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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

Of+v-Vof =Qs(f, f)

(1.1)

Qe f)= [ s 2)Bllo = vlo)(f'f - 1) dodo. do..
R2d % §d—1
The unknown f;(z,v) : [0, 7] x R* — Ry with d > 2 corresponds to the density
of particles at time ¢ € [0, 7] and position z € R? and velocity v € R?. The linear
transport term v - V, f describes the advection of the density by the velocity
of the particles. The collision term Qg(f, f) describes the delocalised elastic
collision of the particles with the pre-collision status (z,v) and (2., v.). The
post-collision velocities v' and v), are given by
vt v — vy , Ut vl |u—

_ _ _ d—1
Vo= 5 + 5 v, = 7 5 o€ ST

We use the notations
f=Ff@,v), fo=flr,v), [f=[fx), fi=Fflr.,v)).

The collision kernel B : R x §4~1 — R, is given by

B(|lv = vsl,0) = Ao(|v — vi])b(0),
where the kinetic kernel takes the form of
AglJo = vl = [o v, 5 €21, (1:2)

When d = 2, we consider v € (—2,1]. In the hard and Maxwellian potential
cases, Ag can also take the form Ag(jv — vi]) ~ (v — v.)7, v € (—00,1]. The
deviation angle 6 € [0, 7/2] is given by

V — Uy

0 = arccos - o.

v — v



The delocalised collision is characterised by a spatial interaction kernel x. For
example, one choice of x could be a renormalised Gaussian kernel proportional
to exp(—(z)), where (z) := /1 + |z|? denotes the Japanese bracket. The fuzzy
equation (1.1) is introduced in | | as an approximation of the classical
inhomogeneous Boltzmann equation

atf +v- me = chass(fa f)
Qual£.1) = [ Bllo-v.lo)x (13)

Rdx§d—1

(f(fvv/)f(xvv;) - f(x,v)f(ac,v*)) do dw.

One major difficulty in studying the classical Boltzmann equations is that the
natural a priori bound—the conservation of mass, given by the L'-norm of f, is
fundamentally incompatible with the L2-integrability in the spatial variable x
required by the quadratic collision term Qgass(f, f). The so-called renormalised
solutions are studied in, for example, | ; ]. In | ], Erbar and
the third author showed that as x(x — x4) — do(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 &, further assumptions of x can be found in
Assumption 2.14.
We consider the singular angle function 3(9) Lsin 69=2b(0) such that supp(3) C

[0,7/2],

B(6) =sinf472b(A) > 917" and /5 B(0)6% Ao < +o0, (1.4)
0

for some v € (0,2). Further assumptions of B and 5 can be found in Section
2.3. We take the following scaling for € € (0,1)

g0) = /=82, (1.5)

The scaling induces a new collision operator () corresponding to the collision
kernel B = Ag(|v — v.])b°(0) and formally the following grazing collision limit

Of* +v-Vof = Qa(f°S) T2 0 f +v-Vof = QU S, (L6)

that the fuzzy Boltzmann equation converges to the fuzzy Landau equation
Of +v-Vof =Qu(f, [)

Q) =V [ rlo =) Al = 0D (£5of = 19, f.) o o

(1.7)
where the kinetic kernel A(Jv — v.|) = Ag(Jv — vi|)|v — v4|?, and the orthogonal
projection Il _, )1 is given by

(v=0.) ® (v =)
[0 —v.?

iy e =Id—



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

0= [ Bllo= o) (f0)F0) ~ F(0)f(02)) dor o,
R x 51 (1.8)

Of@) = Vo | Al = v ys (f0)VI(0) = F@)V.F(0.)) do.
Rd

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 [ ], the soft potential cases were shown in | I,
where the framework of H-solutions was introduced. The weak convergence was
improved in | ] by taking advantage of the angular singularity. Com-
bining with the so-called velocity average techniques in | ; ], the
grazing limit in the inhomogeneous case was shown in | ]. Recently, the
grazing limit for the quantum Boltzmann operator was studied in | 1,
and for wave kinetic equations in |

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) = [ flog f. A rigorous variational characterisation of these

gradient-flow structures was established in | ] and | |, respectively.
Using these gradient flow structures and the I'—convergence framework for gra-
dient flows developed in | ], Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [ ] 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 | ; ] using the variational
formulation for a general GENERIC system formally proposed in | ].
Motivated by the aforementioned results on the grazing limit of the classical
Boltzmann equations, in this paper, by extending the method in [ ] 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 [ ;



]. 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 | ; l. A
GENERIC system describes the evolution of an unknown z in a state space Z
via the equation

Oiz=LdE+ MdS. (1.9)

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

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

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

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

e 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 d

EE(Zt) =0 and aS(Zt) Z 0.

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

e I
0 0

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

(V,W)pmz1 = /v~ MELw.



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 | ]

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

J(z) = S(z0) — S(zr) + /OT R(0,z — LdE) dt + /OT R*(dS) dt. (1.11)

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

[ ]
8z = LdE + 9R*(dS), (1.12)

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

BVR*(V)|V: s
The positivity of J is ensured by Fenchel’s inequality

x-v < R(x) + R*(v) with equality iff x = OR*(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) = %/Rm l)fdzdv and H(f) = /de flog f dx dv. (1.14)

The dissipation of the entropy is characterised by the entropy inequalities

M) ) + [ D<o (115)

The Boltzmann and Landau entropy dissipations are given by
Ds(f) = i/RMXSd?I kB(f'f. — ff.)Vlog fdz, dv, dedvdo >0,  (1.16)
DL(f) = %/R‘ld /{ff*|§logf’2dx*dv*dxdv20, (1.17)

where the Boltzmann and Landau gradients are given by Vf = f/ + f' — f. — f
and Vf = \/ZH(,U,U*)J_ (Vof = (Vo f)«). The non-negativity of Dp follows from
the elementary inequality (logz —logy)(x — y) > 0.

The fuzzy Boltzmann equations can be cast as a generalised quadratic GENERIC
system with building blocks {E,S,L,0R*}, where E is given by (1.14) and
S = —H, and the operator L is given by

L(flg=-V-(fIVyg), J= <?dd iff) : (1.18)



for all g € C°(R%*), where V = (V,,V,)T. The dissipation potential pair
R*,R is determined by a pair of even, lower semi-continuous convex conjugated
functions ¥, ¥* : R — R} and a 1-homogeneous concave function © : Ry X
Rt — R4 satisfying Assumption 2.8, in particular, the following compatibility
condition holds

(T*) (logs —logt)O(s,t) = s —t, Vs,t>0.

Notice that dS = —log f. We set

RO) = 1 /RS ‘I’(ﬁ)w ) Bt

Du-(NR (logf) = [ W (-TlogHe(f)Br.
R4d x gd—1

In the above, we write ©(f) = O(f'fL, ff«). The corresponding variational
functional (1.11) writes

T T
o) == (i)~ W)+ [ Du(pat+ [ R@OS—v-Vap)de (119)
0 0
In particular, one can take the important class of hyperbolic cosine functions
U*(r) = 4(cosh(r/2) — 1) and O(s,t) = Vst. (1.20)

The rigorous proof of the generalised GENERIC structure characterised by
the variational formulation (1.19) was shown in | ] that Jg = 0 if and
only if f solves the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1), where the cut-off (bounded
angular kernel) hard potential case that Ay ~ (v — v,)7, v € (—o0,1] were
considered. Although we lack the rigorous proof of the GENERIC structures
in the non-cutoff and soft potential cases, the variational inequality Jg < 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, M}, where E and L are given by (1.14) and (1.18),
S=—H, and M is given by

M(f)g = *%V (ffffﬁg)

where V- is the L2-dual of V given by (2.3). In | |, 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 | 1,
to show the grazing limit (1.6), we show that as e — 0, the fuzzy Boltzmann
variational inequality

T T
HE) - MU + [ Dy (f)de+ / RE(Df° — v Vof5)di <0 (121)

0 0



leads to the fuzzy Landau variational inequality

T T
H(fT)—H(fo)Jr%/O DL(ft)dtJr%/o 10cf —v - Vaflg ,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 | | only deals with
the quadratic admissible pair in the Boltzmann equation, which corresponds to
U*(r) =U(r) = % and O(s,t) = ﬁ (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 [ ; ; ; ]. 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 | ; ;

; ; ; ]. We do not derive a large deviation principle
for the fuzzy Boltzmann and Landau equations in this paper, which would be
mterestmg toplcs for future research, but refer the reader to the papers [ ;

; ; ; ] 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, f¢, 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 [ ] and | ]
respectively.
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2 The equations and main results

Throughout this work, we consider the kernels Ag = Ag(Jv — v.|) taking the
following forms
Ao(lv —va]) = v =7, ye[=2,1]. (2.1)

When d = 2, we consider v € (—2,1]. In the hard and Maxwellian potential
case, the kernel Ay can also take the following form

0<CHv—v) <Ag(Jv—1s]) <Clo—0,)7, 7€ (—o0,1]. (2.2)

In this article, the domain can be taken R?? or T? x RY. 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)

Ohf +v-Vaf = QU )
QU =Yy /R K@= ) A0 = vy (£V0f = V0 f.) da. do,

and the kernel A(v—wv,) = Ag(|v —v.|)|v — v4]?>. We define the Landau gradient
V as follows

V= VA, i (Vof = (Vof)e).
For G : R* — R?, the divergence V. is given by
V-G=V,- /R VAL, 0 (G~ G,) dz, do, (2.3)
via the integration by parts formula

G-Vfdp=— [ V- Gfdzdv,

R4d R2d

where we use the shortened notation dn = dz, dv, dz dv to denote the Lebesgue
measure on R4,



Thus, the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) can be written as

Ohf+v-Vuf = %ﬁ (kff.Vlog f).

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

/ (1, v, [v]?) fr dzdv = / (1,v,|v*) fodzdv Vt € [0,T). (2.4)
QxRd QxRd

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

T
H(fr) - H(fo) = — /0 DL(f)dt <0,

where the entropy dissipation is given by (1.17).

We follow the homogeneous cases in | ] to define H-solutions to the
fuzzy Landau equations. The existence of the H-solutions, the conservation laws
and entropy inequalities have been discussed in [ ]. Let P(R??) denote the

space of probability measures on R2?.

Definition 2.1 (#-solution). Let~y € [—2,1]. Let (fi)iejo,r) C P(R??) by weakly
continuous in time. Let f € L'([0,T]; L%72+’y+ (R2d)) N L>([0, T); Llog L(R?%)).
We say f is an H-solution of (1.7) if the following entropy dissipation is time-
integrable

T
/ DL(ft) dt < +o0,
0

and the following weak formulation holds

T
/ fop(0)dzdv + / fOrp+v-Vyp)dedudt
R2d 0 R2d (25)

1 /T ~ =
_ // / wf .V Vlog fdydi
2 0 R4d

for all p € C([0,T) x R?%),

In the above, we use the notation vy = max(v,0). For a, b € R, Lib(RQd)
denotes the functional space

Lzlz,b(R2d) ={feL'(R*| ”f”Li’b(R?d) < +oo},

with the norms

def
1fllzy , Rea) =

[ (1 7))

10



2.1.1 A variational characterisation

In | ], 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 {|\~/|, L, E, S}, where the energy and entropy
are given by

,02
€)= [ 5 raede and ()= -n(r), (2.6)

and the operators L and M at f € Z are given by

M(flg= 5V (/£.99) and L=V (7IVg)  (27)

for all g € Z and J is given in (1.18).
To characterise the speed of curves alone the characteristic line |0 f(z +

tv)H%l_l in (1.22), we define the transport grazing rate equation

1~
8tf+v-fo+§V~U|_:O, (2.8)
where U : [0,7] x R* — R? denotes the grazing rate. Notice that, when

U = —/fff*ﬁlogf equation (2.8) recovers the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7).
We define an admissible pair for (2.8).

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

1. f;:[0,T] — P(R%%) is weakly continuous;

2. (Up)iepo,r) is a family of Borel measures in M(R*;R?);
3. fOT Jrea Ut dndt < 4-o00;

4. For all ¢ € C°(R??) the following equality holds

1 ~
i/ gofdacdv—/ ’U'V(pfdfl'd’l):*/ Ve - Udn.
dt R2d R2d 2 Jraa

We define the set of such pairs (f¢,Us) by TGRET.

We define the following curve action associated to (2.8)

1 U ?
acron =g [

We have the following variational characterisation of the H-solutions to the
fuzzy Landau equation (1.7).

11



Theorem 2.3 (| D). Let v € [=2,1]. Let (f,U) € TGREr such that
H(fo) < +o00. We have

def

T T
jB(va):H<fT>—H(f0)+%/O DL(ft)dH—%/o AL(fe, Up) dt > 0. (2.9)

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

Remark 2.4. In [ |, Theorem 2.3 was proved only for the kernel Ay of the
form (2.1), namely Ao(Jv — vi|) = |v — vi|? 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 [ | can be removed in
Sfuture work.

2.2 Fuzzy Boltzmann equation

We recall the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1)
of+v-Vof =Qe(f. f)
Qalf.f)= [ (= JL)B—ve,0)n(s — o) do d. du.

