
SHARP REGULARIZING EFFECT OF THE CAUCHY PROBLEM

FOR INHOMOGENEOUS NON-CUTOFF KAC EQUATION

XINZHI CAI, HONGMEI CAO AND CHAO-JIANG XU

Abstract. In this work, we study the spatially inhomogeneous Kac equation
with a non-cutoff cross section in a setting close to equilibrium. We prove

that the solution to the Cauchy problem exhibits a sharp Gevrey-Gelfand-

Shilov smoothing effect with an optimal radius. We employ a well-chosen
exponential-type Fourier multiplier to establish the smoothing effect for posi-

tion and velocity variables.

1. Introduction

The Cauchy problem for spatially inhomogeneous nonlinear Kac’s equation is
written as:

(1.1)

{
∂tf + v ∂xf = K(f, f), (x, v) ∈ R2, t > 0,
f |t=0 = f0(x, v),

where f = f(t, x, v) is the nonnegative density distribution function of particles at
position x ∈ R with velocity v ∈ R at time t. The right hand side of equation (1.1)
is given by Kac’s bilinear collisional operator with respect to the velocity variable,

K(f, g) =

∫
R

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ) {f(v′∗)g(v′)− f(v∗)g(v)} dθdv∗ ,

where the pre-post collision velocities can be defined by

v′ = v cos θ − v∗ sin θ, v′∗ = v sin θ + v∗ cos θ.

We suppose that the cross-section kernel is non cut-off in the following sense:

(1.2) β(θ) = C0
| cos θ|
| sin θ|1+2s

, −π

2
≤ θ ≤ π

2
,

where 0 < s < 1 and C0 > 0.
In a situation close to the equilibrium framework, consider the fluctuation of

density distribution function

f(t, x, v) = µ(v) +
√
µ g(t, x, v), µ(v) = (2π)−

1
2 e−

v2

2 .

Note that K(µ, µ) = 0 and, we turn to the following Cauchy problem

(1.3)

{
∂tg + v∂xg + Lg = K(g, g), (x, v) ∈ R2, t > 0,

g|t=0 = g0(x, v),

where

(1.4) K(f, g) = µ− 1
2K(µ

1
2 f, µ

1
2 g),

and

Lg = −K(µ1/2, g)−K(g, µ1/2) = L1g + L2g,
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The kernel of linear operator L is given by

N = Span{√µ, v
√
µ, |v|2√µ}.

Kac’s equation is the simplified one-dimensional model of Boltzmann equation, see
[7]. There exists a series of works about the existence and regularity of solution for
non-cutoff inhomogeneous Boltzmann equations (see [1–3, 6, 8, 9, 11, 13, 17]).

We introduce now some notations, the following function spaces will be used.
For 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞, ℓ ∈ R,

Lp
ℓ (R) =

{
f ; ∥f∥Lp

ℓ
=

(∫
R
|⟨v⟩ℓf(v)|pdv

)1/p

< +∞
}
,

where ⟨ · ⟩ = (1 + | · |2) 1
2 . For r ∈ R, Hr(R) is the classical Sobolev space, and

Hr
x(L

2
v) = Hr(Rx;L

2(Rv)) .
Given σ ≥ 1, the Gevrey class Gσ(Rn) (of index σ) is defined as the set of all

functions f ∈ C∞(Rn) such that there exists a C > 0 satisfying

∥∂αf∥L2(Rn) ≤ C |α|+1(α!)σ, ∀α ∈ Nn,

or equivalently, there exists c0 > 0 such that ec0⟨D⟩
1
σ f ∈ L2(Rn), where c0 is

called the Gevrey radius. The analytic space is with σ = 1 and we denote by
G1(Rn) = A(Rn).

The Gelfand-Shilov space Sµ
ν (Rd) with µ, ν > 0, µ+ ν ≥ 1 is

∥xβ∂αf∥L2(Rn) ≤ C |α|+|β|+1(|α|!)µ(|β|!)ν , ∀α, β ∈ Nn,

it is equivalent to

ec0(⟨Dx⟩
1
µ +⟨x⟩

1
ν )f ∈ L2(Rn),

where c0 is called the Gelfand-Shilov radius.
For the spatial inhomogeneous non cut-off Kac equation, the paper [14] has

proven the existence of the solution and the smoothing effect of Cauchy problem
(1.3), furthermore

g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G1+ 1
2s (Rx;S

1+ 1
2s

1+ 1
2s

(Rv))),

for any T > 0. [4] study the well-posedness when initial datum belonging to the
spatially critical Besov space, and improves the Gevrey index of [14]. The purpose
of this paper is to improve the regularity results in [4] to the optimal index which is
mentioned in [6] for Boltzmann equation, but we obtain here the optimal Gevrey-
Gelfand-Shilov radius.

The following is the main Theorem of this work.

Theorem 1.1. For r > 1
2 , assume that the initial datum g0 ∈ Hr

x(L
2
v), and the

cross-section β satisfy (1.2) with 0 < s < 1. For all g0 satisfies

||g0||Hr
x(L

2
v)

≤ ϵ0

with ϵ0 > 0 a small constant, the Cauchy problem (1.3) admits a unique global
solution such that, for any T > 0

g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G 1
2s (Rx; S

1
2s
1
2s

(Rv))), when 0 < s < 1/2,

g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;A(Rx; S
1
1(Rv))), when 1/2 ≤ s < 1.

Remark 1.2. In fact, we have proven

ec0(t
1+2s̃(1−∆x)

s̃+t(1−∆v+|v|2)s̃)g(t) ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Hr
x(L

2
v)),

with s̃ = min{s, 1
2}. So that the 2s̃-Gevrey radius for x variable is c0t

1+2s̃, and 2s̃-
Gelfand-Shilov radius for v variable is c0t. Compare with the results of Boltzmann
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equation in [6], where they prove the 2s̃-Gevrey smoothing effect of (x, v) variables,
and the Gevrey radius is c0t

a with a big a > 1, so we improve considerably the
Gevrey radius, and we gain also the exponential decay for velocity variable.

Remark 1.3. The results of this Theorem improves the results in [4, 12, 14, 16, 21].
Our computation was inspired by the work in [20] for the Landau equation( other
improvement can be seen in [5, 22] ), but our problem is like a non linear form of
pseudo-differential operators, so that the computation is more complicated. The
index and radius of Gevery properties is claimed to be sharp, see [6, 20].

2. Schema for the proof of Main theorem

The paper [4, 14] has already proven that the Cauchy problem (1.3) admet a
unique solution

(2.1) g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G1+ 1
2s (Rx;S

1+ 1
2s

1+ 1
2s

(Rv))),

and

(2.2) ∥g∥L∞([0,T ];Hr
x(L

2
v))

≤ C0ϵ0.

and it is the limit of the following approximation system:

(2.3)


∂tg

n+1 + v ∂xg
n+1 + Lgn+1 = K(gn, gn+1), n ≥ 0

gn+1|t=0 = g0(x, v),

g0 = e−t(1−△x,v)g0.

The existence, regularity, smallness and the convergence of {gn} with norm as (2.1)
and (2.2) is given in [4, 14].

We just need to improve the Gevrey index of above approximation sequence, and
try to prove

(2.4) ∥ec0(t
1+2s̃(1−∆x)

s̃+t(1−∆v)
s̃)gn∥L∞([0, T ];Hr

x(L
2
v))

≤ C0ϵ0,

with s̃ = min{s, 1
2} and C0 independent of n, this imply,

g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G 1
2s (R2

x,v)), 0 < s <
1

2
,

and

g ∈ L∞(]0, T [;A(R2
x,v)),

1

2
≤ s < 1.

To understand the idea of proof of (2.4), we consider the following Cauchy problem
of the fractional Kolmogorov equation

(2.5)

{
∂tf + v ∂xf + (1−∆v)

sf = 0, (x, v) ∈ R2n, t > 0,
f |t=0 = f0(x, v) ∈ L2(R2n),

by using Fourier transform, we obtain

f̂(t, η, ξ) = e−
∫ t
0
⟨ξ+ρη⟩2sdρf̂0(η, ξ + tη).

