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Abstract

In this paper, we study the grazing limit from the non-cutoff fuzzy
Boltzmann equations to the fuzzy Landau equation, where particles in-
teract through delocalised collisions. We show the grazing limit through
variational formulations that correspond to the GENERIC (General Equa-
tions for Non-Equilibrium Reversible–Irreversible Coupling) structure of
the respective equations. We show that the variational formulation asso-
ciated with a non-quadratic dual dissipation pair for the fuzzy Boltzmann
equations converges to a variational formulation of the fuzzy Landau equa-
tion corresponding to a quadratic dissipation pair.
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1 Introduction

In this article, we study the grazing collision limit from the fuzzy Boltzmann
equations to the fuzzy Landau equation. The fuzzy Boltzmann equation can be
written as

∂tf + v · ∇xf = QB(f, f)

QB(f, f) =

∫
R2d×Sd−1

κ(x− x∗)B(|v − v∗|, σ)
(
f ′f ′∗ − ff∗

)
dσ dx∗ dv∗.

(1.1)

The unknown ft(x, v) : [0, T ]×R2d → R+ with d ≥ 2 corresponds to the density
of particles at time t ∈ [0, T ] and position x ∈ Rd and velocity v ∈ Rd. The linear
transport term v · ∇xf describes the advection of the density by the velocity
of the particles. The collision term QB(f, f) describes the delocalised elastic
collision of the particles with the pre-collision status (x, v) and (x∗, v∗). The
post-collision velocities v′ and v′∗ are given by

v′ =
v + v∗

2
+

|v − v∗|
2

σ, v′∗ =
v + v∗

2
− |v − v∗|

2
σ, σ ∈ Sd−1.

We use the notations

f = f(x, v), f∗ = f(x∗, v∗), f ′ = f(x, v′), f ′∗ = f(x∗, v
′
∗).

The collision kernel B : Rd × Sd−1 → R+ is given by

B(|v − v∗|, σ) = A0(|v − v∗|)b(θ),

where the kinetic kernel takes the form of

A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ , γ ∈ [−2, 1]. (1.2)

When d = 2, we consider γ ∈ (−2, 1]. In the hard and Maxwellian potential
cases, A0 can also take the form A0(|v − v∗|) ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ , γ ∈ (−∞, 1]. The
deviation angle θ ∈ [0, π/2] is given by

θ = arccos
v − v∗
|v − v∗|

· σ.
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The delocalised collision is characterised by a spatial interaction kernel κ. For
example, one choice of κ could be a renormalised Gaussian kernel proportional
to exp(−⟨x⟩), where ⟨z⟩ :=

√
1 + |z|2 denotes the Japanese bracket. The fuzzy

equation (1.1) is introduced in [EH25a] as an approximation of the classical
inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation

∂tf + v · ∇xf = Qclass(f, f)

Qclass(f, f) =

∫
Rd×Sd−1

B(|v − v∗|, σ)×(
f(x, v′)f(x, v′∗)− f(x, v)f(x, v∗)

)
dσ dv∗.

(1.3)

One major difficulty in studying the classical Boltzmann equations is that the
natural a priori bound—the conservation of mass, given by the L1-norm of f , is
fundamentally incompatible with the L2-integrability in the spatial variable x
required by the quadratic collision term Qclass(f, f). The so-called renormalised
solutions are studied in, for example, [DL89; AV02]. In [EH25b], Erbar and
the third author showed that as κ(x − x∗) → δ0(x − x∗) a Dirac measure, the
fuzzy equation (1.1) indeed converges to the classical equation (1.3). Here, we
do not take the singular limit in κ, further assumptions of κ can be found in
Assumption 2.14.

We consider the singular angle function β(θ)
def
= sin θd−2b(θ) such that supp(β) ⊂

[0, π/2],

β(θ) = sin θd−2b(θ) ≳ θ−1−ν and

∫ π
2

0

β(θ)θ2 dθ < +∞, (1.4)

for some ν ∈ (0, 2). Further assumptions of B and β can be found in Section
2.3. We take the following scaling for ε ∈ (0, 1)

βε(θ) = π3/ε3β
(πθ
ε

)
. (1.5)

The scaling induces a new collision operator Qε
B corresponding to the collision

kernel Bε = A0(|v − v∗|)bε(θ) and formally the following grazing collision limit

∂tf
ε + v · ∇xf

ε = Qε
B(f

ε, fε)
ε→0−−−→ ∂tf + v · ∇xf = QL(f, f), (1.6)

that the fuzzy Boltzmann equation converges to the fuzzy Landau equation
∂tf + v · ∇xf = QL(f, f)

QL(f, f) = ∇v ·
∫

R2d

κ(x− x∗)A(|v − v∗|)Π(v−v∗)⊥
(
f∗∇vf − f∇v∗f∗

)
dx∗ dv∗,

(1.7)
where the kinetic kernel A(|v− v∗|) = A0(|v− v∗|)|v− v∗|2, and the orthogonal
projection Π(v−v∗)⊥ is given by

Π(v−v∗)⊥ = Id− (v − v∗)⊗ (v − v∗)

|v − v∗|2
.
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Similar to the difficulty encountered in studying the classical inhomoge-
neous Boltzmann equation (1.3), the L2-integrability in x is incompatible with
mass conservation when analysing the classical inhomogeneous Landau equa-
tion, which corresponds to the fuzzy equation (1.7) with κ taken as a Dirac
measure. The fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) was introduced in [DH25b] as an ap-
proximation to the classical inhomogeneous Landau equations and also has been
studied further in [DH25c; GGPTZ25]. The grazing limit (1.6) of the classical
inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation was shown on the formal level by Desvil-
lettes [Des92]. Simplified models of the inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation
(1.3) and the Landau equation are the spatial homogeneous equations obtained
by removing the spatial variable x. For f = f(v), the homogeneous Boltzmann
and Landau equations write as follows

∂tf(v) =

∫
Rd×Sd−1

B(|v − v∗|, σ)
(
f(v′)f(v′∗)− f(v)f(v∗)

)
dσ dv∗,

∂tf(v) = ∇v ·
∫

Rd

A(|v − v∗|)Π(v−v∗)⊥
(
f(v∗)∇f(v)− f(v)∇∗f(v∗)

)
dv∗.

(1.8)

As a consequence, the linear transport term disappears, and the quadratic de-
pendence on x also vanishes in the homogeneous collision operators. Concerning
the rigorous proof of the grazing limit in the homogeneous case, the hard poten-
tial cases were studied in [AB90], the soft potential cases were shown in [Vil98b],
where the framework of H-solutions was introduced. The weak convergence was
improved in [ADVW00] by taking advantage of the angular singularity. Com-
bining with the so-called velocity average techniques in [GLPS88; DLM91], the
grazing limit in the inhomogeneous case was shown in [AV02]. Recently, the
grazing limit for the quantum Boltzmann operator was studied in [GPTW25],
and for wave kinetic equations in [DH25a].

The spatially homogeneous Boltzmann and Landau equations (1.8) can be
formulated as gradient flows, or steepest descents, of the dissipative Boltz-
mann entropy H(f) =

∫
f log f . A rigorous variational characterisation of these

gradient-flow structures was established in [Erb23] and [CDDW24], respectively.
Using these gradient flow structures and the Γ−convergence framework for gra-
dient flows developed in [Ser11], Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [CDW22] showed
the grazing limit in the homogeneous case (1.8).

The fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1) and the Landau equations (1.7) have
been rigorously cast into the GENERIC (General Equations for Non-Equilibrium
Reversible Irreversible Coupling) framework, which is a combination of both
conservative and dissipative dynamics, in [EH25a; DH25b] using the variational
formulation for a general GENERIC system formally proposed in [DPZ13].
Motivated by the aforementioned results on the grazing limit of the classical
Boltzmann equations, in this paper, by extending the method in [CDW22] for
the homogeneous equations to the fuzzy models and combining with velocity-
averaging techniques to obtain the necessary compactness, we rigorously es-
tablish the grazing limit in the fuzzy case using a variational framework that
captures the GENERIC structures of the fuzzy equations developed in [EH25a;
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DH25b]. In particular, we show that the grazing limit of the fuzzy Boltzmann
equations—whose dynamics are governed by a pair of non-quadratic (cosh)-
dissipation potentials, converges to the fuzzy Landau equations, which admit a
pair of quadratic dissipation potentials.

1.1 GENERIC structure

The GENERIC framework provides a systematic method to derive thermody-
namically consistent evolution equations describing complex systems consist-
ing of both Hamiltonian (reversible) dynamics and gradient (irreversible) flows.
It was first introduced in the context of complex fluids [GÖ97a; GÖ97b]. A
GENERIC system describes the evolution of an unknown z in a state space Z
via the equation

∂tz = LdE+MdS. (1.9)

The building block {E,S, L,M} satisfy the following conditions:

• The functionals E, S : Z → R are interpreted as, energy and entropy func-
tionals respectively; and dE, dS are their differentials.

• L(z), z ∈ Z are antisymmetric operators mapping cotangent to tangent
vectors and satisfying the Jacobi identity.

• M(z), z ∈ Z is a symmetric and positive semi-definite operator.

• The following degeneracy conditions are satisfied:

L(z) dS(z) = 0 and M(z) dE(z) = 0 for all z.

The conditions satisfied by the building blocks {E, S, L,M} ensure that in any
solution to (1.9), the energy E is conserved and the entropy S is non-decreasing

d

dt
E(zt) = 0 and

d

dt
S(zt) ≥ 0.

Thus, the first and second laws of thermodynamics are automatically satisfied
for GENERIC systems. The first author, Peletier and Zimmer [DPZ13] propose
a variational characterisation: a curve z : [0, T ] → Z is a solution to (1.9) if and
only if J(z) = 0, where

J(z) = S(z0)− S(zT ) +
1

2

∫ T

0

∥∂tz− L dE∥2M−1 dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

∥ dS∥2M dt, (1.10)

where the weighted (pseudo) norms are associated with the weighted L2-inner
products

⟨v,w⟩M±1 =

∫
v ·M±1w.
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When E = 0, the system (1.9) reduces to a gradient flow and the variational
characterisation (1.10) corresponds to De Giorgi’s characterisation of gradient
flows as curves of maximal slope, see for example [AGS08].

The above (quadratic) framework can be generalised by inducing a pair of
dual dissipation potentials R : Z×TZ → R+ and R∗ : Z×T∗Z → R+ defined on
(co-)tangential spaces that are convex conjugate

J(z) = S(z0)− S(zT ) +

∫ T

0

R(∂tz− L dE) dt+

∫ T

0

R∗( dS) dt. (1.11)

Similar to the quadratic case, J = 0 leads to the generalised GENERIC system
[Mie11]

∂tz = LdE+ ∂R∗( dS), (1.12)

where the irreversible part MdS in (1.9) is replaced by

∂vR
∗(v)

∣∣
v=dS

.

The positivity of J is ensured by Fenchel’s inequality

x · v ≤ R(x) + R∗(v) with equality iff x = ∂R∗(v). (1.13)

1.2 Variational formulations

The fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1) and the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) are
associated with, at least formally, the conservative energy and the dissipative
Boltzmann entropy

E(f) =
1

2

∫
R2d

|v|2f dx dv and H(f) =

∫
R2d

f log f dx dv. (1.14)

The dissipation of the entropy is characterised by the entropy inequalities

H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

D(f) dt ≤ 0. (1.15)

The Boltzmann and Landau entropy dissipations are given by

DB(f) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

κB(f ′f ′∗ − ff∗)∇ log f dx∗ dv∗ dx dv dσ ≥ 0, (1.16)

DL(f) =
1

2

∫
R4d

κff∗
∣∣∇̃ log f

∣∣2 dx∗ dv∗ dx dv ≥ 0, (1.17)

where the Boltzmann and Landau gradients are given by ∇f = f ′∗ + f ′ − f∗ − f

and ∇̃f =
√
AΠ(v−v∗)⊥

(
∇vf− (∇vf)∗

)
. The non-negativity of DB follows from

the elementary inequality (log x− log y)(x− y) ≥ 0.
The fuzzy Boltzmann equations can be cast as a generalised quadratic GENERIC

system with building blocks {E, S, L, ∂R∗}, where E is given by (1.14) and
S = −H, and the operator L is given by

L(f)g = −∇ · (fJ∇g), J =

(
0 idd

−idd 0

)
, (1.18)

6



for all g ∈ C∞
c (R2d), where ∇ = (∇x,∇v)

T . The dissipation potential pair
R∗,R is determined by a pair of even, lower semi-continuous convex conjugated
functions Ψ,Ψ∗ : R → R+ and a 1-homogeneous concave function Θ : R+ ×
R+ → R+ satisfying Assumption 2.8, in particular, the following compatibility
condition holds

(Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)Θ(s, t) = s− t, ∀s, t > 0.

Notice that dS = − log f . We set

R(U) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ
( U

Θ(f)Bκ

)
Θ(f)Bκ,

DΨ∗(f)
def
= R∗(− log f) =

1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(−∇ log f)Θ(f)Bκ.

In the above, we write Θ(f) = Θ(f ′f ′∗, ff∗). The corresponding variational
functional (1.11) writes

JB(f) := H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

DΨ∗(f) dt+

∫ T

0

R(∂tf − v · ∇xf) dt. (1.19)

In particular, one can take the important class of hyperbolic cosine functions

Ψ∗(r) = 4(cosh(r/2)− 1) and Θ(s, t) =
√
st. (1.20)

The rigorous proof of the generalised GENERIC structure characterised by
the variational formulation (1.19) was shown in [EH25a] that JB = 0 if and
only if f solves the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1), where the cut-off (bounded
angular kernel) hard potential case that A0 ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ , γ ∈ (−∞, 1] were
considered. Although we lack the rigorous proof of the GENERIC structures
in the non-cutoff and soft potential cases, the variational inequality JB ≤ 0 is
ensured by the entropy inequality (1.15) and the duality condition (1.13).

The fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) can be cast as a GENERIC system with

the building block {E, S, L, M̃}, where E and L are given by (1.14) and (1.18),

S = −H, and M̃ is given by

M̃(f)g = −1

2
∇̃ ·

(
κff∗∇̃g

)
,

where ∇̃· is the L2-dual of ∇̃ given by (2.3). In [DH25b], the first and third
authors rigorously showed this GENERIC structure via a variational character-
isation corresponding to (1.10) under appropriate curve assumptions.

Taking the scaling (1.5), inspired by the homogeneous argument in [CDW22],
to show the grazing limit (1.6), we show that as ε → 0, the fuzzy Boltzmann
variational inequality

H(fεT )−H(fε0 ) +

∫ T

0

Dε
Ψ∗(fε) dt+

∫ T

0

Rε(∂tf
ε − v · ∇xf

ε) dt ≤ 0 (1.21)
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leads to the fuzzy Landau variational inequality

H(fT )−H(f0) +
1

2

∫ T

0

DL(ft) dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

∥∂tf − v · ∇xf∥2M̃−1 dt ≤ 0. (1.22)

We show that the grazing limit of the fuzzy Boltzmann equations—whose dy-
namics are governed by a pair of non-quadratic dissipation potentials, converges
to the fuzzy Landau equations, which admit a pair of quadratic dissipation po-
tentials.

The grazing limit for the homogenous case in [CDW22] only deals with
the quadratic admissible pair in the Boltzmann equation, which corresponds to

Ψ∗(r) = Ψ(r) = r2

2 and Θ(s, t) = s−t
log s−log t (the logarithm mean). Our results

also apply to the homogeneous cases, where one can take non-quadratic pairs in
the variational inequality corresponding to the gradient flows of homogeneous
Boltzmann equations. In particular, in (1.21), we can take the admissible cosh-
pair given in (1.20). The (generalised) GENERIC formulation (1.12) using the
cosh-pair dissipation functionals (1.20) for the Boltzmann equation was shown
formally in [Grm93; Grm02; Grm10; Grm18]. This specific non-quadratic vari-
ational formulation for dissipative systems has recently received considerable
attention in the PDE and probability communities due to its intimate connec-
tions to large deviation principle of stochastic processes [MPR14; MPPM17;
PRST22; PS23; KLMP20; DO23]. We do not derive a large deviation principle
for the fuzzy Boltzmann and Landau equations in this paper, which would be
interesting topics for future research, but refer the reader to the papers [Léo95;
Rez98; Bou20; BGSS23; FF24; FB21; BGSS23] for relevant discussions on the
classical models.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present the
fuzzy Landau and fuzzy Boltzmann equations in detail and state the main result,
Theorem 2.17. In Section 3, we introduce a polar-coordinate representation of
the Boltzmann collision operator and provide the necessary pointwise limits and
uniform bounds. In Section 4, we establish the compactness of solutions to the
fuzzy Boltzmann variational inequality, fε, in (1.21). Finally, in Section 5 and
Section 6, we pass to the limit in the variational inequalities (1.21).

This article is the third in a series of works on the fuzzy Landau equa-
tion. We refer to the first two papers on the variational characterisation and
the solvability results of the fuzzy Landau equations in [DH25b] and [DH25c]
respectively.
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2 The equations and main results

Throughout this work, we consider the kernels A0 = A0(|v − v∗|) taking the
following forms

A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ , γ ∈ [−2, 1]. (2.1)

When d = 2, we consider γ ∈ (−2, 1]. In the hard and Maxwellian potential
case, the kernel A0 can also take the following form

0 < C−1⟨v − v∗⟩γ ≤ A0(|v − v∗|) ≤ C⟨v − v∗⟩γ , γ ∈ (−∞, 1]. (2.2)

In this article, the domain can be taken R2d or Td × Rd. We take T > 0
arbitrarily fixed.

In this section, we present the fuzzy Landau and fuzzy Boltzmann equations
in Section 2.1 and Section 2.2, respectively, where the GENERIC formulation
and variational characterisation are also discussed. In particular, Section 2.2.1
addresses the entropy inequality of fuzzy Boltzmann equations associated with
non-quadratic dissipation potential pairs. Finally, in Section 2.3, we present the
main Theorem 2.17 and the strategy of the proof, where the grazing-collision
limit of the fuzzy Boltzmann equations corresponding to a non-quadratic en-
tropy–dissipation pair converges to the fuzzy Landau equation characterised by
a quadratic entropy–dissipation pair.

2.1 Fuzzy Landau equations

We recall the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7)
∂tf + v · ∇xf = QL(f, f)

QL(f, f) = ∇v ·
∫

R2d

κ(x− x∗)A(|v − v∗|)Π(v−v∗)⊥
(
f∗∇vf − f∇v∗f∗

)
dx∗ dv∗,

and the kernel A(v−v∗) = A0(|v−v∗|)|v−v∗|2. We define the Landau gradient

∇̃ as follows

∇̃f =
√
AΠ(v−v∗)⊥

(
∇vf − (∇vf)∗

)
.

For G : R4d → Rd, the divergence ∇̃· is given by

∇̃ ·G = ∇v ·
∫

R2d

√
AΠ(v−v∗)⊥(G−G∗) dx∗ dv∗ (2.3)

via the integration by parts formula∫
R4d

G · ∇̃f dη = −
∫

R2d

∇̃ ·Gf dxdv,

where we use the shortened notation dη = dx∗ dv∗ dx dv to denote the Lebesgue
measure on R4d.
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Thus, the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) can be written as

∂tf + v · ∇xf =
1

2
∇̃ ·

(
κff∗∇̃ log f

)
.

