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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the existence of 2-D Taylor-Couette flow for a rarefied gas between

two coaxial rotating cylinders, characterized by differing angular velocities at the outer boundary {r = 1}
and the inner boundary {r = r1 > 0}, with a small relative strength denoted by α. We formulate the

problem using the steady Boltzmann equation in polar coordinates and seek a solution invariant under

rotation. We assume that the steady state has the specific form F (r, vr, vϕ − α r−r1
1−r1

, vz), where the

translation angular velocity α r−r1
1−r1

is linearly sheared along the radial direction. With this ansatz, the

problem is reduced to solve the nonlinear steady Boltzmann equation with geometric correction, subject

to an external shear force of strength α and the homogeneous non-moving diffuse reflection boundary

condition. We establish the existence of a non-equilibrium steady solution for any small enough shear
rate α through Caflisch’s decomposition, complemented by careful uniform estimates based on Guo’s

L∞ ∩ L2 framework. The steady profile displays a polynomial tail behavior at large velocities. For

the proof, we develop a delicate double-parameter (ϵ, σ)-approximation argument for the construction
of solutions. In particular, we obtain uniform macroscopic dissipation estimates in the absence of mass

conservation for σ ∈ [0, 1) getting close to 1. Additionally, due to the non-trivial geometric effects, we

develop subtle constructions of test functions by solving second-order ODEs with geometric corrections
to establish macroscopic dissipation. Furthermore, we justify the non-negativity of the steady profile

by demonstrating its large-time asymptotic stability with an exponential convergence rate under radial
perturbations.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background. The Boltzmann equation is a fundamental model in kinetic theory which can be used
to describe the motion of a rarefied gas when the Knudsen number is finite, cf. [8, 24,32,40]. The stability
near the global Maxwellian equilibrium is a natural result of the celebrated H−theorem and the intrinsic
structure of the Boltzmann collision operator. The physical importance of studying the non-equilibrium
dynamics of a rarefied gas which admits a non-Maxwellian steady state has been discussed in a recent review
article [23] and references therein. In most situations, the appearance of non-equilibrium states is caused
by inhomogeneous data at physical boundaries or at far fields with variable temperature and velocity, or
possibly caused by a given external force. In fact, based on perturbation theory, some non-equilibrium
steady states are non-Maxwellians but are still close to a global Maxwellian and decay exponentially for
large velocities, see [18–20,43,44].

However, there also exists a class of non-equilibrium states inherent to the Boltzmann dynamics that
exhibit a polynomial tail for large velocities. Indeed, the numerical analysis [6,9,28,30,31,34,37,38,41,42]
for kinetic plane Couette flow governed by the steady Boltzmann equation indicates that the solution should
exhibit a polynomial tail, see also the monograph [24] and the survey [36]. Recently, the first author of this
paper together with his collaborators [13–15] gave a rigorous justification of the existence and positivity
of the 1D uniform shear flow and the Couette flow confined by two parallel infinite plates moving relative
to each other with opposite velocities; see also [35] for the asymptotic stability of such 1D Couette flow
for the steady Boltzmann equation under 3D perturbation. The diffuse limit of such Couette flow for the
Boltzmann equation was also rigorously justified in [17], see also [12, 21, 22, 25] for the Navier-Stokes limit
of the Boltzmann equation.

Closely related to the plane Couette flow, the Taylor-Couette flow between two coaxial rotating cylinders
provides another example for studying the existence and stability issues on the Couette flow solution in
the cylindrical framework. In fact, the Taylor-Couette problem is a classical problem in fluid dynamics,
cf. [11], and has been extensively studied in many aspects; see some mathematical progress [1, 2, 7, 29, 39]
and references therein. The same problem for a rarefied gas flow governed by the nonlinear Boltzmann
equation or related models is also fundamental and important in the kinetic theory of gases and has been
investigated from various points of view. Most studies are based on direct numerical analysis that focuses
on the effect of different types of boundary conditions, cf. [10,33,46]. The main mathematical study of the
stationary Boltzmann equation in a Taylor-Couette flow setting was made by Arkeryd-Nouri [4, 5] in the
hydrodynamic regime; see also a recent work [3] for further investigation of the ghost effect induced by the
boundary curvature. To the best of our knowledge, so far there have been few results on the existence and
stability of the Taylor-Couette flow using kinetic theory.

The current study of Taylor-Couette flow for the Boltzmann equation between two coaxial rotating
cylinders is motivated by [15]. The finite Knudsen number and diffuse reflection boundary condition are
assumed. We aim at showing existence of the Taylor-Couette type non-equilibrium state for the steady
Boltzmann equation driven by a weakly shearing effect due to the difference of rotating velocities at outer
and inner boundaries, and also obtaining the exponential time asymptotic stability of the steady Taylor-
Couette profile under small initial perturbation for the initial-boundary value problem.