Use now the inequality (see [20] ), for α > 0,

(2.6)

∫ t

0

(1 + |ξ + ρη|2)α/2dρ ∼ t {1 + |ξ|α + tα|η|α} ,

we can obtain

ec(t(1−∆v)
s+t1+2s(1−∆x)

s)f ∈ L2(R2n
x,v).
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Here the equation in (2.5) is linear with constent coefficients, if we come back to
the non linear equation (1.3), we have to use the covexity of exponential function
which need

⟨ξ⟩σ ≤ ⟨ξ − η⟩σ + ⟨η⟩σ, ∀ξ, η ∈ Rd,

and this hold true only for σ ≤ 1, so that we have to replace 2s by 2s̃ ≤ 1, then we
try to prove

(2.7) ∥eΨs(t,Dx,Dv)gn∥L∞([0, T ];Hr
x(L

2
v))

≤ C0ϵ0,

with

Ψs(t, η, ξ) = c0

∫ t

0

⟨ξ + ρη⟩2s̃dρ,

But our solution of (2.3) satisfy only (2.1), we can’t use

e2Ψs(t,Dx,Dv)gn+1(t)

as test function to the equation in (2.3), then we will choose

(2.8) Mδ(t, η, ξ) =
eΨs(t,η,ξ)

1 + δeΨs(t,η,ξ)
, 0 < δ ≪ 1,

so that we have, for any 0 < δ ≪ 1

M2
δ (t,Dx, Dv)g

n+1(t) ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G1+ 1
2s (Rx;S

1+ 1
2s

1+ 1
2s

(Rv))),

it is a good test function for the equation in (2.3), since M2
δ (t,Dx, Dv) is a pseudo-

differential operators of order 0, then we have, for any n ∈ N,

(2.9)

(
(∂t + v∂x)g

n+1, M2
δ g

n+1
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

+
(
Lgn+1, M2

δ g
n+1

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
K(gn, gn+1),M2

δ g
n+1

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Our object is, by using the above equation, to establish the following estimate

(2.10) ∥Mδg
n(t)∥Hr

x(L
2
v)

≤ Cϵ0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, n ∈ N,

with C independs of 0 < δ ≪ 1 and n, then take δ → 0 in (2.10) to get (2.7).
We will prove (2.10) by induction on n ∈ N, it is true for n = 0 by the choose of

g0 = e−t(1−△x,v)g0 and hypothesis for g0 in Theorem 1.1.
We study the three terms in (2.9) by the following three Propositions,

Proposition 2.1. For the kinetic part of (2.9), then for any function g satisfy
(2.1), we have

(2.11)
(
(∂t + v∂x)g,M

2
δ g

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

≥ 1

2

d

dt
||Mδg||2Hr

x(L
2
v)

− c0||⟨Dv⟩sMδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

Proof. By using Plancherel formula, we have(
(∂t + v∂x)g,M

2
δ g

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
(∂t − η∂ξ)ĝ, ⟨η⟩2rM2

δ (t, η, ξ)ĝ
)
L2

η,ξ

=
(
(∂t − η∂ξ)

(
⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ

)
, ⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ

)
L2

η,ξ

−
(
{(∂t − η∂ξ)Mδ(t, η, ξ)}⟨η⟩r ĝ, ⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ

)
L2

η,ξ

,
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here, for the last term, using the fact

(∂t − η∂ξ)Ψs(t, η, ξ) = c0⟨ξ⟩2s̃,

(∂t − η∂ξ)Mδ(t, η, ξ) =
Mδ(t, η, ξ)

1 + δeΨs
(∂t − η∂ξ)Ψs(t, η, ξ)

=
Mδ(t, η, ξ)

1 + δeΨs
c0⟨ξ⟩2s̃.

We get(
(∂t + v∂x)g,M

2
δ g

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
1

2

d

dt
∥Mδg∥2Hr

x(L
2
v)

− c0

(Mδ(t, η, ξ)

1 + δeΨs
⟨ξ⟩2s̃⟨η⟩r ĝ, ⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ

)
L2

η,ξ

,

on the other hand,∣∣∣∣(Mδ(t, η, ξ)

1 + δeΨs
⟨ξ⟩2s̃⟨η⟩r ĝ, ⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ

)
L2

η,ξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ||⟨Dv⟩sMδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
,

which imply then (2.11). □

For the second term in (2.9), we need to define an anisotropic norm associated
with the linear operators L,

|||g|||2 =

∫
R2

v∗,v

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)µ∗
(
g′ − g

)2
dθdv∗dv

+

∫
R2

v∗,v

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)g2∗
(√

µ′ −√
µ
)2
dθdv∗dv,

and

|||g|||2(r,0) =
∫
R
|||⟨Dx⟩rg|||2dx.

The relationship of this anisotropic norm with the linear operators L is

(2.12)
(
Lg, g

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

+ C∥g∥2Hr
x(L

2
v)

∼ |||g|||2(r,0),

and

(2.13) ∥g∥2Hr
x(H

s
v)

+ ||⟨v⟩sg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

≤ C|||g|||2(r,0).

The analysis of linear operator L and anisotropic norm ||| · ||| can be seen in the
Sction 2 of [3] or [18, 19].

Proposition 2.2. For the linear part of (2.9), there exists c1 > 0, C1 > 0, such
that, for any function g satisfy (2.1), we have(

Lg,M2
δ g

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

≥ c1|||Mδg|||2(r,0) − C1||Mδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

Finally, for the thrid term in (2.9),

Proposition 2.3. For the nonlinear part of (2.9), there exists C2 > 0, such that,
for any function f, g, h satisfy (2.1), we have∣∣∣(MδK(f, g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C2∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
|||Mδg|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0).

The proof of above two Propositions is the main technical part of this work, and
will give by the rest of this paper.



6 X. CAI, H. CAO & C.-J. XU

Combine above three Propositions, from (2.9), we get

1

2

d

dt
||Mδg

n+1||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+ c1|||Mδg
n+1|||2(r,0) ≤ c0||⟨Dv⟩sMδg

n+1||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+ C1||Mδg
n+1||2Hr

x(L
2
v)

+ C2∥Mδg
n∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
|||Mδg

n+1|||2(r,0).

Using now (2.13) with a choose of c0 > 0 such that c0C ≤ c1
6 , and induction

hypothesis (2.10) with small ϵ0 such that

C2∥Mδg
n∥Hr

x(L
2
v)

≤ C2C0ϵ0 ≤ c1
6
,

then we obtain

d

dt
||Mδg

n+1||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+ c1|||Mδg
n+1|||2(r,0) ≤ C̃1||Mδg

n+1||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

The Gronwell inequality imply

sup
0≤t≤T

||Mδg
n+1(t)||2Hr

x(L
2
v)

+ c1

∫ T

0

|||Mδg
n+1(s)|||2(r,0)ds ≤ CT ||Mδg0||2Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Using the convergence of approximation solution in [4, 14], we have proven the
following results.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that g ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hr
x(L

2
v)) is a solution of Cauchy prob-

lem (1.3) with the initial datum satisfying the asuumption of Theorem 1.1, let
0 < ϵ0 ≪ 1 and 0 < c0 small enough, then there exists CT > 0 which is inde-
pendant of 0 < δ < 1, such that

||Mδg(t)||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+

∫ t

0

|||Mδg(τ)|||2(r,0)dτ ≤ CT ∥g0∥2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

Taking δ → 0, we get

||eΨsg(t)||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+

∫ T

0

|||eΨsg(τ)|||2(r,0)dτ ≤ CT ∥g0∥2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

We have then proven (2.4) by using the inequality (2.6).

In the second step, we study now the exponential decay of the solution, with the
same reason as in the first step, we choose the multiplier

Gδ(t, v) =
ec0t⟨v⟩

2s̃

1 + δec0t⟨v⟩2s̃
.

The computation is almost same as for Proposition 2.1-2.3, and we can get

||Gδg(t)||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+

∫ T

0

|||Gδg(τ)|||2(r,0)dτ ≤ 2∥g0∥2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

So that the rest of this work is the proof of Proposition 2.2, Proposition 2.3 and
their variation with Gδ(t, v).