The following mass, momentum and energy conservation laws at least formally
hold ∫

Ω×Rd

(1, v, |v|2)ft dx dv =

∫
Ω×Rd

(1, v, |v|2)f0 dx dv ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.4)

The Boltzmann entropy of the fuzzy Landau equation is non-increasing over
time, and the following inequality holds, at least formally,

H(fT )−H(f0) = −
∫ T

0

DL(ft) dt ≤ 0,

where the entropy dissipation is given by (1.17).
We follow the homogeneous cases in [Vil98a] to define H-solutions to the

fuzzy Landau equations. The existence of theH-solutions, the conservation laws
and entropy inequalities have been discussed in [DH25c]. Let P(R2d) denote the
space of probability measures on R2d.

Definition 2.1 (H-solution). Let γ ∈ [−2, 1]. Let (ft)t∈[0,T ] ⊂ P(R2d) by weakly

continuous in time. Let f ∈ L1([0, T ];L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d)) ∩ L∞([0, T ];L logL(R2d)).
We say f is an H-solution of (1.7) if the following entropy dissipation is time-
integrable ∫ T

0

DL(ft) dt < +∞,

and the following weak formulation holds∫
R2d

f0φ(0) dxdv +

∫ T

0

∫
R2d

f(∂tφ+ v · ∇xφ) dxdv dt

= −1

2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

κff∗∇̃φ · ∇̃ log f dη dt

(2.5)

for all φ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T )× R2d).

In the above, we use the notation γ+ = max(γ, 0). For a, b ∈ R, L1
a,b(R

2d)
denotes the functional space

L1
a,b(R

2d) = {f ∈ L1(R2d) | ∥f∥L1
a,b(R

2d) < +∞},

with the norms

∥f∥L1
a,b(R

2d)
def
=

∫
R2d

(
⟨x⟩a + ⟨v⟩b

)
f(x, v) dxdv.

10



2.1.1 A variational characterisation

In [DH25b], the first and third authors show a variational characterisation that
recasts the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) within the framework of GENERIC

systems with the building blocks {M̃, L, E, S}, where the energy and entropy
are given by

E(f) =

∫
R2d

|v|2

2
f dx dv and S(f) = −H(f), (2.6)

and the operators L and M̃ at f ∈ Z are given by

M̃(f)g = −1

2
∇̃ ·

(
κff∗∇̃g

)
and L(f)g = −∇ · (fJ∇g) (2.7)

for all g ∈ Z and J is given in (1.18).
To characterise the speed of curves alone the characteristic line ∥∂tf(x +

tv)∥2
M̃−1

in (1.22), we define the transport grazing rate equation

∂tf + v · ∇xf +
1

2
∇̃ · UL = 0, (2.8)

where UL : [0, T ] × R4d → Rd denotes the grazing rate. Notice that, when

UL = −κff∗∇̃ log f equation (2.8) recovers the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7).
We define an admissible pair for (2.8).

Definition 2.2. We say (ft, Ut) is a pair of solutions to the transport grazing
rate equation (2.8) if

1. ft : [0, T ] → P(R2d) is weakly continuous;

2. (Ut)t∈[0,T ] is a family of Borel measures in M(R4d;Rd);

3.
∫ T

0

∫
R4d |Ut| dη dt < +∞;

4. For all φ ∈ C∞
c (R2d) the following equality holds

d

dt

∫
R2d

φf dx dv −
∫

R2d

v · ∇φf dxdv =
1

2

∫
R4d

∇̃φ · U dη.

We define the set of such pairs (ft, Ut) by T GRET .

We define the following curve action associated to (2.8)

AL(f, UL) =
1

2

∫
R4d

|UL|2

ff∗κ
dη.

We have the following variational characterisation of the H-solutions to the
fuzzy Landau equation (1.7).
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Theorem 2.3 ([DH25b]). Let γ ∈ [−2, 1]. Let (f, U) ∈ T GRET such that
H(f0) < +∞. We have

JB(f, U)
def
= H(fT )−H(f0) +

1

2

∫ T

0

DL(ft) dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

AL(ft, Ut) dt ≥ 0. (2.9)

Moreover, we have JB(f, U) = 0 if and only if f is an H-solution for the fuzzy
Landau equation (1.7).

Remark 2.4. In [DH25b], Theorem 2.3 was proved only for the kernel A0 of the
form (2.1), namely A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ and the curves f satisfying certain
Lp-bounds. Here, we do not specify the kernel and curve assumptions in the
statement of the theorem. On the one hand, such assumptions are unnecessary
for showing the grazing limit in the main Theorem 2.17. On the other hand,
we expect that the kernel and curve restrictions in [DH25b] can be removed in
future work.

2.2 Fuzzy Boltzmann equation

We recall the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1)
∂tf + v · ∇xf = QB(f, f)

QB(f, f) =

∫
R2d×Sd−1

(
f ′f ′∗ − ff∗

)
B(v − v∗, σ)κ(x− x∗) dσ dx∗ dv∗,

and the collision kernel

B(|v − v∗|, σ) = A0(|v − v∗|)b(θ). (2.10)

In this article, we do not distinguish the notations of B(|v − v∗|, σ) and B(|v −
v∗|, θ), b(θ) and b(σ). The deviation angle is given by θ = arccos v−v∗

|v−v∗| · σ ∈
[0, π/2]. We note that one can restrict the deviation angle on [0, π/2] by sym-
metrising the collision angle

B =
[
B(|v − v∗|, σ) +B(|v − v∗|,−σ)

]
1θ∈[0,π/2].

We define the Boltzmann gradient corresponding to σ ∈ Sd−1 by

∇f = f ′ + f ′∗ − f − f∗. (2.11)

For G : R4d × Sd−1 → R, the divergence ∇· is given by

∇ ·G =

∫
R2d×Sd−1

(
G+G∗ −G′ −G′

∗
)
dσ dx∗ dv∗

via the integration by parts formula∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇f ·G dη dσ = −
∫

R2d

f∇ ·G dx dv. (2.12)

12



In the above, we write

G∗ = G(x∗, x, v∗, v), G′ = G(x, x∗, v
′, v′∗), G′

∗ = G(x∗, x, v
′, v′∗).

The fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1) can be written as

∂tf + v · ∇xf =
1

4
∇ ·

(
κBΛ(f)∇ log f

)
.

In the above, we define Λ(f) = Λ(f ′f ′∗, ff∗) and for all s, t > 0

Λ(s, t) := (s− t)/(log s− log t) denotes the logarithmic mean. (2.13)

Similar to the fuzzy Landau equations, at least on the formal level, we have
the mass, momentum and energy conservation laws (2.4), and the following
entropy identity

H(fT )−H(f0) = −
∫ T

0

DB(ft) dt ≤ 0, (2.14)

where DB is given by (1.16). We define an H-solution for the fuzzy Boltzmann
equations analogues to Definition 2.1 with the weak formulation (2.5) replaced
by ∫

R2d

f0φ(0) dxdv +

∫ T

0

∫
R2d

f(∂tφ+ v · ∇xφ) dxdv dt

= −1

4

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

κBΛ(f)∇φ · ∇ log f dη dσ dt.

(2.15)

Based on the existence results of the fuzzy Boltzmann in the cut-off hard
potential case in [EH25a], we have the following existence results.

Theorem 2.5 (Existence of H-solutions). Let f0 ∈ P(R2d)∩L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d) such
that H(f0) < +∞. There exists at least one H-solution to the fuzzy Boltzmann
equation (1.1) such that

∥ft∥L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d) ≤ C(T, ∥f0∥L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d)) for all t ∈ [0, T ],

and the following entropy inequality holds

H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

DB(ft) dt ≤ 0. (2.16)

Proof. We combine the existence results in [Vil98b] and [EH25a], and sketch
the argument below.

We approximate the collision kernel B by a sequence of bounded, mono-
tone increasing kernels Bn ≥ 0, and consider the corresponding approximation
equation of (1.1) by replacing B with Bn{

∂tf
n + v · ∇xf

n = Qn
B(f

n, fn)

fn|t=0 = f0.
(2.17)
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The existence of H-solutions to (2.17) in the Maxwellian potential and bounded
angular kernel setting was obtained in [EH25a, Theorem 3.2]. Moreover, the
following uniform bounds hold

∥fnt ∥L1
0,2(R

2d) ≤ ∥f0∥L1
0,2(R

2d), ∥fnt ∥L1
2,0(R

2d) ≤ C(T )∥f0∥L1
2,2(R

2d)

H(fnT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

Dn
B(f

n
t ) dt ≤ 0,

and ∥fnt ∥L1
0,2+γ+

(R2d) ≤ C(T, ∥f0∥L1
0,2(R

2d))∥f0∥L1
0,2+γ+

(R2d).

(2.18)

Here, the constants C ≥ 0 are independent of n. The last inequality follows
from the Povzner inequality [Elm83, Theorem 4],

∇|v|s ≲ cos θ(|v|s−1|v∗|+ |v||v∗|s−1), s > 0,

and the assumption (1.4)
∫ π

2

0
β(θ)θ2 dθ < +∞.

The uniform estimates (2.18) also imply a uniform bound ∥fn log fn∥L1(R2d) ≤
C, see, for example [EH25b]. For any t ∈ [0, T ], the sequence {fnt } is therefore
precompact in L1(R2d) by the Dunford–Pettis theorem. Using a diagonal ex-
traction argument in time, we obtain (up to a subsequence) fn ⇀ f in L1(R2d)
for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Finally, the entropy inequality (2.16) holds for the limit since
H(f) and D(f) are lower semicontinuous in f , and by the monotonicity of Bn.

The weak formulation holds in the soft-potential case γ ∈ [−2, 0), following
the ideas of H-solutions:∣∣∣ ∫

R2d

QB(f, f)ϕ dx dv
∣∣∣ ≲ (∫

R4d×Sd−1

|∇ϕ|2|v − v∗|γb(σ) dη dσ
) 1

2DB(f)
1
2 ,

which is bounded as a consequence of the polar coordinate representation in
Section 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 that |∇ϕ| ≲ |ϕ − ϕ′| ≲ θ|v − v∗|. For the same
reason as in Remark 2.18, we cannot treat f − f∗ as |v − v∗|, as is done in the
homogeneous case in [Vil98a]. Consequently, this existence result cannot hold
for the very soft-potential regime γ ∈ (−4,−2).

2.2.1 Dual dissipation potentials

In this subsection, we discuss the (formal) non-quadratic GENERIC formulation
and the corresponding entropy inequalities for the fuzzy Boltzmann equations
(1.1).

For all V and U : R4d → R, by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

|V U | ≤
∣∣∣V U

Λ(f)Bκ

∣∣∣Λ(f)Bκ
≤ 1

2
|V |2Λ(f)Bκ+

1

2

∣∣∣ U

Λ(f)Bκ

∣∣∣2Λ(f)Bκ,
and the inequality holds if and only if U = V Λ(f)Bκ. Let

UB = −Λ(f)Bκ∇ log f. (2.19)
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Applying the above argument to the entropy inequality (2.16), the following
quadratic entropy inequality holds

H(fT )−H(f0) +
1

8

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

| − ∇ log f |2Λ(f)Bκdη dσ dt

+
1

8

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∣∣∣ UB

Λ(f)Bκ

∣∣∣2Λ(f)Bκdη dσ dt ≤ 0.

(2.20)

The quadratic pair in (2.20) can be generalised to non-quadratic pairs. Let Ψ
and Ψ∗ : R → R+ be a dual pair of functions, and Θ : R+ × R+ → R+ be a
symmetric function satisfying Assumption 2.8 below. For V and U : R4d → R,
we define the positive dual pair

R(U) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ
( U

Θ(f)Bκ

)
Θ(f)Bκdη dσ,

R∗(V ) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇V )
Θ(f)Bκdη dσ.

In the above, we write Θ(f) = Θ(f ′f ′∗, ff∗). To clarify the dependence of R and
R∗ of f , in the following, we also write R(f, U) and R∗(f, V ).

Correspondingly, we define the dissipation associated with Ψ∗

DΨ∗(f)
def
= R∗(− log f) =

1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(−∇ log f)Θ(f)Bκdη dσ. (2.21)

We replace the quadratic pair in (2.20) by non-quadratic pairs.

Proposition 2.6 (Non-quadratic entropy dissipation inequality). Let (Ψ∗,Θ)
satisfy Assumption 2.8. Let f be an H-solution to the fuzzy Boltzmann equation
(1.1) such that the entropy inequality (2.16) holds. The following non-quadratic
entropy dissipation inequality holds

H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

DΨ∗(ft) dt+

∫ T

0

R(ft, UB) dt ≤ 0, (2.22)

where UB = −Bκ(f ′f ′∗ − ff∗).

Proof. The entropy inequality (2.22) holds as a direct consequence of Assump-
tion 2.8 and the optimality condition, such that the duality inequality holds as
equality |ab| = Ψ(a) + Ψ∗(b), as stated in Remark 2.9 below.

The entropy inequality (2.22) corresponds to the (generalised) GENERIC
formulation of the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1) with the building block
{L,E,S, ∂R∗} in the sense of [Mie11] that

∂tf = L dE+ ∂R∗(f, dS), (2.23)

where L, E, S are given as in (2.6) and (2.7), and the irreversible part is given
by

∂V R
∗(f, V )

∣∣
V=dS

.
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The GENERIC formulation of the fuzzy Boltzmann equations (1.1) with kernels
of the form (2.2) in the angular cut-off case was rigorously derived in [EH25a] via
a variational characterisation. From (1.11), it follows that the solution curves
of (2.23) satisfy the variational inequality

H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

R∗(f, dS) dt+

∫ T

0

R(f, ∂tf − L dE) dt ≤ 0. (2.24)

To characterise the dual dissipation potential R(f, ∂tf − L dE) = R(f, ∂tf + v ·
∇xf), we define the transport collision rate equation as follows

∂tf + v · ∇xf +
1

4
∇ · UB = 0, (2.25)

where UB : [0, T ]×R4d×Sd−1 → R denotes the collision rate. Notice that, when
UB = −Bκ(f ′f ′∗ − ff∗) equation (2.25) recovers the fuzzy Boltzmann equation
(1.1). The set of admissible pairs (f, U) ∈ T CRET is defined analogously to
Definition 2.2 as those satisfying the transport collision rate equation (2.25) in
the weak sense.

Theorem 2.7 ([EH25a]). Let B(|v − v∗|) ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ and γ ∈ (−∞, 1]. Let
(f, U) ∈ T CRET such that

∫
(⟨x⟩2 + ⟨v⟩2+γ+)f < +∞ and H(f0) < +∞. Then

we have

JB(f, U) := H(fT )−H(f0) +

∫ T

0

DΨ∗(ft) dt+

∫ T

0

R(ft, Ut) dt ≥ 0, (2.26)

Moreover, we have JB(f, U) = 0 if and only if f is an H-solution for the fuzzy
Boltzmann equation (1.1).

The proof of Theorem 2.7 does not directly apply to the kernels of the form
B(|v − v∗|, θ) = |v − v∗|γb(θ) and non-cutoff b(θ), due to technical difficulties.
Nevertheless, we expect that a variational characterisation of the fuzzy Boltz-
mann equations can also be established for other types of kernels.

In the following, we state the assumptions on Ψ∗ and Θ.

Assumption 2.8. (1) Let Ψ∗ ∈ C∞(R;R+) be a convex, superlinear and even
function such that Ψ∗(0) = 0 and (Ψ∗)′′(0) = 1. There exist C1, C2 > 0
such that Ψ∗(r) ≤ C1 exp(C2|r|).

(2) Let Θ ∈ C(R+ × R+;R+) be a joint concave function satisfying:

• symmetry Θ(s, t) = Θ(t, s) for all s, t ∈ R+;

• positivity and normalisation Θ(s, t) > 0 if s ̸= t and Θ(1, 1) = 1;

• positive 1-homogeneity Θ(λs, λt) = λΘ(s, t) for all s, t ∈ R+ and λ ≥ 0;

• monotonicity Θ(r, s) ≤ Θ(r, t) for all r ∈ R+ and 0 ≤ s ≤ t;

• behaviour at 0, Θ(0, t) = 0 for all t ∈ R+;
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(3) Let (Ψ∗,Θ) satisfy the compatibility conditions:

• For all s, t > 0, we have

(Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)Θ(s, t) = s− t; (2.27)

• The function

GΨ∗(s, t)
def
=

1

4
Ψ∗(log s− log t)Θ(s, t) ∀s, t > 0

is convex and lower semi-continuous, and GΨ∗(s, t) = 0 if and only if
s = t.

Let Ψ be the convex conjugate of Ψ∗, and Ψ is strictly convex, strictly increasing,
superlinear, even and Ψ(0) = 0. As a direct consequence of convexity, we have

r 7→ Ψ(r)

r
is non-decreasing.

Remark 2.9 (The dissipation DΨ∗(f)). • We recall the definition (2.21)
that

DΨ∗(f) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(−∇ log f)Θ(f)Bκdη dσ.

The convexity of Ψ∗ and Ψ∗(0) = 0 imply that, for all s > t > 0,

0 ≤ Ψ∗(log s− log t) ≤ (Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)(log s− log t).

Combining with the compatibility condition (2.27), we have

Ψ∗(log s− log t)Θ(s, t) ≤ (s− t)(log s− log t).

Hence, we have

DΨ∗(f) ≤ 1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|∇ log f |2Λ(f)Bκdη dσ = DB(f). (2.28)

• By using the convex duality, we have

1

4
|(log s− log t)U | = 1

4

∣∣∣(log s− log t)
U

Θ(s, t)

∣∣∣Θ(s, t)

≤ 1

4
Ψ
( U

Θ(s, t)

)
Θ(s, t) +

1

4
Ψ∗(log s− log t)Θ(s, t).

As a consequence of the compatibility condition (2.27), the equality holds if
and only if U = (Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)Θ(s, t) = s−t. As a direct consequence,
we have

DB(f) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

| − UB∇ log f | dη dσ

=
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

[
Ψ
( UB

Θ(f)Bκ

)
+Ψ∗(−∇ log f

)]
Θ(f)Bκdη dσ

= R(f, UB) + R∗(f,− log f),
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where the optimal UB is given by (2.19)

UB = (Ψ∗)′(−∇ log f)Θ(f)Bκ = −(ff∗ − f ′f ′∗)Bκ.

Hence, the entropy inequality (2.22) holds.

Example 2.10. We have the following examples of the typical choice of Ψ,Ψ∗

and Θ:

• (Quadratic pair). We have

Ψ(r) = Ψ∗(r) =
1

2
|r|2 and Θ(s, t) = Λ(s, t). (2.29)

In this case, we have

DΨ∗(f) =
1

2
DB(f), R(f, U) =

1

8

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|U |2

Λ(f)Bκ
dη dσ.

In this case, the entropy inequality (2.22) is coincident with (2.20).

• (Cosh pair). We have

Ψ∗(r) = 4(cosh(r/2)− 1), Θ(s, t) =
√
st,

Ψ(r) = 2r log
(r +√

r2 + 4

2

)
−

√
r2 + 4 + 4.

(2.30)

In this case, we have

DΨ∗(f) =
1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|
√
f ′f ′∗ −

√
ff∗|2Bκ dη dσ ≤ 1

2
DB(f), (2.31)

where we use the elementary inequality

|
√
s−

√
t|2 ≤ 1

4
(s− t)(log s− log t), s, t > 0. (2.32)

For many jump processes, the cosh-pair arises naturally from the study of large
deviation principle for the associated empirical measure where the variational
functional JB(f, U) is (rescaling) of the rate functional, see for instance [MPR14;
MPPM17; PRST22; PS23; KLMP20; DO23] and [Léo95; Rez98; Bou20; BBBO21;
BGSS23; FF24; FB21; BGSS23] for the classical Boltzmann equation. In par-
ticular, in [FB21] the authors formally derive the grazing limit of the Boltzmann
equation to the Landau equation by passing to the limit in the corresponding rate
functionals.