1.2. Reformulation of problem. We consider the stationary motion of a rarefied gas flow contained in
an annular domain Ω := {x = (x1, x2) | 0 < r1 < |x|2 = |x1|2 + |x2|2 < 1} on the horizontal plane with
slab symmetry in the vertical x3-axis direction. Let the non-negative unknown function F (x, v) be the
time-independent density distribution function of gas particles with velocity v = (v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3 located
at position x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω. We assume that the motion of such rarefied gas flow can be governed by the
steady Boltzmann equation

v1∂x1
F + v2∂x2

F =
1

Kn
Q(F, F ), (1.1)

subject to the completely diffuse reflection boundary condition

F (x, v)|{|x|=1,v·n⃗1<0} =
√
2πM1

∫
u·n⃗1>0

F (x, u)|u · n⃗1| du,

F (x, v)|{|x|=r1,v·n⃗r1<0} =
√
2πMr1

∫
u·n⃗r1

>0

F (x, u)|u · n⃗r1 | du,
(1.2)
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as well as a given total mass ∫
Ω

∫
R3

F (x, v) dvdx =M0, (1.3)

for some constant M0 > 0. Here, the non-dimensional parameter Kn > 0 is the Knudsen number given by
the ratio of the mean free path to the typical length, n⃗1 = (x1, x2, 0) and n⃗r1 = (−x1/r1,−x2/r1, 0) are the
outward unit normal vectors at the outer boundary |x| = 1 and the inner boundary |x| = r1, respectively,
and the incoming boundary equilibrium states are given by

M1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|v−u1|2

2 , Mr1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|v−ur1

|2

2 ,

with u1 and ur1 being the angular velocities of the outer and inner circles, respectively. The bilinear
Boltzmann collision operator Q(·, ·) is defined as

Q(F1, F2) =

∫
R3

∫
S2
B(ω, v − v∗)[F1(v

′
∗)F2(v

′)− F1(v∗)F2(v)] dωdv∗ =: Q+(F1, F2)−Q−(F1, F2), (1.4)

where we have denoted v′ = v + [(v∗ − v) · ω]ω and v′∗ = v∗ − [(v∗ − v) · ω]ω with ω ∈ S2 as the velocities
after collision, which can be solved from the conservation laws

v∗ + v = v′∗ + v′, |v∗|2 + |v|2 = |v′∗|2 + |v′|2.

Throughout this paper, we consider the case of general hard potentials under the Grad’s angular cutoff
assumption, that is, the collision kernel B(ω, v − v∗) is given by

B(ω, v − v∗) = |v − v∗|γB0(cos θ), cos θ = ω · v − v∗
|v − v∗|

, ω ∈ S2,

with 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ B0(cos θ) ≤ C| cos θ|.
In the following, without loss of generality, we assume

u1 = α
(
− x2√

x21 + x22
,

x1√
x21 + x22

, 0
)
, ur1 = (0, 0, 0),

where α = |u1| > 0 represents the relative strength of the rotation rate. We remark that the general
boundary angular velocities u1 and ur1 with a small relative strength |u1 − ur1 | can also be treated in a
similar way. For convenience, we introduce the polar coordinates{

x1 = r cosϕ,

x2 = r sinϕ,
r ∈ (r1, 1), ϕ ∈ [−π, π).

Then, one has u1 = α(− sinϕ, cosϕ, 0), n⃗1 = (cosϕ, sinϕ, 0), and n⃗r1 = (− cosϕ,− sinϕ, 0). Due to the
effect of boundary curvature, it is also convenient to study (1.1) in the polar coordinates. To this end, as
in [4,5,45], we shall make some changes of variables to reformulate the problem (1.1)–(1.2). For simplicity
of presentation, we set Kn = 1 throughout the paper.

Substitution 1: Let 
x1 = r cosϕ,

x2 = r sinϕ,

v = v,

then (1.1)-(1.2) becomes

(v1 cosϕ+ v2 sinϕ)
∂F

∂r
+

1

r
(−v1 sinϕ+ v2 cosϕ)

∂F

∂ϕ
= Q(F, F ), (1.5)

and

F (1, ϕ, v)|v·n⃗1<0 =
√
2πM1

∫
u·n⃗1>0

F (1, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗1| du,

F (r1, ϕ, v)|v·n⃗r1<0 =
√
2πMr1

∫
u·n⃗r1

>0

F (r1, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗r1 | du.
(1.6)
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Substitution 2: Let 
η = 1− r,