R2d % Gd—1

and the collision kernel
B(|v — vy, 0) = Ag(Jv — vi])b(0). (2.10)

In this article, we do not distinguish the notations of B(Jv — v,|,0) and B(Jv —
v4],0), b(#) and b(c). The deviation angle is given by 6 = arccos o] O €

[0,7/2]. We note that one can restrict the deviation angle on [0,7/2] by sym-
metrising the collision angle

B = [B(|jv — vi|,0) + B(|v — vs], =0)] Loefo,n/2)-
We define the Boltzmann gradient corresponding to o € S4~1 by

Vi=f+fi—f—f (2.11)
For G : R* x §9=1 — R, the divergence V- is given by
ﬁ.G:/ (G‘FG**G/*G;)dO’dz*d’U*
RQdXSd—l

via the integration by parts formula

/ vf~Gd77dU:—/ fV-Gdzdov. (2.12)
R4d y Gd—1 R2d

12



In the above, we write
G = G(zy,1,0,,0), G =G(z,2:,0',0.), G, =Gz, 2,0 ,0)).

The fuzzy Boltzmann equation (1.1) can be written as
1_ _
Of+v-V.f= ZV . (nBA(f)Vlogf).

In the above, we define A(f) = A(f'fL, ff«) and for all s,¢ >0
A(s,t) == (s —t)/(logs —logt) 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

T
H(fr) —H(fo) = —/0 Ds(f;)dt <0, (2.14)

where Dg 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

T
/ fop(0) d:cvar/ fOrp+v-Vyp)dedovdt
R2d 0 R2d (2.15)

e = =
_ _,/ / kBA(f)V - Vlog f dydo dt.
4 0 R4d><Sd—1

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

Theorem 2.5 (Existence of H-solutions). Let fo € P(R*)N L}, (R*?) such
that H(fo) < +oo. There exists at least one H-solution to the fuzzy Boltzmann
equation (1.1) such that

Il fell 2y L (R < C(T, | foll

2,24~ 2,247

(de)) fO’I‘ allt € [O,T]7
+

and the following entropy inequality holds

T
H(fr) = Hfo) + /O De(f,) dt < 0. (2.16)

Proof. We combine the existence results in | ] and | ], and sketch
the argument below.

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

{atf" +o- Vo f" = QB(f", f™)

fn|t:0 = f0~ (217)

13



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

1z yreay < Nlfollzy ,reay,  Ifi Iz o (reay < C(T) follrs , rea)

T
HOPR) — H(fo) + / DE(f7)dt <0, (2.18)
0
and ”.ftn”L[l)yprﬁ/_*_(R?d) < C(T, ”fOHL}]YQ(RM))”fO”L[l)’QM_*_(R?d)'

Here, the constants C' > 0 are independent of n. The last inequality follows
from the Povzner inequality | , Theorem 4],

Viv]* < COSO(|U|S_1|U*\ + |’UHU*|S_1), s> 0,

and the assumption (1.4) fog B(0)62 do < +oo.

The uniform estimates (2.18) also imply a uniform bound || f* log f" | L1 (r24) <
C, see, for example | ]. For any t € [0, T, the sequence {f’} is therefore
precompact in L'(R%?) by the Dunford-Pettis theorem. Using a diagonal ex-
traction argument in time, we obtain (up to a subsequence) f® — f in L!(R%9)
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 B™.

The weak formulation holds in the soft-potential case v € [—2,0), following
the ideas of H-solutions:

R G L

which is bounded as a consequence of the polar coordinate representation in
Section 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 that |V¢| < |¢ — ¢/| < 0|v — vi|. 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 | ]. Consequently, this existence result cannot hold
for the very soft-potential regime v € (—4, —2). O

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 : R* — R, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
U

VUl < ‘VW’AU)B“

IN

1 2
SIVIEA() Br |

1 U
~|———| A(f)B
+2’A(f)Bn (f)Br,
and the inequality holds if and only if U = VA(f)Bk. Let
Ug = —A(f)BkV log f. (2.19)
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Applying the above argument to the entropy inequality (2.16), the following
quadratic entropy inequality holds

T
H(fr) — H(fo) + %/0 /|?4dede | — Vlog fI*A(f)Bk dndo dt

Iy
8 0 R4d % Gd—1

The quadratic pair in (2.20) can be generalised to non-quadratic pairs. Let W
and ¥* : R = Ry be a dual pair of functions, and © : Ry x Ry — R4 be a
symmetric function satisfying Assumption 2.8 below. For V and U : R* — R,
we define the positive dual pair

R(U) = % /RMXSd_l @(ﬁ)@m& dndo,
1

R*(V) = 1 /R4d s U (VV)O(f)Brdndo.

In the above, we write ©(f) = O(f'fL, f f«). 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 U*

o (2.20)

A(f)Bk

2
‘ A(f)Brdndo dt < 0.

Dy (f) LR (~log f) = 1/ U*(—Vlog f)O(f)Brdndo.  (2.21)
4 R4d><sd—1

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

Proposition 2.6 (Non-quadratic entropy dissipation inequality). Let (¥*,0)
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

T T
Hifr) = 1)+ [ Du(fodes [ ROV A <0, (222

where Ug = —Br(f'fl. — 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] = U(a) + U*(b), as stated in Remark 2.9 below. O

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,0R*} in the sense of | | that

0,f = LdE + OR* (£, dS), (2.23)

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

(9\/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 | ] via
a variational characterisation. From (1.11), it follows that the solution curves
of (2.23) satisfy the variational inequality

T

T
H(fr) — H(fo) +/O R*(f, dS) dt +/O R(f,0:f —LdE)dt < 0. (2.24)

To characterise the dual dissipation potential R(f,d;f — LdE) = R(f,0:f + v -
V. f), we define the transport collision rate equation as follows

1—
Of +v-Vaf + 5V U =0, (2.25)

where Ug : [0, 7] x R4 x §9=1 — R denotes the collision rate. Notice that, when
Us = —B&(f'f. — ff«) equation (2.25) recovers the fuzzy Boltzmann equation
(1.1). The set of admissible pairs (f,U) € TCRET is defined analogously to
Definition 2.2 as those satisfying the transport collision rate equation (2.25) in
the weak sense.

Theorem 2.7 (] ). Let B(Jv —vy]) ~ (v — )Y and v € (—o0,1]. Let
(f,U) € TCRET such that [({z)? + (v)*T+)f < 400 and H(fo) < +00. Then
we have

T T
Tolf,U) = H(fr) — H(fo) + /0 Dy (fy) dt + /0 R Un)dt > 0, (2.26)

Moreover, we have Jg(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 — vs],0) = |v — v|7b(#) and non-cutoff b(#), 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 ¥* and ©.

Assumption 2.8. (1) Let ¥* € C*(R;Ry) be a convex, superlinear and even
function such that ¥*(0) = 0 and (V*)”(0) = 1. There exist C1,C2 > 0
such that U*(r) < Cy exp(Calr|).

(2) Let © € C(Ry x Ry;R4) be a joint concave function satisfying:

o symmelry O(s,t) = O(t,s) for all s,t € Ry ;

e positivity and normalisation O(s,t) > 0 if s At and ©(1,1) = 1;

o positive 1-homogeneity ©(As, At) = AO(s,t) for all s,t € Ry and A > 0;
e monotonicity O(r,s) < O(r,t) for allr € Ry and 0 < s <t;
behaviour at 0, ©(0,t) =0 for allt € Ry ;

16



(8) Let (¥*,0) satisfy the compatibility conditions:
e For all s,t > 0, we have
(U*) (log s — logt)O(s,t) = s — t; (2.27)
e The function

ef 1
Gy~ (s,1) d:fi\I/*(logs —logt)O(s,t) Vs,t>0

is convex and lower semi-continuous, and Gy~ (s,t) = 0 if and only if
s=1.

Let U be the convex conjugate of V*, and WV is strictly convex, strictly increasing,
superlinear, even and ¥(0) = 0. As a direct consequence of convexity, we have

v(r)

r—= —= s non-decreasing.
r

Remark 2.9 (The dissipation Dy~ (f)). o We recall the definition (2.21)
that

Dy-(f) = i/RM S(H\If*(fﬁogf)@(f)Bndndg.

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

0 < T*(logs —logt) < (¥*) (log s — logt)(log s — logt).
Combining with the compatibility condition (2.27), we have
U*(log s — logt)O(s,t) < (s —t)(log s — logt).

Hence, we have

Du-(f) < - / Vlog /2A(f)Brdydo = Ds(f).  (2.28)

R4d x §d—1

e By using the convexr duality, we have
1 1
Z|(log5 —logt)U| = Z‘(logs - logt)@(g’t)‘@(s,t)

1 U 1
<P —0n - B .
- 4\11(@(87”)@(5,” + V" (log s — log 1)O(s, 1)

As a consequence of the compatibility condition (2.27), the equality holds if
and only if U = (¥*) (log s —logt)O(s,t) = s—t. As a direct consequence,

we have
DB(f):%/ . | — UgVlog f|dndo
R4d % §d—1
1 Us . =
T /RS ¥ (oipyms) * ¥ (~ Viogs) |0 Brdnds

=R(f,Us) + R*(f,—1log f),

17



where the optimal Ug is given by (2.19)

Ug = (0")'(=Vlog [)O(f)Br = —(f f« — [’ f.) Bk
Hence, the entropy inequality (2.22) holds.

Example 2.10. We have the following examples of the typical choice of W, U*
and ©:

e (Quadratic pair). We have

In this case, we have

1

'D\p*(f):%’DB(f)’ R(f’U):f/R |U|?

4d  gd—1 A(f)BKZ

3 dndo.

In this case, the entropy inequality (2.22) is coincident with (2.20).
e (Cosh pair). We have
U*(r) = 4(cosh(r/2) — 1), O(s,t) = Vst,

Jr2
U(r) = 2rlog (w) —Vr24+444.

(2.30)

In this case, we have

Do-(f) =5 [ WFE=IRPBrands < 5060, (231

where we use the elementary inequality
1
Vs —Vt]? < z(s—t)(logs—logt), 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 Jg(f,U) is (rescaling) of the rate functional, see for instance [ ;

: ’ : : Jand [ : : :

s ; ; | for the classical Boltzmann equation. In par-
ticular, in [ | the authors formally derive the grazing limit of the Boltzmann
equation to the Landau equation by passing to the limit in the corresponding rate
Sfunctionals.

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

In the following, we show an upper bound of ©O(s,t) that is used in Section
6

18
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Lemma 2.11. For all U* and © satisfying Assumption 2.8, there exists a con-
stant Cg+ > 0 such that

O(s,t) < Cyu(s+1t) Vs, t>0. (2.33)

Proof. In the case of s = t, the positivity and normalisation of © implies that
O(s,t) = ‘57“ 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

(*)'(r) > Cy? tanh(r/2) Vr > 0.
By assumption (¥*)"”(0) = 1, there exists ¥ > 0 such that
(T*)(r) > r/2 > tanh(r/2) Vre[0,7].

Since ¥* is an even function, (¥*)" is an odd function, which implies that
(T*)(0) = 0. Together with the convexity of U* we deduce that (¥*)(r) >0
and monotonically increasing. combining with 0 < tanh(r) < 1, we have

(U*)(r) > (U*)'(7) tanh(r/2) Vr € (7, 00).

Hence, (2.33) holds by taking C'g~ = min(1/2, (¥*)’(7)).
O

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

(2.27) and assumptions on U*.
In fact, from (2.27), © can be found from U* by

s—1

O(s,t) = ——————.

) = @y st/
From this formula, we can deduce

o The symmetry of © is ensured since * is even and (V*) is odd

t—s s—t
O-%) = Gyiliog(e/s) ~ (@~ log(e)) O

e The positivity of O(s,t) is ensured since ¥* is conver and even. Indeed,
for all s >t > 0, we have

(%) (log(s/t)) > (T*)(0) =0, thus, O(s,t)> 0.

In addition, by letting r = log s —logt, O(s,t) can be written as

t(s/t—1) :t(er—l)

O 1) = @ (logls/n) ~ (@)

(2.34)
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By assumption (I*)"(0) =1, as s — t, we have x — 0 and
GCE x

. . -1 . e

In particular, we have ©(1,1) = 1.
o The homogeneity of © is given by

B As — At B As—1) B s
O A = @y loghs/30) — (07 (og(s/) 0"

e The vanishing of ©(s,t) at 0 is ensured by the super-linear property of ¥*
that lim,_, o (U*) (r) = +00. Indeed, we have
s

O(s,0) = }f% O(s,t) = Timy o (%) (log(s /1)) =0

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

e’ —1 )
———  non-decreasing for all r > 0.

(W) (r)
2.3 Main results

We recall the Boltzmann collision kernel B and the angle function

def

B = Ag(Jv —v,|)b(#) and B(#) = sin942b().