3. Fourier analysis of Kac Operators

We first recall some analysis results about Kac operators, we have the Bobylev
formula for the Fourier transform of the Kac operator ([15]),

(3.1) F
(
K(f, g)

)
(ξ) =

1

2π

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)
{
f̂(ξ sin θ)ĝ(ξ cos θ)− f̂(0)ĝ(ξ)

}
dθ ,

By applying the Bobylev formula, [4, 14] has proven (2.12), (2.13) and the following
Proposition.
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Proposition 3.1. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1 and
r > 1/2, it holds

(3.2) |(K(f, g), h)Hr
x(L

2
v)
| ≤ ||f ||Hr

x(L
2
v)
|||g|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0)

for any suitable function f, g, h.

Moreover, if we take a trilinear operator T defined by

T (f, g, ω) =

∫∫
β(θ)ω(v∗){f(v′∗)g(v′)− f(v∗)g(v)}dθdv∗ ,

that is
T (f, g, µ1/2) = K(f, g) ,

We have the next corollary.

Corollary 3.2. If ω satisfies, for a constant C such that,

|ω(v)| ≤ Cµ1/4(v), ∀ v ∈ R.
It still stands

|(T (f, g, ω), h)Hr
x(L

2
v)
| ≤ C∥f∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
|||g|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0)

The proof of the Corollary can be seen in [6, 10].
For the Kac operator K(f, g), there are Bobylev formula about their Fourier

transformation, but in our case, it is now the operators K(f, g), so we study their
Fourier transformation.

Lemma 3.3. For K(f, g) defined by (1.4) and β(θ) satisfies (1.2), the refined
Bobylev formula of K can be given by

Fv

(
K(f, g)

)
(ξ) =

1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫
R
β(θ)µ2(u){f̂(u′) ĝ (ξ′)− f̂(u)ĝ(ξ)} dudθ

where
u′ = ξ sin θ + u cos θ, ξ′ = ξ cos θ − u sin θ.

Proof. We recall

K(f, g)(v) = µ− 1
2

∫∫
β(θ)(

√
µ′
∗f

′
∗
√
µ′g′ −√

µ∗f∗
√
µg)dθdv∗

=

∫
Rv∗

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ) {f(v′∗)g(v′)− f(v∗)g(v)}µ1/2(v∗)dθdv∗,

here we use µ(v∗) = µ−1(v)µ(v′∗)µ(v
′). Then use Bobylev formula (3.1), we get

Fv (K(f, g)) (ξ) =
1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{
Λ(ξ cos θ, ξ sin θ)− µ̂1/2f(0)ĝ(ξ)

}
dθ,

where

Λ(ξ cos θ, ξ sin θ) = Fv,v∗

(
f(v∗)g(v)

)
∗ Fv,v∗

(
e−

|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2
4

)
(ξ cos θ, ξ sin(−θ)).

because∫
v

∫
v∗

µ1/2(v∗)f(v
′)g(v′∗)e

ivξdv∗dv =

∫
v

∫
v∗

µ1/2(v′∗)f(v)g(v∗)e
iv′ξdv∗dv

=

∫
v

∫
v∗

e−
|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2

4 f(v)g(v∗)e
−iξv cos θ−iξv∗ sin(−θ)dv∗dv

= Fv,v∗

(
f(v∗)g(v)

)
(ξ1, ξ2) ∗ξ1,ξ2 Fv,v∗

(
e−

|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2
4

)
(ξ1, ξ2)

∗ξ1 δ(ξ cos θ) ∗ξ2 δ(ξ sin(−θ))

= Fv,v∗

(
f(v∗)g(v)

)
∗ Fv,v∗

(
e−

|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2
4

)
(ξ cos θ, ξ sin(−θ))
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We first deal with the e−
|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2

4 part, consider the following integral:

I(ξ1, ξ2) :=

∫∫
R×R

e−
|v sin θ+v∗ cos θ|2

4 e−i(vξ1+v∗ξ2) dv dv∗,

where (v, v∗) ∈ R2 are integration variables, (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R2 are the Fourier variables,
and θ ∈ R is a fixed parameter.

To simplify the integral, we perform the following linear change of variables:{
y = v sin θ + v∗ cos θ,

z = −v cos θ + v∗ sin θ,
so that

{
v = y sin θ − z cos θ,

v∗ = y cos θ + z sin θ.

This transformation is orthogonal, so the Jacobian determinant is 1, and the inte-
gration measure is preserved: dv dv∗ = dy dz.

Substituting into the integral, we obtain:

I(ξ1, ξ2) =

∫∫
R×R

e−
y2

4 e−i(vξ1+v∗ξ2) dy dz.

Using the inverse transformation expressions for v and v∗, we compute:

vξ1 + v∗ξ2 = (y sin θ − z cos θ)ξ1 + (y cos θ + z sin θ)ξ2

= y(ξ1 sin θ + ξ2 cos θ) + z(−ξ1 cos θ + ξ2 sin θ).

Define:

α := ξ1 sin θ + ξ2 cos θ, κ := −ξ1 cos θ + ξ2 sin θ,

then the integral becomes:

I(ξ1, ξ2) =

∫∫
R×R

e−
y2

4 e−i(yα+zκ) dy dz.

We now compute the separated integrals,∫
R
e−izκ dz = 2π δ(κ),

∫
R
e−

y2

4 e−iyα dy =
√
4π e−α2

,

where δ(x) is Dirac measure of variable x. Therefore, the final result is:

I(ξ1, ξ2) = 2π
√
4π · e−(ξ1 sin θ+ξ2 cos θ)2 · δ (−ξ1 cos θ + ξ2 sin θ) .

or, more compactly,

I(ξ1, ξ2) = C e−α2

δ(κ).

We now compute the convolution of the distribution e−α2

δ(κ) with the tensor

product f̂(ξ2)ĝ(ξ1),(
e−α2

δ(κ) ∗ f̂(ξ2)ĝ(ξ1)
)
(ξ1, ξ2)

=

∫
R2

e−α2(ζ1,ζ2)δ
(
κ(ζ1, ζ2)

)
ĝ(ξ1 − ζ1)f̂(ξ2 − ζ2) dζ1dζ2.

Note that the delta function δ(β(ζ1, ζ2)) enforces the condition:

κ(ζ1, ζ2) = −ζ1 cos θ + ζ2 sin θ = 0 =⇒ ζ2 = ζ1
cos θ

sin θ
.

Substituting this into α, we get:

α = ζ1 sin θ + ζ2 cos θ = ζ1 sin θ + ζ1
cos2 θ

sin θ
= ζ1

1

sin θ
.



THE NON CUTOFF KAC EQUATION 9

Thus, the convolution becomes:∫∫
R2

e−α2(ζ1,ζ2)δ(β(ζ1, ζ2))ĝ(ξ1 − ζ1)f̂(ξ2 − ζ2) dζ1dζ2

=

∫
R
e−(

ζ1
sin θ )

2

ĝ(ξ1 − ζ1) f̂

(
ξ2 − ζ1

cos θ

sin θ

)
1

sin θ
dζ1.

=

∫
R
e−u2

ĝ(ξ1 − u sin θ) f̂ (ξ2 − u cos θ) du.

Then let ξ1 = ξ cos θ , ξ2 = −ξ sin θ, and variable change (u, θ) → (−u,−θ) for the
gain part,

Fv

(
K(f, g)

)
(ξ) =

1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ){(
∫
R
µ2(u)ĝ(ξ1 − u sin θ) f̂ (ξ2 + u cos θ) du)

− µ̂1/2f(0)ĝ(ξ)}dθ

=
1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ){
∫
R
µ2(u)ĝ(ξ cos θ − u sin θ) f̂ (−ξ sin θ − u cos θ)

− µ2(u)f̂(u)ĝ(ξ)} dudθ

=
1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ){
∫
R
µ2(u)ĝ(ξ cos θ − u sin θ) f̂ (ξ sin θ + u cos θ)

− µ2(u)f̂(u)ĝ(ξ)} dudθ.

□

Corollary 3.4. If we take x into consideration, the refined Bobylev formula can be
conclude in

Fx,v

(
K(f, g)

)
(ξ, η) =

1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫
R
β(θ)µ2(u)

{
f̂(t, η, u′) ∗η ĝ (t, η, ξ′)

− f̂(t, η, u) ∗η ĝ(t, η, ξ)
}
dudθ.

=
1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫
R2

β(θ)µ2(u)
{
f̂(t, η − η1, u

′)ĝ (t, η1, ξ
′)

− f̂(t, η − η1, u)ĝ(t, η1, ξ)
}
dudη1dθ.

