl as
0 |
i [10-rrBaas+ k[ 1ol (A10)

Step 2: estimate of b(t,z). We use the weak formulation in (A.1) for the estimate of b.
First, we estimate b;. We choose a test function as

3

¢1=§(|U1|2 [vf® )\/—811@ + V10202, 91 + V1031 0py 1.

We let ¢ satisfy the elliptic system

_92 _ — i
{ 02, ¢1 — Ady = by in Q, A1)

¢1 =0 on z € 9.

From a direct computation, the contribution of a and ¢ vanish from the oddness, and the LHS of (A.1)
becomes

¢ 2
3
—// /bvf 1|2—u)ﬂauqﬁlﬁ+U1U2/M912¢1b2+U1U3/M913¢1b3
o JrsJa

v v|?
+ v}v2 ud3301b1 + viV3 10221 by + 51}% (|v1|2 - %)uam%bz + §U§(|v1|2 — %)Mal3¢lb3}d$dvd8 + Fs

¢
—/ / / [201101b1 + D22¢p1b1 + D33P1b1 + O1291b2 — D12¢1b2 + D13¢1b3 — D13¢1bs]dadvds + Es
’3 Jo

t t
:-/ (Ady + Oy )brdads + Ey :/ 61122 ds + B,
0 0

For F,, using the elliptic estimate, we obtain that for any ds < 1,

t 1 t
Bl S0 [ Ioulads+ 5 [ - P)FIE; ds.
0 2 Jo ’
For J;, we let ®; satisfy the elliptic equation
— 6%1(131 — A®; = 0by in Q, ®; =0onz € 0N
Integration by part leads to

t t
/ /[2|awlq>1|2 + 02, @1 % + |0, @1]?]dads :/ Orb1 @1 dads. (A.12)
0 JQ 0 JQ

Denote ©;(f) := ((viv; — 1)\/it, f)v. From the conservation of momentum, we have

Otby + Ogy (a+2¢) + V-0 (I-P)f)=0.
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Then (A.12) becomes
t t
/ by ®1dads = / / [(a +20)0,, @1 + O1((I - P)f) - Vo dy | dads
0 JQ 0 JQ

- /t/ 1 (0 + 26)n1 + 1 (01((T = P)f) - n)dS,ds. (A.13)
0 o0

The boundary term vanishes from the boundary condition ®4(z) = 0,z € 9.
The other term in (A.13) is controlled as

t t
o) [ IV.@ultzds+ [ Ulalfs + Iel; +1T— P Jas.

Plugging this estimate to (A.12), we obtain

t t
| Ivanlads < [l + el + 1P Jas (A14)

J1 can be computed using the estimate (A.14):
¢ ¢
150 [ IValzas+ [ Ia- i, ds
0 0 :

t t t
o [ lals + el + [ lelfds+ [ NT-P)s1E; s

Next we compute the boundary integral J> using the diffuse boundary condition:

/ fii(n(x) - v)dSydv = / / P, fin(n(z) - v)dSgdv + / / (1—P))fyr(n(x) - v)dodS,
R3 J o0 r3 JoQ 0 Jn(z)-v>0

S - Pv)f|2L3+ +0(1)[Va®i[F2(90) S (1 — Pv)f|2L3+ + 0(1)||¢||§13 S1A- Pv)f|%gl+ + 0(1)||b1||%§-
In the second line, the contribution of P, f vanished due to oddness. In the third line, we applied the trace

theorem with the Poincare inequality.
Js and Jy are bounded in a similar manner as (A.8) and (A.9):

t 1 t
<00 [ Il + 5 [ 1@ as

t 1 t
50 [ Ioilzzas+ 5 [ ol as

For Gy, (t) := [, Jgs ¥1.f(t)dzdv, we conclude the following for b;:
t t
[ 1811 ds £ 6o, () = G0+ 82 [ (@ briol:
0 0

1 [t 1 [t
1 / IT—P)f[2, ds+ — / (1= P,)fP3,ds.
52 0 v 52 0

The estimate to by and bs are the same by modifying the test function (A.11) to the following:

3 v]?
Yo = V1V2\/ 110z, P2 + §(|U2|2 - %
— 02,02 — Ay = bo,
3 2 J?
s = 01 [i0s, 63 + vava sy + 5 (|vaf? = =) ViDiy 6,

— 02,03 — A3 = bs.