We consider (§ satisfies the following assumption.
Assumption 2.13 (Angular kernels). Let §:[0,7/2] — Ry.

e For all § >0, we have

sup B(8) < +oo and supp(B) C [0,7/2].
0c[6,7/2]

o There exists v € (0,2) and Cy > 0 such that

Co™ 7" < B(0) forall 6€[0,7/2]. (2.35)

e The angular momentum is finite

/ " 62506 a6 = 8(a — /152
0

where the constant on the right-hand side is chosen to normalise (.
For d = 2, we take |S°| = 2.
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For € € (0,1), we take the scaling

5(0) = 7r3/€36(%0). (2.36)

Notice that 8°(0) satisfies

/2
supp(f°) C [0,£/2] and /0 6255(0)dh = 8(d — 1)/]S%72|. (2.37)

We consider the kernels B® and ° satisfying the following assumptions.
Assumption 2.14 (Collision and spatial kernels). Let € € (0,1).
o Let

B = Ag(jv — v, |)b°(0) and B°(0) = sin §42b (), (2.38)

where 3¢ is defined as in (2.36) and B satisfy Assumption 2.13. In hard
and Mazwellian potential cases, Ag is given by
Ao(Jv — vi]) = v — vs|” with v € [0,1] or

AO(‘U — ’U*D ~ <U — 1)*>'Y with v e (—OO, 1] (239)

In the case of Ay ~ (v—u.)7, Ag also satisfying the cross-section assump-
tion (4.7) below. In soft potential cases, Ay is given by

Ao(Jv — vi]) = v — v |T with v € [-2,0). (2.40)
When d = 2, we take v € (—2,0).
e Let the spatial kernels
0<k*<Cy and kK° — Kk pointwisely

for some constant C,;, > 0 which is independent of €. Moreover, for any
BE c RY, we have
0< Cy < kS, (2.41)

where Cy = Cy(R) is independent of €.

In principle, we regard k as a fixed kernel while allowing small perturbations.
For example, we may consider a sequence x° ~ exp(—C(x)) or k® ~ (z)~¢ for
some « > 0. In particular, the restriction (2.41) prevents x° from converging to
a Dirac measure.

For € € (0,1), we define the scaling fuzzy Boltzmann equation

{MS +v-Vaf = Qa(f, ), (2.42)

fele=0 = 15,
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where Qg is defined as

1N~ [ WB(FL~ {1 deedodo

The corresponding entropy dissipation of (2.42) is given by
1 _
D)= [, KBV log s dydo
R4d x §d—1
We consider the initial value f§ of (2.42) satisfies the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.15 (Initial value assumption). Let € € (0,1). Let {f5} C
P(R24) be a sequence of probability measures converging to fo € P(R%?) in the

weak*-topology, i.e., in the sense of duality with continuous functions vanishing
at infinity, such that

T #H(f5) = H(fo) < +oo. (2.43)

We assume the following uniform bound

sup [|/5 1
£€(0,1) 0MF2z21y

(rR2ay < C (2.44)
+
for some constant C' > 0 independent of €.

Remark 2.16 (Uniform bounds on solution curves). Let (ff) C P(R??) be H-

solutions of (2.42) with initial values f§ satisfying Assumption 2.15, as provided
by Theorem 2.5. We recall the following entropy inequality

HfE) - HSE) + / D&(f5)ds <0 Vi e [0,T). (2.45)

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

T T
H(f5) —HE) + / DY (f5) dt + / RS (2, Ug) dt <0,

where U§ = —V log fA(f¢) Bk, and DS,. and R® are given by

RE(f5,U) = i/RMXSd_l xlf(@(fgw)@(fs)B%s dndo,

D5 (%) = 1/ U (—V log 2)0(f*) BEx* dyp do.
4 Jrady ga—

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

sup  sup || f7 |

e
£€(0,1) t€[0,T) 3,244, (R24)

(2.46)

T
sup sup |[H(f{)|<C and sup / Dg(ff)dt < C.
e€(0,1) t€[0,T] e€(0,1) Jo
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The uniform bound on the entropy dissipation follows from (2.45) together with
the uniform lower bound H(f5) > —C, which in turn is ensured by the uniform
bound of || f¢||Ly ,(reays see, for ezample [ /.

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. Lete € (0,1). Let B¢ and k° satisfy Assumption 2.1/. Let f¢
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

fe= I oin LL(R™M). (2.47)
Moreover, f is an H-solution to the fuzzy Landau equation (1.7) with initial
value fy.

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 (I*,0) by a pair satisfying Assumption 2.8. In addition, for technical
reasons (see Remark 2.19 below), we take the pair (U*,©) satisfying also As-
sumption 2.20. By Lemma 2.6, the following entropy inequality for the fuzzy
Boltzmann equations holds

T T
H(f5) — HfE) + /0 DY (f)dt + /O RE(JZ,US)dE <0 Ve € (0,1). (2.48)

In Section 4, we show the convergence (2.47) that up to a subsequence,
Ve — Vf in L2 _(R?¥). Our goal is to search for appropriate U, such that

loc

(f,UL) € TGRET and the variational inequality (2.9) holds as (in)equality

T T
W)~ M)+ [ Dy [ aGaaso. )

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

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

lim H(f§) = H(fo) and H(f) < liminf H(f).

e in Section 5, we show that

SDU) < lminf D (7). (2.50)
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e in Section 6, we show the existence of U such that (f,U.) € TGREr and
1
_ < limi e( fe £y .
2.AL(U) _hgn_)lglfR (f°,U08) (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 Dy and curve action AL in the Landau variational
inequality (2.49) are given by

1 ~ 1 U2
D == +|Vlog f|*d d A ,sz/ ,
(D=5 [ s Py and A(LU) =5 [y
which can be seen as induced by a quadratic pair (2.29) with
r2
U(r)=9"(r) = 5

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

D)= [ W (Tlog e Brdnde

1 U
RUUI=1 /RWSH \D(@(f)Bli)@(f)BHdnda

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

U*(r) = 4(cosh(r/2) — 1) and O(s,t) = V/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 (¥*,0) ensures that

U*(—Vlog f)

\If*(—?log ne(f) = W

(f' L= f 1)

24



On the one hand, as € — 0, we have

(f) () JFS = ffi and = Vlog f© —0.

On the other hand, the Assumption 2.8 that ¥*(0) = (¥*)’(0) = 0 and
(T*)"(0) = 1 imply that
v (r) r 2
— = . 2.52
(RICHFAME (252
Hence, at least on the formal level, we have

VL (- )

= 3 [Vlog f*PA(F).

where A(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

U™ (—Vlog f°)O(f*) ~

r2

U*(r) = 5 and O(s,t) = A(s,1).

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

(i) (Homogeneous cases). Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [ | showed
Theorem 2.17 for homogeneous equations by taking the quadratic form that
U*(r) = é 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.

(#ii) (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)
(T*(r) = é +0(r?)), we need the uniform boundedness of |V log f¢|, or at
least the uniform vanishing of Dy~ (f¢) on the set S, := {|Vlog f¢| > n}
asn — +o0o. The vanishing of |Sy,| is ensured by the convergence of f¢ and
the cancellation Lemma 4.8. However, we do not have the equi-integrability
of the integrand of Dy« (f°).

For the homogeneous case, Carrillo, Delgadino, and Wu [ ] proved
(2.50) for a quadratic pair by using the elementary inequality (logs —
logt)(s —t) > 4|\/s — V|2 for all s,t > 0, and by showing that

D) < limigt [ VIV - VERPE. (259

Notice that the right-hand side of (2.53) is exactly the cosh-dissipation
(2.31)
1
Den($) =5 [ IWFF - VITPBrdydo
R4d x gd—1
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In Section 5, we follow [ | to prove that

SDUP) < limink D, ().

cosh
Notice that (2.50) automatically holds for all U* such that

D\IJ* (f) Z Dcosh(f)a (254)

for which we make Assumption 2.20 below.

The same type of technical difficulty does mot 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

U*(Ve), where ¢ € C°(R??) is a test function. The boundedness of |V ¢|

allows us to treat W* (Vo) ~ @. More details can be found in Section
6.

For technical reasons stated in Remark 2.19, we consider (¥*, ©) satisfying
the following assumption such that (2.54) holds, which will be used in Section

D.

Assumption 2.20. Let U* satisfy the Assumption 2.8 and for all v > 0

th(r/4
(log U*)'(r) < w (2.55)
Remark 2.21. o 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,

2(6”2—1—1 r/2 -0

1
= coth(r/4) — (log ¥*)/(r) = = -
5 coth(r/4) — (log W) (1) =

1)20,
.

where we use the inequality A(s,t) < = with s = e"/? and t = 1. In the
cosh-case, (2.55) holds with equality.

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

21v/s — Vt|? < U*(logs — logt)O(s,t). (2.56)
Indeed, we take r =logs —logt in (2.55) to derive

Vs — Vit
Vs + A/t

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

U*(log s — logt) > 2(¥*) (log s — logt)

Vie Vi _
NCES A

V- Vi

Vs = Vi = (s —t) NN

(T*) (log s — logt)O(s, t)
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3 Preliminaries

The spherical representation of the sphere S?~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(z) — f(x), for a.e. © € X is dominated by an integrable sequence
{gn} in the sense that |fn(x)| < |gn(x)|, for allz € X andn > 0. If g, — g

and imy, o0 [ gn = [y g, then limy, o0 [ frn = [y f-
3.1 Spherical coordinate

For any fixed v, v, € R%, we define the unit vector

V — Uy

k e g1,

BCERN

The deviation angle is given by 6 = arccosk-o. For d > 2 and a given k € S9!,
we define the sphere

_9 def —
SZdez{pE S p-k =0},
For d =2 and k = (ky,k2) € S!, the sphere SgL is defined as
S]Sl = {p | b= (k27 _k1)7 (_k27k1)}7
and the integration is given by

[ £ = flhn =)+ f(ha )

Notice that o € S9~1 can be parametrised by (8, p) € [0,7/2] x Sgiz that
o =kcosf +psinf and p=1II,.0.

Concerning the Boltzmann collision kernel B = Ag(|v — vi|)b(0), b(c) can be
written in spherical coordinate as

w/2
/ b(o)do = / / b(6) sin?=2 6 dp d.
gd—1 0 5:12

In this article, we do not distinguish b(c) and b(6).
We refer the reader to the presentation and figures in | , 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

@5 podsdo

3 s+ o ao)n @)

for all ¢ € C°(R%).

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

|S92]
/ p®pdp: Hkl7 Hkl :Id*k®k
d—2 d—1

kL

Proof. For any v € R%, v can be written as the sum of projections v = Il v +
(v - k)k. By definition, we have

([3 2p®pdp)v:/s

Let {e;}¢=! denotes the orthogonal basis of RZIl. We write 10 = Z;i;l Vi€

and p = Z?;ll p;e;. Thus, we have

/

Foralli=1,...,d— 1, we have

J

where, by symmetry, we have

1
2 .
,/S p; dp l l/sd—Z p / 17 g ) )

d—2
kL Kl
Proposition 3.3 (Size estimates). The vector o — k can be written as

p(p-v)dp = / p(p - Hyrv)dp.
d— d—2 gd—2
kL kL kL

d—1
(p- Myev)pdp = Z“i/d [(pepdp.
i=1 Skl

d—2
kL

(p~ei)pdp=/ pipdpzei/ p; dp,
2 d—2 d—2

d—
kL SkL kL

oc—k==Fk(cosd — 1)+ psiné,
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where, for 0 ~ 0, we have
92
cosf —1= —5 + 0(0*) and sin® =0+ o(6).

For all 6 € [0,7/2], we have

lo —k| <20 and |o—k[* =2(1—cosf) < 6% (3.2)

3.2 Limits of the fuzzy Boltzmann gradient

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

|, @5 podrdo = [ Quspodrde voeCURER) (33)

as € = 0. We show upper bounds and pointwise limit of fuzzy Boltzmann gra-
dient V 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 | , 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

/de Qs(f, NHNodzdv = %/RM kAo f fx /06/2 55(9)(/5'&2 vqﬁdp) dé dn.

By integration by parts of 63 the right-hand side of (3.3) can be written as

/ QL(f,f)sbdfrdv:%/ ALY
R24d R44d
1

:ﬁ/ KA ff+«(Vy — Vo) - (|U - U*|2H(u—v*)# (Vo — Vo, ¢*)) dn.
R4d

Thus, to show (3.3), we only need to show that

e/2 o
/0 Bs(a)(/szz Vd)dp) a0 o

n
e—0

—(Vy = V,,) - (|v - U*|2H(v—v*)L (Voo = Vo, ¢*))

In Lemma 3.4 below, we show the pointwise limit
im — [ Ved
91—>Hé 92 Sd*2 ¢ p
L

_ |Sd72|

m(vv - vv*) . |’U — 'U*|2H(,U_,U*)L (vai) — VU* d)*)
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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 | , Section
3] to establish the estimates and limits of V as # — 0. In Section 5 and
6, we apply the dominate convergence Theorem 3.1 to pass to the limit by
letting 8 — 0. The upper bounds in Lemma 3.4 take the form of a product of
|v — v,| and 6, where the velocity difference is employed to control the singular
kinetic kernel Ay = |v — v.|” in the soft potential cases v € [—2,0), and the
deviation angle 6 is used to establish the finite angular momentum form (2.37)
f()% 623°(0)df < +oo. 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 (Ag = |v — v4]|7,
v € (—4,—2)) cannot be treated in the fuzzy setting.

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € C(R%4). For all (z,2.,v,v.,0) € R¥ x §9-1;
e the following pointwise bounds hold

V| < C16]v — v, (3.5)

1 / =
ToaT Vodp

d—2 s
542 S

where Cl = Cl(HVUQﬁHLOO(RM)) >0 andC2 = CQ(”vaﬁHLoo(RM), ||D,L2}¢HLOC(R2¢1)) >
0.