Furthermore, for α > 1
4 ,

Fx,v

(
T (f, g, µα)

)
(ξ, η) =

1

2π

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫
R2

β(θ)µ
1
α (u)

{
f̂(t, η − η1, u

′)ĝ (t, η1, ξ
′)

− f̂(t, η − η1, u)ĝ(t, η1, ξ)
}
dudη1dθ.

Now prepare some computation for the weighted function.

Lemma 3.5. Let Mδ the weighted function defined in (2.8), then

|∂ξMδ(t, η, ξ)| ≤ CMδ(t, η, ξ),

and

|∂2
ξMδ(t, η, ξ)| ≤ CMδ(t, η, ξ).

Here we just need

|∂ξΨs(t, η, ξ)| ≤ C.

The next estimation is a preparation for the nonlinear part.
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Lemma 3.6. For any τ ∈ [0, 1], Mδ defined by (2.8), then we have

Mδ(t, η, ξτ ) ≤ CMδ(t, η1, ξ
′)max{Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′),Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}e⟨u⟩
2s̃

,

where ξτ = ξ′ − τ(ξ′ − ξ).

Proof. We have firstly

Ψs(t, η,−tη − ξ) = Ψs(t, η, ξ)

That means Ψs(t, η, ξ) is symmetric with respect to ξ = tη
2 . Now notice

(ξ − ξ′) = ξ(1− cos θ) + u sin θ

= sin
θ

2

ξ sin θ + u(1 + cos θ)

cos θ
2

= sin
θ

2

u′ + u

cos θ
2

,

then

⟨ξτ + ρη⟩2s̃ ≤ ⟨ξ′ + ρη + τ tan
θ

2
(u+ u′)⟩2s̃

≤ ⟨ξ′ + ρη1 + ρ(η − η1) + τ tan
θ

2
(u+ u′)⟩2s̃

≤ ⟨ξ′ + ρη1⟩2s̃ + ⟨ρ(η − η1) + τ tan
θ

2
(u′)⟩2s̃ + ⟨τ tan θ

2
(u)⟩2s̃.

On the other hand

⟨ρ(η − η1) + τ tan
θ

2
(u′)⟩2s̃ ≤ max{⟨ρ(η − η1)− u′⟩2s̃, ⟨ρ(η − η1) + u′⟩2s̃}.

Since x
1+δx is a increasing function for x > 0, we have

ABC

1 + δABC
≤ 9

A

1 + δA

B

1 + δB

C

1 + δC

≤ 9
A

1 + δA

B

1 + δB
C,

then we have

Mδ(t, η, ξτ ) ≤ CMδ(t, η1, ξ
′)max{Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′),Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}e⟨u⟩
2s̃

.

□

Lemma 3.7. Let
v′ = v cos θ − v∗ sin θ,

v′∗ = v sin θ + v∗ cos θ,
θ ∈ [0, 2π).

Then, for every triple (v, v∗, θ) one has, for 0 < s ≤ 1,

2s−1 ≤ ⟨v∗⟩2s + ⟨v⟩2s

⟨v′∗⟩2s + ⟨v′⟩2s
≤ 2 1−s .

In particular, when s = 1 the ratio equals 1 exactly.

4. Analysis of linear operator

We now come back to the proof the Proposition 2.2, we first have(
Lg,M2

δ g
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
L(Mδg),Mδg

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

+
(
[L,Mδ]g,Mδg

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Firstly (
L(Mδg),Mδg

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

≥ c̃1|||Mδg|||2(r,0) − C1||Mδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

So that the proof of the Proposition 2.2 is transfer to the following estimates of
commutators.
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Proposition 4.1. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1,
there exists C > 0 such that for suitable function g, h,∣∣∣([L, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)

We prove this proposition by the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1 and
r > 1/2, there exists C > 0 such that for 0 < t < T, v ∈ R, x ∈ R,∣∣∣([L1, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Proof. We have(
[L1, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
MδK(µ1/2, g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

−
(
K(µ1/2,Mδg), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Using Plancerel formula, Lemma 3.3, and a cut-off approximation procesus, we can
formaly wirte the collisian term in two parts by following steps:(
[L1, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
1

2π

{∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)Mδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ

′) µ̂
1
2 (u′) du

}
dθ ĥ dudξdη

−
∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)Mδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ) µ̂

1
2 (u) du

}
dθ ĥ dudξdη

−
∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)ĝ(t, η, ξ′) µ̂
1
2 (u′) du

}
dθ ĥ dudξdη

+

∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)Mδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ) µ̂

1
2 (u) du

}
dθ ĥ dudξdη

}
.

Thus, we have(
[L1, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
1

2π

∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)

(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
)

× ĝ(t, η, ξ′) µ̂
1
2 (u′) du

}
dθ ĥ dξdη

The case of 0 < s < 1/2 : The first-order Taylor formula gives

Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′) =

∫ 1

0

(ξ − ξ′)∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

where ξτ = ξ′ − τ(ξ′ − ξ). Thus we have∣∣∣([L1, Mδ]g, h
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣ ∫
R2

ξ,η

⟨η⟩2r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)

(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
)

× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) du
}
dθ ĥ dξdη

∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣ ∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ)
{
µ2(u)

(∫ 1

0

(ξ − ξ′)∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

)
× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′)

}
ĥ dudξdθdη

∣∣∣.
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Note that for any ξ, ξ′, there is

⟨ξτ + ρη⟩ ≤ ⟨ξ′ + ρη⟩+ |ξτ − ξ′| = ⟨ξ′ + ρη⟩+ |τ(ξ − ξ′)|

≤ ⟨ξ′ + ρη⟩+ | tan θ

2
| |u+ u′|, ∀u, ξ ∈ R.

Thus we have

Mδ(t, η, ξτ )

Mδ(t, η, ξ′)
≤ 3et tan

θ
2 |u+u′|,

Using |u+ u′| ≤ ⟨u⟩+ ⟨u′⟩ ≤ 4⟨u⟩⟨u′⟩ and Lemma 3.5,∣∣∣ ∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ)µ2(u)

(∫ 1

0

(ξ − ξ′)∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

)
× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) ĥ du dξdθdη

∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣ ∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ)µ2(u)
( ∫ 1

0

sin
θ

2

u+ u′

cos(θ/2)
∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ)

)
× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) ĥ dudξdθdη

∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ)µ2(u)
∣∣∣ sin θ

2

⟨u⟩⟨u′⟩
cos(θ/2)

et tan
θ
2 |u+u′|

∣∣∣Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

×
∣∣∣ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) ĥ

∣∣∣ dudξdθdη.
By Hölder inequality and β(θ) sin θ ∼ θ−2s which converge for 0 < s < 1/2.∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ)µ2(u)
∣∣ sin θ

2

⟨u⟩⟨u′⟩
cos(θ/2)

et tan
θ
2 (|u|+|u′|)Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
∣∣

×
∣∣ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) ĥ

∣∣ dudξdθdη
≤

{∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
∣∣ sin θ

2

⟨u′⟩2

cos(θ/2)

∣∣ ∣∣et tan θ
2 (|u

′|)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)
∣∣2

×
∣∣⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) |2 dudξdθdη

}1/2

×
{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
∣∣ sin θ

2

⟨u⟩2

cos(θ/2)

∣∣
×
∣∣µ2(u)et tan

θ
2 (|u|)⟨η⟩rĥ|2 dudξdθdη

}1/2

.

For the first term, use the variable change (ξ′, u′) → (ξ, u), this transformation is
orthogonal, so the Jacobian determinant is 1{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ) sin θ

2

⟨u′⟩2

cos(θ/2)

∣∣et tan θ
2 (|u

′|)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)
∣∣2

× |ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) |2 dudξdθdη
}1/2

≤ C∥⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ)∥L2
η(L

2
ξ)

× ∥µ2(u)⟨u⟩e|u|∥L2
u
∥θ−2s∥

1
2

L1
θ
.
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For the second term,

{∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
(
sin

θ

2

⟨u⟩2

cos(θ/2)

× |µ2(u)et tan
θ
2 (|u|)⟨η⟩rĥ|2 dudξdθdη

}1/2

≤ ∥⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)∥L2
η(L

2
ξ)
∥µ2(u)⟨u⟩e|u|∥L2

u
∥θ−2s∥

1
2

L1
θ
.