We refer the reader to [PS23] for further properties of the cosh-pair.

In the following, we show an upper bound of Θ(s, t) that is used in Section
6
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Lemma 2.11. For all Ψ∗ and Θ satisfying Assumption 2.8, there exists a con-
stant CΨ∗ > 0 such that

Θ(s, t) ≤ CΨ∗(s+ t) ∀s, t > 0. (2.33)

Proof. In the case of s = t, the positivity and normalisation of Θ implies that
Θ(s, t) = s+t

2 . Without loss of generality, we assume s > t > 0. By Compati-
bility condition (2.27), to show (2.33), we only need to show that

(Ψ∗)′(r) ≥ C−1
Ψ∗ tanh(r/2) ∀r ≥ 0.

By assumption (Ψ∗)′′(0) = 1, there exists r̄ > 0 such that

(Ψ∗)′(r) ≥ r/2 ≥ tanh(r/2) ∀r ∈ [0, r̄].

Since Ψ∗ is an even function, (Ψ∗)′ is an odd function, which implies that
(Ψ∗)′(0) = 0. Together with the convexity of Ψ∗ we deduce that (Ψ∗)′(r) ≥ 0
and monotonically increasing. combining with 0 ≤ tanh(r) ≤ 1, we have

(Ψ∗)′(r) ≥ (Ψ∗)′(r̄) tanh(r/2) ∀r ∈ (r̄,∞).

Hence, (2.33) holds by taking CΨ∗ = min(1/2, (Ψ∗)′(r̄)).

Remark 2.12 (Θ is determined by Ψ∗). In Assumption 2.8 we list both the
assumptions on the Ψ∗ and Θ for highlighting the required conditions; however,
most of the assumptions of Θ actually follow from the compatibility condition
(2.27) and assumptions on Ψ∗.

In fact, from (2.27), Θ can be found from Ψ∗ by

Θ(s, t) =
s− t

(Ψ∗)′(log(s/t))
.

From this formula, we can deduce

• The symmetry of Θ is ensured since Ψ∗ is even and (Ψ∗)′ is odd

Θ(t, s) =
t− s

(Ψ∗)′(log(t/s))
= − s− t

(Ψ∗)′(− log(s/t))
= Θ(s, t).

• The positivity of Θ(s, t) is ensured since Ψ∗ is convex and even. Indeed,
for all s > t > 0, we have

(Ψ∗)′(log(s/t)) > (Ψ∗)′(0) = 0, thus, Θ(s, t) > 0.

In addition, by letting r = log s− log t, Θ(s, t) can be written as

Θ(s, t) =
t(s/t− 1)

(Ψ∗)′(log(s/t))
= t

(er − 1)

(Ψ∗)′(r)
. (2.34)
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By assumption (Ψ∗)′′(0) = 1, as s→ t, we have x→ 0 and

Θ(t, t) = lim
s→t

Θ(s, t) = t lim
x→0

ex − 1

(Ψ∗)′(x)
= t lim

x→0

ex

(Ψ∗)′′(x)
= t.

In particular, we have Θ(1, 1) = 1.

• The homogeneity of Θ is given by

Θ(λs, λt) =
λs− λt

(Ψ∗)′(log(λs/λt))
=

λ(s− t)

(Ψ∗)′(log(s/t))
= λΘ(s, t).

• The vanishing of Θ(s, t) at 0 is ensured by the super-linear property of Ψ∗

that limr→+∞(Ψ∗)′(r) = +∞. Indeed, we have

Θ(s, 0) = lim
t→0

Θ(s, t) =
s

limt→0(Ψ∗)′(log(s/t))
= 0.

By using the representation (2.34), the monotonicity of Θ(s, t) is ensured
if, in addition, we assume that

er − 1

(Ψ∗)′(r)
non-decreasing for all r > 0.

2.3 Main results

We recall the Boltzmann collision kernel B and the angle function β

B = A0(|v − v∗|)b(θ) and β(θ)
def
= sin θd−2b(θ).

We consider β satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 2.13 (Angular kernels). Let β : [0, π/2] → R+.

• For all δ > 0, we have

sup
θ∈[δ,π/2]

β(θ) < +∞ and supp(β) ⊂ [0, π/2].

• There exists ν ∈ (0, 2) and C0 > 0 such that

C0θ
−1−ν ≤ β(θ) for all θ ∈ [0, π/2]. (2.35)

• The angular momentum is finite∫ π/2

0

θ2β(θ) dθ = 8(d− 1)/|Sd−2|,

where the constant on the right-hand side is chosen to normalise β.

For d = 2, we take |S0| = 2.
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For ε ∈ (0, 1), we take the scaling

βε(θ) = π3/ε3β
(πθ
ε

)
. (2.36)

Notice that βε(θ) satisfies

supp(βε) ⊂ [0, ε/2] and

∫ π/2

0

θ2βε(θ) dθ = 8(d− 1)/|Sd−2|. (2.37)

We consider the kernels Bε and κε satisfying the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.14 (Collision and spatial kernels). Let ε ∈ (0, 1).

• Let

Bε = A0(|v − v∗|)bε(θ) and βε(θ) = sin θd−2bε(θ), (2.38)

where βε is defined as in (2.36) and β satisfy Assumption 2.13. In hard
and Maxwellian potential cases, A0 is given by

A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ with γ ∈ [0, 1] or

A0(|v − v∗|) ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ with γ ∈ (−∞, 1].
(2.39)

In the case of A0 ∼ ⟨v−v∗⟩γ , A0 also satisfying the cross-section assump-
tion (4.7) below. In soft potential cases, A0 is given by

A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ with γ ∈ [−2, 0). (2.40)

When d = 2, we take γ ∈ (−2, 0).

• Let the spatial kernels

0 ≤ κε ≤ Cκ and κε → κ pointwisely

for some constant Cκ > 0 which is independent of ε. Moreover, for any
BR

x ⊂ Rd, we have
0 < C0 ≤ κε, (2.41)

where C0 = C0(R) is independent of ε.

In principle, we regard κ as a fixed kernel while allowing small perturbations.
For example, we may consider a sequence κε ∼ exp(−C⟨x⟩) or κε ∼ ⟨x⟩−α for
some α > 0. In particular, the restriction (2.41) prevents κε from converging to
a Dirac measure.

For ε ∈ (0, 1), we define the scaling fuzzy Boltzmann equation{
∂tf

ε + v · ∇xf
ε = Qε

B(f
ε, fε),

fε|t=0 = fε0 ,
(2.42)
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where Qε
B is defined as

Qε
B(f, f) =

∫
R2d×Sd−1

κεBε
(
f ′f ′∗ − ff∗

)
dx∗ dv∗ dσ.

The corresponding entropy dissipation of (2.42) is given by

Dε
B(f

ε) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

κεBεΛ(fε)|∇ log fε|2 dη dσ.

We consider the initial value fε0 of (2.42) satisfies the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.15 (Initial value assumption). Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let {fε0} ⊂
P(R2d) be a sequence of probability measures converging to f0 ∈ P(R2d) in the
weak*-topology, i.e., in the sense of duality with continuous functions vanishing
at infinity, such that

lim
ε→0

H(fε0 ) = H(f0) < +∞. (2.43)

We assume the following uniform bound

sup
ε∈(0,1)

∥fε0∥L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d) ≤ C (2.44)

for some constant C > 0 independent of ε.

Remark 2.16 (Uniform bounds on solution curves). Let (fεt ) ⊂ P(R2d) be H-
solutions of (2.42) with initial values fε0 satisfying Assumption 2.15, as provided
by Theorem 2.5. We recall the following entropy inequality

H(fεt )−H(fε0 ) +

∫ t

0

Dε
B(f

ε
s ) ds ≤ 0 ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.45)

By Proposition 2.6, the entropy inequality (2.45) implies that

H(fεT )−H(fε0 ) +

∫ T

0

Dε
Ψ∗(fεt ) dt+

∫ T

0

Rε(fεt , U
ε
B) dt ≤ 0,

where Uε
B = −∇ log fεΛ(fε)Bεκε, and Dε

Ψ∗ and Rε are given by

Rε(fε, U) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ
( U

Θ(fε)Bεκε

)
Θ(fε)Bεκε dη dσ,

Dε
Ψ∗(fε) =

1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(−∇ log fε)Θ(fε)Bεκε dη dσ.

As a consequence of Theorem 2.5 and Assumption 2.15, the following uni-
form bounds hold

sup
ε∈(0,1)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥fεt ∥L1
2,2+γ+

(R2d) ≤ C,

sup
ε∈(0,1)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣H(fεt )
∣∣ ≤ C and sup

ε∈(0,1)

∫ T

0

Dε
B(f

ε
t ) dt ≤ C.

(2.46)
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The uniform bound on the entropy dissipation follows from (2.45) together with
the uniform lower bound H(fεT ) ≥ −C, which in turn is ensured by the uniform
bound of ∥fε∥L1

2,2(R
2d), see, for example [JKO98].

We show the following main theorem by showing the variational formulation
associated with a non-quadratic dual dissipation pair for the fuzzy Boltzmann
equations converges to a variational formulation of the fuzzy Landau equation
corresponding to a quadratic dissipation pair.

Theorem 2.17. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let Bε and κε satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let fε

be H-solutions of the scaling fuzzy Boltzmann equation (2.42) with initial values
satisfying Assumption 2.15. Then, up to a subsequence, for any t ∈ [0, T ], we
have √

fε →
√
f in L2

loc(R
2d). (2.47)

Moreover, f is an H-solution to the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) with initial
value f0.

Strategy of the proof: We use the variational characterisation in Theorem
2.3 to verify that the grazing limit of the fuzzy Boltzmann equation is indeed
the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7).

Let (Ψ∗,Θ) by a pair satisfying Assumption 2.8. In addition, for technical
reasons (see Remark 2.19 below), we take the pair (Ψ∗,Θ) satisfying also As-
sumption 2.20. By Lemma 2.6, the following entropy inequality for the fuzzy
Boltzmann equations holds

H(fεT )−H(fε0 ) +

∫ T

0

Dε
Ψ∗(fεt ) dt+

∫ T

0

Rε(fεt , U
ε
B) dt ≤ 0 ∀ε ∈ (0, 1). (2.48)

In Section 4, we show the convergence (2.47) that up to a subsequence,√
fε →

√
f in L2

loc(R
2d). Our goal is to search for appropriate UL such that

(f, UL) ∈ T GRET and the variational inequality (2.9) holds as (in)equality

H(fT )−H(f0) +
1

2

∫ T

0

DL(ft) dt+
1

2

∫ T

0

AL(ft,UL) dt ≤ 0. (2.49)

Then Theorem 2.3 ensures that f is an H-solution to the fuzzy Landau equation
(1.7).

The variational inequality (2.49) holds, since

• the assumption (2.43) and the lower semi-continuity of the Boltzmann
entropy ensure that

lim
ε→0

H(fε0 ) = H(f0) and H(f) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

H(fε).

• in Section 5, we show that

1

2
DL(f) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
Dε

Ψ∗(fε). (2.50)
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• in Section 6, we show the existence of UL such that (f, UL) ∈ T GRET and

1

2
AL(U) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
Rε(fε, Uε

B). (2.51)

In the following remarks, we provide further discussion on the main result.

Remark 2.18 (Compare with homogeneous case). Compared with the homo-
geneous case, due to the independent spatial variables x and x∗, we cannot treat
f − f∗ as vanishing like |v − v∗| to handle the kinetic singularity of the col-
lision kernels in the (very) soft potential regime. See also Remark 3.5 below.
Technically, we always treat f and f∗ separately. See also Remark 5.4 below.

Remark 2.19. (i) (A non-quadratic form converges to a quadratic form).
The entropy dissipation DL and curve action AL in the Landau variational
inequality (2.49) are given by

DL(f) =
1

2

∫
R4d

κff∗|∇̃ log f |2 dη and AL(f, U) =
1

2

∫
R4d

|U |2

κff∗
dη,

which can be seen as induced by a quadratic pair (2.29) with

Ψ(r) = Ψ∗(r) =
r2

2
.

In comparison, the entropy dissipation DΨ∗ and curve action R in the
Boltzmann variational inequality (2.48) are given by

DΨ∗(f) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(−∇ log f)Θ(f)Bκdη dσ,

R(f, U) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ
( U

Θ(f)Bκ

)
Θ(f)Bκdη dσ

where Ψ∗ satisfying the Assumption 2.8 is not necessarily of a quadratic
form. In particular, one can take the cosh-pair as (2.30) that

Ψ∗(r) = 4(cosh(r/2)− 1) and Θ(s, t) =
√
st.

In other words, a fuzzy Boltzmann equation governed by a non-quadratic
pair converges to a fuzzy Landau equation characterised by a quadratic
pair in a small angle limit. This can be explained intuitively in terms
of the entropy dissipation, and the argument for the cure action follows
analogously by a duality argument (affine representation as in Remark
5.3). The compatibility condition (2.27) of (Ψ∗,Θ) ensures that

Ψ∗(−∇ log f)Θ(f) =
Ψ∗(−∇ log f)

(Ψ∗)′(−∇ log f)

(
f ′f ′∗ − ff∗

)
.

24



On the one hand, as ε→ 0, we have

(fε)′(fε)′∗, f
εfε∗ → ff∗ and −∇ log fε → 0.

On the other hand, the Assumption 2.8 that Ψ∗(0) = (Ψ∗)′(0) = 0 and
(Ψ∗)′′(0) = 1 imply that

Ψ∗(r)

(Ψ∗)′(r)
=
r

2
+ o(r2). (2.52)

Hence, at least on the formal level, we have

Ψ∗(−∇ log fε)Θ(fε) ∼ −∇ log fε

2

(
(fε)′(fε)′∗ − fεfε∗

)
= −1

2
|∇ log fε|2Λ(fε).

where Λ(f) denotes the logarithm mean as in (2.13). Notice that the right-
hand side is exactly given by the quadratic pair (2.29) that

Ψ∗(r) =
r2

2
and Θ(s, t) = Λ(s, t).

In contrast, we refer the reader to [LMPR17; PS23] for examples where a
quadratic gradient flow system converges to a non-quadratic one.

(ii) (Homogeneous cases). Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [CDW22] showed
Theorem 2.17 for homogeneous equations by taking the quadratic form that

Ψ∗(r) = r2

2 in the variational inequality (2.48). In the homogeneous case,
one can also consider a non-quadratic pair (for instance, the cosh-pair) in
(2.48), following the argument in the fuzzy case analogously.

(iii) (A technical difficulty). Concerning the dissipation inequality (2.50), if we
want to directly treat all the non-quadratic pairs as if they were a quadratic
pair and use the homogeneous strategy described in (2.53), i.e., use (2.52)

(Ψ∗(r) = r2

2 +o(r2)), we need the uniform boundedness of |∇ log fε|, or at
least the uniform vanishing of DΨ∗(fε) on the set Sn := {|∇ log fε| ≥ n}
as n→ +∞. The vanishing of |Sn| is ensured by the convergence of fε and
the cancellation Lemma 4.8. However, we do not have the equi-integrability
of the integrand of DΨ∗(fε).

For the homogeneous case, Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [CDW22] proved
(2.50) for a quadratic pair by using the elementary inequality (log s −
log t)(s− t) ≥ 4|

√
s−

√
t|2 for all s, t > 0, and by showing that

DL(f) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

∫ ∣∣√(fε)′(fε)′∗ −
√
fεfε∗

∣∣2Bε. (2.53)

Notice that the right-hand side of (2.53) is exactly the cosh-dissipation
(2.31)

Dcosh(f) =
1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|
√
f ′f ′∗ −

√
ff∗|2Bκ dη dσ.
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In Section 5, we follow [CDW22] to prove that

1

2
DL(f) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
Dε

cosh(f
ε).

Notice that (2.50) automatically holds for all Ψ∗ such that

DΨ∗(f) ≥ Dcosh(f), (2.54)

for which we make Assumption 2.20 below.

The same type of technical difficulty does not appear when showing the
curve action inequality (2.51). Roughly speaking, we use a duality argu-
ment (affine representation as in Remark 5.3), and we only need to control
Ψ∗(∇ϕ), where ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R2d) is a test function. The boundedness of |∇ϕ|
allows us to treat Ψ∗(∇ϕ) ∼ |∇ϕ|2

2 . More details can be found in Section
6.

For technical reasons stated in Remark 2.19, we consider (Ψ∗,Θ) satisfying
the following assumption such that (2.54) holds, which will be used in Section
5.

Assumption 2.20. Let Ψ∗ satisfy the Assumption 2.8 and for all r > 0

(logΨ∗)′(r) ≤ coth(r/4)

2
. (2.55)

Remark 2.21. • The Assumption 2.20 holds for the quadratic and cosh-
paris in Example 2.10. In the quadratic case, we have, for all r > 0,

1

2
coth(r/4)− (logΨ∗)′(r) =

2

r

(er/2 + 1

2

r/2− 0

er/2 − 1
− 1

)
≥ 0,

where we use the inequality Λ(s, t) ≤ s+t
2 with s = er/2 and t = 1. In the

cosh-case, (2.55) holds with equality.

• The assumption (2.55) implies the dissipation inequality (2.54). More
precisely, we have, for all s > t > 0,

2|
√
s−

√
t|2 ≤ Ψ∗(log s− log t)Θ(s, t). (2.56)

Indeed, we take r = log s− log t in (2.55) to derive

Ψ∗(log s− log t) ≥ 2(Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)

√
s−

√
t

√
s+

√
t
.

Then the inequality (2.56) holds, since, by compatibility condition (2.27),
we have

|
√
s−

√
t|2 = (s− t)

√
s−

√
t

√
s+

√
t
= (Ψ∗)′(log s− log t)Θ(s, t)

√
s−

√
t

√
s+

√
t
.
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3 Preliminaries

The spherical representation of the sphere Sd−1 is presented in Section 3.1, while
the pointwise limits and bounds in the grazing limit are discussed in Section 3.2.

Throughout this work, C > 0 denotes a universal constant, which may vary
from line to line.

We state the dominated convergence theorem here, which will be frequently
used.

Theorem 3.1 (Dominated convergence theorem). If a pointwise convergence
sequence fn(x) → f(x), for a.e. x ∈ X is dominated by an integrable sequence
{gn} in the sense that |fn(x)| ≤ |gn(x)|, for all x ∈ X and n ≥ 0. If gn → g
and limn→∞

∫
X
gn =

∫
X
g, then limn→∞

∫
X
fn =

∫
X
f .

3.1 Spherical coordinate

For any fixed v, v∗ ∈ Rd, we define the unit vector

k =
v − v∗
|v − v∗|

∈ Sd−1.

The deviation angle is given by θ = arccos k ·σ. For d ≥ 2 and a given k ∈ Sd−1,
we define the sphere

Sd−2
k⊥

def
={p ∈ Sd−1 | p · k = 0}.

For d = 2 and k = (k1, k2) ∈ S1, the sphere S0
k⊥ is defined as

S0
k⊥ =

{
p | p = (k2,−k1), (−k2, k1)

}
,

and the integration is given by∫
S0

k⊥

f dp = f(k2,−k1) + f(−k2, k1).

Notice that σ ∈ Sd−1 can be parametrised by (θ, p) ∈ [0, π/2]× Sd−2
k⊥ that

σ = k cos θ + p sin θ and p = Πk⊥σ.

Concerning the Boltzmann collision kernel B = A0(|v − v∗|)b(σ), b(σ) can be
written in spherical coordinate as∫

Sd−1

b(σ) dσ =

∫ π/2

0

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

b(θ) sind−2 θ dp dθ.