ϕ = ϕ,

v = v,

then (1.5)–(1.6) becomes

−(v1 cosϕ+ v2 sinϕ)
∂F

∂η
+

1

1− η
(−v1 sinϕ+ v2 cosϕ)

∂F

∂ϕ
= Q(F, F ), (1.7)

and

F (0, ϕ, v)|v·n⃗1<0 =
√
2πM1

∫
u·n⃗1>0

F (0, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗1| du,

F (η1, ϕ, v)|v·n⃗r1
<0 =

√
2πMr1

∫
u·n⃗r1>0

F (η1, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗r1 | du,
(1.8)

where we have denoted η1 = 1− r1.
Substitution 3: Let 

η = η,

ϕ = ϕ,

ṽ = −v,
then (1.7)–(1.8) becomes

(ṽ1 cosϕ+ ṽ2 sinϕ)
∂F

∂η
− 1

1− η
(−ṽ1 sinϕ+ ṽ2 cosϕ)

∂F

∂ϕ
= Q(F, F ), (1.9)

and

F (0, ϕ, ṽ)|ṽ·n⃗1>0 =
√
2πM̃1

∫
u·n⃗1<0

F (0, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗1| du,

F (η1, ϕ, ṽ)|ṽ·n⃗r1
>0 =

√
2πM̃r1

∫
u·n⃗r1

<0

F (η1, ϕ, u)|u · n⃗r1 | du,
(1.10)

where

M̃1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|ṽ+u1|2

2 , M̃r1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|ṽ|2
2 .

Substitution 4: Let 

η = η,

ϕ = ϕ,

vη = ṽ1 cosϕ+ ṽ2 sinϕ,

vϕ = −ṽ1 sinϕ+ ṽ2 cosϕ,

vz = ṽ3,

then (1.9)-(1.10) can be rewritten as

vη
∂F

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
vϕ
∂F

∂ϕ
+ v2ϕ

∂F

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂F

∂vϕ

)
= Q(F, F ), (1.11)

and

F (0, ϕ, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πM̃1

∫
uη<0

F (0, ϕ, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| duηduϕduz,

F (η1, ϕ, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πM̃r1

∫
uη>0

F (η1, ϕ, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| duηduϕduz,
(1.12)

where

M̃1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|vη|2+|vϕ+α|2+|vz|2

2 , M̃r1 =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|vη|2+|vϕ|2+|vz|2

2 . (1.13)

For (1.11)–(1.12), we assume that the distribution function F is invariant under rotations, that is, we
can drop the dependence on ϕ. With this ansatz, we search the solution of the form

F (η, ϕ, vη, vϕ, vz) = G(η, vη + uη, vϕ + uϕ, vz),
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where the macroscopic translation velocity u = (uη, uϕ, uz) is chosen as the classical Taylor-Couette type
flow:

u = (uη, uϕ, uz) =: (0,
α(η1 − η)

η1
, 0).

Note that the angular velocity uϕ = α(1− η/η1) is linear in the radial variable η ∈ (0, η1), connecting the
boundary angular velocities α and 0 as given in (1.13). Then (1.11)–(1.12) can be rewritten as

vη
∂G

∂η
− α

η1
vη
∂G

∂vϕ
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂G

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂G

∂vϕ

)
= Q(G,G), (1.14)

with the rest diffuse reflection boundary condition:

G(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

G(0, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| du,

G(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

G(η1, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| du,
(1.15)

where

µ = µ(vη, vϕ, vz) =
1

(2π)
3
2

e−
|vη|2+|vϕ|2+|vz|2

2 .

1.3. Asymptotic analysis. Observe that if the shear strength α tends to zero in (1.14), then the trivial
equilibrium state G = Cµ for a suitable constant C with (1.3) satisfied is the stationary solution of the
boundary-value problem (1.14)–(1.15). Motivated by this observation, we let

G = M̃0µ+ α
√
µg,

with M̃0 being the constant determined by the total mass:

2πM̃0

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

(1− η)µ dvdη =M0, (1.16)

then g satisfies

vη
∂g

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ

∂g

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂g

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1

(
vη

∂g

∂vϕ
− vηvϕ

2
g
)
+ Lg = −

vηvϕ
√
µ

η1
+ αΓ(g, g), (1.17)

supplemented with the zero mass condition∫ η1

0

∫
R3

(1− η)
√
µg dvdη = 0,

and the following boundary conditions:

g(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√

2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(
√
µg)(0, uη, uϕ, uz) du,

g(η1, uη, uϕ, uz)|vη<0 =
√

2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(
√
µg)(η1, uη, uϕ, uz) du.