Hence, for 0 < s < 1
2 , we get∣∣∣([L1, Mδ(t,Dx, Dv)]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣
≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

The case of 1/2 ≤ s < 1:, We use now the second-order Taylor formula.

Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′) = (ξ − ξ′)∂ξMδ(t, η, ξ

′)

+

∫ 1

0

(1− τ)(ξ − ξ′)2∂2
xMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ,

and for a suitable function F , for any fixed u ∈ R

∫
R

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)(ξ − ξ′)F (ξ′)dθdξ = 0.

Thus we have∣∣∣([L1, Mδ]g, h
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣ ∫
η

∫
ξ

⟨η⟩r
∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)
{∫

R
µ2(u)

(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
)

× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) du
}
dθ ⟨η⟩rĥ dξdη

∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣ ∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩rβ(θ)
{
µ2(u)

(∫ 1

0

(1− τ)(ξ − ξ′)2∂2
ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

)
× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′)

}
⟨η⟩rĥ dθdudξdη

∣∣∣.
Thanks to Lemma 3.5 we have

∣∣∣ ∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩rβ(θ)µ2(u)
(∫ 1

0

(1− τ)(ξ − ξ′)2∂2
ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

)
× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′) ⟨η⟩rĥ dθdudξdη

∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩rβ(θ)µ2(u)
∣∣∣ sin2 θ

2

(u+ u′)2

cos2(θ/2)
et tan

θ
2 |u+u′|Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
∣∣∣

× |ĝ(t, η, ξ)µ2 (u′) ⟨η⟩rĥ| dθdudξdη.
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Now |ξ−ξ′|2 = C sin2 θ
2 |u+u′|2, Using Hölder inequality, and |u+u′|2 ≤ C⟨u⟩2⟨u′⟩2,

we have∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩rβ(θ)µ2(u)
∣∣∣ sin2 θ

2

(u+ u′)2

cos2(θ/2)
et tan

θ
2 |u+u′|Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
∣∣∣

× |ĝ(t, η, ξ)µ2 (u′) ⟨η⟩rĥ| dudξdθdη

≤ C
{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ) sin2
θ

2

⟨u′⟩4

cos(θ/2)

∣∣∣et tan θ
2 (|u

′|)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′)
∣∣∣2 dudξdθdη}1/2

×
{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)µ2(u) sin2
θ

2

⟨u⟩4

cos(θ/2)

× |et tan θ
2 (|u|)⟨η⟩rĥ|2 dudξdθdη

}1/2

.

For the first term, use the variable change (ξ′, u′) → (ξ, u), this transformation is
orthogonal, so the Jacobian determinant is 1,{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ) sin2 θ

2

⟨u′⟩4

cos2(θ/2)

∣∣∣et tan θ
2 (|u

′|)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

× ĝ(t, η, ξ′)µ2 (u′)
∣∣∣2 dudξdθdη}1/2

=
{∫

R3
ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

⟨η⟩2rβ(θ) sin2 θ

2

⟨u⟩4

cos2(θ/2)

∣∣∣et tan θ
2 (|u|)Mδ(t, η, ξ)

× ĝ(t, η, ξ)µ2 (u)
∣∣∣2 dudξdθdη}1/2

≤ C∥⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ)∥L2
η(L

2
ξ)

× ∥µ2(u)⟨u⟩2e|u|∥L2
u
∥θ1−2s∥

1
2

L1
θ
.

For the second term,{∫
R3

ξ,η,u

∫ π/2

−π/2

β(θ)µ2(u) sin2
θ

2

⟨u⟩4

cos2(θ/2)

× |et tan θ
2 (|u|)⟨η⟩rĥ|2 dudξdθdη

}1/2

≤ C∥⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)∥L2
η(L

2
ξ)
∥µ2(u)⟨u⟩2e|u|∥L2

u
∥θ1−2s∥

1
2

L1
θ
.

Hence, for 1
2 ≤ s < 1, we also get∣∣∣([L1, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

which ends the proof of Lemma 4.2. □

The commutators with L2 is simalry.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1 and
r > 1/2, there exists C > 0 such that∣∣∣([L2, Mδ]g, h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
x)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
x)
.

We omit the proof of this Lemma.
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5. Upper estimates of non linear operator

Now we turn attention to Proposition 2.3, we have, by using (3.2), with the aid
of refined Bobylev formula of Corollary 3.4,(

MδK(f, g), h
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
⟨η⟩rF(MδK(f, g)), ⟨η⟩rF(h)

)
L2

η,ξ

=

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ
2(u)⟨η⟩r

(
f̂(t, η − η1, u

′)ĝ (t, η1, ξ
′)

− f̂(t, η − η1, u)ĝ (t, η1, ξ)
)
⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ) dθdη1dudξdη

=

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2r
(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ

2(u)f̂(t, η − η1, u
′)ĝ (t, η1, ξ

′) ĥ(t, η, ξ)

−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u′)f̂(t, η − η1, u

′)ĝ (t, η1, ξ
′) ĥ(t, η, ξ′)

)
dθdη1dudξdη,

We get then(
MδK(f, g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)
(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ

2(u)M̂δh(t, η, ξ)

−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u′)ĥ(t, η, ξ′)

)
dθdη1dudξdη

=

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)
(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ

2(u)ĥ(t, η, ξ)

−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u)ĥ(t, η, ξ) +Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)µ2(u)ĥ(t, η, ξ)

−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u′)ĥ(t, η, ξ) +Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)µ2(u′)ĥ(t, η, ξ)

−Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u′)ĥ(t, η, ξ′)

)
dθdη1dudξdη

= A1 +A2 +A3,

with

A1 =

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)µ2(u)

×
(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
)
ĥ(t, η, ξ) dθdη1dudξdη ,

A2 =

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)

×
(
µ2(u)− µ2(u′)

)
ĥ(t, η, ξ) dθdη1dudξdη ,

A3 =

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)µ2(u′)

×
(
ĥ(t, η, ξ)− ĥ(t, η, ξ′)

)
dθdη1dudξdη .

We study now this third terms by the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.1. We have the following estimates:

|A1| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
,
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|A2| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
|||Mδg|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0),

and

(5.1) |A3| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

With this Proposition, by using (2.13), we can then get the Proposition 2.3,

Proof. We consider first (5.1), we can prove this it by Cancellation Lemma, in fact,
by variable change ξ′ → ξ, see [16], page 651.

|A3| ≤
∣∣∣ ∫

R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ
2(u)⟨η⟩rf̂(t, η1, u)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ)dη1

× ⟨η⟩rM̂δh(t, η, ξ)
{
1− 1

cos(θ)

}
dθdη1dudξdη

∣∣∣
Note that√

1 + (ρη + ξ)2 =
√
1 + (ρη1 + ρ(η − η1) + ξ + u− u)2

≤
√

1 + (ξ + ρη1)2 +
√
1 + (u+ ρ(η − η1))2 +

√
u

and

eX+Y

1 + δeX+Y
≤ 3

eY

1 + δeY
eX

1 + δeX
,

we obtain

Mδ(t, η, ξ) ≤ 3Mδ(t, η1, ξ)Mδ(t, η − η1, u)e
t|u|.

Hence we have

|A3| ≤
∫
R4

η,ξ,u,η1

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)
sin2( θ2 )

cos θ
Mδ(t, η, ξ)µ

2(u){⟨η1⟩r + ⟨η − η1⟩r}

×
∣∣∣ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂(t, η − η1, u)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)

∣∣∣dθdξdη
≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥Mδg∥L∞

x (L2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)

+ C∥Mδf∥L∞
x (L2

v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

We finish the proof by the embedding L∞(Rx) ⊂ Hr(Rx). Here we use

β(θ)
sin2( θ2 )

cos θ
∼ θ1−2s,

is integrable over [−π/2, π/2] for 0 < s < 1. □

For the terms A1, A2, we have, note that f̂ can be divided into the odd part
and the even part for ξ. Such as

f̂(t, η, ξ) =
f̂(t, η, ξ) + f̂(t, η,−ξ)

2
+

f̂(t, η, ξ)− f̂(t, η,−ξ)

2
,

where

f̂even(t, η, ξ) =
f̂(t, η, ξ) + f̂(t, η,−ξ)

2
, f̂odd(t, η, ξ) =

f̂(t, η, ξ)− f̂(t, η,−ξ)

2



THE NON CUTOFF KAC EQUATION 17

Lemma 5.2. For suitable function f∫
R4

η,ξ,u,η1

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)
{
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
}
µ2(u)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdξdη

=

∫
R4

η,ξ,u,η1

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)
{
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
}
µ2(u)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdξdη.