In this article, we do not distinguish b(σ) and b(θ).
We refer the reader to the presentation and figures in [CDW22, Section 3.2],

where the spherical coordinates in three dimensions are discussed in detail.
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By changing of variables, the weak Boltzmann collision term can be written
in spherical coordinates as∫

R2d

Qε
B(f, f)ϕ dx dv

=
1

2

∫
R4d

κff∗

(∫
Sd−1

∇ϕBε dσ
)
dη

=
1

2

∫
R4d

κA0ff∗

∫ ε/2

0

βε(θ)
(∫

Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp
)
dθ dη

(3.1)

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d).

In the following, we present two propositions of the spherical representation,
which are used to establish the bounds and limits in Section 3.2.

Proposition 3.2. Let d ≥ 2. The following identity holds∫
Sd−2

k⊥

p⊗ p dp =
|Sd−2|
d− 1

Πk⊥ , Πk⊥ = Id−k ⊗ k.

Proof. For any v ∈ Rd, v can be written as the sum of projections v = Πk⊥v +
(v · k)k. By definition, we have(∫

Sd−2
k⊥

p⊗ p dp
)
v =

∫
Sd−2
k⊥

p(p · v) dp =
∫
Sd−2
k⊥

p(p ·Πk⊥v) dp.

Let {ei}d−1
i=1 denotes the orthogonal basis of Rd−1

k⊥ . We write Πk⊥v =
∑d−1

i=1 viei

and p =
∑d−1

i=1 piei. Thus, we have∫
Sd−2
k⊥

(p ·Πk⊥v)p dp =

d−1∑
i=1

vi

∫
Sd−2
k⊥

(p · ei)p dp.

For all i = 1, . . . , d− 1, we have∫
Sd−2
k⊥

(p · ei)p dp =
∫
Sd−2
k⊥

pip dp = ei

∫
Sd−2
k⊥

p2i dp,

where, by symmetry, we have∫
Sd−2
k⊥

p2i dp =
1

d− 1

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

1 dp =
|Sd−2|
d− 1

, i = 1, . . . , d− 1.

Proposition 3.3 (Size estimates). The vector σ − k can be written as

σ − k = k(cos θ − 1) + p sin θ,

28



where, for θ ∼ 0, we have

cos θ − 1 = −θ
2

2
+ o(θ2) and sin θ = θ + o(θ).

For all θ ∈ [0, π/2], we have

|σ − k| ≤ 2θ and |σ − k|2 = 2(1− cos θ) ≤ θ2. (3.2)

3.2 Limits of the fuzzy Boltzmann gradient

In this subsection, we first follow the classical results in [Vil98a] to discuss the
pointwise grazing limit in the weak formulation, i.e. for fixed f and κ, one has∫

R2d

Qε
B(f, f)ϕ dx dv →

∫
R2d

QL(f, f)ϕ dx dv ∀ϕ ∈ C∞(R2d;R) (3.3)

as ε → 0. We show upper bounds and pointwise limit of fuzzy Boltzmann gra-
dient ∇ in Lemma 3.4, which are used to show the grazing limit rigorously in
Section 5 and 6. Similar estimates have been derived for the homogeneous Lan-
dau equation in [CDW22, Section 3]. There is a significant difference between
the homogeneous and the fuzzy cases, which is discussed in Remark 3.5 below.

We first show (3.3) on a form level. By (3.1), the left-hand side of (3.3) can
be written as∫

R2d

Qε
B(f, f)ϕ dx dv =

1

2

∫
R4d

κA0ff∗

∫ ε/2

0

βε(θ)
(∫

Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp
)
dθ dη.

By integration by parts of ∇̃·, the right-hand side of (3.3) can be written as∫
R2d

QL(f, f)ϕ dx dv =
1

2

∫
R4d

κff∗∇̃ · ∇̃ϕ dη

=
1

2

∫
R4d

κA0ff∗(∇v −∇v∗) ·
(
|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥(∇vϕ−∇v∗ϕ∗)

)
dη.

Thus, to show (3.3), we only need to show that∫ ε/2

0

βε(θ)
(∫

Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp
)
dθ

ε→0−−−→(∇v −∇v∗) ·
(
|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥(∇vϕ−∇v∗ϕ∗)

)
.

(3.4)

In Lemma 3.4 below, we show the pointwise limit

lim
θ→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp

=
|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

(∇v −∇v∗) · |v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥
(
∇vϕ−∇v∗ϕ∗

)
.
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Combining that with the finite angular momentum assumption (2.37), we obtain
the desired convergence (3.4).

In the following, we adapt the homogeneous arguments in [CDW22, Section
3] to establish the estimates and limits of ∇ as θ → 0. In Section 5 and
6, we apply the dominate convergence Theorem 3.1 to pass to the limit by
letting θ → 0. The upper bounds in Lemma 3.4 take the form of a product of
|v − v∗| and θ, where the velocity difference is employed to control the singular
kinetic kernel A0 = |v − v∗|γ in the soft potential cases γ ∈ [−2, 0), and the
deviation angle θ is used to establish the finite angular momentum form (2.37)∫ ε

2

0
θ2βε(θ) dθ < +∞. In Remark 3.5, we highlight a key distinction in the

bounds (3.5) and (3.6) between homogeneous and fuzzy cases, which directly
implies that, under this approach, the very soft potential case (A0 = |v − v∗|γ ,
γ ∈ (−4,−2)) cannot be treated in the fuzzy setting.

Lemma 3.4. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). For all (x, x∗, v, v∗, σ) ∈ R4d × Sd−1:

• the following pointwise bounds hold

|∇ϕ| ≤ C1θ|v − v∗|, (3.5)∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|Sd−2|

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2θ
2
(
|v − v∗|+ |v − v∗|2

)
, (3.6)

where C1 = C1(∥∇vϕ∥L∞(R2d)) > 0 and C2 = C2(∥∇vϕ∥L∞(R2d), ∥D2
vϕ∥L∞(R2d)) >

0.

• the following pointwise limits hold

lim
ε→0

1

θ
∇ϕ =

|v − v∗|
2

p ·
(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
, (3.7)

and

lim
ε→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp

=
|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

(∇v −∇v∗) ·
(
|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥

(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

))
.

(3.8)

Proof. The proof follows the homogeneous case in [CDW22, Lemma 3.4–3.6].
The key difference from the homogeneous case is that here the quantities associ-
ated with f and f∗ are strictly treated as separate quantities, since they depend
on the independent spatial variables x and x∗.

We recall the definition

v1 =
v + v∗

2
and v2 =

v − v∗
2

,

so that

v = v1 + |v2|k, v∗ = v1 − |v2|k, v′ = v1 + |v2|σ, v′∗ = v1 − |v2|σ.
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By Taylor expansion, we have

∇ϕ(x, v)
=ϕ(x, v1 + |v2|σ) + ϕ(x∗, v1 − |v2|σ)− ϕ(x, v1 + |v2|k)− ϕ(x∗, v1 − |v2|k)

=

∫ 1

0

d

dt
ϕ
(
x, v1 + |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

)
+
d

dt
ϕ
(
x∗, v1 − |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

)
dt

=|v2|(σ − k) ·
∫ 1

0

(
∇vϕ

(
x, v1 + |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

)
−∇v∗ϕ

(
x∗, v1 − |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

))
dt,

(3.9)
and

∇vϕ
(
x, v1 + |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

)
= ∇vϕ(x, v1 + |v2|k)

+ t|v2|(σ − k) ·
∫ 1

0

D2
vϕ

(
x, v1 + |v2|

(
s(tσ + (1− t)k) + (1− s)k

))
ds,

∇v∗ϕ
(
x∗, v1 − |v2|(tσ + (1− t)k)

)
= ∇v∗ϕ(x∗, v1 − |v2|k)

− t|v2|(σ − k) ·
∫ 1

0

D2
v∗ϕ

(
x, v1 − |v2|

(
s(tσ + (1− t)k) + (1− s)k

))
ds.

Thus, ∇ϕ can be written as
∇ϕ = I1 + I2, (3.10)

where

I1 := |v2|(σ − k) ·
(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
, I2 := |v2|2(σ − k)⊗ (σ − k) : T,

and T is given by

T =

∫ 1

0

t

∫ 1

0

(
D2

vϕ
(
x, v1 + |v2|(s(tσ + (1− t)k) + (1− s)k)

)
+D2

v∗ϕ
(
x∗, v1 − |v2|(s(tσ + (1− t)k) + (1− s)k)

))
ds dt.

• Bounds (3.5) and (3.6). We recall the size estimate in Proposition 3.3
that

|σ − k| ≤ 2θ and |σ − k|2 ≤ θ2.

Then (3.9) implies the pointwise bound (3.5) that

|∇ϕ| ≤ 2|v2||σ − k|∥∇vϕ∥L∞(R2d) ≲ C1θ|v − v∗|.
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We use the representation (3.10) to show the bound (3.6). Concerning the
I2 term, we have∣∣∣ ∫

Sd−2

k⊥

I2

∣∣∣ ≤ |Sd−2||I2| ≲ ∥D2
vϕ∥L∞(R2d)|v2|2|σ − k|2. (3.11)

Concerning the I1 term, by definition σ − k = k(cos θ − 1) + p sin θ, we
have

(σ − k) ·
(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
= Nk(cos θ − 1) +Np sin θ,

where Nk and Np denote the projections

Nk =
(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
· k, Np =

(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
· p.

Notice that Nk is independent of p and∫
Sd−2

k⊥

Np dp = 0.

This implies that∫
Sd−2

k⊥

I1 dp = |v2|
∫
Sd−2

k⊥

(
(cos θ − 1)Nk + sin θNp

)
dp

= |Sd−2||v2|Nk(cos θ − 1).

(3.12)

The identity |σ − k|2 = 2(1− cos θ) implies that∣∣∣ ∫
Sd−2

k⊥

I1

∣∣∣ ≲ |v2||σ − k|2∥∇vϕ∥L∞(R2d).

Thus, exploiting (3.2), we obtain the second bound (3.6).

• Limits (3.7) and (3.8). We recall Proposition 3.3 that

cos θ − 1 ∼ −θ
2

2
and sin θ ∼ θ. (3.13)

Then the representation (3.10) and the upper bound of I2 (3.11) imply
the limit (3.7) that

∇ϕ =
θ|v − v∗|

2
p ·

(
∇vψ − (∇vψ)∗

)
+ o(θ2).

We show (3.8). Notice that
∫
Sd−2

k⊥
I1 dp is given by (3.12) and the size

estimate (3.13) that∫
Sd−2

k⊥

I1 dp = −θ
2

2
|v2||Sd−2|Nk + o(θ2). (3.14)
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We left to compute the I2 term. By the dominated convergence theorem
and the upper bound of I2 (3.11), we have

lim
θ→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

I2 dp =
θ2|v2|2

2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

p⊗ p dp :
(
D2

vϕ+ (D2
vϕ)∗

)
=
θ2|v2|2|Sd−2|

2(d− 1)
Πk⊥ :

(
D2

vϕ+ (D2
vϕ)∗

)
,

(3.15)

where we use Lemma 3.2 to show the last equality.

Combining (3.14) and (3.15), we use the identities |v2|k = v2 and Πk⊥ =
Π(v−v∗)⊥ to derive

lim
θ→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp =θ
2

2
|Sd−2|

(
− v − v∗

2
·
(
∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗

)
+

|v − v∗|2

4(d− 1)
Π(v−v∗)⊥ : (D2

vϕ+ (D2
vϕ)∗)

)
.

By using of the identity

(∇v −∇v∗) · (|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥) = −2(d− 1)(v − v∗),

we obtain (3.8)

lim
θ→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇ϕ dp = |v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥ : (D2
vϕ+ (D2

vϕ)∗)
)

+
θ2|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

(
(∇v −∇v∗) · (|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥) · (∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗)

=
θ2|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

(∇v −∇v∗) ·
(
|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥(∇vϕ− (∇vϕ)∗)

)
.

Remark 3.5 (Better bounds in the homogeneous cases). The similar bounds
in Lemma 3.4 for spatial homogeneous functions have been shown in [CDW22].
The main difference is that in the homogeneous case, one has a quadratic bound
of the velocity difference

|∇ϕ1| ≲ ∥∇vϕ1∥L∞(R2d)θ|v − v∗| fuzzy case,

|∇ϕ2| ≲ ∥D2
vϕ2∥L∞(Rd)θ|v − v∗|2 homogeneous case, (3.16)

where ϕ1 = ϕ1(x, v) and ϕ2 = ϕ2(v). We recall (3.9) that

∇ϕ(x, v) = |v2|(σ − k) ·
∫ 1

0

∇vϕ(x, v̄)−∇v∗ϕ(x∗, v̄∗) dt,
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where v̄ = v1 + |v2|(tσ + (1 − t)k) and v̄∗ = v1 − |v2|(tσ + (1 − t)k). In the
homogeneous case ϕ2 = ϕ2(v), we have∣∣∇vϕ2(v̄)−∇v∗ϕ2(v̄∗)

∣∣ ≤ ∥D2
vϕ2∥L∞(Rd)|v − v∗|, (3.17)

which leads to the quadratic bounds |v−v∗|2 in (3.16). However, (3.17) does not
hold for the fuzzy case due to the appearance of the different spatial variables x
and x∗∣∣∇vϕ1(x, v̄)−∇v∗ϕ1(x∗, v̄∗)

∣∣ ≤ ∥ϕ1∥W 2,∞(R2d)

(
|v − v∗|+ |x− x∗|

)
. (3.18)

Intuitively speaking, following the idea of H-solutions, one has∫
QB(f, f)ϕ ≤ DB(f)

1
2

(∫ ∫
Sd−1

|∇ϕ|2B
) 1

2

.

The vanishing of |v − v∗| around v ∼ v∗ cancels the singularity of the kinetic
kernel |v−v∗|γ in the soft potential cases. The improved bound (3.16) in the ho-
mogeneous setting allows one to handle the very soft potential case γ ∈ (−4,−2)

|v − v∗|γ |∇ϕ2|2 ≲ |v − v∗|γ+4.

In contrast, in the fuzzy setting, we restrict our analysis to the hard and mod-
erately soft potential cases γ ∈ [−2, 1], where

|v − v∗|γ |∇ϕ1|2 ≲ |v − v∗|γ+2. (3.19)

The bound (3.19) is, for example, used in the proof of Lemma 6.6.
We note that another difference has been observed between the homogeneous

and fuzzy Landau equations. The solvability of the homogeneous Landau equa-
tions in the very soft potential cases was established in [Vil98a] by using (3.17)
to cancel the kinetic singularity∣∣∇̃ϕ2(v)∣∣2 ≲ |v − v∗|γ+4, γ ∈ (−4,−2). (3.20)

However, (3.20) does not hold in the fuzzy case, since |∇̃ϕ| may depend on
|x−x∗| as shown in (3.18). More details can be found in [DH25c, Remark 3.4].

4 Compactness results

In this section, we show the L1-weak precompactness of {fε} and the L2-
precompactness of {

√
fε} in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, respectively.

Lemma 4.1. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let Bε and κε satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let fε be
H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. For any
fixed t ∈ [0, T ], we have, up to a sequence,

fε ⇀ f in L1(R2d) as ε→ 0.

Moreover, f is weakly continuous in time.
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Proof. By (2.46), the uniform bounds of ∥fε∥L1
2,2(R

2d) and ∥fε log fε∥L1(R2d),

and the Dunford–Pettis theorem imply the L1-weak compactness of {fε} in
L1(R2d).

Let 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T . Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). By the weak formulation (2.15), we

have∣∣∣ ∫
R2d

(fεt − fεs )ϕ dxdv
∣∣∣

≤
∫ t

s

∫
R2d

|fεv · ∇xϕ| dxdv dτ +
1

4

∣∣∣ ∫ t

s

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕ∇ log fεΛ(fε)Bεκε dσ dη dτ
∣∣∣.

The uniformly bounded energy ensures that∫ t

s

∫
R2d

|fεv · ∇xϕ| dxdv dτ ≤ |s− t|∥fε∥L1
0,2(R

2d) ≤ C|s− t|

for some constant C > 0. By Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have∣∣∣ ∫ t

s

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕ∇ log fεΛ(fε)Bεκε dσ dη dτ
∣∣∣

≤
(∫ T

0

Dε
B(f

ε) dt
) 1

2
(∫ t

s

∫
R4d×Sd−1

fεfε∗B
εκε|∇ϕ|2 dσ dη dτ

) 1
2

.

The uniform bound of the entropy dissipation term is guaranteed by (2.46). By
polar coordinates and the bound of |∇ϕ| in Lemma 3.4, we have∫ t

s

∫
R4d×Sd−1

fεfε∗B
εκε|∇ϕ|2 dσ dη dτ

≤C
∫ t

s

∫
R4d

fεfε∗A0|v − v∗|2κε
(∫ ε

2

0

θ2βε(θ) dθ
)
dη dτ

≤C∥fε∥2L1
0,2+γ(R

2d)|s− t| ≤ C|s− t|.

Thus, we have the weak continuity of f in time, since∣∣∣ ∫
R2d

(ft − fs)ϕ dxdv
∣∣∣ ≤ lim inf

ε→0

∣∣∣ ∫
R2d

(fεt − fεs )ϕ dxdv
∣∣∣

≤ C
(
|s− t|+ |s− t| 12

)
.

The rest of this section is devoted to showing the following strong conver-
gence of

√
fε.

Lemma 4.2. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any fixed
t ∈ [0, T ], we have, up to a sequence,√

fε →
√
f in L2

loc(R
2d).
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In this section, we fix R > 0 arbitrarily. We define the ball BR
x := {x ∈ Rd |

|x| ≤ R}, and BR
v is defined analogously.

Strategy of the proof: We follow the compactness argument for spatial ho-
mogeneous and classical Boltzmann equations in [AV02; ADVW00] to show
Lemma 4.2 with appropriate modification for the fuzzy case.

Let ρ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;R+) such that

∫
Rd ρ = 1. For any δ ∈ (0, 1), we define

ρδ = δ−dρ(·/δ). We define

gεδ =
√
fε ∗v ρδ =

∫
Rd

√
fε(x,w)ρδ(v − w) dw ∈ L2 ∩ L∞(R2d). (4.1)

By definition, for any fixed ε, we have the convergence gεδ →
√
fε as δ → 0.

We prove Lemma 4.2 in the following two steps:

Step 1: For any fixed δ ∈ (0, 1), we use the so-called velocity averaging lemma
to show the compactness of gεδ . We show the following result:

Lemma 4.3. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any
fixed δ ∈ (0, 1), we have

{gεδ} is relatively compact in L2([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ).

Step 2: The angular singularity (2.35), β(θ) ≳ θ−1−ν for some ν ∈ (0, 2), allows
us to treat the collision term Q(f, f) as fractional diffusion operator in

v. We show that
√
fε is uniformly bounded in L2

xH
ν
2
v , which leads to

the convergence of gεδ uniformly in ε. We show the following result:

Lemma 4.4. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any
fixed t ∈ [0, T ], we have

gεδ →
√
fε as δ → 0 in L2(BR

x ×BR
v )

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1).

Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 imply the compactness of
√
fε in L2

loc(R
2d).

Combing with Lemma 4.1, the uniqueness of weak and strong limits implies
that √

fε →
√
f in L2(BR

x ×BR
v ).

In the rest of this section, we show Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 in Section
4.1 and Section 4.2, respectively.

4.1 Proof of Lemma 4.3

We define α(t) =
√
t for all t ≥ 0. Let (fεt ) ⊂ P(R2d) be solution curves to the

fuzzy Boltzmann equation (2.42). Then the following renormalised equation
holds in the distribution sense

∂tα(f) + v · ∇xα(f) = α′(f)Qε
B(f, f). (4.2)
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We recall the definition (4.1) that

gεδ = α(fε) ∗v ρδ.