) Viiry 62+ V20810062,
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For Gyp(t fQ fR3 1+ Y2+ 3) f(t)dadv, we conclude the estimate for b as follows: for some Cy and any
dg > 0,

t t
/ ||b|\%gd5§CZ[Gb(t)—Gb(0)+52 PR
0
o [lalzz s [1a-Poris s+ £ [la-posga) @)

Step 3: estimate of a(t, z).
We choose the test function as

3
= 1/111 = Zai(bavi(l’UF - 10)M1/27
i=1
—A¢, =a, inQ, Vyd,-n=0on . (A.16)

From direction computation, on LHS of (A.1), b vanished from oddness and ¢ vanished from [p, (|v]* —
10)vZ(Jv)?> — 3)dv = 0. Thus we obtain

LHS—5/ llall72ds — Z/ /(%(ba v, (Jv2 = 10)u!/2, (I — P) f)dads

1,7=1
t
=5 [ flaltzds + B (a7
0

where, for any d3 > 0,

t t
1
B S0 [ Naltpds + 5 [ Ia A= PfI: ds
0 3.J0 ’
For J; in (A.1), we denote
— AD, = Ora(s), in Q, V,P,-n=0on IN.
Integration by part leads to

t t
/ / |V, ®,|*dzds :/ Ora®ydzds. (A.18)
0 JQ 0 JoQ
From the conservation of mass d;a + V, - b = 0, we have
t t t
/ Ora®,drds = / / b V,®,dzds — / / (b-n)®,dS,ds. (A.19)
0 JQ 0 JQ 0 Joo

The boundary term can be computed as

/Ot /asz(b -n)P,dS,ds
t
:/ ®, /m /n@) () )P £ (1 P oS, +/m/ o 0E) VR, favas, |ds
/ @, |L2(6Q)ds+/ (1= P)fE . ds S o1 / IV, . ||L2ds+/ (1= P)f2 ., ds

/ V. ¢a|\L2ds+/ (1= P)fP ., ds.

In the third line, the contribution of P, f vanished from the oddness, and we applied the trace theorem. In
the last line, we applied the Poincare inequality.
The other term in (A.19) is controlled as

t t
D [ V.l [l
0 0
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Plugging the estimates to (A.18), we obtain

/ V. ® |\L2ds</ Hb||L2ds+/ (1= P fE2, ds. (A.20)

We apply (A.20) to compute J; as
t t t
NS [ IVa®alads+ [ bl7ads+ [ [ /*T=P)f[72 ds
| L2 L2 L2
0 0 0 "

t t
< [ Iblizas+ [ It a= P ds+10- P (A.21)

Then we apply the boundary condition of ¢, and f to compute Js:
[t = [ wrays [ woray
gl Y+ =

We have

/m [/n< w30 /n MJ('“'Q‘10>#”2(v-Vma)(nw)fdvdsz
:/ / —10)u'?(v - Vada)(n - v)(f — Py f)dvdS,
a0 Jn(zx) 'u>0

2 1/2¢, . N2
+2/an/nz 0 ([o]" =10)p " (n - Vada)(n - v)" Py fdodS,
— [ [ (P =10 Vaba) o)~ P f)duds,
o Jn(z)-v>0

1 1
< 83l Va@alZ2o0) + + 5 (1= P[5 < 0sllallis + gl(1 —P)fl5 4

In the first equality, we used the change of variable v — v — 2(n(z) - v)n(z). In the second equality, the third
line vanishes due to the boundary condition of ¢, in (A.16). In the last inequality, we used the standard
elliptic estimate of (A.16) with trace theorem: [|¢a | g1 (00) S dallaz S llall 2.

We derive the estimate for Jy as

gl S [ Nalizas+ 5 [0 RS s (A2
Js and Jy are estimated similarly as (A.8) and (A.9):
il S [ Nalizas+ 5 [ 1= s s (.23
50 [ olizas+ £ [ ol as (A:20)
0 3Jo ’

Collecting (A 17) (A.21), (A 22), (A.23) and (A.24), we conclude the estimate a as follows: for some
C3 >0 and Go(t) := [, [gs Yaf(t)dadv

/www<@p 0+ [ blzas+ & [ 1a- P as

/wadw% [0 rosis. ) (A.25)

Step 4: conclusion
We summarize (A.25), (A.15) and (A.10). We let 6, = /37, and multiply (A.15) by 6:/* to have

t t ¢
5%/nwﬁﬁgaﬁffwm®+@ﬁffwm®+@ﬁﬂ@@—@@
0

= [ 1a-Pasiy as = [l g+ —= [ 10 =P8 (a2
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Then we evaluate §; x (A.25) + (A.26) + (A.10) as

o1 [ ats + 7 [ olgas s [ el a

t
smwuwwn/nw%®+aﬁ“/nwg®+@&“/n¢%®
0 0 0

+C[Galt) + Golt) + Gelt) = Gal0) = Go(0) = Ge(0)]

o[-y as+ ol as+ [ 10— P )

Here the constant C' in the last two lines depends on C7,Cs, C3, 1. We choose small enough §; such that
Csdy + C16y < 07, Cosy/* < 5y, Cu0y/* < 1.

Finally, we conclude the lemma with [G(t)] = |Ga(t) + Go(t) + Ge(t)| = | [qugs (Ya + b + he) f(t)dzdv| S
I1£1Z: -
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