We can prove this Lemma by the changing of variable: (ξ, u, θ) → (ξ,−u,−θ),
so that we can consider only the even part of f for the terms A1.

Lemma 5.3. For 0 < s < 1, we have

|A1| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

Proof. For A1, we cannot directly use the method in Lemma 4.2, because we cannot
control e|u

′| = e|ξ sin θ+u cos θ| in whole space.
We divide the space R3

η,ξ,u × [−π
2 ,

π
2 ] into four parts (depends on η1).

Θ1 = {|θ| ≤ |ξ|− 1
2 ; Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≥ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}

Θ2 = {|θ| ≤ |ξ|− 1
2 ; Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≤ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}

Θ3 = {|θ| ≥ |ξ|− 1
2 ; Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≥ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}

Θ4 = {|θ| ≥ |ξ|− 1
2 ; Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≤ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′)}.

Then

A1 =

4∑
j=1

∫
Θj

∫
Rη1

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)µ2(u)

×
(
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
)
ĥ(t, η, ξ) dη1dθdudξdη

= A11 + · · ·A14 .

There is not the singularity of β(θ) for the terms A13, A1,4, so we use Lemma 5.2
to estimate directly,

|A13| ≤
∫
Θ3

∫
Rη1

β(θ)
∣∣∣ Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
∣∣∣µ2(u)

× ⟨η⟩r|ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|dη1dθdudξdη

≤
∫
Θ3

∫
Rη1

β(θ)max
{
Mδ(t, η, ξ),Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
}
µ2(u)

× ⟨η⟩r|ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|dη1dθdudξdη.

Note that ∫
|θ|≥|ξ|−

1
2

β(θ)dθ ≤ Cθ−2s
∣∣∣π/2
|ξ|−

1
2
≤ C⟨ξ⟩s
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and using Lemma 3.6,

|A13| ≤ C
{∫

Θ3

β(θ)(⟨ξ′⟩s + ⟨u′⟩s)−1
∣∣∣ ∫

η1

Mδ(t, η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1

∣∣∣2dudξdηdθ}1/2

×
{∫

Θ3

β(θ)(⟨ξ′⟩s + ⟨u′⟩s)
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

2s̃

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|2dudξdηdθ
}1/2

≤ A131 ×A132

For the second term A132, by using of Lemma 3.7,

A132 =
{∫

Θ3

β(θ)(⟨ξ′⟩s + ⟨u′⟩s)
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

s

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)
∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

≤ C
{∫

Θ3

β(θ)(⟨ξ⟩s + ⟨u⟩s)
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

s

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)
∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

≤ C
{∫

R3
η,ξ,u

(⟨ξ⟩2s⟨u⟩s
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

s

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)
∣∣∣2dudξdη}1/2

≤ C∥h∥Hr
x(H

s
v)
∥⟨u⟩s/2µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

2s̃

∥L2
u
≤ C∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

By variable change (ξ′, u′) → (ξ, u), for the first term A131, we just need to use

⟨ξ⟩s
′
(⟨ξ⟩s + ⟨u⟩s)−1 ≤ (⟨cos θξ⟩s + ⟨sin θu⟩s)(⟨ξ⟩s + ⟨u⟩s)−1

≤ (⟨ξ⟩s + ⟨u⟩s)(⟨ξ⟩s + ⟨u⟩s)−1 ≤ 1,

Then

|A13| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)

We similarly have

|A14| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

Now for the term A11 and A12, we need to cancell the singularity of β(θ), two
terms are similary, so we study only the term A11. We need now to consider two
cases : mild singularity case of 0 < s < 1

2 , and strong singularity case of 1
2 ≤ s < 1.

Mild singularity case of 0 < s < 1
2

Using now the first-order Taylor formula, and ξ′ − ξ = 1
2 sin

2( θ2 )ξ − sin θu

A11 =

∫
Θ1

β(θ)(ξ′ − ξ)µ2(u)

∫
η1

∫ 1

0

∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ′)dθdudξdη

=

∫
Θ1

β(θ)
1

2
sin2(

θ

2
)ξµ2(u)

∫
η1

∫ 1

0

∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ′)dθdudξdη

+

∫
Θ1

β(θ) sin θuµ2(u)

∫
η1

∫ 1

0

∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ′)dθdudξdη
= B1 +B2
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Using the Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6,

|B1| ≤ C

∫
Θ1

∣∣∣β(θ)1
2
sin2(

θ

2
)ξµ2(u)

∫
η1

∫ 1

0

∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)

∣∣∣dθdudξdη
≤ C

∫
Θ1

∣∣∣β(θ)1
2
sin2(

θ

2
)ξµ2(u)Mδ(t, η1, ξ

′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u
′)

× et⟨u⟩
2s̃

⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)

∣∣∣dθdudξdη.
Note that ,∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
dθ ≤ C0

∫ |ξ|−
1
2

0

θ1−2sdθ ≤ C0θ
2−2s

∣∣∣|ξ|− 1
2

0
≤ C0⟨ξ⟩s−1.

Thanks to Hölder inequality

|B1| ≤ C
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
|ξ|1−s

∣∣∣ ∫
η1

Mδ(t, η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1

∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

×
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
|ξ|1+s

∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩
2s̃

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|2dθdudξdη
}1/2

= B11 ×B12.

For the second item B12

B12 ≤ C0

{∫
R3

⟨ξ⟩2s
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

s

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|2dudξdη
}1/2

≤ C0∥h∥Hr
x(H

s
v)
∥µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

2s̃

∥L2
u
≤ C∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

By variable change (ξ′, u′) → (ξ, u), for the first term B11, using∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
|ξ′|1−sdθ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,u

≤ C.

We get

B11 ≤ C
{∫

R3

(⟨η1⟩2r + ⟨η − η1⟩2r)
∣∣∣ ∫

η1

Mδ(t, η1, ξ)Mδ(t, η − η1, u)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)dη1

∣∣∣2dudξdη}1/2

≤ C
{
∥⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ)∥2L2

η(L
2
ξ)
∥Mδ(t, η, ξ)f̂even(t, η, ξ)∥2L1

η(L
2
ξ)

+ ∥Mδ(t, η, ξ)ĝ(t, η, ξ)∥2L1
η(L

2
ξ)
∥⟨η⟩rMδ(t, η, ξ)f̂even(t, η, ξ)∥2L2

η(L
2
ξ)

}1/2

≤ C
{
∥Mδg∥2Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥Mδf∥2L∞

x (L2
v)

+ ∥Mδg∥2L∞
x (Hs

v)
∥Mδf∥2Hr

x(L
2
v)

}1/2

,

Then note that continuous embedding L∞(R) ⊂ Hr(R),

|B1| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.
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For B2, by the same method, using the Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6,

|B2| ≤ C

∫
Θ1

|β(θ)1
2
sin(θ)uµ2(u)

∫
η1

∫ 1

0

∂ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|dθdudξdη

≤ C

∫
Θ1

|β(θ)1
2
sin(θ)uµ2(u)Mδ(t, η1, ξ

′)Mδ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)

× et⟨u⟩
2s̃

⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|dθdudξdη

Using, for 0 < 2s < 1,∫ |ξ|−
1
2

0

β(θ) sin(θ)dθ ≤ C0

∫ |ξ|−
1
2

0

θ−2sdθ ≤ C0θ
1−2s

∣∣∣|ξ|− 1
2

0
≤ C0⟨ξ⟩s−

1
2 .

We get

|B2| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Hence we have proved Lemma 5.3 for 0 < s < 1
2 ,

|A1| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

□

Strong singularity case of 1
2 ≤ s < 1.