< Cob?(Jv —vi] + [ — v ]?), (3.6)

e the following pointwise limits hold

R - [v — vy
and
im — [ Ved
W gs [ VOIP
Kt (3.8)
V= Vo) (o = 0PIy (Va6 (V,).))
8(d — 1) v Vy * (v—vx) v vP)x) ).
Proof. The proof follows the homogeneous case in | , 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 z and x..

We recall the definition

so that

v=w1 + |valk, wvie=wv1—|valk, v =wvi+|valo, v, =wv—|vs]o
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By Taylor expansion, we have

Vé(z,v)
=¢(, v1 + [v2]0) + (x4, v1 = [02]0) — (2, v1 + [v2]k) — P2s, 01 — |v2])

1
:/ %(]5(1"’01 + |’()2‘(t0' + (1 - t)k)) + %Qb(x*,vl - |'U2|(t0' + (1 - t)k)) dt
0

:|vg\(a—k)-/0 (Voo (o1 + sl (to + (1 = 1)F)

— V.6 (201 — 02 (to + (1 — t)k:))) at,
(3.9)
and

Vod(z,v1 + |v2](to + (1 — )k))
= Vy¢(z,v1 + [v2]k)
1
T tus| (o — k) / D26 (01 + [ (s(t0 + (1~ )k) + (1 = s)k) ) ds,
0
Vo, ¢ (@, v1 — 02| (to + (1 — t)k))
= Vo, 924, v1 — [02]k)

1
~tva|(o — k) - /O D2 (1,01~ [l (s(to + (1 = 1)k) + (1= $)k) ) ds.

Thus, V¢ can be written as
Vo =1, + I, (3.10)

where
I == |va|(0 — k) - (Voo — (Vud)s), o= lvo|* (0 — k)@ (0 — k) : T,

and T is given by

1 1
= 2 T, U1 V2| S\TOo — — S
7= [C0 [ (D20l + ful(otto + (1= 08) + (1= 5)b)
+ D2 (@, 01 — |v2(s(to + (1 = k) + (1 — s)k))) dsdt.

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

lo — k| <20 and |o—k|* <%
Then (3.9) implies the pointwise bound (3.5) that

Vol < 2Jvallo — K[ Vool Lo (reay S C16]v — vsl.

31



We use the representation (3.10) to show the bound (3.6). Concerning the
I term, we have

| [ B <1872l S DR e ool — K. (311
kL

Concerning the I; term, by definition o — k = k(cosf — 1) + psin6, we
have
(0 — k) (Vod — (Vyd)s) = Ni(cosf — 1) + N, sin 6,

where N, and N, denote the projections
Ny = (vvd) - (Vv¢)*) -k, N, = (vvd) - (Vv¢)*) P

Notice that Ny is independent of p and

This implies that

/S‘“Q I dp = |vg] /Sd?2 ((cos@ — 1) Ny, + sin6N,) dp
Bl

0 (3.12)
= |8972||vg| Ny (cos § — 1).
The identity |0 — k|?> = 2(1 — cos ) implies that
| [, 0] S luallo =PI 6l ey
Sd72
6L
Thus, exploiting (3.2), we obtain the second bound (3.6).
Limits (3.7) and (3.8). We recall Proposition 3.3 that
62
cosf — 1~ -5 and sinf ~ 6. (3.13)

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

|[v — vy

ﬁ(é = b ) p- (va - (Vvﬂ/))*) + 0(92)'

We show (3.8). Notice that [ga—2 11 dp is given by (3.12) and the size
P
estimate (3.13) that

02
/Sd_z Iydp = = [va] |72 | Ny, + o(67). (3.14)

oL
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We left to compute the I term. By the dominated convergence theorem
and the upper bound of Iy (3.11), we have

nmi/ Id—W/ ®@pdp: (D3¢ + (Di¢).)
9_>092 S:Iz 2dp = 2 SSIZP pdap: v v *

, (3.15)
_ 92|’(}2‘2|Sd_2|

ST (D0 + (D20).),

where we use Lemma 3.2 to show the last equality.

Combining (3.14) and (3.15), we use the identities |va|k = vy and I =
I(y_y, )+ to derive

1 = 0% a2 U U
k

By using of the identity
(Vo = Vo) ([v = 0Ty y,y2) = =2(d = 1) (v — va),

we obtain (3.8)

: 1 V2 _ 2 . 2 2
tim 7 [ L Todp= 0= v T (D} + (D30).)
k

2|1 Qd—2
+M((Vv —Vu,) (Jv— 'U*|2H(v—v*)L) (Vo — (Vud)y)

_ sy
= m(vv - Vv*) . (|'U — v*|2H(v_v*)L(Vv¢> — (VU(;S)*))
O

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

V1] S IVl Lo reayflv — va|  fuzzy case,
[Vo| S |D2¢2 || oo (rayOlv — v4]*  homogeneous case, (3.16)

where ¢1 = P1(z,v) and ¢2 = Pp2(v). We recall (3.9) that

1
V(e v) = [val (0 — k) - / Vob(@,8) — Vo.d(zs,5,) dt,
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where U = vy + |va|(to + (1 — t)k) and B, = vy — |va|(to + (1 — t)k). In the
homogeneous case ¢o = ¢2(v), we have

[Vu¢2(0) = Vo, ¢2(0.)| < 1D3¢2llpoc (ray[v — 04l (3.17)

which leads to the quadratic bounds [v—wv.|? in (3.16). However, (3.17) does not
hold for the fuzzy case due to the appearance of the different spatial variables x
and

|V1J¢1 (xa {}) - vv* d)l (Jf*, rD*)

Intuitively speaking, following the idea of H-solutions, one has

Jastr.ne<oun([ [ 1vors)’.

The vanishing of v — vi| around v ~ v, cancels the singularity of the kinetic
kernel [v—uv.|Y in the soft potential cases. The improved bound (3.16) in the ho-
mogeneous setting allows one to handle the very soft potential case v € (—4, —2)

<P llwz.oo(reay (Jv — va] + & — 34]).  (3.18)

v — 0. [Val S Jo— v,

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

v = w V1P S Jo— w2 (3.19)

The bound (3.19) is, for example, used in the proof of Lemma 6.0.

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 [ ] by using (3.17)
to cancel the kinetic singularity

Vo) S Jo— v+, v € (—4,-2). (3.20)

However, (3.20) does not hold in the fuzzy case, since \6¢| may depend on
| — 24| as shown in (3.18). More details can be found in [ , Remark 3.4].

4 Compactness results

In this section, we show the L!-weak precompactness of {f°} and the L2-
precompactness of {y/f¢} in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, respectively.

Lemma 4.1. Lete € (0,1). Let B® and k° satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let f¢ be
H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. For any
fized t € [0,T], we have, up to a sequence,

fe—=f in LYR®?) ase—0.

Moreover, f is weakly continuous in time.
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Proof. By (2.46), the uniform bounds of [ £ .1, ree) and [|f<log f[|L1(reay,

and the Dunford—Pettis theorem imply the L'-weak compactness of {f¢} in
Ll(RQd).

Let 0 < s <t <T. Let ¢ € C(R??). By the weak formulation (2.15), we
have

[ = rededy

R2d
t 1 t _

S/ / |fev - Vol dedvdr + f‘ / / VoV log fEA(f) Bk do dndr|.
s R2d 4 s R4d><Sd71

The uniformly bounded energy ensures that

t
| [ o Vasldndodr < s =t sy < Cls =

for some constant C' > 0. By Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

t
‘// WﬁlongA(ff)B%ﬁdadndT’
s JRadxgd-1

<( /0 TD@(ff)dt)%( / t /R o £ 125 V0P dodnr )

The uniform bound of the entropy dissipation term is guaranteed by (2.46). By
polar coordinates and the bound of [V¢| in Lemma 3.4, we have

t
/ / fEfEBeRE Vo> do dndr
s JR4dx §d—-1

t
SC/ fgfon\v—v*Pnf(/ 0% (0) de) dndr
s R4d 0

§C||fEH%(1]12+W(R2d)|S - t| < C|S - t|.

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

]/RMQ% ~ fedrdr] < hgggf\/w(ff ~ f)odrdy]
< C(|s—t| +|s —t|7).
O

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

gence of v/ f¢.

Lemma 4.2. Let € € (0,1). Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any fized
t € [0,T], we have, up to a sequence,

fe=Vfoin LE(RY).
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In this section, we fix R > 0 arbitrarily. We define the ball BE := {z € R? |
|z| < R}, and BE is defined analogously.

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

Let p € C°(R%:R,) such that [p,p = 1. For any § € (0,1), we define
p? =6"%p(-/5). We define

G =V = [ VF@up - wdwe PALERY). (@)
Rd
By definition, for any fixed €, we have the convergence g5 — /f¢ as § — 0.

We prove Lemma 4.2 in the following two steps:

Step 1: For any fixed § € (0,1), we use the so-called velocity averaging lemma
to show the compactness of g5. We show the following result:

Lemma 4.3. Lete € (0,1). Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any
fized 6 € (0,1), we have

{95} s relatively compact in L?([0,T] x B x BE).

Step 2: The angular singularity (2.35), 8(0) = 0=~ for some v € (0,2), allows
us to treat the collision term Q(f, f) as fractional diffusion operator in

v. We show that /f¢ is uniformly bounded in LiHv% , which leads to
the convergence of g5 uniformly in . We show the following result:

Lemma 4.4. Lete € (0,1). Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any
fized t € [0,T], we have

g = \/fe as 6—0 in L*(BEx BE)
uniformly in € € (0,1).

2d
loc(R )
Combing with Lemma 4.1, the uniqueness of weak and strong limits implies

that

Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 imply the compactness of /f¢ in L?

fe—=+/f in L*BEx BF).
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 a(t) = v/t for all t > 0. Let (ff) C P(R??) be solution curves to the
fuzzy Boltzmann equation (2.42). Then the following renormalised equation
holds in the distribution sense

dra(f) +v-Vaa(f) =o' (f)Qa(f f)- (4.2)
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We recall the definition (4.1) that
g5 = a(f*) = o,

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

{g5} is relatively compact in L?([0,T] x BE x BF). (4.3)

Theorem 4.5 (Velocity averaging lemma, | ; ). Let n € Np. Let
{h"} be bounded in LP([0,T] x R%4) for some p € (1,+00). Let h™ be a weak
solution of

d d
QR +v-Voh™ = H" + 3 0y HI' + Y Oy, HYY,
i=1 i=1,j

where {H"}, {H]'} and {H};} are bounded L*([0,T] x Bff x Bf). Then for all
¢ € C=(RY), we have
{h™ %, @} s relatively compact in L*([0,T] x BE x BE).
To apply the above velocity averaging Lemma to the renormalised equation,

the key point is to justify the integrability of the Qg(f, f). We split the collision
operator as

Qa(rif)= [ BRA(f-fododnt [ Brf(f-f)dody. (4.)
R4d x §d—1 R4d x §d—1
We first summarise the results in | ]: The definition of the cross-section

in Definition 4.6 and the cancellation Lemma 4.8. The cancellation lemma al-
lows us to treat Qg(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 v € [—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 (| D). Let B = B(Jv — v.|,0) > 0. We define the cross-
section for momentum transfer

U — Uy

A(Jv — vy]) :/Sd_lB(|v—v*|,9)(1—k-o)da, k . (4.5)

TR
We define the following quantities concerning the regularities in v

BO\Jo — v.],0) = B(lo - v.],0)|
A= Dfv—uv]

B'(Jv —vi|,0) = sup
1<A<V2

and N(jv—v.]) = /S B(|v—v.],0)(1 — k- o) dor
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Remark 4.7. e Notice that k-0 = cosf and 1 — cosf < 02. The finite
angular momentum assumption (2.37) implies that

Alv = vil) = 1877 Ao (lv — v.l) /j B(O)(1 = cos ) A S Ao(|v — v.]).

e For all (v,v.) € R??, we have

/ B(lv — vi],0)(v — ') do = v_U*A(\v—v*\). (4.6)
Sd—l 2
Indeed, by definition, we have

v—1' = v ;v*|(k—a).

We repeat the argument for showing (3.12). Notice that o can be written
as the sum of projections o = k(k - o) + p(p - o), where, by symmetry, we
have fsd—z p(p-o)dp =0. Thus, we have

L

/Sd—l(k_g)dp:k/sd_l(l_k'U)dP

Since k is independent of o, we have

B(|lv — vi|,0)(v — ") do

gd—1

:Mk/ B(v —ve,0)(1—k-0)do
2 Sd—l

v ;”*A(\v —v,]).

o In the case of Ag(|v — vi]) = |v — vi|Y with v € [-2,1], we have
A = va]) + o — A (Jo — 0.]) S Jo — a7, (47)
In the case of Ap(Jv — vi|) ~ (v — v4)Y with v € (—o0, 1], we assume
A(lo = val) + v = vl A'(Jv = 0. ]) S (v = 0s). (4.8)

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

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

Lemma 4.8 (] ], Proposition 3.1). Let f € L*(R?*?). Let B = B(jv —
v.|,0) > 0. For almost all (x,v) € R*, we have

[f *o S](z,v) = /Rd s B(v — vy, 0)(f(x,v)) — f(z,v4)) dv, do,
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where S is given by

S(J2]) =18 2l/ |ZC{)§589%)2) f) ~ B(2},6)) sin 2 0.d0.