We apply the following velocity averaging Lemma 4.5 to the renormalised equa-
tion (4.2) to show that, for any fixed δ ∈ (0, 1),

{gεδ} is relatively compact in L2([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ). (4.3)

Theorem 4.5 (Velocity averaging lemma, [DLM91; DL88]). Let n ∈ N+. Let
{hn} be bounded in Lp([0, T ] × R2d) for some p ∈ (1,+∞). Let hn be a weak
solution of

∂th
n + v · ∇xh

n = Hn +

d∑
i=1

∂viH
n
i +

d∑
i=1,j

∂vivjH
n
ij ,

where {Hn}, {Hn
i } and {Hn

ij} are bounded L1([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ). Then for all

φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), we have

{hn ∗v φ} is relatively compact in L1([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ).

To apply the above velocity averaging Lemma to the renormalised equation,
the key point is to justify the integrability of the Qε

B(f, f). We split the collision
operator as

QB(f, f) =

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Bκf(f ′∗−f∗) dσ dη+
∫

R4d×Sd−1

Bκf∗(f
′−f) dσ dη. (4.4)

We first summarise the results in [AV02]: The definition of the cross-section
in Definition 4.6 and the cancellation Lemma 4.8. The cancellation lemma al-
lows us to treat Qε

B(f, f) as the sum of two singular integrals. By using the
cancellation Lemma 4.8, we show (4.3) for the Maxwellian and hard potential
cases (2.39) in Section 4.1.1. Concerning the soft potential cases γ ∈ [−2, 0), due
to the singularity of the kinetic kernel, instead of directly treating the renor-
malised equation (4.2), we consider a sequence of parametrised renormalised
equations. This case will be discussed in Section 4.1.2 in parallel.

We review the definition of cross-section.

Definition 4.6 ([AV02]). Let B = B(|v − v∗|, σ) ≥ 0. We define the cross-
section for momentum transfer

Λ(|v − v∗|) =
∫
Sd−1

B(|v − v∗|, θ)(1− k · σ) dσ, k =
v − v∗
|v − v∗|

. (4.5)

We define the following quantities concerning the regularities in v

B′(|v − v∗|, σ) = sup
1<λ≤

√
2

∣∣B(λ|v − v∗|, σ)−B(|v − v∗|, σ)
∣∣

(λ− 1)|v − v∗|

and Λ′(|v − v∗|) =
∫
Sd−1

B′(|v − v∗|, σ)(1− k · σ) dσ.
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Remark 4.7. • Notice that k · σ = cos θ and 1 − cos θ ≲ θ2. The finite
angular momentum assumption (2.37) implies that

Λ(|v − v∗|) = |Sd−2|A0(|v − v∗|)
∫ π

2

0

β(θ)(1− cos θ) dθ ≲ A0(|v − v∗|).

• For all (v, v∗) ∈ R2d, we have∫
Sd−1

B(|v − v∗|, σ)(v − v′) dσ =
v − v∗

2
Λ(|v − v∗|). (4.6)

Indeed, by definition, we have

v − v′ =
|v − v∗|

2
(k − σ).

We repeat the argument for showing (3.12). Notice that σ can be written
as the sum of projections σ = k(k · σ) + p(p · σ), where, by symmetry, we
have

∫
Sd−2
⊥

p(p · σ) dp = 0. Thus, we have∫
Sd−1

(k − σ) dp = k

∫
Sd−1

(1− k · σ) dp.

Since k is independent of σ, we have∫
Sd−1

B(|v − v∗|, σ)(v − v′) dσ

=
|v − v∗|

2
k

∫
Sd−1

B(v − v∗, σ)(1− k · σ) dσ

=
v − v∗

2
Λ(|v − v∗|).

• In the case of A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ with γ ∈ [−2, 1], we have

Λ(|v − v∗|) + |v − v∗|Λ′(|v − v∗|) ≲ |v − v∗|γ . (4.7)

In the case of A0(|v − v∗|) ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ with γ ∈ (−∞, 1], we assume

Λ(|v − v∗|) + |v − v∗|Λ′(|v − v∗|) ≲ ⟨v − v∗⟩. (4.8)

The assumption (4.8) and the cancellation Lemma 4.8 ensure the integra-
bility of QB(f, f) in this case.

The following cancellation lemma ensures that (4.4) is well-defined.

Lemma 4.8 ([AV02], Proposition 3.1). Let f ∈ L1(R2d). Let B = B(|v −
v∗|, σ) ≥ 0. For almost all (x, v) ∈ R2d, we have

[f ∗v S](x, v) =
∫

Rd×Sd−1

B(v − v∗, σ)(f(x, v
′
∗)− f(x, v∗)) dv∗ dσ,
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where S is given by

S(|z|) = |Sd−2|
∫ π

2

0

(B(|z|/ cos(θ/2), θ)
cosd(θ/2)

−B(|z|, θ)
)
sind−2 θ dθ.

And the following estimates hold

|S(|z|)| ≤ 2
d−4
2 cos−2(π/8)

(
dΛ(z) + |z||Λ′(z)|

)
.

4.1.1 Hard and Maxwellian cases

In the hard and Maxwellian case (2.39), we show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1. Let α(t) =
√
t for t ≥ 0. For

any ε ∈ (0, 1), we have

α′(fε)Qε
B(f

ε, fε) ∈ L1([0, T ]× R2d).

Then we apply the velocity averaging Lemma 4.5 to the renormalised equa-
tion (4.2) and ρδ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) for any fixed δ ∈ (0, 1) to finish the proof of Lemma
4.3 that {

√
fε ∗v ρδ} is relatively compact in L2

loc.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. For the notation simplicity, we drop the parameter ε. Fol-
lowing (4.4), we write

α′(f)QB(f, f) = I1 + I2,

where

I1 =
1

2
√
f

∫
R2d×Sd−1

Bκf
(
f ′∗ − f∗

)
dσ dx∗ dv∗,

I2 =
1

2
√
f

∫
R2d×Sd−1

Bκf ′∗
(
f ′ − f

)
dσ dx∗ dv∗.

By Lemma 4.8, I1 can be written as

I1 =

√
f

2

∫
Rd

κ
[
f∗ ∗v∗ S](x∗, v) dx∗.

Moreover, the cross-section bound (4.7) and (4.8) ensures

∥I1∥2L2(R2d) ≲
∫

R2d

f
∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

[
f∗ ∗v∗ S](x∗, v) dx∗

∣∣∣2 dx dv
≲

∫
R2d

f
∣∣∣ ∫

R2d

f∗⟨v − v∗⟩ dx∗ dv∗
∣∣∣2 dx dv.

Since f ∈ P(R2d) and t 7→ t2 is convex, Jensen’s inequality implies that

∥I1∥2L2(R2d) ≲
∫

R4d

f
∣∣∣ ∫

R2d

f∗⟨v − v∗⟩ dx∗ dv∗
∣∣∣2 dx dv

≲
∫

R4d

ff∗⟨v − v∗⟩2 dη ≲ ∥f∥L1
0,2(R

2d) ≤ C

(4.9)

by (2.46). The proof for the I2 term follows analogously.
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4.1.2 Soft potential cases

We recall the cross-section bound (4.7) in the soft potential case

Λ(|v − v∗|) + |v − v∗|Λ′(|v − v∗|) ≲ |v − v∗|γ , γ ∈ [−2, 0).

The proof for the hard and Maxwellian potential cases does not directly apply,
since we lack of the bound boundedness of (4.9), i.e.∫

R4d

ff∗|v − v∗|2γ dη.

Thus, we approximate α(t) =
√
t by a sequence of bounded functions

αr(t) =

√
t

1 + r
√
t
≤ α(t), r ∈ (0, 1).

Notice that for any fixed r ∈ (0, 1), αr(t) is concave and αr(t) ≤ r−1 is bounded.
Let fε be H-solutions to the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (2.42). The following
renormalised equation holds in the distribution sense

(∂t + v · ∇x)α
r(fε) = (αr)′(fε)Qε

B(f
ε, fε). (4.10)

A similar sequence of renormalised solutions was introduced and studied for the
spatial-inhomogeneous Boltzmann equations to relax the quadratic form in x
that appeared in the inhomogeneous collision operators, see for example [DL89;
AV02].

We show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any fixed r ∈ (0, 1) and
all ε ∈ (0, 1), we have

(αr)′Q(fε, fε) ∈ L1([0, T ];L1(BR
x ×BR

v )) + L∞([0, T ];L1(BR
x ;W

−2,1(BR
v ))).

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We recall the mollified ρδ ∈ C∞
c (Rd;R+). For any fixed

r, δ ∈ (0, 1), Lemma 4.10 allows us to apply the velocity averaging theorem 4.5
to the renormalised equations (4.10) to derive

{αr(fε) ∗v ρδ} is relatively compact in L1([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ).

We pass the limit by letting r → 0. To show the relative compactness of
gεδ = α(fε) ∗v ρδ, we only need to show that

lim
r→0

sup
t,ε

∥
√
fε − αr(fε)∥L2(R2d) = 0. (4.11)

We follow a standard argument to show (4.11), see for example [DL89]. Since
t 7→ t

1+rt is concave, for any R ≥ 0, we have 0 ≤ t − t
1+rt ≤ Cr(R) + t1{t≥R}
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for some constant Cr(R) = R− R
1+rR ≥ 0. Notice that, for any fixed R ≥ 0, we

have Cr(R) → 0 as r → 0. Then we have

sup
t,ε

∫
R2d

|αr(fε)−
√
fε|2 dx dv ≤ Cr(R)

2 + sup
t,ε

∫
R2d

fε1{
√
fε≥R} dx dv

→ 0 as r → 0 and R→ +∞.

Indeed, the uniform equi-integrability of fε ensures that

lim
R→∞

sup
t,ε

∫
R2d

fε1{
√
fε≥R} dx dv = 0.

We conclude that, for any fixed δ ∈ (0, 1), {gεδ} is relatively compact in
L1([0, T ]×BR

x ×BR
v ).

Proof of Lemma 4.10. The proof follows [AV02] with appropriate adaptation to
the fuzzy cases. For the notation simplicity, we drop the parameter ε. We write

(αr)′(f)QB(f, f) = I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 =
(
f(αr)′(f)− αr(f)

) ∫
R2d×Sd−1

κB
(
f ′∗ − f∗

)
dσ dx∗ dv∗,

I2 =

∫
R2d×Sd−1

κB
(
f ′∗α

r(f ′)− f∗α
r(f)

)
dσ dx∗ dv∗,

I3 = −
∫

R2d×Sd−1

κBf ′Γ(f, f ′) dσ dx∗ dv∗.

In the above, Γ is defined as

Γ(f, f ′) = αr(f ′)− αr(f)− (αr)′(f)(f ′ − f).

We show that

I1, I3 ∈ L1([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ) and I2 ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(BR
x ;W

−2,1(BR
v ))). (4.12)

Notice that we only need to show (4.12) for I1 and I2. Indeed, if (4.12) holds
for I1 and I2, then the weak formulation of (4.10) implies that

0 ≤ −
∫ T

0

∫
R2d

φI3 dx dv dt < +∞, for all φ ∈ C∞
c

(
[0, T )× R2d;R+

)
.

Notice that the concavity of αr implies Γ(f, f ′) ≤ 0 and hence, I3 ≤ 0. Hence,
we have I3 ∈ L1([0, T ]×BR

x ×BR
v ).

We show that (4.12) holds for I1 and I2:
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• I1 term: By cancellation Lemma 4.8, I1 can be written as

I1 =
(
f(αr)′(f)− αr(f)

) ∫
Rd

[f∗ ∗v∗ S](x∗, v) dx∗.

The definition of αr ensures that |f(αr)′(f)−αr(f)| ≲ 1. Hence, to show
the integrability of I1, we only need to show [f∗ ∗v∗ S] ∈ L1

loc. By Lemma
4.8, we have∫

Rd×BR
v

[f∗ ∗v∗ S] dx∗ dv ≲
∫

R2d×BR
v

f(x∗, v∗)|v − v∗|γ dx∗ dv∗ dv.

We change of the variable by letting z = v− v∗. For any fixed M ≥ 0, we
have ∫

R2d×BR
v

f∗|v − v∗|γ dx∗ dv∗ dv =

∫
R2d×{|z+v∗|≤R}

f∗|z|γ dx∗ dv∗ dz

≤
∫

Rd×BM
v∗×{|z|≤R+M}

f∗|z|γ dz dx∗ dv∗

+

∫
Rd×(BM

v∗ )
c×{|z+v∗|≤R}

f∗|z|γ dz dx∗ dv∗

:=A1 +A2.
(4.13)

The integrability of |z|γ ∈ L1
loc(R

d), γ ∈ [−2, 0) when d ≥ 3 and γ ∈
(−2, 0) in d = 2, implies that

A1 ≲ (R+M)γ+d∥f∥L1(R2d),

A2 ≲R

∫
Rd×(BM

v∗ )
c

f∗|v∗|γ dx∗ dv∗ ≤Mγ∥f∥L1(R2d).

Hence, we have I1 ∈ L∞([0, T ]×BR
x ×BR

v ).

• I2 term: We use the duality argument. Let φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd

v) be fixed. By
changing of variables, we have∫

Rd

I2φ dv =

∫
R3d×Sd−1

Bf∗α
r(f)(φ′ − φ) dx∗ dv∗ dx dσ.

By Taylor’s expansion as in Lemma 3.4, we have

φ− φ′ = (v − v′) · ∇vφ(x, v) +O
(
∥D2

vφ∥L∞ |v − v′|2
)
.

By Proposition 3.3, we have

|v − v′|2 =
1

2
|v − v∗|2(1− σ · k).
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The cross-section identity (4.6) and the definition (4.5) imply that, for all
(x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, T ],∣∣∣ ∫

Sd−1

B(φ′ − φ) dσ
∣∣∣

≲∥∇vφ∥L∞ |v − v∗|Λ(|v − v∗|) + ∥D2
vφ∥L∞ |v − v∗|2Λ(|v − v∗|)

≲∥φ∥W 2,∞(Rd
v)
max

(
|v − v∗|, |v − v∗|2

)
Λ(|v − v∗|).

Hence, we have

∥I2∥W−2,1(BR
v ) = sup

φ∈W 2,∞(BR
v )

{
∥φ∥−1

W 2,∞

∫
Rd

I2φ dv
}

≤
∫

Rd×BR
v

f∗α
r(f)max

(
|v − v∗|, |v − v∗|2

)
Λ(|v − v∗|) dv∗ dv

≤∥αr∥L∞

∫
Rd×BR

v

f∗ max
(
|v − v∗|γ+1, |v − v∗|γ+2

)
dv∗ dv,

where we use the cross-section bound (4.7) to derive the last inequality.
We integrate ∥R2∥W−2,1(R2d) over x ∈ BR

x to derive

∥I2∥L1(BR
x ;W−2,1(BR

v )) ≲r

∫
R2d×BR

v

f∗ max
(
|v − v∗|γ+1, 1

)
dv∗ dv

≲R ∥f∥L1(R2d),

where we repeat the argument as in (4.13) to derive the last inequality.

Hence, we have I2 ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(BR
x ;W

−2,1(BR
v ))).

4.2 Proof of Lemma 4.4

In this subsection, our goal is to show√
fε ∗v ρδ →

√
fε in L2(BR

x ×BR
v ) (4.14)

as δ → 0 uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1).
We take χR ∈ C∞

c (Rd; [0, 1]) such that χR = 1 on BR
v ⊂ Rd and supp(χR) ⊂

BR+1
v . We define

fεR = fε(x, v)χR(v).

By the triangle inequality, we have∥∥(√fε ∗v ρδ −
√
fε

)
χR

∥∥
L2

≤
∥∥(√fε ∗v ρδ

)
χR −

√
fεR ∗v ρδ

∥∥
L2 +

∥∥√fεR ∗v ρδ −
√
fεR

∥∥
L2 .
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Let a ∈ (0, 1). Since supp(ρδ) ⊂ Bδ(0) and ∥ρδ∥L1 = 1 for all δ ∈ (0, 1), we have∥∥(√fε ∗v ρδ
)
χR −

√
fεR ∗v ρδ

∥∥
L2(BR

x ×Rd
v)

≤
∫
Ba(0)

ρδ︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤1

sup
|h|≤a

∥∥√fε
(
χR(·+ h)− χR(·)

)∥∥
L2(BR

x ×Rd
v)

+ CR sup
|v|≥a

ρδ(v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
→0 as δ→0

∥∥√fε
∥∥
L2(R2d)

→ 0

as δ → 0 uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1), where CR > 0 is a constant independent of ε and
δ. Indeed, the equi-integrability of fε and sup|h|≤a

∣∣ supp (χR(v+h)−χR(v)
)∣∣ →

0 ensures the uniform convergence of the first term on the right-hand side, and
the uniform bound of

√
fε in L2(R2d) ensures the uniform convergence of the

second term.

Hence, to show (4.14), we only need to show√
fεR ∗v ρδ →

√
fεR in L2(BR

x × Rd
v)

as δ → 0 uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1).
We define the Fourier transform in v ∈ Rd

Fvf(x, ξ) := (2π)−
d
2

∫
Rd

f(x, v)e−iv·ξ dv.

By the Plancherel theorem, we have

∥
√
fεR∗vρ

δ−
√
fεR∥

2
L2(BR

x ×Rd
v)

=

∫
BR

x ×Rd

|Fv

√
fεR(x, ξ)(1−Fvρ

δ)|2 dξ dx. (4.15)

We recall ρδ ∈ C∞
c (R2d) and ∥ρδ∥L1 = 1, for all δ ∈ (0, 1). Thus, to show the

uniform convergence of (4.15), we only need to show that∫
BR

x ×Rd

|Fv

√
fεR(x, ξ)|

21{|ξ|≥M} dξ dx→ 0

as M → +∞ uniformly in ε. More precisely, we show that∫
BR

x ×Rd

|Fv

√
fεR(x, ξ)|

2 min(|ξ|2, |ξ|ν) dξ dx ≤ CR

(
1 +Dε

B(f
ε)
)
. (4.16)

The constant CR > 0 is independent of ε. The constant ν ∈ (0, 2) is given in
Assumption 2.13, which characterises the angular singularity that β(θ) ≳ θ−1−ν .

The rest of this subsection is devoted to showing (4.16).
Proof of (4.16): For the spatial-homogeneous cases, the estimate (4.16) has
been shown in [CDW22, Appendix B] and [ADVW00, Section 4-5] by using the

44



idea of truncation and the Fourier representation (in v). In the following, we
follow the proof of the homogeneous case to outline the main ideas of the proof.
When the spatial variables x and x∗ can be regarded as parameters, we directly
apply the technical results established for the spatial-homogeneous equations.
We provide detailed proofs only when the spatial variables play a nontrivial role.

We remove the kinetic singularity of the collision kernel Bε by defining

Ā0(|z|) := min
(
C̄, A0(|z|)

)
, B̄ε(z, σ) = Ā0(|z|)bε(θ) (4.17)

for some C̄ > 0. In the following subsection, we replace Bε by B̄ε in the entropy
dissipation Dε

B(f).
We define

fε∗ = fε(x, v∗) = fε ∗x κε =
∫

Rd

κε(x− x∗)f
ε(x∗, v∗) dx∗.

By Assumption 2.14, we have

∥fε∥L∞
x L1

v
≤ ∥κε∥L∞∥fε∥L1(R2d) ≤ Cκ∥fε∥L1(R2d).