The analysis in Θ3, Θ4 is same to the case when 0 < s < 1/2. For Θ1, Θ2, take
the second-order Taylor formula. Using∫∫

β(θ)(ξ − ξ′)F (ξ′)dθdξ = 0,

and

(ξ′ − ξ)2 =
1

4
sin4(

θ

2
)ξ2 + sin2 θu2 + sin2(

θ

2
) sin θ ξ u,

Thus, combined with Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 5.2, we have

A1 =

∫
Θ1

∫
η1

β(θ)
{
Mδ(t, η, ξ)−Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)
}
µ2(u)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdudξdη

=

∫
Θ1

∫
η1

β(θ)

∫ 1

0

(ξ − ξ′)2(1− τ)∂2
ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτµ

2(u)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdudξdη

= B3 +B4 +B5

where

B3 =

∫
Θ1

∫
η1

β(θ)

∫ 1

0

sin4(
θ

2
)ξ2(1− τ)∂2

ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτµ
2(u)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdξdudη,

B4 =

∫
Θ1

∫
η1

β(θ)

∫ 1

0

sin2 θ u2(1− τ)∂2
ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτµ

2(u)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdudξdη,



THE NON CUTOFF KAC EQUATION 21

B5 =

∫
Θ1

∫
η1

β(θ)

∫ 1

0

sin2(
θ

2
) sin θξu(1− τ)∂2

ξMδ(t, η, ξτ )dτµ
2(u)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdudξdη.

We can analysis B3, B4, B5 by same method, for instance we estimate a term of B3.
Note that when (ξ, u, θ) ∈ Θ1, |ξ| sin2( θ2 ) ≤ 1 and∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
dθ ≤ C0

∫ |ξ|−
1
2

0

θ1−2sdθ ≤ C0θ
2−2s

∣∣∣|ξ|− 1
2

0
≤ C0⟨ξ⟩s−1.

We can get

|B3| ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδf∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

By the same method,

|B4| ≤ C
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin2 θ
∣∣∣ ∫

η1

Mδ(t, η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1

∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

×
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin2 θu4
∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩

2s̃

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)
∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

,

using ∫ |ξ|−
1
2

0

β(θ) sin2 θdθ ≤ C⟨ξ⟩s−1 ≤ C.

Which imply

|B4| ≤ C∥Mδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδf∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

And for B5

|B5| ≤ C
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin2 θ|ξ|1−s
∣∣∣ ∫

η1

Mδ(t, η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′)

× ⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1

∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

×
{∫

Θ1

β(θ) sin4
θ

2
|ξ|1+su2

∣∣∣µ2(u)et⟨u⟩
2s̃

⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|2dθdudξdη
}1/2

.

Now using∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin2 θ|ξ′|1−sdθ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,u

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin2 θ|ξ|1−sdθ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,u

≤ C0|||ξ|1−s⟨ξ⟩s−1∥L∞
ξ,u

≤ C0,

and ∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫ |ξ|−

1
2

0

β(θ) sin4
θ

2
|ξ|1+sdθ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,u

≤ C0|||ξ|1+s⟨ξ⟩s−2∥L∞
ξ,u

≤ C0.

Thus

|B5| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Hence we have proved Lemma 5.3 for 1
2 ≤ s < 1.
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6. Technical Lemma

The estimate of term A2 is more technical, we have firstly.

Corollary 6.1. For A2, note that µ is a even function for v, we also have

A2 =

∫
R4

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ) ⟨η⟩2rf̂even(t, η1, u′)ĝ(t, η − η1, ξ
′)Mδ(t, η, ξ

′)

×
(
µ2(u)− µ2(u′)

)
ĥ(t, η, ξ) dθdη1dudξdη ,

We can prove now,

Lemma 6.2. We have the following estimates

|A2| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
|||Mδg|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0)

Proof. For A2, we can analysis it by the same way like A1. But we divide the space
R3

η,ξ,u × [−π
2 ,

π
2 ] into 6 parts,

Σ1 = {|θ| ≤ |ξ|−1, µ(u) ≤ µ(u′)}, Σ2 = {|θ| ≥ |ξ|−1, µ(u) ≤ µ(u′)},
Σ3 = {|θ| ≥ |ξ|−1,Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≥ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′) , µ(u) ≥ µ(u′)},
Σ4 = {|θ| ≥ |ξ|−1,Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≤ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′) , µ(u) ≥ µ(u′)},
Σ5 = {|θ| ≤ |ξ|−1,Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≥ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′) , µ(u) ≥ µ(u′)},
Σ6 = {|θ| ≤ |ξ|−1,Mδ(t, η − η1, u

′) ≤ Mδ(t, η − η1,−u′) , µ(u) ≥ µ(u′)}.
Using Corollary 6.1, we have

A2 =

6∑
j=1

∫
Σj

∫
η1

β(θ)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)
(
µ2(u)− µ2(u′)

)
× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u

′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dθdudξdη
= A21 + · · ·A26.

Firstly

|A22| ≤
∫
Σ2

β(θ)

∫
η1

Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)µ2(u′)

× ⟨η⟩r|ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)|dθdξdη.

Note that √
1 + (ρη + ξ′)2 =

√
1 + (ρη1 + ρ(η − η1) + ξ + u′ − u′)2

≤
√
1 + (ξ′ + ρη1)2 +

√
1 + (u′ + ρ(η − η1))2 +

√
|u′|.

It stands

Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

Mδ(t, η1, ξ′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u′)
≤ 3e|u

′|.

We have also ∫
|θ|≥|ξ|−1

β(θ)dθ ≤ Cθ−2s
∣∣∣π/2
|ξ|−1

≤ C⟨ξ⟩2s.

We can then get

|A22| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

The estimate of the term A23, A24, the integrale define over Σ3 and Σ4, are exactly
the same

|A23|+ |A24| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.
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The estimate of the term A21, A25, A26, the integrale define over Σ1,Σ5 and Σ6, are
also by the same way, so we study only the term A21.

When 0 < s < 1/2, using the first-order Taylor formula

µ2(u)− µ2(u′) =

∫ 1

0

(µ2)′(uτ ) (u− u′) dτ.

where uτ = u− τ(u− u′) = u− (1− τ)(u− u′) and u′ − u = 1
2 sin

2( θ2 )u+ sin θξ.

A21 =

∫
Σ1

∫
η1

β(θ)Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

∫ 1

0

(µ2)′(uτ ) (u− u′)dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)dη1dθdudξdη.

Then

A21 =

∫
Σ1

∫
η1

β(θ)
1

2
sin2(

θ

2
)uMδ(t, η, ξ

′)

∫ 1

0

(µ2)′(uτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ′)dη1dθdudξdη

+

∫
Σ1

∫
η1

β(θ) sin θ ξMδ(t, η, ξ
′)

∫ 1

0

(µ2)′(uτ )dτ

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ)f̂even(t, η − η1, u)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ′)dθdudξdη
= D1 +D2

Since for all (ξ, u, η, θ) ∈ Σ1, |(sin θ)ξ| ≤ 1, | 12u| − 1 ≤ |uτ | ≤ |u + 1|, | 12u − 1| ≤
|u′| ≤ |u|+ 1 and (µ2)′(u) = −2uµ2(u), we get

|D1| ≤ C

∫
Σ1

∫
η1

∣∣∣β(θ)1
2
sin2(

θ

2
)uMδ(t, η, ξ

′)(|u|+ 1)µ2(|1
2
u− 1|)

×
∫
η1

⟨η⟩rĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)

∣∣∣dθdξdη.
Note that when (ξ, u, η, θ) ∈ Σ1,

Mδ(t, η, ξ
′)

Mδ(t, η1, ξ′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u′)
≤ 3e|u|+1,

and ∫ |ξ|−1

0

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
dθ ≤ C0⟨ξ⟩2s−2

Thanks to Hölder inequality, we get

|D1| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

For D2, we have

|D2| ≤ C
{∫

Σ1

∫
η1

β(θ) sin(θ)|ξ′|
∣∣∣Mδ(t, η1, ξ

′)Mδ(t, η − η1, u
′)

× ⟨η⟩r ĝ(t, η1, ξ′)f̂even(t, η − η1, u
′)dη1

∣∣∣2dθdudξdη}1/2

×
{∫

Σ1

∫
η1

β(θ) sin(θ)|ξ|2|ξ′|−1
∣∣∣(|u|+ 1)µ2(|1

2
u− 1|)

× e|u|+1⟨η⟩rĥ(t, η, ξ)
∣∣∣2dθdξdη}1/2

.
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By the same method, we use, for 0 < s < 1
2 ,∫ |ξ|−1

0

β(θ) sin(θ)dθ ≤ C0⟨ξ⟩2s−1

and

|ξ|2/|ξ′| ≤ ⟨ξ⟩⟨u⟩, ∀ (ξ, u, η, θ) ∈ Σ1.