And the following estimates hold
[S(12])] < 2% cos™ (m/8) (dA(2) + [2[|A'(2)]).

4.1.1 Hard and Maxwellian cases

In the hard and Maxwellian case (2.39), we show the following lemma.
Lemma 4.9. Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1. Let a(t) = /t fort > 0. For
any € € (0,1), we have

o (f9)Q(S%, f7) € L'([0,T] x R*).

Then we apply the velocity averaging Lemma 4.5 to the renormalised equa-
tion (4.2) and p? € C'OO(Rd) for any fixed 0 € (0, 1) to finish the proof of Lemma
4.3 that {\/f¢ %, p°} is relatively compact in L?

loc*

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

o ()Qe(f, f) =1+ I,

where
1
L =—— Brf(f. — f+) do dz, dv,,
! 2V F Jredy ga-1 ( )
1
I, = BefL(f' = f) do dz. dv..

2V f Jreaxga—

By Lemma 4.8, I; can be written as

V7

I
1= 2 Jra

K[ #0. S)(@.,v) da.

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

1oy S [ A] [ 1w Sl(on0) do.

5/ f‘ Fulv — v,) da, do,
R24d R2d

Since f € P(R??) and ¢ ~ t2 is convex, Jensen’s inequality implies that

11117 2 Reay S f felv —v,) do, duo,
(R*) R4d R2d

2
dx dv

2
dx dv.

2
dz dv

(4.9)
S /R4d ff*<U — ’U*>2 dT] 5 ||fHL612(R2d) < C

by (2.46). The proof for the I3 term follows analogously. O
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4.1.2 Soft potential cases

We recall the cross-section bound (4.7) in the soft potential case
Ao = vl) + o = vl A(Jv = 0u]) S o =07, 7y €[-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.

| £rlo=oan
R4d
Thus, we approximate «(t) = v/t by a sequence of bounded functions

Vit
L Se, re@.

Notice that for any fixed r € (0,1), a"(t) is concave and o (t) < r~! is bounded.
Let f¢ be H-solutions to the fuzzy Boltzmann equation (2.42). The following
renormalised equation holds in the distribution sense

(O +v- Va)a' (f°) = (") (f)QB(f. f9)- (4.10)

a(t) =

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 | ;

]

We show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1. For any fized r € (0,1) and
all e € (0,1), we have

(a")Q(f%, £2) € L'([0,T): L'(B; x BJ)) + L([0, T]; L' (B, W=1(B,))).

Proof of Lemma /.5. We recall the mollified p° € C°(R%;R,). For any fixed
r, 6 € (0,1), Lemma 4.10 allows us to apply the velocity averaging theorem 4.5
to the renormalised equations (4.10) to derive

{a” (f%) %, p°} is relatively compact in L*([0,T] x BE x BE).

We pass the limit by letting » — 0. To show the relative compactness of
g5 = a(f%) *, p°, we only need to show that

lim supH\/fE —ar(fE)HLz(de) =0. (4.11)
r—=0 ¢ ¢
We follow a standard argument to show (4.11), see for example | ]. Since
t ﬁ is concave, for any R > 0, we have 0 < ¢ — ﬁ < Co(R) +tlysry
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for some constant C.(R) = R — H% > 0. Notice that, for any fixed R > 0, we

have C.(R) — 0 as r — 0. Then we have

stup/ , la”(f¢) — \/ff?|2 dzdv < C’T(R)2 + stup , ffl{ﬁzR} dz dv
€ JR2 £ JR2

—0 as r—0 and R — +4oo.

Indeed, the uniform equi-integrability of f¢ ensures that

lim sup [l gespydedo =0.

R—o0 te JR2d
We conclude that, for any fixed § € (0,1), {g5} is relatively compact in

LY([0,T] x BE x BE).
0

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

(@) (HQs(f, f) =1L+ I+ I3,

where

IL=(fa")(f) - o/'(f))/ kB(f. — £.) do dz. dv.,

R2d % §d—1

I = / /@B( o (f) - f*o/”(f)) do dz, dv,,
R2d x gd—1
I3 = —/ kBf'T(f, f') do dz, dv,.
R2d x §d—1
In the above, I' is defined as
L(f, f)=a"(f) = a"(f) = (") (N = f).
We show that
I, Iy € L*([0, T)x BEx Bf) and I, € L>([0, T); L*(BE, w—=21(B%))). (4.12)

Notice that we only need to show (4.12) for I; and I5. Indeed, if (4.12) holds
for I1 and I, then the weak formulation of (4.10) implies that

T
0< —/ / plydzdvdt < 400, forall ¢ e C([0,T) x R*;Ry).
0o JRr2
Notice that the concavity of a” implies I'(f, f) < 0 and hence, I3 < 0. Hence,

we have I3 € L'([0,T] x BE x BIY).
We show that (4.12) holds for I; and Is:
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I; term: By cancellation Lemma 4.8, I; can be written as
b= (@YD) = (D) [ [F 0. Sl(e ) do.
R

The definition of o ensures that |f(a”) (f) —a"(f)| < 1. Hence, to show
the integrability of I1, we only need to show [f, *,, S] € Ll .. By Lemma
4.8, we have

/ [fx *oy, S]da, dvg/ f(@e, v:0)|v — 047 day dvy dw.
Rex B} R2dx BIt

We change of the variable by letting z = v — v,. For any fixed M > 0, we
have

/ felv —vi]V day dv, dv = / felz]7 dzy dv, dz
R2dx BR R2d x {|z+v, |<R}

<

/ felz|” dz da. do.
RIxBM x {|z|<R+M}

Vg

—|—/ fulz|? dz day do,
Rax (BM )ex {|z+v. | <R}

Z:Al + A2.
(4.13)
The integrability of 2|7 € Li_(RY), v € [~2,0) when d > 3 and v €

loc

(=2,0) in d = 2, implies that
AL S (R+ M) fl 1 reay,
Avge [ flo desdos < MO f e,
Rix(BY)*
Hence, we have I; € L>([0,T] x BE x BE).

I, term: We use the duality argument. Let ¢ € C°(RY) be fixed. By
changing of variables, we have

/ Lpdv = / Bf.o" (f) (¢ — ¢)dz, dv, dz do.
R R3d x Gd—1

By Taylor’s expansion as in Lemma 3.4, we have
¢ —¢' = (=2 Vop(z,v) + O(I|Dj¢l|L= v - v']?).

By Proposition 3.3, we have

1
lv—2'|? = i\v—v*\2(l —o-k).

42



The cross-section identity (4.6) and the definition (4.5) imply that, for all
(z,t) € R4 x [0,T),

‘ / B(¢' - ¢) da’
Sd—l
SIVuellpes v = va|A(Jv — vi|) + [[DE| Lo [v — vi PA(v — v4])

Slellwe e ray max (Jv — v.f, o — v.2) Ao — va]).

Hence, we have

ey -oom = s lelybe [ Dpdo)
peW2.(BR) R

S/ feo (f)max (Jv — v, [v — v ) A(Jv — v, ) do, do

Rix Bl

SHQTHLOO/ femax (v — v " v — v, 77?) o, dv,
Réx BI

where we use the cross-section bound (4.7) to derive the last inequality.
We integrate || Ry ||y 2.1 (rea) over 2 € BE to derive

||IQ||L1(B§;W—2,1(B§)) ST / f* max (l’l} — U*|’Y+1, 1) dv* dv

R2dx BE

SR fll1 reays

where we repeat the argument as in (4.13) to derive the last inequality.
Hence, we have Iy € L>([0, T]; L*(BE; W=2Y(BE))).

4.2 Proof of Lemma 4.4
In this subsection, our goal is to show
VfE#e p® =/ f¢ in L*(BE x BE) (4.14)

as § — 0 uniformly in € € (0,1).
We take yr € C°(R%;[0,1]) such that xg = 1 on BE C R? and supp(xr) C
BE+1. We define

fr = [ (@,v)xR(v).

By the triangle inequality, we have

H( fE *y p6 - \/F)XRHLz
<NV Fe 502" )xm = VF w0 2l 2 + IV P ko 0 = VR e

43



Let a € (0,1). Since supp(p®) C Bs(0) and ||p°||1 = 1 for all § € (0, 1), we have

IVFe 0 0 )xm =V Fit0 0l 2 gy

S/B p° ‘SFP IV Fe(xr(-+h) — ‘))Hm(ngRg)
a(0) <a
<1
+ Cr sup p H\/>HL2(R2d) —0
%,_/

—0 as 6—0

as 0 — 0 uniformly in e € (0, 1), where Cr > 01is a constant independent of € and
d. Indeed, the equi-integrability of f¢ and sup;,|<, | supp (XR(erh)fo(v))’ —
0 ensures the uniform convergence of the first term on the right-hand side, and
the uniform bound of /% in L?(R??) ensures the uniform convergence of the
second term.

Hence, to show (4.14), we only need to show

Vigxer’ = /fi in L*(Bf xRY)

as § — 0 uniformly in € € (0,1).
We define the Fourier transform in v € R?

Fol ) = (2~ /R flz,v)e ™€ dv.

By the Plancherel theorem, we have

IV Trxob” =V TRl mr r) = /B oo FoVTR(@ O(1=Fop") dg da. (4.15)

We recall p° € C°(R??) and ||p°||;1 = 1, for all § € (0,1). Thus, to show the
uniform convergence of (4.15), we only need to show that

/B y |Fo/ [5(2, ) Lije>ary A€ dz — 0
Bx

as M — 400 uniformly in €. More precisely, we show that
[ TR P mineP g dgde < Cr(1+ D5(). (410
BEXR

The constant Cr > 0 is independent of €. The constant v € (0,2) is given in
Assumption 2.13, which characterises the angular singularity that 3(6) > =1,

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 | , Appendix B] and | , Section 4-5] by using the
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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 B¢ by defining

Ao(|2]) = min (C, Ao(l2])),  B(z,0) = Ao(|2])6°(6) (4.17)

for some C' > 0. In the following subsection, we replace B by B¢ in the entropy
dissipation D (f).
We define

=1 (z,0.) = [, k" = / K (x — x4) [T (@4, 04 ) dy.

Rd
By Assumption 2.14, we have
¥ ooy < K%M Loe 15 pa Reay < Cillf* Il L2 o)

Our goal is to search for an appropriate lower bound of Dg(f¢). Notice that
D%(fF) can be written as

Dy (fr)
__ / B ((f5) (B, — Fa(f5).) log f5 do du, dvde
R3d x §d—1
- / B f5(f%). log ff > do dv, dvda
R34 x g1 (f&)

(4.18)
= / B ). (R~ (7)) dedvdv. do

£

+ / B (f)- (f; log —2 — f5 + ( f,a)') dz dv dv, do
R3d w Gd—1 (fR)
2211 -l— ,[2.

In the rest of this subsection, we drop € and R of f§ for notational simplicity.
By cancellation Lemma 4.8, I; is bounded by

Bl = | [ £ S)w,0.) dodo. | S 1S 1o gy = o

where the boundedness of B¢ implies
1S(|2))] < Ao(l2]) < C.
In the rest of this subsection, we use the notation of constants

Ci:Ci(d,R,E,H)>O, iEN+,
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where E = sup, ||f5||Lé72(de) < +oo and H = sup, ||f*log f°||11(rea) < +00 by
(2.46). In particular, C; is independent of ¢.

We define g = +/f. By using the elementary inequality alog? —a+b >
|v/a — v/b|? for all a,b > 0, we have

I, > / Bf.|g — ¢'|* dv, da dv do.
R3d % §d—1
Substituting the estimates of I; and I3 to (4.18), we obtain

D3(f)+Ci > / Apb® (0)f.|g — ¢'|* dv, dz dv do. (4.19)

R3d % gd—1
We show an appropriate lower bound of the right-hand side of (4.19).

Notice that, in the hard potential cases Ag(|v — v.|) = v —vi|7, v € (0,1],
the kinetic kernel Ag(Jv — v.|) vanishes when v ~ v,. We follow [ ] to
treat this case. For any ry € (0,1) and v; € BE, we define A; and B, as follows

Aj={veBf|jv—vj|<ro/4} and B;={ve BE||v—uv;|>ro}.
Then there exist ro and finite {v;};=1,... n, such that
BE+1 c UM A;.

Let x4, € C°(R%;Ry) such that xa; = Lforve A;,0 < xa, <1,supp(xa;) C
{lv —wv;| < 3ro/8} and Lip(x4,) < C for all j =1,..., N;. Similarly, we define
xB, € C2°(R%R,) such that BN {|jv—wv;| > 7ro/8} C supp(xs,), 0 < x5, <1
and Lip(xp,;) < C for all j =1,..., N;. Notice that dist(A;, B;) > 7.

We note that, in the soft potential case and the hard potential with Ag (v —
vi|) ~ (v —wv,)7, v € [0,1], the kinetic kernel Ag(|v — v.|) has a locally positive
lower bound

A0(|U — v*|)135+1><35’“ > Cy > 0.