Our goal is to search for an appropriate lower bound of Dε
B(f

ε). Notice that
Dε

B(f
ε
R) can be written as

Dε
B(f

ε
R)

=−
∫

R3d×Sd−1

B̄ε
(
(fεR)

′(fεR)
′
∗ − fεR(f

ε
R)∗

)
log fεR dσ dv∗ dv dx

=

∫
R3d×Sd−1

B̄εfεR(f
ε
R)∗ log

fεR
(fεR)

′ dσ dv∗ dv dx

=

∫
R3d×Sd−1

B̄ε(fεR)∗
(
fεR − (fεR)

′) dx dv dv∗ dσ
+

∫
R3d×Sd−1

B̄ε(fεR)∗
(
fεR log

fεR
(fεR)

′ − fεR + (fεR)
′
)
dx dv dv∗ dσ

:=I1 + I2.

(4.18)

In the rest of this subsection, we drop ε and R of fεR for notational simplicity.
By cancellation Lemma 4.8, I1 is bounded by

|I1| =
∣∣∣ ∫

R2d

f∗[f ∗v S](x, v∗) dxdv∗
∣∣∣ ≲ ∥S∥L∞∥κε∥L∞∥f∥2L1(R2d) =: C1,

where the boundedness of B̄ε implies

|S(|z|)| ≲ Ā0(|z|) ≤ C̄.

In the rest of this subsection, we use the notation of constants

Ci = Ci(d,R,E,H) > 0, i ∈ N+,
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where E = supε ∥fε∥L1
2,2(R

2d) < +∞ and H = supε ∥fε log fε∥L1(R2d) < +∞ by

(2.46). In particular, Ci is independent of ε.
We define g =

√
f . By using the elementary inequality a log a

b − a + b ≥
|
√
a−

√
b|2 for all a, b > 0, we have

I2 ≥
∫

R3d×Sd−1

B̄εf∗|g − g′|2 dv∗ dx dv dσ.

Substituting the estimates of I1 and I2 to (4.18), we obtain

Dε
B(f) + C1 ≥

∫
R3d×Sd−1

Ā0b
ε(θ)f∗|g − g′|2 dv∗ dx dv dσ. (4.19)

We show an appropriate lower bound of the right-hand side of (4.19).

Notice that, in the hard potential cases A0(|v − v∗|) = |v − v∗|γ , γ ∈ (0, 1],
the kinetic kernel Ā0(|v − v∗|) vanishes when v ∼ v∗. We follow [ADVW00] to
treat this case. For any r0 ∈ (0, 1) and vj ∈ BR

v , we define Aj and Bj as follows

Aj = {v ∈ BR
v | |v − vj | < r0/4} and Bj = {v ∈ BR

v | |v − vj | > r0}.

Then there exist r0 and finite {vj}i=1,...,Nj such that

BR+1
v ⊂ ∪Nj

i=1Aj .

Let χAj ∈ C∞
c (Rd;R+) such that χAj = 1 for v ∈ Aj , 0 ≤ χAj ≤ 1, supp(χAj ) ⊂

{|v − vj | < 3r0/8} and Lip(χAj ) ≤ C for all j = 1, . . . , Nj . Similarly, we define
χBj

∈ C∞
c (Rd;R+) such that BR

v ∩{|v−vj | > 7r0/8} ⊂ supp(χBj
), 0 ≤ χBj

≤ 1
and Lip(χBj

) ≤ C for all j = 1, . . . , Nj . Notice that dist(Aj , Bj) ≥ r0
2 .

We note that, in the soft potential case and the hard potential with A0(|v−
v∗|) ∼ ⟨v − v∗⟩γ , γ ∈ [0, 1], the kinetic kernel A0(|v − v∗|) has a locally positive
lower bound

A0(|v − v∗|)1BR+1
v ×BR+1

v∗
≥ C0 > 0.

In this case, we can simply take Aj = Bj = BR+1
v and Nj = 1.

For each j = 1, . . . , Nj , we will follow the truncation argument [ADVW00,
Lemma 2] to show a lower bound of the right-hand side of (4.19).

Lemma 4.11. For any j = 1, . . . , Nj, we have∫
R3d×Sd−1

Ā0(|v − v∗|)b(θ)f∗|g − g′|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ + C2

≥ min
r0/2≤|z|≤2

√
2R
Ā0(|z|)

∫
R3d×Sd−1

b(θ)(fBj
)∗|gAj

− g′Aj
|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ.

(4.20)

46



Then by directly applying the Fourier representation results in [ADVW00,
Proposition 1 and Corollary 3] and integrating over x ∈ Rd, we have∫

R3d×Sd−1

b(θ)(fBj )∗|gAj − g′Aj
|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ ≥ 1

(2π)d

∫
R2d

|FvgAj (x, ξ)|2

×
{∫

Sd−1

b(θξ)
(
FvfBj (x, 0)− |FvfBj (x, ξ

−)|
)
dσ

}
dξ dx,

(4.21)

where ξ− := ξ−|ξ|σ
2 and θξ := arccos

(
σ · ξ/|ξ|

)
.

We shortly bring ε back in the following lemma. Following [ADVW00,
Lemma 3], the equi-integrability of fε and the uniform lower bound of κε imply
the following pointwise lower bounds.

Lemma 4.12. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let fε be given as in Lemma 4.1 and fε = f ∗xκε.
For almost all ξ ∈ Rd and x ∈ BR

x , we have

Fvfε(x, 0)− |Fvfε(x, ξ−)| ≥ C3 min(1, |ξ−|2). (4.22)

Then the identity |ξ−|2 = |ξ|2
2

(
1−σ·ξ/|ξ|

)
and the angular assumption (2.35)

that β(θ) ≳ θ−1−ν for some ν ∈ (0, 2), we have the pointwise lower bound∫
Sd−1

bε(θ)min(1, |ξ−|2) dσ ≥ C4 min(|ξ2|, |ξ|ν) ∀ε ∈ (0, 1). (4.23)

The detailed proof of (4.23) can be found in [ADVW00, Lemma 4] and [CDW22,
Lemma B.4].

Now we combine the estimates (4.20), (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23). For any
j = 1, . . . , Nj , we have∫

R3d×Sd−1

B̄ε(|v − v∗|)b(θ)f∗|g − g′|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ + C2

≥C5

∫
BR

x ×Rd

|FvgAj
(x, ξ)|2 min(|ξ|2, |ξ|ν) dξ dx.

(4.24)

Notice that, one can take the sum over j = 1, . . . , Nj in (4.24) by using

Nj∑
i=1

|FvgAj (x, ξ)|2 ≳
∣∣∣ Nj∑
i=1

FvgAj (x, ξ)
∣∣∣2 ≥ |Fvg(x, ξ)|2.

We recall the definition g =
√
fεR. Substituting the sum of (4.24) to (4.19), we

obtain (4.16)∫
BR

x ×Rd

|Fv

√
fεR(x, ξ)|

2 min(|ξ|2, |ξ|ν) dxdξ ≤ CR

(
1 +Dε

B(f
ε)
)
.

We prove Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.12.
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Proof of Lemma 4.11. We follow [ADVW00, Lemma 2] with appropriate mod-
ification for the fuzzy case. By the definition of χAj and χBj , we have

f∗|g − g′|2 ≥ f∗|g − g′|2(χBj )∗χ
2
Aj

= (fBj )∗|g − g′|2χ2
Aj

≥ (fBj
)∗
(
|gAj

− g′Aj
|2 − |g′(χAj

− χ′
Aj

)|2
)
,

where we use

|gAj
− g′Aj

|2 = |gχAj
− g′χAj

+ g′χAj
− g′χ′

Aj
|2

≤ |g − g′|2χ2
Aj

+ |g′(χAj − χ′
Aj

)|2.

Hence, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , Nj}, we have∫
R3d×Sd−1

Ā0b(θ)f∗|g − g′|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ

≥ min
r0/2≤|z|≤2

√
2R
Ā0(|z|)

∫
R3d×Sd−1

b(θ)(fBj )∗|gAj − g′Aj
|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ

− C̄

∫
R3d×Sd−1

b(θ)(fBj
)∗f

′|χAj
− χ′

Aj
|2 dx dv∗ dv dσ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:I3

,

where we have |Ā0| ≤ C̄ by definition (4.17).
We are left to show the upper bound of |I3|. By Lemma 3.4, we have

|χAj
− χ′

Aj
|2 ≲ Lip(χAj

)θ2|v − v∗|2.

By definition v′ = v+v∗
2 + |v−v∗|

2 σ, we have
∣∣∣ dv
dv′

∣∣∣ ≲ 1, since

∣∣∣ dv′
dv

∣∣∣ = 1

2
|Id + k ⊗ σ| = 1 + k · σ

2d
≥ 2−d.

Then by changing of variable v 7→ v′, we have

|I3| ≲
∫

R3d×Sd−1

θ2bε(θ)(fBj
)∗f

′|v − v∗|2 dv′ dv∗ dx dσ

=

∫
R3d×Sd−1

θ2bε(θ)(fBj )∗f |v′ − v∗|2 dθ dv dv∗ dx dσ

≤ 2
(∫ π

2

0

θ2βε(θ) dθ
)∫

RR4d
f∗f |v − v∗|2 dη ≲ ∥f∥L1

0,2(R
2d),

where we use the finite angular momentum assumption (2.37) and the bound
|v − v′|2 ≤ |v − v∗|2 in the last inequality.
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Proof of Lemma 4.12. We follow [ADVW00, Lemma 3] with appropriate mod-
ification for the fuzzy case. It is sufficient to show that

Fvfε(x, 0)− |Fvfε(x, ξ−)| ≥ C3 min(1, |ξ−|2) for all ξ ∈ Rd and x ∈ BR
x .

Let τ ∈ [0, 2π) denote the angle between the real and imaginary parts of
Fvfε(x, ξ). Then we have

|Fvfε(x, ξ)| = (2π)−
d
2

∣∣∣ ∫
Rd

fε(x, v)e−iv·ξ dv
∣∣∣

= (2π)−
d
2

∫
Rd

fε(x, v)
(
cos(ξ · v) cos τ − sin(ξ · v) sin τ

)
dv

= (2π)−
d
2

∫
Rd

fε(x, v) cos(ξ · v + τ) dv,

and

Fvfε(x, 0)− |Fvfε(x, ξ)| = 2(2π)−
d
2

∫
Rd

fε(x, v) sin2
(ξ · v + τ

2

)
dv.

For some δ > 0 small to be determined later, we define

Aξ,δ = {v ∈ Rd | |v · ξ + τ − 2nπ| ≥ 2δ ∀n ∈ Z}.

For some L > 0 large to be determined later, we have

Rd
v = (BL

v )
c ∪ (BL

v ∩ (Rd \Aξ,δ)) ∪ (BR
v ∩Aξ,δ).

Using this, we can write

Fvfε(x, 0)− |Fvfε(x, ξ)|

≥2(2π)−
d
2 sin2 δ

∫
Aξ,δ

fε(x, v) dv

≥2(2π)−
d
2 sin2 δ

(∫
Rd\

(
BL

v ∩(Rd\Aξ,δ)
) fε(x, v) dv −

∫
(BR

v )c
fε(x, v) dv

)
.

(4.25)

Notice that v ∈ BL
v ∩ (Rd \Aξ,δ) if and only if there exists n0 ∈ Z such that∣∣∣v · ξ|ξ| + τ

|ξ|
− 2π

n0
|ξ|

∣∣∣ ≤ 2δ

|ξ|
. (4.26)

In the case of |ξ| ≥ 1, (4.26) is bounded by 2δ, and we have

|BL
v ∩ (Rd \Aξ,δ)| ≤ (2L)d−1 4δ

|ξ|
(1 + L|ξ|/π) ≲ δ.

The uniform bounds (2.46) ensures that fε is equi-integrable. We choose L
large enough and δ small enough such that∫

BL
x ×BL

v

fε dx dv ≥ 1

2
and

∫
BL

x ×
(
BL

v ∩(Rd\Aξ,δ)
) fε dx dv ≤ 1

8
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for all ε ∈ (0, 1), and hence,∫
BL

x ×(BL
v ∩Aξ,δ)

fε dx dv ≥ 3

8
.

Combining with the assumption (2.41) that κε(x−x∗) ≥ C0 > 0 for all x ∈ BR
x

and x∗ ∈ BL
x , we have∫

Rd\
(
BL

v ∩(Rd\Aξ,δ)
) fε(x, v) dv ≥

∫
BL

x ×(BL
v ∩Aξ,δ)

κε(x− x∗)f
ε(x∗, v) dx∗ dv ≥ 3C0

8

for all x ∈ BR
x and ε ∈ (0, 1). Since ∥|v|2fε∥L1(R2d) is uniformly bounded, we

choose L large enough such that

sup
x∈Rd

∥|v|2fε∥L1
v

L2
=

∥|v|2fε∥L1(R2d)

L2
≤ C0

8
.

Hence, the inequality (4.25) has the following lower bound

Fvfε(x, 0)− |Fvfε(x, ξ)| ≥ C0

2(2π)
d
2

sin2 δ (4.27)

and (4.22) holds by choosing C4 = C0

2(2π)
d
2
sin2 δ.

In the case of |ξ| < 1, we choose δ = δ0|ξ| for some δ0 > 0 small. Then (4.26)
implies that

|BL
v ∩ (Rd \Aξ,δ)| ≤ 4δ0(2L)

d−1(1 + L/π) ≲ δ0.

We repeat the arguments in the case of |ξ| ≥ 1 by choosing δ0 > 0 small to
arrive at (4.27). We note that

sin2 δ ≥ δ20 inf
|ξ|≤1

∣∣∣ sin(δ0|ξ|)
δ0|ξ|

∣∣∣2 ≥ sin2 δ0.

We conclude that the inequality (4.22) holds by choosing C4 = C0

2(2π)
d
2
sin2 δ0.

5 Convergence of dissipation

We recall the definition of the cosh-dissipation (2.31)

Dε
cosh(f) =

1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∣∣√f ′f ′∗ −
√
ff∗

∣∣2Bεκε dη dσ.

In this section, we show the following theorem.
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Theorem 5.1. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let Bε and κε satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let fε

be H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. Let f
be the weak limit of fε given in Lemma 4.1. Then we have

1

2
DL(f) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
Dε

cosh(f
ε). (5.1)

As a direct consequence of Remark 2.21, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let (Ψ∗,Θ) satisfy Assumption 2.8 and 2.20. Let fε and f be
given as in Theorem 5.1. Then we have

1

2
DL(f) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
DΨ∗(fε).

Remark 5.3 (Affine representation). In Section 5 and Section 6, we show
the limit of entropy dissipation and curve action by using the idea of affine
representations. Let Ψ,Ψ∗ : R → R be a smooth convex dual pair. Then we have∫

Ψ∗(ξ) = sup
ϕ∈C∞

c

{∫
ξ · ϕ−

∫
Ψ(ϕ)

}
.

We follow the affine-representation approach developed for the homogeneous case
[CDW22], adapting it appropriately to incorporate the spatial variable. The
use of affine representations based on Legendre transformations has appeared
previously in the literature, for example, in [Léo95; Ott01].

First, we extend the test functions from ϕ = ϕ(x, v) to Φ = Φ(x, x∗, v, v∗) in
Section 5.1. Then, Section 5.2 contains the detailed proof of Theorem 5.1

5.1 Extension of notations

To simplify the proof of Theorem 5.1, we follow [CDW22, Section 3] with ap-
propriate modifications concerning the spatial variables x. More precisely, we
extend the notation of ∇̃ to functions Φ ∈ R4d, for which the elliptic equation
∇̃ · ∇̃Φ is solved in Lemma 5.7.

In the rest of this section, we write

F = ff∗, F ′ = f ′f ′∗.

By Lemma 4.2, we have

√
F ε →

√
F in L2

loc(R
4d) as ε→ 0.

We recall that for a fixed σ ∈ Sd−1 the fuzzy Boltzmann gradient is defined via

∇ϕ(x, v) = ϕ(x, v′) + ϕ(x∗, v
′
∗)− ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(x∗, v∗).
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We recall the weak formulation of the fuzzy Boltzmann collision operator∫
R2d

QB(f, f)ϕ dx dv = −1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

κB(f ′f ′∗ − ff∗)∇ϕ dη dσ

for all test functions ϕ : R2d → R. Notice that, one can extend the weak
formulation to all test functions

Φ : R4d → R

by redefining ∇σ as

∇σΦ = Φ′
∗ +Φ′ − Φ∗ − Φ,

where we define

Φ′ = Φ(x, x∗, v
′, v′∗), Φ′

∗ = Φ(x∗, x, v
′
∗, v

′) and Φ∗ = Φ(x∗, x, v∗, v).

For simplification, we write ∇σ = ∇. We abuse the notation of ⟨Q(f, f),Φ⟩. By
changing of variables, the weak Boltzmann collision operators can be written as

⟨QB(f, f),Φ⟩ = −1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

κB(F ′ − F ) ∇Φdη dσ.

Similarly, we can extend the definition of the fuzzy Landau gradient as follows

∇̃Φ =

√
A

2
Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0(Φ + Φ∗), (5.2)

where we define ∇0 = (∇v − ∇v∗), and Φ∗ = Φ(x∗, x, v∗, v). Correspondingly,

we can define ∇̃· via integration by parts. Notice that

∇̃ · ∇̃Φ =
A

2
∇0 ·

(
Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

)
.

By the extended definition, we have

∇̃F =
√
A Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0F.

We abuse the notation of ⟨Q(f, f),Φ⟩. The weak Landau collision operators can
be written as

⟨QL(f, f),Φ⟩ = −
∫

R4d

κ∇̃F · ∇̃Φdη =

∫
R4d

κF ∇̃ · ∇̃Φdη.

Remark 5.4 (Comparison with the homogeneous Landau gradient). Compared
with the homogeneous case, due to the independent spatial variables x and x∗, we
always treat f and f∗ independently. The Landau gradient in the homogeneous
case is defined as (see also (5.13) below)

∇̃homoΦ =
√
AΠ(v−v∗)⊥∇0Φ.
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In comparison, in the fuzzy case we define

∇̃fuzzΦ =
√
A Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0

Φ+ Φ∗

2
.

Notice that in the symmetric case (Φ = Φ∗), for instance when Φ = ff∗, we
have

Φ =
Φ+ Φ∗

2
and ∇̃homoΦ = ∇̃fuzzyΦ.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 3.4, the following holds.

Corollary 5.5. Let Φ ∈ S(R4d;R). The following pointwise bounds hold

|∇Φ| ≤ C1θ|v − v∗|, (5.3)∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|Sd−2|

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇Φdp

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2θ
2
(
|v − v∗|+ |v − v∗|2

)
,

where C1 = C1(∥∇0ϕ∥L∞(R4d)) and C2 = C2(∥∇0Φ∥L∞(R4d), ∥D2
0Φ∥L∞(R4d)) are

positive constants independent of θ. We have the following pointwise limits

lim
θ→0

1

θ
∇Φ =

|v − v∗|
2

p · ∇0

(
Φ+ Φ∗

)
, (5.4)

lim
θ→0

1

θ2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇Φdp =
|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

∇0 ·
(
|v − v∗|2Πk⊥∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

)
. (5.5)

5.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1

Strategy of the proof: We only consider the case of lim infε↓0 Dcosh(f
ε) <

+∞, otherwise there is nothing to show. We show (5.1) in the following three
steps:

Step 1: We show the affine representation inequality of the Landau dissipation

DL(f) ≤ sup
Φ∈DS∞

c

{
− 4

∫
R4d

√
κF ∇̃ · ∇̃Φdη − 2

∫
R4d

|∇̃Φ|2dη
}
.

The functional space DS∞
c is defined as in (5.10) below.

Step 2: We show the affine representation inequality of the reduced Bltzmann
dissipation

Dcosh(f
ε) ≥ sup

Φ∈DS∞
c

{
−
∫

R4d

√
κεF ε

( ∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBεdσ
)
dη − 1

8

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|∇Φ|2Bεdσdη
}
.