We get

|D2| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

Hence, we have for 0 < s < 1/2,

|A21|+ |A25|+ |A26| ≤ C∥Mδf∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Mδg∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(H
s
v)
.

For the case of 1/2 ≤ s < 1, we use second order Tylor fromula,

µ2(u)− µ2(u′) = −2u′µ2(u′)(u− u′) +

∫ 1

0

(1− τ) (µ2)”(uτ ) (u− u′)2 dτ.

And when (ξ, u, η, θ) ∈ Σ1,

(u′ − u)2 =
1

4
sin4(

θ

2
)u2 + sin θ2ξ2 − sin2(

θ

2
) sin θ ξ u,

and ∫ |ξ|−1

0

β(θ) sin2
θ

2
dθ ≤ C0⟨ξ⟩2s−2.

It can therefore be concluded that

|A2| ≤ C||Mδf ||Hr
x(L

2
v)
|||Mδg|||(r,0)|||h|||(r,0).

We finish then the proof of Proposition 2.3. □

7. Exponential decay for the velocity variable

To study the exponential decay for the velocity variable of the solution, we choose
test function to the equation in (1.3), then we will choose

G2
δg(t) ∈ L∞(]0, T [;G1+ 1

2s (Rx;S
1+ 1

2s

1+ 1
2s

(Rv))),

where

Gδ(t, v) =
ec0t⟨v⟩

2s̃

1 + δec0t⟨v⟩2s̃
,

is a bounded function for 0 < δ < 1, then we have

(7.1)

(
(∂t + v∂x)g,G

2
δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

+
(
Lg,G2

δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=
(
K(g, g), G2

δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)
.

Our object is also, by using the above equation, to establish the following estimate

(7.2) ∥Gδg(t)∥Hr
x(L

2
v)

≤ C, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

with C independs of 0 < δ < 1, then take δ → 0 in (7.2) to get

∥ec0t⟨ · ⟩2s̃g(t)∥Hr
x(L

2
v)

≤ C, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Combine with the results of (2.4), we get the Gevrey-Gelfand-Shilov smoothing
effect of Theorem 1.1.

We study the three terms in (7.1) by the following Proposition,
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Proposition 7.1. For the kinetic part of (7.1), we have(
(∂t + v∂x)g,G

2
δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

≥ 1

2

d

dt
||Gδg||2Hr

x(L
2
v)

− c0||⟨v⟩sGδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

For the linaer part, we have(
Lg,G2

δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

≥ c1|||Gδg|||2(r,0) − C1||Gδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)
.

For the nonlinear part,∣∣∣(K(g, g), G2
δg
)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣ ≤ C2∥g∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
|||Gδg|||2(r,0)

+ C3||Gδg||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

|||Gδg|||(r,0).

Then the nonlinear Gronwell inequality give immediatly the following results.

||Gδg(t)||2Hr
x(L

2
v)

+

∫ t

0

||||Gδg(τ)|||2(r,0)dτ ≤
∥g0∥2Hr

x(L
2
v)

1− Ct∥g0∥2Hr
x(L

2
v)

.

Exactly as in Section 4, we only need to study the estimates of commutators.
To prove the commutator estimation between linear operator L and Gδ, we give

the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. For Gδ(t, v), we have

|∂vGδ(t, v)| ≤ C⟨v⟩2s̃−1Gδ(t, v),

|∂2
vGδ(t, v)| ≤ C⟨v⟩4s̃−2Gδ(t, v).

Then, we deal with the commutator estimation of linear operator L and Gδ as
follows.

Lemma 7.3. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1, 0 < δ <
1 and r > 1

2 . Then

|([L, Gδ]g, h)Hr
x(L

2
v)
| ≤ C∥⟨v⟩sGδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥h∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
,

The proof is almost the same as the Fourier multiplier, and for the case of
0 < s < 1

2 , it follows from the first-order Taylor formula,

Gδ(t, v)−Gδ(t, v
′) =

∫ 1

0

(v − v′)∂vGδ(t, vτ )dτ,

and

(v − v′) = 2 sin2
θ

2
v − sin θ v∗ = tan

θ

2
(v∗ + v′∗),

we need also ⟨vτ ⟩2s̃ ≤ ⟨v′⟩2s̃ + |v∗|+ |v′∗|.
For the Case of 1

2 ≤ s < 1, we use the second-order Taylor formula

Gδ(t, v)−Gδ(t, v
′) = (v − v′)∂vGδ(t, v

′)

+

∫ 1

0

(1− τ)(v − v′)2∂2
vGδ(t, vτ )dτ,

We give here some computation for non linear commutaors, and the linear case can
be deduce immediatly.

Lemma 7.4. Assume that the cross-section satisfies (1.2) with 0 < s < 1, δ < 1
and r > 1/2. Then we have∣∣∣(K(f, Gδg)−GδK(f, g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

∣∣∣
≤ C||Gδf∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥Gδg∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
|||h|||(r,0).
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Proof. We have firstly(
K(f, Gδg)−GδK(f , g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=

∫
R3

∫ π
2

−π
2

µ− 1
2 (v∗)β(θ)

{
Gδ(t, v

′)⟨Dx⟩rg(t, x, v′)f(t, x, v′∗)

− ⟨Dx⟩rGδ(t, v)g(t, x, v)f(t, x, v∗)
}
⟨Dx⟩rh̄(t, x, v)dθdv∗dvdx

=

∫
R3

∫ π
2

−π
2

µ− 1
2 (v)β(θ)µ(v′∗)µ

1
2 (v′){Gδ(t, v

′)−Gδ(t, v)}

× ⟨Dx⟩rg(t, x, v′)f(t, x, v′∗)⟨Dx⟩rh(t, x, v)dθdv∗dvdx.

The case of 0 < s < 1/2: Note that |v|2 = |v′|2 + |v′∗|2 − |v∗|2, thus when
0 < s < 1

2

⟨vτ ⟩s ≤ ⟨v′⟩s + ⟨v′∗⟩s + C⟨v∗⟩s,
we have

Gδ(t, vτ ) ≤ 3Gδ(t, v
′)Gδ(t, v

′
∗)e

c0t⟨v∗⟩s .

We also divide the space into two parts,

Ξ1 =
{
|θ| ≤ 1

|v|s
}
, Ξ2 =

{
|θ| ≥ 1

|v|s
}
.

Then (
K(f, Gδg)−GδK(f, g), h

)
Hr

x(L
2
v)

=

∫
R3

∫ π
2

−π
2

β(θ)µ
1
2 (v∗)

∫ 1

0

1

2
sin2

(
θ

2

)
v∂vGδ(t, vτ )dτ

× ⟨Dx⟩rg(t, x, v′)f(t, x, v′∗)⟨Dx⟩rh(t, x, v)dθdv∗dvdx

+

∫
x

∫
v

∫
v∗

∫
θ

β(θ)µ
1
2 (v∗)

∫ 1

0

sin θ v∗∂vGδ(t, vτ )dτ

× ⟨Dx⟩rg(t, x, v′)f(t, x, v′∗)⟨Dx⟩rh(t, x, v)dθdv∗dvdx
= E1 + E2.

Thus, by Lemma 7.2, for the integrale over Ξ1

|E11| ≤ C
{∫

R2
x,v∗

∫
Ξ1

β(θ) sin θ
∣∣∣Gδ(t, v

′)Gδ(t, v
′
∗)

× ⟨Dx⟩rg(t, x, v′)f(t, x, v′∗)
∣∣∣2dθdv∗dvdx}1/2

×
{∫

x

∫
v

∫
v∗

∫
θ

β(θ) sin θ
∣∣∣µ 1

2 (v∗)⟨v∗⟩1−2s̃ec0t|v∗|
s

× ⟨Dx⟩rh(t, x, v)⟨v⟩s
∣∣∣2dθdv∗dvdx}1/2

,

which imply That means,

|E11| ≤ C∥Gδg∥Hr
x(L

2
v)
∥Gδf∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
∥⟨v⟩sh∥Hr

x(L
2
v)
,

and the same for E21. We omite the estimates of integrale over Ξ2, and also the
case of 1

2 ≤ s < 1. □
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