In this case, we can simply take A; = B; = Bl and N; =1.
For each j = 1,...,N;, we will follow the truncation argument | ,
Lemma 2] to show a lower bound of the right-hand side of (4.19).

Lemma 4.11. For any j =1,...,N;, we have
/ Ao(Jv — v Nb(O)F,|g — ¢'|? dz dv, dv do + Cy
R3d % §d—1

(4.20)

> min flo(|z|)/ b(0)(f5,)+l9a, — ¢4 |* dz dv, dvdo.
r0/2<|2|<2V2R R3d x §d—1 ’
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Then by directly applying the Fourier representation results in [ ,
Proposition 1 and Corollary 3] and integrating over = € R%, we have

1
b (Fs.)lga. — ¢4 |2 dz dv, dvdo > A, 2
/deXSd . (0)( B,) |9A, gAjI rdv,dvdo > (27T)d /RQd | F, QAJ(Ia§)|

] [S b0 (Fifp, (2,0) — |FFp, (2,€)]) do } de
(4.21)
where £~ := % and ¢ := arccos (o - £/|¢]).
We shortly bring € back in the following lemma. Following [ ,
Lemma 3], the equi-integrability of f¢ and the uniform lower bound of x° imply
the following pointwise lower bounds.

Lemma 4.12. Lete € (0,1). Let f¢ be given as in Lemma 4.1 and ¢ = fx, k.
For almost all € € R? and = € BE, we have

x

Fof(z,0) — | Fof(2,7)] > Cymin(1, [€[?). (4.22)

Then the identity [£7|? = % (1—0-¢/|€]) and the angular assumption (2.35)
that () 2 617" for some v € (0,2), we have the pointwise lower bound

/ b*(0) min(1, ¢ |?) do > Cymin(|€2], [€]Y) Ve € (0,1). (4.23)
Sd*l
The detailed proof of (4.23) can be found in | , Lemma 4] and | ,
Lemma B.4].

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

/ B (jv — v, )b(0)f.|g — ¢'|* dz dv, dvdo + Cs

R3d % §d—1

(4.24)

2Cs [ 1Fuga, (@ &) minle, |61 dé
B xR

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

N; N;
S 1Fuga, @O 2| - Faga, (2.6 = |Fugle. )
=1 =1

We recall the definition g = |/ f§. Substituting the sum of (4.24) to (4.19), we
obtain (4.16)

e P T O min(ef, €1 2 € < O (1 + Di())
xR
We prove Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.12.
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Proof of Lemma 4.11. We follow | , Lemma 2] with appropriate mod-
ification for the fuzzy case. By the definition of x4, and xp,, we have

folg—g'1> > fulg — 9P (xB,)X, = (FB,)xlg — ¢'1PX4,
> (fBj)*(‘gAj - g%j‘Q - |g/(XAj - X:4j)|2)7
where we use
94, — g, 1* = lgxa, — g'xa, + 9'xa, — 9'Xa,°
<lg—9g'1’x4, + 19’ (xa; — Xa,) -
Hence, for any ¢ € {1,..., N;}, we have
/ Apb(0)F.|g — ¢ > dz dv, dvdo
R3d x gd—1
> min A0(|z|)/ b(0)(f5,)«l94, — gla, 1> dz dv, dvdo
ro/2<|2|<2V2R R3d % gd—1

—C/ b(0)(F,)s XA, — X4 [?dzdv,.dvdo,
R3d % §d—1 ! J

:ZIg
where we have |Ag| < C by definition (4.17).
We are left to show the upper bound of |I5]. By Lemma 3.4, we have

XA, = X, > < Lip(xa,)0% v — v.]?.

By definition v/ = *4%= + %0, we have ‘ dv 1 <1, since
dv’ 1 1+k-o
Syt k@o]= T 5 9d,
dv 2| atk@ol 24 =

Then by changing of variable v — v, we have

|I5] < / 0%b°(0) (g, )+ f'|v — v.* dv dv, dz do
R3d x §d—1
:/ 026 (0)(F5, ). £l — v.|? A0 dv dv, dz do
R3d x §d—1

<o [Tor0)an) [ gt =P dn Sl o

where we use the finite angular momentum assumption (2.37) and the bound
|v —v'|2 < |v — v,|? in the last inequality.
O
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Proof of Lemma 4.12. We follow | , Lemma 3] with appropriate mod-
ification for the fuzzy case. It is sufficient to show that

Fofe(x,0) — |F,f(x,£7)| > Csmin(1,]¢7 %) for all £ € R? and = € BE.

Let 7 € [0,27) denote the angle between the real and imaginary parts of
Fofe(x,€). Then we have

|Fofe(z,€)| = (2m)~ (z,v) *w&dv‘

= (zw)-% 5 (2, v) (cos(€ - v) cos T — sin(€ - v) sin ) dv
=(2m)" % 5 (z,v) cos(& - v + 7) do,
and
Fofe(2,0) — |FF(2,8)] = 2(2n)% | (x,0)sin (5 : ”; T) dv.

R4

For some § > 0 small to be determined later, we define
Acs={veRY|jv- &4+ 7 —2nm| >25 VneZ}.
For some L > 0 large to be determined later, we have
R = (BE)* U (BE N (R Ags)) U (B N Ag).
Using this, we can write
Fof(2,0) — | F (2,6

22(27r)_% sin? & e (z,v)dv
Ags (4.25)

22(271')*% sin? 6(/ (z,v)dv — / (z,v) dv).
R\ (BLN(RY\Ag,5)) (BR)e

Notice that v € BE N (R?\ Ag5) if and only if there exists ng € Z such that
6 no 26
v o0 < 20 (4.26)
‘ €l 1l [SANNIY
In the case of |£] > 1, (4.26) is bounded by 26, and we have
)
¢

The uniform bounds (2.46) ensures that f€ is equi-integrable. We choose L
large enough and ¢ small enough such that

1
/ fédzdv > = and / fedzdv <
BL xBL 2 BLx (B,fﬂ(Rd'\As,S))
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for all € € (0,1), and hence,

/ ffdedv >
B%X(B%’QA&(;)

Combining with the assumption (2.41) that x°(z —x,) > Cy > 0 for all z € BE
and x, € BQI;, we have

ool w

3C
/ fs(m,v)dUZ/ K (x — 2,) 5 (24, 0) da, dv > 222
R\ (BEN(RH\A¢ ) ) BLx(BLNAc.5) 8
for all z € B and ¢ € (0,1). Since [||v|*f||1(rea) is uniformly bounded, we
choose L large enough such that

ol ey Mol f2 e geey

2eRd L? L?

Co
-

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

2m)z

Fofe(z,0) — |Ff(x,8)| > 2(0 - sin? ¢ (4.27)

and (4.22) holds by choosing Cy = ; G sin? 4.

27)2
In the case of || < 1, we choose § = dp|¢]| for some &y > 0 small. Then (4.26)
implies that
|BY N (RY\ Ag5)| < 400(2L)* (1 + L/7) S bo.

We repeat the arguments in the case of |£] > 1 by choosing 9 > 0 small to
arrive at (4.27). We note that

; 2
sin?d > 53 inf M’ > sin? .

ej<tl dolé|

We conclude that the inequality (4.22) holds by choosing Cy = z(fio)i sin? 0.
)2
O

5 Convergence of dissipation

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

1

Diosh(f) = §/R4d gd—1 |\/m_ mPBEKJE d’r]dO’

In this section, we show the following theorem.
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Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ € (0,1). Let B® and k° satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let f¢
be H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. Let f
be the weak limit of f¢ given in Lemma 4.1. Then we have

1

= <limi < ). .

QDL(f) = III;IESIf Dcosh(f ) (5 1)
As a direct consequence of Remark 2.21, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let (U*,0) satisfy Assumption 2.8 and 2.20. Let f¢ and f be
giwven as in Theorem 5.1. Then we have

%’DL(f) < liminf Dy~ (f°).

e—0

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 U, ¥* : R — R be a smooth convex dual pair. Then we have

We follow the affine-representation approach developed for the homogeneous case

[ [, 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 [ ; /.

First, we extend the test functions from ¢ = ¢(x,v) to ® = (z, x4, 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 [ , Section 3] with ap-
propriate modifications concerning the spatial variables z. More precisely, we
extend the notation of V to functions ® € R*4, for which the elliptic equation
V - V® is solved in Lemma 5.7.

In the rest of this section, we write
F=ff., F=[ff.
By Lemma 4.2, we have
VFe 5 VF in L3 (RM) ase—0.
We recall that for a fixed o € S9! the fuzzy Boltzmann gradient is defined via

v¢(I,’U) = qb(l‘,’l)/) + (b(x*’v:k) - ¢($7v) - ¢(5L‘*,U*).
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We recall the weak formulation of the fuzzy Boltzmann collision operator
1 —
| Qalfnededo=—3 [ wB('f - 11)Vodydo
R2d R4d x gd—1

for all test functions ¢ : R?¢ — R. Notice that, one can extend the weak
formulation to all test functions

$:R* 4R
by redefining V, as
Ve =9, +0 — &, — P,
where we define
O = &(z, 2,0 ,0,), P =®(x,,x,0,,0") and D, = P(z.,x,0s,0).

For simplification, we write V, = V. We abuse the notation of (Q(f, f), ®). By
changing of variables, the weak Boltzmann collision operators can be written as

1

(Qs(f.1), ) == /R L, KBF = F) Ve dydo

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

~ A
Vo = gn(v_v*)Lvo(é +d,), (5.2)

where we define Vo = (V,, — V,,), and &, = ®(x,,x,v.,v). Correspondingly,
we can define V- via integration by parts. Notice that

e o A
VeV =5V (Mpmp)r Vo(P + ).

By the extended definition, we have
VE = VAT, ,. . V,F.

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

(Quf £), @) = —/ K%F.%dn:/R P V- VD s,

4d

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)

6homo‘1) = \/ZH(U—U*)L V.
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In comparison, in the fuzzy case we define

~ D + o*
Vi ® = VA (y)e Vo—p—
Notice that in the symmetric case (P = @, ), for instance when ® = ff., we

have

D+,
2

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

Corollary 5.5. Let ® € S(R*;R). The following pointwise bounds hold
[VO| < Ci0lv — vy, (5.3)

d and 6homofb = %fuzzyq).

1 / =

— Vo dp
d—2 2

|52 s

where Cl = Cl(HVo(bHLoo(RzLd)) and 02 = CQ(||VO¢||L00(R4d)7 ||D8(D||L°°(R4d)) are
positive constants independent of 0. We have the following pointwise limits

< o0 (Jv — vi] + [v — vi[?),

I S
él_r&) 5V(I> == D Vo(® + 9.), (5.4)
limi Vodp = ‘Sdiv ~(|U—U |’ Vo(® + @ )) (5.5)
9—0 92 Sdlz S(dfl) 0 * k 0 x))- .
k

5.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1

Strategy of the proof: We only consider the case of liminf. g Deosn(f€) <
+00, 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

Di(f) < sup {—4/R4d\//iF 6-6<I)d77—2/R4d \6@\2&7}.

dEDS
The functional space DSZ° is defined as in (5.10) below.

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

Deosn(f°) > sup { - /RM VieFe(

= 1
V@Bsda)dn — 7/
PeDSE 8

R4d % gd—1

|§<I>|2B5dadn}.
gd—1

Step 3: We conclude (5.1) by showing

/ VreFe ( Vo B* do) dp o [ VPV -Vady
R4d

Sd—1 R4d

1 _ ~
and 7/ |V@|2Bedndaﬂ>/ Vo[ dn.
8 R4d x §d—1 R4d

]



Step 1: Affine representation of the fuzzy Landau dissipation

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

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

puf)= s {2 ey
geccoo(R4d;Rd) R4d (5 6)

—4/ VEAF Vo - (Ty_y ) &) dn}.
R4d
Proof. Let us denote the right-hand side of (5.6) by Zr. and notice that
= 2
D) =2 [ |VESVELay
R

We want to show equality D (f) = Zy..

e 71 < Di: We only need to consider the case of D < +00. For any fixed
¢ € C(R* : R?), we have

4 [ VRAF Vo (i€ dn-2 [ [P dy
R4d R4d
_ V. . _— 2
_4/R4d(\/zvﬁ) &dn 2/R4d|€| dn

§4(/R4d VK 6\/?‘2&))% , (/RM mzdn)% _2/R4d €12 dy
<2 [ WESVERai=Du0),

(5.7)

In the first line, the integration by parts of VA V - I(y_y,)+ onto VF
is justified, since finite dissipation implies \/W\/F € L%(R*). Moreover,
we used the fact that I, _, ). VovA = 0. The last lines follow from the
Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities.

e D <7;: We only need to consider the case of Z; < +0o0. We define the
following linear functional

T(¢) = —4 /R VEAF Vo - (I, )1 €)dn, VEECP(RYRY). (5.8)

The boundedness of Z; implies

sup T(€) <Zu(f)+2 < 4o0.
€0 i€l L2=1
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Therefore, one can uniquely extend F to L?(R*;R?). Moreover, by the
Riesz representation theorem, there exists a unique u € L?(R*!;R?) such
that

T(€) = 4u,), V¢ € L2(RY;RY),

where (-,-) denote the L%inner product. Since VV&F € L2(R%;R?), the
integration by parts of the right-hand side of (5.8) implies that u = VVKF.
Moreover, by (5.7), we have

T(§) = 2(6,€) < DU(f) =T(u) — 2(u,u), V& € L*(RYRY).
Since C2° is dense in L?, we have

Di(f)=  sup  {T(§) —2(5,€)} = Lu(f)-

£€0z= (RI4RY)

O

By Proposition 5.6, the optimal ¢ in L2(R*¥;R?) such that Z.(f) = T(¢) —
2(€,€) is given by u = VVkF. Since u is anti-symmetric, so that « = —u,, and
u L (v —wv,), we can characterise D (f) by

DL(f) = Ssup { - 2/ |H(v7v*)LV|2dn —4 VEF % ’ (H(va*)LV)dn}-
VEAS® R4d R4d
(5.9)

In the above, the space AS° is defined as

AS = {V € L*(R*;RY) | V = —V, ae.},
AS® = {V € C®(R'";R?) | V € AS}.