Step 3: We conclude (5.1) by showing∫
R4d

√
κεF ε

(∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBε dσ
)
dη

ε↓0−−→ 2

∫
R4d

√
κF ∇̃ · ∇̃Φdη

and
1

8

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|∇Φ|2Bε dη dσ
ε↓0−−→

∫
R4d

|∇̃Φ|2 dη.
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Step 1: Affine representation of the fuzzy Landau dissipation

The following result extends [CDW22, Proposition 6.1] to the fuzzy setting.

Proposition 5.6. We have the following preliminary expression for the fuzzy
Landau dissipation

DL(f) = sup
ξ∈C∞

c (R4d;Rd)

{
− 2

∫
R4d

|ξ|2dη

− 4

∫
R4d

√
κAF ∇0 · (Π(v−v∗)⊥ξ) dη

}
.

(5.6)

Proof. Let us denote the right-hand side of (5.6) by IL and notice that

DL(f) = 2

∫
R4d

∣∣√κ ∇̃
√
F
∣∣2dη

We want to show equality DL(f) = IL.

• IL ≤ DL: We only need to consider the case of DL < +∞. For any fixed
ξ ∈ C∞

c (R4d : Rd), we have

− 4

∫
R4d

√
κAF ∇0 · (Π(v−v∗)⊥ξ) dη − 2

∫
R4d

|ξ|2 dη

=4

∫
R4d

(√
κ ∇̃

√
F

)
· ξ dη − 2

∫
R4d

|ξ|2 dη

≤4
(∫

R4d

|
√
κ ∇̃

√
F |2 dη

) 1
2 ·

(∫
R4d

|ξ|2 dη
) 1

2 − 2

∫
R4d

|ξ|2 dη

≤2

∫
R4d

|
√
κ ∇̃

√
F |2 dη = DL(f).

(5.7)

In the first line, the integration by parts of
√
A ∇0 · Π(v−v∗)⊥ onto

√
F

is justified, since finite dissipation implies
√
κ∇̃

√
F ∈ L2(R4d). Moreover,

we used the fact that Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0

√
A = 0. The last lines follow from the

Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities.

• DL ≤ IL: We only need to consider the case of IL < +∞. We define the
following linear functional

T (ξ) = −4

∫
R4d

√
κAF ∇0 · (Π(v−v∗)⊥ξ) dη, ∀ ξ ∈ C∞

c (R4d;Rd). (5.8)

The boundedness of IL implies

sup
ξ∈C∞

c ,∥ξ∥L2=1

T (ξ) ≤ IL(f) + 2 < +∞.
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Therefore, one can uniquely extend F to L2(R4d;Rd). Moreover, by the
Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique u ∈ L2(R4d;Rd) such
that

T (ξ) = 4⟨u, ξ⟩, ∀ξ ∈ L2(R4d;Rd),

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denote the L2-inner product. Since ∇̃
√
κF ∈ L2(R4d;Rd), the

integration by parts of the right-hand side of (5.8) implies that u = ∇̃
√
κF .

Moreover, by (5.7), we have

T (ξ)− 2⟨ξ, ξ⟩ ≤ DL(f) = T (u)− 2⟨u, u⟩, ∀ξ ∈ L2(R4d;Rd).

Since C∞
c is dense in L2, we have

DL(f) = sup
ξ∈C∞

c (R4d;Rd)

{T (ξ)− 2⟨ξ, ξ⟩} = IL(f).

By Proposition 5.6, the optimal ξ in L2(R4d;Rd) such that IL(f) = T (ξ) −
2⟨ξ, ξ⟩ is given by u = ∇̃

√
κF . Since u is anti-symmetric, so that u = −u∗, and

u ⊥ (v − v∗), we can characterise DL(f) by

DL(f) = sup
V ∈AS∞

c

{
− 2

∫
R4d

|Π(v−v∗)⊥V |2dη − 4

∫
R4d

√
κF ∇̃ · (Π(v−v∗)⊥V )dη

}
.

(5.9)
In the above, the space AS∞

c is defined as

AS = {V ∈ L2(R4d;Rd) | V = −V∗ a.e.},
AS∞

c = {V ∈ C∞
c (R4d;Rd) | V ∈ AS}.

Notice that
(
AS, ⟨·, ·⟩L2

)
is a closed subspace of L2(R4d;Rd), and AS∞

c is dense
in AS with respect to L2-norm.

We define the functional spaces

DS∞
c = {Φ ∈ C∞

c (R4d;R) | Φ = Φ∗, ∃δΦ > 0 s.t. Φ = 0 ∀|v− v∗| ≤ δΦ}. (5.10)

The vector field V ∈ AS∞
c in (5.9) can be replaced by ∇̃Φ ∈ DS∞

c by directly
applying the following solvability lemma of the Landau elliptic equation.

Lemma 5.7. Let V ∈ AS∞
c (R4d;Rd), there exists a unique solution Φ ∈

DS∞
c (R4d;R) to the following equation

∇̃ · ∇̃Φ = ∇̃ · (Π(v−v∗)⊥V ). (5.11)

Moreover, Φ satisfies

∥∇̃Φ∥2L2(R4d) ≤ ∥Π(v−v∗)⊥V ∥2L2(R4d). (5.12)
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Proof. We define the homogeneous Landau gradient ∇̃homo as follows

∇̃homoΦ =
√
AΠ(v−v∗)⊥∇0Φ. (5.13)

We fix x and x∗ as parameters, by directly applying the solvability of the homo-
geneous (Landau)-elliptic equation given in [CDW22, Lemma 6.5], there exist
unique Φ1 and Φ2 ∈ DS∞

c (R2d;R) that solve the following equations

∇̃homo · ∇̃homoΦ1 = ∇̃homo · (Π(v−v∗)⊥V ), (5.14)

∇̃homo · ∇̃homoΦ2 = ∇̃homo · (Π(v−v∗)⊥V∗) (5.15)

for any fixed (x, x∗) ∈ R2d. We comment that the solvability result in [CDW22]
works for both A0 taking the form (2.1) and (2.2). Moreover, we have the
following L2-decomposition equalities for all (x, x∗) ∈ R2d

∥Π(v−v∗)⊥V ∥2L2
v,v∗

= ∥∇̃homoΦ1∥2L2
v,v∗

+ ∥Π(v−v∗)⊥V − ∇̃homoΦ1∥2L2
v,v∗

,

∥Π(v−v∗)⊥V∗∥
2
L2

v,v∗
= ∥∇̃homoΦ2∥2L2

v,v∗
+ ∥Π(v−v∗)⊥V∗ − ∇̃homoΦ2∥2L2

v,v∗
.
(5.16)

Notice that (5.15) holds if and only if

−∇̃homo · ∇̃homo(Φ2)∗ = ∇̃homo · (Π(v−v∗)⊥V ).

The uniqueness of the homogeneous elliptic equations ensures that

Φ1 = −(Φ2)∗ for a.e. (x, x∗, v, v∗) ∈ R4d.

Let Φ = 2Φ1. We have Φ ∈ DS∞
c (R4d;Rd): The compacted support of Φ

in x and x∗ is ensured by the uniqueness of (5.14) compact support of V ∈
AS∞

c (R4d;Rd); We have the smoothness in x and x∗ by taking ∇x and ∇x∗

of the both sides of (5.14). Thus, Φ is a desired solution of (5.11). The L2-
inequality (5.12) holds by integrating (5.16) over (x, x∗) ∈ R2d.

The uniqueness of (5.11) is ensured by the uniqueness of the homogeneous
equation (5.14), since

∇̃ · ∇̃Φ = 0 if and only if ∇0 ·
(
Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0Φ

)
= 0.

Let Φ ∈ DS∞
c (R4d;Rd) be a solution of (5.11). We substitute V = ∇̃Φ ∈

AS∞
c (R2d;Rd) to (5.9), the L2-inequality (5.12) implies that

DL(f) ≤ sup
Φ∈DS∞

c

{
− 2

∫
R4d

|∇̃Φ|2dη − 4

∫
R4d

√
κF ∇̃ · ∇̃Φdη

}
. (5.17)

Step 2: Affine representation of the fuzzy Boltzmann dissipation

The following result extends [CDW22, Proposition 6.6] to the fuzzy setting.
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Proposition 5.8. We have the following preliminary expression for the reduced
fuzzy Boltzmann dissipation

Dcosh(f) = sup
ξ∈L2(B dσ dη)

{∫
R4d×Sd−1

√
κ(
√
F ′ −

√
F )ξBdσ dη

−1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|ξ|2Bdσ dη
}
.

(5.18)

Proof. For any fixed ξ ∈ L2(B dσ dη), by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we
have ∫

R4d×Sd−1

√
κ (

√
F ′ −

√
F )ξBdσ dη − 1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|ξ|2Bdσ dη

≤1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|
√
κ (

√
F ′ −

√
F )|2B dσ dη = Dcosh(f).

The left-hand side attains its maximum value, equal to Dcosh(f), when ξ =
1
2∇

√
κF ∈ L2(B dσ dη).

In comparison to (5.17), we want to replace ξ ∈ L2(B dσ dη) in (5.18) by
∇Φ for Φ ∈ DS∞

c (R4d). By Corollary 5.5, we have

|∇Φ|2 ≲ 1supp(∇Φ)θ
2|v − v∗|2.

The integrability of θ2β(θ) (2.37) ensures that

∥∇Φ∥2L2(B dη dσ) ≲
∣∣ supp(∇Φ)

∣∣ ∫ π
2

0

θ2β(θ) dθ < +∞.

Moreover, by changing of variables, we have

1

2

∫
R4d×Sd−1

√
κ(
√
F ′ −

√
F )∇ΦBdσ dη = −

∫
R4d×Sd−1

√
κF∇ΦBdσ dη.

We conclude that

Dcosh(f) ≥ sup
Φ∈DS∞

c

{
− 1

8

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|∇Φ|2Bdσdη

−
∫

R4d

√
κF

( ∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBdσ
)
dη

}
.

Step 3: Proof of Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.9. Let Φ ∈ DS∞
c (R4d). Let Bε and κε satisfy Assumption 2.14.

Then, we have∫
R4d

√
κεF ε

(∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBε dσ
)
dη

ε↓0−−→ 2

∫
R4d

√
κF ∇̃ · ∇̃Φdη, (5.19)∫

R4d×Sd−1

|∇Φ|2Bε dσ dη
ε↓0−−→ 8

∫
R4d

|∇̃Φ|2 dη. (5.20)
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Proof. We follow [CDW22, Section 6.3] with appropriate modifications to the
fuzzy cases. Without loss of generality, we assume |∇Φ| ≤ 1 and supp(∇Φ) ⊂
Ω × Sd−1, where Ω := B1(0) \ (R2d × {|v − v∗| ≤ δ}) for some δ ∈ (0, 1),
where B1(0) ⊂ R4d denotes the unit ball. Notice that removing the region of
|v− v∗| ≤ δ leads to the boundedness of A0(|v− v∗|)1Ω ≤ C. Let θ = εχ/π. We
recall the finite angular momentum assumption (2.37).

We first show (5.19) by the dominated convergence theorem. The right-hand
side of (5.19) can be written as

I1 :=

∫
Ω

A0

√
κεF ε

(∫ π
2

0

β(χ)

πε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇Φdpdχ
)
dη.

By using the upper bound of
∣∣∣∫Sd−2

k⊥
∇Φdp

∣∣∣ ≲ ε2χ2|v− v∗| in Corollary 5.5, the

integrand of I1 is dominated by

A0

√
κεF ε

(∫ π
2

0

β(χ)

πε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇Φdpdχ
)

≲Φ,Cκ

√
F ε1Ω

∫ π
2

0

χ2β(χ) dχ ≲
√
F ε1Ω,

which is uniformly integrable since
√
F ε →

√
F in L2(Ω) by Lemma 4.2.

Then we are left to show the pointwise limit∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBε dσ
ε↓0−−→ 2∇̃ · ∇̃Φ,

which is a direct consequence of the pointwise limit (5.5)∫
Sd−1

∇ΦBε dσ = A0(|v − v∗|)
∫ π

2

0

β(χ)

πε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∇Φdpdχ

ε↓0−−→A0
|Sd−2|
8(d− 1)

∫ π
2

0

χ2β(χ) dχ∇0 ·
(
|v − v∗|2Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

)
=2∇̃ · ∇̃Φ for a.e. (x, x∗, v, v∗) ∈ R4d.

Then we obtain the limit (5.19) by the dominated convergence theorem.
We show (5.20) similarly. The right-hand side of (5.20) can be written as

I2 :=

∫
Ω

A0

(∫ π
2

0

β(χ)

πε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|∇Φ|2 dp dχ
)
dη,

and the integrated of I2 is dominated by

A0

(∫ π
2

0

β(χ)

πε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|∇Φ|2 dp dχ
)
≲Φ,Cκ

1Ω.
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On the other hand, the bound and limit of ∇Φ given by (5.3) and (5.4)

|∇Φ|2 ≲ ε2χ2|v − v∗|2 and lim
ε→0

1

ε
∇Φ =

χ

π

|v − v∗|
2

p · ∇0

(
Φ+ Φ∗

)
yield the pointwise limit for a.e. (x, x∗, v, v∗) ∈ R4d

lim
ε→0

∫
Sd−1

∣∣∇Φ
∣∣2Bε dσ = 8|∇̃Φ|2. (5.21)

Indeed, by the identity |p · z|2 = zT (p⊗ p)z for all z ∈ Rd, we have∫
Sd−1

∣∣∇Φ
∣∣2Bε dσ = A0

∫ π
2

0

β(χ)

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

∣∣∣π
ε
∇Φ

∣∣∣2 dp dχ

ε↓0−−→A0

4
|v − v∗|2

∫ π
2

0

β(χ)χ2 dχ

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|p · ∇0(Φ + Φ∗)|2 dp

=
2(d− 1)A

|Sd−2|
(
∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

)T(∫
Sd−2

k⊥

p⊗ p dp
)
∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

=2A
(
∇0(Φ + Φ∗)

)T
Π(v−v∗)⊥∇0(Φ + Φ∗) = 8|∇̃Φ|2,

where we use the notation A(|v − v∗|) = A0(|v − v∗|)|v − v∗|2, and the second
last equality is given by Lemma 3.2.

Hence, the limit (5.20) holds by the dominated convergence theorem.

6 Convergence of curve action

We recall the definition of R and AL

R(f, U) =
1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ
( U

Θ(f)Bκ

)
Θ(f)Bκdη dσ, (6.1)

and AL(f, U) =
1

2

∫
R4d

|U |2

κff∗
dη.

In this Section, we show the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Let Bε and κε satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let fε

be H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. Let f
be the weak limit of fε given in Lemma 4.1. Let (Ψ∗,Θ) be an admissible pair
satisfying Assumption 2.8 and Assumption 2.20. Let

Uε
B = κεBε

(
(fε)′(fε∗ )

′ − fεfε∗
)
.

There exists U : [0, T ]× R4d → Rd such that

(f, U) ∈ T GRET and
1

2
AL(f, U) ≤ lim inf

ε→0
R(fε, Uε

B).
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We show Theorem 6.1 in three steps:

Step 1: Let δ > 0 be a constant defined as in Lemma 6.2 below. We show the
weak precompactness of{

Uε
δ

}
ε∈(0,1)

, Uε
δ := |v − v∗|(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)δθUε

B (6.2)

in L1([0, T ] × R4d × Sd−1). We denote (up to a subsequence) Uδ
B the

weak limit of Uε
δ . Correspondingly, we define

U δ
L =

1

4
|v − v∗|−1A

− 1
2

0 (⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)−δ

∫
Sd−1

Uδ
Bp dσ. (6.3)

Step 2: We verify that (f, U δ
L ) ∈ T GRET and

∫ T

0
AL(f, U

δ
L ) dt < +∞. Then we

search for Ũ δ
L such that∫ T

0

AL(f, Ũ
δ
L ) dt = min

∇̃·W=0

{∫ T

0

AL(f, U
δ
L +W ) dt

}
.

Moreover, we show (f, Ũδ
L ) ∈ T GRET .

Step 3: We show that 1
2AL(f, Ũ

δ
L ) ≤ lim infε→0 R(f

ε, Uε
B).

Step 1: The compactness of Uε
δ .

Lemma 6.2. In the hard and Maxwellian potential case (2.39), we take δ ∈
[−1 − |γ|/2, 0). In the soft potential case (2.40), we take δ ∈ [0, |γ|/2). Let Uε

δ

be defined as in (6.2)

Uε
δ = |v − v∗|(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)δθUε

B.

Under the same assumptions as Theorem 6.1, we have the weak precompactness
of {

Uε
δ

}
ε∈(0,1)

in L1([0, T ]× R4d × Sd−1).

Proof. We first show the uniform bounds of Uε
δ . For any ϕ ∈ L∞([0, T ]× R2d),

by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have∣∣∣ ∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

ϕUε
δ dη dσ dt

∣∣∣2 ≤
(∫ T

0

DB(f
ε) dt

) 1
2

×
(∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δθ2κεBεΛ(fε)ϕ2 dη dσ dt
) 1

2

.

By using of the inequality Λ(s, t) ≤ s+t
2 for all s, t > 0, we have∫

R4d×Sd−1

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δθ2κεBεΛ(fε)ϕ2 dη dσ

≤
∫

R4d

∫ ε
2

0

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δA0θ
2κεβε(θ)ϕ2

fεfε∗ + (fε)′(fε∗ )
′

2
dp dθ dη

≲
∫

R4d

∫ ε
2

0

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δA0θ
2κεβε(θ)

(
ϕ2 + (ϕ′)2

)
fεfε∗ dp dθ dη,
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where we change the variable (v, v∗) 7→ (v′, v′∗) and use the energy conservation
law |v|2 + |v∗|2 = |v′|2 + |v′∗|2 in the last step. The finite angular momentum
assumption (2.36) and uniform bound of κε imply that∫

R4d

∫ ε
2

0

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δA0κ
εθ2βε(θ)

(
ϕ2 + (ϕ′)2

)
fεfε∗ dp dθ dη

≲∥ϕ∥2L∞

∫
R4d

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δA0f
εfε∗ dη.

In the hard potential case, we have∫
R4d

|v − v∗|2(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δA0f
εfε∗ dη ≲ ∥fε∥2L1

0,s1
(R2d),

where s1 = 2 + γ+ + 2δ ∈ [0, 2 + γ+). By uniform bounds (2.46), the right-
hand side is uniformly bounded. Moreover, the weak compactness of {fεfε∗} in
L1
loc(R

4d) and s1 < 2+γ+ ensure the weak compactness of
{(

⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩
)s1
fεfε∗

}
and Uε

δ by Dunford–Petitts theorem.
Similarly, in the case of γ ∈ [−2, 0), we have the uniform boundedness and

compactness of∫
R4d

|v − v∗|2A0(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)2δfεfε∗ dη ≲ ∥fε∥2L1
0,s2

(R2d),

where s2 = 2 + γ + 2δ ∈ [0, 2).

Step 2: The verification of (f, Ũδ
L ) ∈ T GRET .

In the following, we fix a δ given in Lemma 6.2. We denote (up to a sub-
sequence) Uδ

B the weak limit of Uε
δ in L1([0, T ] × R4d × Sd−1). We recall the

definition (6.3)

U δ
L =

1

4
|v − v∗|−1A

− 1
2

0 (⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)−δ

∫
Sd−1

U δ
Bp dσ, (6.4)

where p ∈ Sd−2
k⊥ .