Notice that (AS, (-, ~>L2) is a closed subspace of L?(R*?;R?), and ASZ° is dense
in AS with respect to L2-norm.

We define the functional spaces
DS = {® € C®(RY;R) | & = ®,, I6p > 0 s.t. & =0V|v—0v.| < g} (5.10)

The vector field V € ASY° in (5.9) can be replaced by Vo € DS:° by directly
applying the following solvability lemma of the Landau elliptic equation.

Lemma 5.7. Let V € ASX(R;R?), there exists a unique solution ® €
DSS°(R*;R) to the following equation

V-Ve=V- (I V). (5.11)
Moreover, ® satisfies

IVl Z2Raay < My, 2 VI72grasy- (5.12)
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Proof. We define the homogeneous Landau gradient %homo as follows
§homoq) = \/ZH(va*)lVO(I)- (513)

We fix x and x, as parameters, by directly applying the solvability of the homo-
geneous (Landau)-elliptic equation given in | , Lemma 6.5], there exist
unique ®; and ®, € DS°(R??;R) that solve the following equations

6homo : 6homo(I)l = %homo : (H(u—v*)Lv)» (5'14)
ﬁhomo : ﬁhomoqh = %homo : (H(va*)J- V*) (515)
for any fixed (z,z.) € R?. We comment that the solvability result in | ]

works for both Ay taking the form (2.1) and (2.2). Moreover, we have the
following L2-decomposition equalities for all (z,z,) € R??

Mew-v): VIZe = 1Vhomo®illZe , + M0tV = Viomo®1l72 (5.16)
HH(v—v*)iV*”%?w* = ||6h0m0(b2”%%1“* + ”H(v—v*)iv* - 6homO(I)QH%2

U,V

Notice that (5.15) holds if and only if
~Vhomo - Vhomo(®2)+ = Vhomo - (Hy—p,y2 V).

The uniqueness of the homogeneous elliptic equations ensures that
¢, = —(Dy), forae. (z,z4,v,v,) € R,

Let ® = 20;. We have ® € DS (R*;R?): The compacted support of ®
in x and x, is ensured by the uniqueness of (5.14) compact support of V €
ASX(R*;R?); We have the smoothness in = and =, by taking V, and V.,
of the both sides of (5.14). Thus, ® is a desired solution of (5.11). The L2-
inequality (5.12) holds by integrating (5.16) over (z,z.) € R??.

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

V-V® =0 ifandonlyif Vo (Il . Ve®) = 0.
O

Let ® € DS (R%*;R%) be a solution of (5.11). We substitute V = V& €
ASX(R?%;R?) to (5.9), the L3-inequality (5.12) implies that

DL(f) < sup {—Q/RM|§<1>|2dn—4/R4d\/TFV€q>dn}. (5.17)

deDS®
Step 2: Affine representation of the fuzzy Boltzmann dissipation

The following result extends [ , 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

Deosn(f) = sup { / VE(WVF' = VF)¢Bdo dn
¢e€L?(Bdo dn) Réd x §d—1
. (5.18)

—f/ I3k Bdadn}.
2 Jrady gi—

Proof. For any fixed ¢ € L?(Bdodn), by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
have

/ Vi (VF' = VF)¢Bdo dn — 1/ €12 Bdo dn
R4d % §d—1 2

R4d x Gd—1

1

gf/ Wk (VF' = VF)[?Bdo dy = Deosn ().
2 R4d x gd—1

The left-hand side attains its maximum value, equal to Deosn(f), when £ =

:VVKF € L*(Bdodn). O

In comparison to (5.17), we want to replace ¢ € L?*(Bdodn) in (5.18) by

Vo for ® € DS (R*). By Corollary 5.5, we have
Vo|? < ]lsupp(gq))Hz\v — v,

The integrability of §23(0) (2.37) ensures that

_ _ B
V125 ay00) < [supp(T0)]| [ 0230620 < +oc.
Moreover, by changing of variables, we have

1 _ _
— / VEWF' — VF)V®Bdo dn = f/ VkEFV®Bdo dn.
2 R4d><Sd 1 R4d><sd—1

We conclude that

1 _
Deosn(f) > sup {— f/ |V®|>Bdodn
PeDS® R4d x gd—1

VKF( [ VeBdo)n}.

R4d gd—1
Step 3: Proof of Theorem 5.1.
Lemma 5.9. Let ® € DS°(R*). Let B® and x° satisfy Assumption 2.1.

Then, we have

/ \/55F5< W@Bada dn—>2 VeF V-Vddy,  (5.19)
R4d Sd—l R4d

/RM . [VePBe dadnﬂs/ V2 dn. (5.20)
X
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Proof. We follow | , Section 6.3] with appropriate modifications to the
fuzzy cases. Without loss of generality, we assume |[V®| < 1 and supp(V®) C
Q x S%1 where Q := B;(0) \ (R¥ x {|v — v.| < §}) for some § € (0,1),
where B;(0) C R* denotes the unit ball. Notice that removing the region of
|[v —v.| < 6§ leads to the boundedness of Ag(jv —vi|)1lq < C. Let § = ex/m. 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

hi= [ 4 \/ﬁ(/ Blx )/Sd2V<I>dpdx)dn.

o me2

By using the upper bound of ’fsd—2 Vo dp’ < e2x?|v — v,| in Corollary 5.5, the
KL
integrand of I; is dominated by

on/ﬁ(/o 7r52/ vq>dpdx)

<a,0. \/ﬁlg/ B(x)dy < VFe1q,

which is uniformly integrable since vV F¢ — 'F in L?(Q) by Lemma 4.2.
Then we are left to show the pointwise limit

/ VoB:do 2% 2V . Vo,
gd—1

which is a direct consequence of the pointwise limit (5.5)

/Sd W@BEdJ:AO(h)fv*D/ o / Vo dpdy
_1 o

B .
8(d—1) Jo XA dxVo (|U V| H(v—v*)ivo(q)JF(I)*))

=2V -V® for a.e. (z, 24, v,0,) € R,

el0 AO

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

I ::/AO(/2 5<X2)/ |Vq>|2dpdx) an,
Q o TE S:f

and the integrated of I is dominated by

AO(/ B(X)/ ‘ﬁ‘l"dedX> §¢>7cn 1Q.
0 Ch

me2
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On the other hand, the bound and limit of V& given by (5.3) and (5.4)

Pl gy@+0.)

_ 1_
‘V‘I)\z < 52><2|”U — U*|2 and lim —-V® = X
e—0 ¢ T 2

yield the pointwise limit for a.e. (z, x4, v,v4) € R4d
lim Vo|” B do = 8|V, (5.21)
e—0 5471

Indeed, by the identity |p - Z|2 = 2T (p®p)z for all z € R%, we have

_ z = |2
/ |V<I>]235do:Ao/ ﬂ(x)/ IV@) dpdy
gd—1 0 S:lz €
el0 A 2
_>TO U_U*|2/ 5(X)X2dx/sd . Ip- Vo(® + @,)]* dp
0 i
2(d—1)A

= jgaz (Vo(®+ (I)*))T(/s;;ﬁ p®pdp) Vo(® + D,)

=2A(Vo(® + ©.)) ()1 Vo(® + D) = 8]VP|?,

where we use the notation A(|v — v.|) = Ag(Jv — vi|)|v — v4]?
last equality is given by Lemma 3.2.

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

, and the second

6 Convergence of curve action

We recall the definition of R and A,

1 U
R(f, U) = 1 /';4d><s,d71 W(W)G(f)BK/dT]dU, (61)
2
and A (f,U) = %/RM /L[J{LC* dn.

In this Section, we show the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let ¢ € (0,1). Let B® and k° satisfy Assumption 2.14. Let f¢
be H-solutions of (2.42) with initial values satisfying Assumption 2.15. Let f
be the weak limit of f¢ given in Lemma 4.1. Let (I*,©) be an admissible pair
satisfying Assumption 2.8 and Assumption 2.20. Let

Ug = kB ((f)(f5) — f°£5).

There ezists U : [0,T] x R* — R? such that

(f,U) € TGREr  and %AL(f,U)gn@ng(fs,Ug).
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We show Theorem 6.1 in three steps:

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

Us)cony Uiimlo—ul() + (00U (62)
in L1([0,T] x R* x S9=1). We denote (up to a subsequence) U3 the

weak limit of U§. Correspondingly, we define

1 4 -1 _
Ut =gl —o A @+ o) [ Ulpde (63

Step 2: We verify that (f,Uf) € TGREr and [ AL(f,U)dt < +o00. Then we
search for [73 such that

T B T
/ AL(f,U0)dt = min {/ AL(f, U2 +W) dt}.
0 vw=0 \Jo
Moreover, we show (f, (NIE) € TGRET.
Step 3: We show that %AL(ﬁ ﬁ,‘_s) < liminf. ,o R(f%, U§).

Step 1: The compactness of Us.

Lemma 6.2. In the hard and Mazwellian potential case (2.39), we take § €
[—1 —17]/2,0). In the soft potential case (2.40), we take § € [0,]vy|/2). Let Us
be defined as in (6.2)

Us = v —v.]({v) + (v.))°0Ug.

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

of
{Ufsg}sG(O,l) in  L'([0,T] x R* x §%°1).

Proof. We first show the uniform bounds of U§. For any ¢ € L°°([0,T] x R%),
by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

T 9 T 1
‘/O /R4dxsd—1 ¢>U§dndadt‘ < (/O DB(fE)dt)z

T
_ 2 2602 € e e\ 12 o
X(/o /Rmxsd-l [ = vl “((v) + ()0 BEA(f*)” dn d dt)

N

By using of the inequality A(s,t) < %rt for all s, > 0, we have

/ o — 0u2((0) + (02))?6265 BEA(f)¢? dndo
R4d x §d—1

S/Rw/o2/s;; |U_U*|2(<U>+<v*>)25A092K565(9)¢2f5ff+(2f€)’(ff)’ dpdd dn

S/RM /05 /SZE v — v 2((V) + (v.)) 2 Aok 57 (0) (¢ + (¢)?) f° f£ dpdB dn,
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where we change the variable (v,v,) — (v',v}) and use the energy conservation
law |v]? + |vi|? = [v']? + [vL|? in the last step. The finite angular momentum
assumption (2.36) and uniform bound of x° imply that

/RM/; /SH v — v, 2 ((0) + (v.))* Agr=0 8% (0) (¢ + (¢)%) f= f£ dp B dn

Sl [ o= P(0) + () o dn

In the hard potential case, we have

/R o= o P) + )P Aof fE dn S IFIE | e,

where 51 = 2+ v4 +26 € [0,2 4 v4). By uniform bounds (2.46), the right-
hand side is uniformly bounded. Moreover, the weak compactness of { f€f¢} in
Ll . (R*) and s; < 2+, ensure the weak compactness of { ((v) + (v*))slfsff}

loc

and U§ by Dunford—Petitts theorem.
Similarly, in the case of v € [—2,0), we have the uniform boundedness and
compactness of

0= v PAo({0) + )2 512 dn S IFI2,
R4d 0,52
where s =2+ + 26 € [0,2). O

Step 2: The verification of (f,U?) € TGRE .

In the following, we fix a ¢ given in Lemma 6.2. We denote (up to a sub-
sequence) U3 the weak limit of U in L([0,T] x R* x S?=1). We recall the
definition (6.3)

1 1 =1 _
U= gl =0 A @ + ) [ Udpdo (6.4

d—1

where p € 5’512.

We first verify that (f,U?) € TGREr. The weak continuity in time of f is
given by Lemma 4.1. We show that (f,U}) is a weak solution of the transport
grazing rate equation

1~
8tf+v-V$f—|—§V-U|_:O. (6.5)

We recall the weak formulation for the fuzzy Boltzmann equation

T
/ / (6t+v~VI)¢fdedvdt—/ ¢o fodx dv
0 R2d R2d
1 /T —
Jr*/ / VoUg dndo dt = 0,
4 0 R4d><sd71
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and the transport grazing rate equation for the fuzzy Landau equation

/OT/RQd(atJr%Vz)(Zsfsdxdv/Ru%fodxdv

1 [T ~
—&—f/ Vo -Udndt =0
2 0 R4d

for all ¢ € C°([0,T) x R??). Since in Lemma 4.1 we showed that f¢ — f in
LY([0,T] x R2%), to show (f,UY) is a weak solution of (6.5), we only need to
show that

T T
lim / / VoUgdndo dt = 2 / V¢-Uldndt.  (6.6)
0 JRidxgd-1 0 JR4d

e—0

By definition (6.2), we have

T - T v¢
V¢U€d77d02/ / Us dndo.
L Lo To0E o Jrsasesocs 00— vl () + (0P 0

On the one hand, Lemma 6.2 ensures U§ — Ug in L' ([0, T]| xR x S4=1). On

the other hand, we have W is uniformly bounded and convergent

in measure as ¢ — 0. Indeed, we have ((v) + (v,))7% < C for all v,v, €
supp(V¢). Lemma 3.4 implies that

Vol .
0o —v.| < Lip(¢),

and the following pointwise convergence

V¢

1
o—v. 27 (Vod = Vo, ¢)

1 -
:§|v—v*\_1AO p-V¢ asf—0.

In the last step, we use the definition of k¥ = === p € SZIZ and 6(;5 =

[v—v.]’
v = vl Ao(jv — v.]) 2 Tt (Vo = Vi, 6.).
Then by weak-strong convergence, we obtain (6.6) that

T
/ / VoUg dndo
0 JR4dxGd-1

1 T ~ _1
e / T o — vl (o) + (o)) 0 Ay ¥ / Updo dn
0 R4d d—1

T
:2/ Vé-Uldn ase— 0.
0 R4d

Hence, the pair (f,U?) is a weak solution of (6.5).
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To show (f,U0) € TGRET, we left to show U € L*(R). We will first
show

T
/ AL(f,UD) dt < +oo. (6.7)
0

To this end, we use the elementary result that for functions a,, — a and b, — b

in L', we have
laf? /Ianl2
— < e .
/ R (6.8)

Indeed, by affine representation % = sup,{2a¢ — b¢?}, we have

[ o o) o)
< sup /anaﬁ /bn¢2 <§up/| anl®

By definition of U? in (6.4), the weak convergence of U$ in Lemma 6.2 and the
convergence k° f€f¢ — kff. in L'(R*), we apply (6.8) to derive

/ AL(f,UP) dt = / / UL 4 as
L ) L R4d ff*ﬁl n
oUS|?
<bup/ / |fsd 00| dndt.
R4d AO/{EfEf*
By Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

2
‘/ U do‘
gd—1

<jst=( | " 026°(0)a0) o ABE R () = 219 o

So [ Bl Uy = £ e

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

T B¢ € e pe) |2
sup/ D¢, D ::/ |57 (U)LY = 121°))| do dn.
e Jo Rid x §d—1 ke fefE

By affine representation, we have

D :sup{/Rstd ) Bers((f9) (fe)’_fffs)g—/R4

: PR e s

dy §d—1

where we take ¢ € L2(k®ff¢dndo) N L (R* x S971) such that ||¢]|p~ = 1.
Since in Section 4 we showed that W — ff« in LY(R* x S971) | we
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have the following uniform bound

w [ e
e R4d x §d—1

for some constant C' > 0 independent of . By using the bound of the logarithm
mean A(s,t) < STH for s,t > 0, we have

(f)L (=) + f2F°
2

fori -

<C

pr-czawf [ oVER(FLGY -EF)e- [ IeReag)

13 R4d % gd—1

Since L?(k°fEf¢) = L?(k°A(f%)), the right-hand side of the above inequality
can be seen as the affine representation of

o Be | ((f)L(f2) — f219)|
Dg(f%) = /R4dxsd—1 A () do dn.

The uniform bound of dissipation (2.46) implies that

T T
sup/ De < / Di(f°)+ CT < +o0.
e Jo 0

Thus, (6.7) holds. We show U’ € L'([0,7] x R*!). By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, we have

[ [l \//OT/RMffm\//OTAL(f,UE)

(6.9)
T
< VTl Wl gy [ ALLD) < +o0.
0
We conclude that (f, UE) € TGRET and fOT AL(f, UE) dt < +oo.
For any W € L*(R*!;R?) such that V- W = 0 in the weak sense, i.c.
/ Vo -Wdn=0, Yée 2R, (6.10)
R4d

we have (f, U + W) € TGRE if AL(f,U +W) € L*([0,T]). To verify that
(f,U? + W) is a weak solution of (6.5), we use

UE~%dn:/ (U +W)-Vedn.

R4d R4d

The rest of Step 2 is devoted to searching for the unique Ij'f such that

/OTAL(f,ﬁE)dt = min {/OTAL(f,UlfS +W)dt}.

V-W=0
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Lemma 6.3. Let (f,U) € TGREr such that fOT A (f,U)dt < 4o00. Let W €
LY (R*;RY) satisfying (6.10). We have (up to a subsequence)

U+W, —=U inL'Y]0,T] x R*:R%

such that

T T
/ AL(f,U)dt = min {/ AL(f,U—FW)dt‘VW/V:O weakly}.
0 werLl(Ri4RY) L J
(6.11)

Moreover, U is unique.

Proof. We define Ag = min {[|AL(f,U + W)||1(jor))}- There exists a se-
quence of divergence-free {W,,} ¢ L*(R*¢;R%) such that fOT AL(f,U+W,)dt <
S AL(f,U) dt and

T
lim AL(f, U + Wn) dt = Ao.

n— oo 0

The sequence {U + W,,} is weakly compact in L' ([0, T x R*?), for which we use
the uniform bound (2.46) and (6.9) that

T T 1
/ / ‘U+Wn‘d7]dt§ ||fHL1(R2d)</ AL(f,U)dt) .
0 R4d 0

The lower semi-continuity and convexity of A_ ensures that

AL U) < lminf A(S.U o+ Wa) = Ao,

and the uniqueness of U. O
We have the following lemma to characterise the optimal U.

Lemma 6.4. Let (f,U) € TGRE such that fOT AL(f,U%) dt < +o0o. Let U
satisfy (6.11). There exists M € L'([0,T] x R*;R%) such that

-~ — = L2(f furdn)

U=Mffix and Me{Veo|pe Cxr(R2)} =:Ty.
Proof. We follow | , Proposition A.11] with appropriate adaptations con-
cerning the fuzzy Landau gradient. By | , Lemma 3.3], there exists

M € L} (R*) such that
U= ffxM.
By definition of U , we have, for all s € R,

IMlL2(pfonan) < 1M+ sNl|L2(rpnan, YN € Ny
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The space Ny is defined as
Ny = {N e p2(fman)| [ Gorfulan=0,ve e Cx @),

Hence, Ny is the orthogonal complement of T in L2(ff.kdn), and we have
M € Tf.
O

We recall that (f,U]) € TGRET, where U? is defined as in (6.4). By (6.7),
we have fOT AL(f,U?%)dt < +oo. By Lemma 6.3, we define U such that

V-W=0

T N T
/ AL(f,UP)dt = min {/ AL(f7Uf+W)dt}. (6.12)
0 0
Notice that we have (f, (,]Vf) € TGRE . By definition of U in Lemma 6.3, there
exists {W,} € L*(R*;R?) such that V- W,, = 0 and
U+ W, =0 in LYR*RY).

The weak formulation (6.5) holds, since, for all ¢ € C°(R?4), we have
/ UE-%dn:/ (UE+Wn)-%dn—>/ U - Ve dn. (6.13)
Rad R4d R4d

Hence, we have (f, (}ES) € TGRET.
Step 3: Verification of the curve action limit.
In Step 3, we show
1 —~
- 5\ < limi £ €
SALSUP) < liminf RO, Up). (6.14)
Similar to Proposition 5.6, we have the following affine representation of R
and AL.
Proposition 6.5 (Affine representation). Let Us = B ((f) (fS)' — f°f5).

Let UE 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

1 Swi * (Y7 € € g
RV =7 s {0 U5V~ (Vo) B0 .
peC (R24) R4d x §d—1 R4d x §d—1

(6.15)
ar 0 = s { [ 03Vo—g [ 9eksne) ©10)

peCee (R24)
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Proof. By convex duality, we have

1
R(f5,UE) = - sup {/ Ugé — V(OB O |,
4 5 R4d><sd—1 R4d><sd—1
where ¢ € L2(©Bkrdndo;R). -
On the other hand, since U§ = k*B*(¥*)'(Vlog f°)O(f¢) = nng((fg)’(fE)’*—
fefe ), the duality inequality becomes an equality, i.e.

Ug

V(e e ) OB = Us = (OB O(f)w", €= Tlog [

The entropy dissipation bound (2.28) ensures the affine representation (6.15)
holds.
Concerning the Landau affine representation, we have

ar 0= s ([ G- [ SR},

CEL2(f furdmRY)

By Lemma 6.4, we have

—~ = L2(f fardn)
Ud=Mff.x and M €{V¢|¢pec Cx(R2)} .

Hence, there exists {¢,} C C2°(R??), such that

Vot foti - Vi — 2[Voul?f for — HCH LY(R').
2 2 ffek
Hence, we have the Landau affine representation (6.16). O

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

Lemma 6.6. Let ¢ € C°(R?*?). Let Us = w*B*((f°)(f5) — f°f). Let UNE
satisfy (6.12). Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6.1, we have

1 — 1 ~
7/ U5V ¢ dndo — f/ U -V dn, (6.17)
4 R4d y §d—1 2 R4d
/ \IJ*(ng)BE@(fE)nedndaﬁ/ Vo2 f foredn (6.18)
R4d x gd—1 R4d

as € — 0.

Proof. The limit (6.17) holds as a consequence of (6.6) and (6.13)

/ Ugwdnda—m/ UE~%dn=2/ U - Vo di.
R4d x §d—1 R4d R4d
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We use the notations F© = f¢ < and O(F¢) = ©(F*, (F*)’). To show (6.18),
we only need to show, as ¢ — 0,

I :=/ U (V¢)B*k*O(FF) dndo — U (Vo) B " F* dndo,
R4d><sd—1 R4d><5'd—1
(6.19)
I ;:/ \I!*(ﬁqS)FEBEnEdnda%/ IVo|>Frdn. (6.20)
R4d % §d—1 R4d

Without loss of generality, we assume |V¢| < 1 and supp(V¢) C B1(0) x S9-1,
where B;(0) denotes the unit ball in R<.
We show the limit of I;, i =1, 2.

e (The limit of I;). We use the dominated convergence theorem. Let
0 = ex/m. We write

L — /R HEAOG,L_@*D@(FE)(é /0 5(x)(/5

By Lemma 2.11, the following pointwise bounds hold

(Vo) dp) dx> .

d—2
kL

O(F°) < Cy«((F*) + F), Cy- >0.

Concerning the majorant of U*(V¢), ¥* satisfies ¥*(0) = (¥*)(0) = 0
and (¥*)"(0) = 1 by Assumption 2.8, and, without loss of generality, we
assume |V¢| < 1. By Taylor expansion, we have

(U)o (=1,
2

g | =
v (V9) < Vol (6.21)
By Lemma 3.4, we have

V| S lIgllwroo o — i€ (6.22)

Since supp(Ve¢) C B1(0) x S9! and ¥*(0) = 0, up to a constant inde-
pendent of ¢, the integrand of I; is dominated by

™

K€ Ao(Jo — U*|)@(F€)($ /OE 6(x)(/s

Slo = 0P AoxB(x) ((F°)' + F°) 1, (0)-

(Vo) dp) dx)

d—2
kL
By changing of variables (v',v}) — (v, vs), we have
/ [0 — v, A28 ((F¥) + F¥) dydo
B1(0)xSd-1
22 [Tea0ax) [ o P el - v)Fdy  (623)
0 B1(0)

S -l v)Fdns [ ey
B1(0) Rdd
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In the last inequality, we use |[v—v.|?Ag(Jv—v4|) < [v—v.]?T7 < O, where
the bounded region of integration ensures the boundedness of |v —v,|, and
in the soft potential case, the singularity of Ay near 0 is controlled. By
Lemma 4.1, F€ is weakly precompact in L!(R*?).

On the other hand, Lemma 4.2 implies the pointwise convergence
(F.)', F. - F as e—0.

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

O(F.) = F. as e—0.
By dominated convergence, the limit (6.19) holds.

(The limit of I5). Similar to the I term, we use the dominated conver-
gence theorem. I can be written as

I = /R K Ao (fv —v*l>F‘€(/0g i(;;) </S

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

K Ao (v — v*)FE(/Og i(;) </s

%
<l — 0P AFe1p, / BO)AX S [v = v PAF15, 0y,
0

U* (Vo) dp) dx> dn.

d—2
L

(Vo) dp) dx)

d—2
kL

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

We are left to show the pointwise limit the pointwise limit

lim BEU*(V¢)do = 2|Ve|? for ae. (z,2.,v,v,) € R (6.24)

e—0 St

By Taylor expansion, we have the pointwise limit lim,_q @:Q‘) = %
Combing the pointwise limit of bound (6.22) of V¢ in Lemma 3.4, we

have

1 o X7 4|2
lim —2/ U*(V¢)dp = lim Vol d
=02 Jga—2 e—0 [ga—2 2¢e2

kL kL

for almost every (x,z.,v,v.) € R*. By repeating the arguments as in
(5.21), we have the pointwise limit

lim [ B|V¢|?do = 2|Ve|?.

e—0 St

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

O
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