We first verify that (f, Uδ
L ) ∈ T GRET . The weak continuity in time of f is

given by Lemma 4.1. We show that (f, Uδ
L ) is a weak solution of the transport

grazing rate equation

∂tf + v · ∇xf +
1

2
∇̃ · UL = 0. (6.5)

We recall the weak formulation for the fuzzy Boltzmann equation∫ T

0

∫
R2d

(∂t + v · ∇x)ϕf
ε dx dv dt−

∫
R2d

ϕ0f0 dx dv

+
1

4

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕUε
B dη dσ dt = 0,

61



and the transport grazing rate equation for the fuzzy Landau equation∫ T

0

∫
R2d

(∂t + v · ∇x)ϕf
ε dx dv −

∫
R2d

ϕ0f0 dx dv

+
1

2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

∇̃ϕ · UL dη dt = 0

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ) × R2d). Since in Lemma 4.1 we showed that fε ⇀ f in

L1([0, T ] × R2d), to show
(
f, Uδ

L

)
is a weak solution of (6.5), we only need to

show that

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕUε
B dη dσ dt = 2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

∇̃ϕ · U δ
L dη dt. (6.6)

By definition (6.2), we have∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕUε
B dη dσ =

∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕ
θ|v − v∗|(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)δ

Uε
δ dη dσ.

On the one hand, Lemma 6.2 ensures Uε
δ ⇀ Uδ

B in L1([0, T ]×R4d×Sd−1). On

the other hand, we have ∇ϕ
θ|v−v∗|(⟨v⟩+⟨v∗⟩)δ is uniformly bounded and convergent

in measure as θ → 0. Indeed, we have (⟨v⟩ + ⟨v∗⟩)−δ ≤ C for all v, v∗ ∈
supp(∇ϕ). Lemma 3.4 implies that

|∇ϕ|
θ|v − v∗|

≲ Lip(ϕ),

and the following pointwise convergence

∇ϕ
θ|v − v∗|

→1

2
p · (∇vϕ−∇v∗ϕ∗)

=
1

2
|v − v∗|−1A

− 1
2

0 p · ∇̃ϕ as θ → 0.

In the last step, we use the definition of k = v−v∗
|v−v∗| , p ∈ Sd−2

k⊥ and ∇̃ϕ =

|v − v∗|A0(|v − v∗|)
1
2Πk⊥(∇vϕ−∇v∗ϕ∗).

Then by weak-strong convergence, we obtain (6.6) that∫ T

0

∫
R4d×Sd−1

∇ϕUε
B dη dσ

→1

2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

∇̃ϕ · |v − v∗|−1(⟨v⟩+ ⟨v∗⟩)−δA
− 1

2
0

∫
Sd−1

Uδ
Bp dσ dη

=2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

∇̃ϕ · U δ
L dη as ε→ 0.

Hence, the pair
(
f, Uδ

L

)
is a weak solution of (6.5).

62



To show
(
f, Uδ

L

)
∈ T GRET , we left to show U δ

L ∈ L1(R4d). We will first
show ∫ T

0

AL(f, U
δ
L ) dt < +∞. (6.7)

To this end, we use the elementary result that for functions an ⇀ a and bn ⇀ b
in L1, we have ∫

|a|2

b
≤ sup

n

∫
|an|2

bn
. (6.8)

Indeed, by affine representation |a|2
b = supϕ{2aϕ− bϕ2}, we have∫

|a|2

b
= sup

ϕ∈C∞
c

{
2

∫
aϕ−

∫
bϕ2

}
= sup

ϕ
lim
n

{
2

∫
anϕ−

∫
bnϕ

2
}

≤ sup
n,ϕ

{
2

∫
anϕ−

∫
bnϕ

2
}
≤ sup

n

∫
|an|2

bn
.

By definition of U δ
L in (6.4), the weak convergence of Uε

δ in Lemma 6.2 and the
convergence κεfεfε∗ → κff∗ in L1(R4d), we apply (6.8) to derive∫ T

0

AL(f, U
δ
L ) dt =

1

2

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

|Uδ
L |2

ff∗κ
dη dt

≲ sup
ε

∫ T

0

∫
R4d

|
∫
Sd−1 θU

ε
B|2

A0κεfεfε∗
dη dt.

By Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have∣∣∣ ∫
Sd−1

θUε
B dσ

∣∣∣2
≤|Sd−2|

(∫ ε
2

0

θ2βε(θ) dθ
)∫

Sd−1

A0B
ε
∣∣κε((fε)′∗(fε)′ − fε∗f

ε
)∣∣2 dσ

≲A0

∫
Sd−1

Bε
∣∣κε((fε)′∗(fε)′ − fε∗f

ε
)∣∣2 dσ,

where we use the angular momentum assumption (2.37) for the last step. We
aim to show the uniform bound of

sup
ε

∫ T

0

Dε, Dε :=

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Bε
∣∣κε((fε)′∗(fε)′ − fε∗f

ε
)∣∣2

κεfεfε∗
dσ dη.

By affine representation, we have

Dε = sup
ξ

{∫
R4d×Sd−1

2
√
Bεκε

(
(fε)′∗(f

ε)′ − fε∗f
ε
)
ξ −

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|ξ|2κεfεfε∗
}
,

where we take ξ ∈ L2(κεfεfε∗ dη dσ) ∩ L∞(R4d × Sd−1) such that ∥ξ∥L∞ = 1.

Since in Section 4 we showed that
(fε)′∗(f

ε)′+fε
∗f

ε

2 → ff∗ in L1(R4d × Sd−1), we
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have the following uniform bound

sup
ε

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|ξ|2κε
∣∣∣fεfε∗ − (fε)′∗(f

ε)′ + fε∗f
ε

2

∣∣∣ ≤ C

for some constant C > 0 independent of ε. By using the bound of the logarithm
mean Λ(s, t) ≤ s+t

2 for s, t > 0, we have

Dε − C ≤ sup
ξ

{∫
R4d×Sd−1

2
√
Bεκε

(
(fε)′∗(f

ε)′ − fε∗f
ε
)
ξ −

∫
R4d×Sd−1

|ξ|2κεΛ(fε)
}
.

Since L2(κεfε∗f
ε) = L2(κεΛ(fε)), the right-hand side of the above inequality

can be seen as the affine representation of

Dε
B(f

ε) =

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Bε
∣∣κε((fε)′∗(fε)′ − fε∗f

ε
)∣∣2

κεΛ(fε)
dσ dη.

The uniform bound of dissipation (2.46) implies that

sup
ε

∫ T

0

Dε ≤
∫ T

0

Dε
B(f

ε) + CT < +∞.

Thus, (6.7) holds. We show Uδ
L ∈ L1([0, T ] × R4d). By the Cauchy–Schwarz

inequality, we have∫ T

0

∫
R4d

|U | ≤

√∫ T

0

∫
R4d

ff∗κ

√∫ T

0

AL(f, Uδ
L )

≤
√
T∥κ∥L∞∥f∥L1(R2d)

√∫ T

0

AL(f, U) < +∞.

(6.9)

We conclude that
(
f, Uδ

L

)
∈ T GRET and

∫ T

0
AL(f, U

δ
L ) dt < +∞.

For any W ∈ L1(R4d;Rd) such that ∇̃ ·W = 0 in the weak sense, i.e.∫
R4d

∇̃ϕ ·W dη = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d), (6.10)

we have
(
f, Uδ

L +W
)
∈ T GRET if AL(f, U

δ
L +W ) ∈ L1([0, T ]). To verify that(

f, Uδ
L +W

)
is a weak solution of (6.5), we use∫

R4d

U δ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη =

∫
R4d

(Uδ
L +W ) · ∇̃ϕ dη.

The rest of Step 2 is devoted to searching for the unique Ũ δ
L such that∫ T

0

AL(f, Ũ
δ
L ) dt = min

∇̃·W=0

{∫ T

0

AL(f, U
δ
L +W ) dt

}
.
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Lemma 6.3. Let
(
f, U

)
∈ T GRET such that

∫ T

0
AL(f, U) dt < +∞. Let W ∈

L1(R4d;Rd) satisfying (6.10). We have (up to a subsequence)

U +Wn ⇀ Ũ in L1([0, T ]× R4d;Rd)

such that∫ T

0

AL(f, Ũ) dt = min
W∈L1(R4d;Rd)

{∫ T

0

AL(f, U +W ) dt
∣∣∣∇̃ ·W = 0 weakly

}
.

(6.11)

Moreover, Ũ is unique.

Proof. We define A0 = min
{
∥AL(f, U + W )∥L1([0,T ])

}
. There exists a se-

quence of divergence-free {Wn} ⊂ L1(R4d;Rd) such that
∫ T

0
AL(f, U +Wn) dt ≤∫ T

0
AL(f, U) dt and

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

AL(f, U +Wn) dt = A0.

The sequence {U +Wn} is weakly compact in L1([0, T ]×R4d), for which we use
the uniform bound (2.46) and (6.9) that∫ T

0

∫
R4d

|U +Wn| dη dt ≲ ∥f∥L1(R2d)

(∫ T

0

AL(f, U) dt
) 1

2

.

The lower semi-continuity and convexity of AL ensures that

AL(f, Ũ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

AL(f, U +Wn) = A0,

and the uniqueness of Ũ .

We have the following lemma to characterise the optimal Ũ .

Lemma 6.4. Let
(
f, U

)
∈ T GRET such that

∫ T

0
AL(f, U

δ) dt < +∞. Let Ũ

satisfy (6.11). There exists M ∈ L1([0, T ]× R4d;Rd) such that

Ũ = M̃ff∗κ and M̃ ∈ {∇̃ϕ | ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d)}

L2(ff∗κ dη)

=: Tf .

Proof. We follow [Erb23, Proposition A.11] with appropriate adaptations con-
cerning the fuzzy Landau gradient. By [DH25b, Lemma 3.3], there exists

M̃ ∈ L1
loc(R

4d) such that

Ũ = ff∗κM̃.

By definition of Ũ , we have, for all s ∈ R,

∥M̃∥L2(ff∗κ dη) ≤ ∥M̃ + sÑ∥L2(ff∗κ dη), ∀Ñ ∈ Nf .
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The space Nf is defined as

Nf =
{
Ñ ∈ L2(ff∗κ dη) |

∫
R4d

∇̃ϕff∗κÑ dη = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d)

}
.

Hence, Nf is the orthogonal complement of Tf in L2(ff∗κ dη), and we have

M̃ ∈ Tf .

We recall that (f, Uδ
L ) ∈ T GRET , where U

δ
L is defined as in (6.4). By (6.7),

we have
∫ T

0
AL(f, U

δ) dt < +∞. By Lemma 6.3, we define Ũ δ
L such that∫ T

0

AL(f, Ũδ
L ) dt = min

∇̃·W=0

{∫ T

0

AL(f, U
δ
L +W ) dt

}
. (6.12)

Notice that we have
(
f, Ũ δ

L

)
∈ T GRET . By definition of Ũ in Lemma 6.3, there

exists {Wn} ⊂ L1(R4d;Rd) such that ∇̃ ·Wn = 0 and

Uδ
L +Wn ⇀ Ũ δ

L in L1(R4d;Rd).

The weak formulation (6.5) holds, since, for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d), we have∫

R4d

U δ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη =

∫
R4d

(Uδ
L +Wn) · ∇̃ϕ dη →

∫
R4d

Ũ δ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη. (6.13)

Hence, we have
(
f, Ũ δ

L

)
∈ T GRET .

Step 3: Verification of the curve action limit.
In Step 3, we show

1

2
AL(f, Ũδ

L ) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

R(fε, Uε
B). (6.14)

Similar to Proposition 5.6, we have the following affine representation of R
and AL.

Proposition 6.5 (Affine representation). Let Uε
B = κεBε

(
(fε)′(fε∗ )

′ − fεfε∗
)
.

Let Ũδ
L satisfy (6.12). Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6.1, we have

the following affine representation for the Boltzmann and Landau curve actions

Rε(fε, Uε
B) =

1

4
sup

ϕ∈C∞
c (R2d)

{∫
R4d×Sd−1

Uε
B∇ϕ−

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇ϕ)BεΘ(fε)κε
}
,

(6.15)

AL(f, Ũ δ
L ) = sup

ϕ∈C∞
c (R2d)

{∫
R2d

Ũ δ
L · ∇̃ϕ− 1

2

∫
R4d

|∇̃ϕ|2ff∗κ
}
. (6.16)
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Proof. By convex duality, we have

R(fε, Uε
B) =

1

4
sup
ξ

{∫
R4d×Sd−1

Uε
Bξ −

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(ξ)BεΘ(fε)κε
}
,

where ξ ∈ L2(ΘBκ dη dσ;R).
On the other hand, since Uε

B = κεBε(Ψ∗)′(∇ log fε)Θ(fε) = κεBε
(
(fε)′(fε)′∗−

fεfε∗
)
, the duality inequality becomes an equality, i.e.

Ψ
( Uε

B

Θ(fε)Bεκε

)
Θ(f)Bκ = Uε

Bξ −Ψ∗(ξ)BεΘ(fε)κε, ξ = ∇ log fε.

The entropy dissipation bound (2.28) ensures the affine representation (6.15)
holds.

Concerning the Landau affine representation, we have

AL(f, Ũδ
L ) = sup

ζ∈L2(ff∗κ dη;Rd)

{∫
R2d

Ũδ
L · ζ −

∫
R4d

1

2
|ζ|2ff∗κ

}
.

By Lemma 6.4, we have

Ũ δ
L =Mff∗κ and M ∈ {∇̃ϕ | ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R2d)}
L2(ff∗κ dη)

.

Hence, there exists {ϕn} ⊂ C∞
c (R2d), such that

∇̃ϕnff∗κ · ∇̃ϕn − 1

2
|∇̃ϕn|2ff∗κ→ 1

2

|Ũδ
L |2

ff∗κ
in L1(R4d).

Hence, we have the Landau affine representation (6.16).

To show (6.14), we show the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d). Let Uε

B = κεBε
(
(fε)′(fε∗ )

′ − fεfε∗
)
. Let Ũδ

L

satisfy (6.12). Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6.1, we have

1

4

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Uε
B∇ϕ dη dσ → 1

2

∫
R4d

Ũ δ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη, (6.17)∫

R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇ϕ)BεΘ(fε)κε dη dσ →
∫

R4d

|∇̃ϕ|2ff∗κ dη (6.18)

as ε→ 0.

Proof. The limit (6.17) holds as a consequence of (6.6) and (6.13)∫
R4d×Sd−1

Uε
B∇ϕ dη dσ → 2

∫
R4d

Uδ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη = 2

∫
R4d

Ũ δ
L · ∇̃ϕ dη.
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We use the notations F ε = fεfε∗ and Θ(F ε) = Θ
(
F ε, (F ε)′

)
. To show (6.18),

we only need to show, as ε→ 0,

I1 :=

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇ϕ)BεκεΘ(F ε) dη dσ →
∫

R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇ϕ)BεκεF ε dη dσ,

(6.19)

I2 :=

∫
R4d×Sd−1

Ψ∗(∇ϕ)F εBεκε dη dσ →
∫

R4d

|∇̃ϕ|2Fκdη. (6.20)

Without loss of generality, we assume |∇ϕ| ≤ 1 and supp(∇ϕ) ⊂ B1(0)× Sd−1,
where B1(0) denotes the unit ball in R4d.

We show the limit of Ii, i = 1, 2.

• (The limit of I1). We use the dominated convergence theorem. Let
θ = εχ/π. We write

I1 =

∫
R4d

κεA0(|v − v∗|)Θ(F ε)
( 1

πε2

∫ π
2

0

β(χ)
(∫

Sd−2

k⊥

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) dp
)
dχ

)
dη.

By Lemma 2.11, the following pointwise bounds hold

Θ(F ε) ≤ CΨ∗
(
(F ε)′ + F ε

)
, CΨ∗ > 0.

Concerning the majorant of Ψ∗(∇ϕ), Ψ∗ satisfies Ψ∗(0) = (Ψ∗)′(0) = 0
and (Ψ∗)′′(0) = 1 by Assumption 2.8, and, without loss of generality, we
assume |∇ϕ| ≤ 1. By Taylor expansion, we have

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) ≤
∥(Ψ∗)′′∥L∞([−1,1])

2
|∇ϕ|2. (6.21)

By Lemma 3.4, we have

|∇ϕ| ≲ ∥ϕ∥W 1,∞ |v − v∗|ε2χ2. (6.22)

Since supp(∇ϕ) ⊂ B1(0) × Sd−1 and Ψ∗(0) = 0, up to a constant inde-
pendent of ε, the integrand of I1 is dominated by

κεA0(|v − v∗|)Θ(F ε)
( 1

πε2

∫ π
2

0

β(χ)
(∫

Sd−2

k⊥

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) dp
)
dχ

)
≲|v − v∗|2A0χ

2β(χ)
(
(F ε)′ + F ε

)
1B1(0).

By changing of variables (v′, v′∗) 7→ (v, v∗), we have∫
B1(0)×Sd−1

|v − v∗|2A0χ
2β(χ)

(
(F ε)′ + F ε

)
dη dσ

=2|Sd−2|
(∫ π

2

0

χ2β(χ) dχ
)∫

B1(0)

|v − v∗|2A0(|v − v∗|)F ε dη

≲
∫
B1(0)

|v − v∗|2A0(|v − v∗|)F ε dη ≲
∫

R4d

F ε dη.

(6.23)
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In the last inequality, we use |v−v∗|2A0(|v−v∗|) ≲ |v−v∗|2+γ ≤ C, where
the bounded region of integration ensures the boundedness of |v−v∗|, and
in the soft potential case, the singularity of A0 near 0 is controlled. By
Lemma 4.1, F ε is weakly precompact in L1(R4d).

On the other hand, Lemma 4.2 implies the pointwise convergence

(Fε)
′, Fε → F as ε→ 0.

Combining with the homogeneity assumption of Θ in Assumption 2.8, we
have the pointwise convergence

Θ(Fε) → F∗ as ε→ 0.

By dominated convergence, the limit (6.19) holds.

• (The limit of I2). Similar to the I1 term, we use the dominated conver-
gence theorem. I2 can be written as

I2 =

∫
R4d

κεA0(|v − v∗|)F ε
(∫ π

2

0

β(χ)

πε2

(∫
Sd−2

k⊥

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) dp
)
dχ

)
dη.

By using of (6.21) and (6.22), similar to the I1 term, the integrand of I2
is dominated by

κεA0(|v − v∗|)F ε
(∫ π

2

0

β(χ)

πε2

(∫
Sd−2

k⊥

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) dp
)
dχ

)
≲|v − v∗|2A0F

ε1B1(0)

∫ π
2

0

χ2β(χ) dχ ≲ |v − v∗|2A0F
ε1B1(0),

which is uniformly integrable by a similar argument as (6.23).

We are left to show the pointwise limit the pointwise limit

lim
ε→0

∫
S1

BεΨ∗(∇ϕ) dσ = 2|∇̃ϕ|2 for a.e. (x, x∗, v, v∗) ∈ R4d. (6.24)

By Taylor expansion, we have the pointwise limit limr→0
Ψ∗(r)
r2 = 1

2 .

Combing the pointwise limit of bound (6.22) of ∇ϕ in Lemma 3.4, we
have

lim
ε→0

1

ε2

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

Ψ∗(∇ϕ) dp = lim
ε→0

∫
Sd−2

k⊥

|∇ϕ|2

2ε2
dp.

for almost every (x, x∗, v, v∗) ∈ R4d. By repeating the arguments as in
(5.21), we have the pointwise limit

lim
ε→0

∫
S1

Bε|∇ϕ|2 dσ = 2|∇̃ϕ|2.

Hence, the limit (6.24) holds. Combining the pointwise limit of F ε, the
dominated convergence theorem implies the limit (6.20).
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