Here, L = ν −K is the linearized Boltzmann operator defined by

Lg = νg −Kg = νg −
∫
R3

k(v, u)g(u) du,

with

ν = ν(v) =

∫
R3

∫
S2
|v − v∗|γµ(v∗)B0(cos θ) dωdv∗,

and k(v, u) being the symmetric integral kernel of K. The nonlinear term is given as

Γ(f, g) =
1
√
µ
Q(

√
µf,

√
µg).

It is easy to check that ν(v) depends only on |v| and is an even function with respect to vη, vϕ and vz.
Due to the trouble term α

2η1
vηvϕg induced by the shear effect in (1.17), we cannot directly get ∥g∥L2 using
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the energy estimate. To overcome this difficulty, motivated by [13–15], we use the following Caflisch’s
decomposition

√
µg = g1 +

√
µg2,

and require g1 to satisfy
vη
∂g1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂g1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂g1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂g1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µg2 + νg1

= (1− χM )Kg1 −
1

η1
vηvϕµ+ αQ(

√
µg,

√
µg),

g1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, g1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(1.18)

and g2 to satisfy

vη
∂g2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂g2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂g2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂g2
∂vϕ

+ νg2 = Kg2 + χMµ
− 1

2Kg1,

g2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(g1 +
√
µg2)(0, uη, uϕ, uz) du,

g2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(g1 +
√
µg2)(η1, uη, uϕ, uz) du,

(1.19)

where χM (v) is a smooth cut-off function satisfying

χM (v) =

{
1, |v| ≤M,

0, |v| ≥M + 1,

and

Kf :=
√
µK(

f
√
µ
) =

∫
R3

µ
1
2 (v)k(v, u)µ− 1

2 (u)f(u) du.

Note that the boundary conditions for g1 are set to be zero for incoming velocities.

1.4. Main results. Let wℓ(v) = (1 + |v|2) ℓ
2 for ℓ > 0. Now, we state the main result for the stationary

problem (1.1)–(1.2).

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and ℓ∞ ≫ 4. For any given total mass M0 > 0, there exist positive constants
α∗ and C0 such that for any α ∈ (0, α∗), the steady boundary value problem (1.1)–(1.2) (equivalently
(1.14)–(1.15)) and (1.3) admits a unique solution in the form of

Fst(x1, x2, v1, v2, v3) = Fst(η, ϕ, vη, vϕ, vz) = Gst(η, vη, vϕ + uϕ, vz)

= M̃0µ(vη, vϕ + uϕ, vz) + α(g1 +
√
µg2)(η, vη, vϕ + uϕ, vz),

where uϕ = α(η1−η)
η1

, M̃0 is determined by (1.16), and (g1, g2)(η, vη, vϕ, vz) is the unique solution to the

coupled system (1.18)–(1.19) satisfying

∥wℓ∞(g1, g2)∥L∞
η,v

≤ C0.

Remark 1.1. Compared with [13–15], it is very difficult to obtain the estimates of the derivatives of the
remainder term with respect to the velocity variable due to the appearance of geometric correction terms in
(1.17) arising from the boundary curvature, cf. [45]. This also restricts us to expand G only up to the first
order of α.
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To show the non-negativity of the steady profile Fst(x, v) established in Theorem 1.1, we shall consider
the following time-evolutionary problem

∂tG+ vη
∂G

∂η
− α

η1
vη
∂G

∂vϕ
− 1

1− η
(v2ϕ

∂G

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂G

∂vϕ
) = Q(G,G),

G(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz),

G(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|G(t, 0, uη, uϕ, uz) du,

G(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|G(t, η1, uη, uϕ, uz) du.

(1.20)

If G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz) is very close to Gst(η, vη, vϕ, vz), one may expect that the solution of time-dependent
problem (1.20) converges to the solution Gst(η, vη, vϕ, vz) of the steady problem (1.14)–(1.15) as the time
goes to infinity. For this, the second result is concerned with the large time asymptotic stability of the
stationary solution Fst established in Theorem 1.1, which implies the non-negativity of Fst.

Theorem 1.2. Let Fst(x, v) be the steady state obtained in Theorem 1.1, that is,

Fst(x, v) = Gst(η, vη + uη, vϕ + uϕ, vz),

where Gst(η, vη, vϕ, vz) is the steady solution of problem (1.14)–(1.15). There are constants α∗ > 0, ε0 > 0,
λ0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any α ∈ (0, α∗), if the initial data F0(x, v) = G0(η, vη + uη, vϕ+ uϕ, vz) ≥ 0
satisfy

∥wℓ∞ [G0 −Gst]∥L∞
η,v

≤ ε0,

with ∫ η1

0

∫
R3

(1− η)[G0 −Gst](η, vη, vϕ, vz) dvdη = 0, (1.21)

then the initial-boundary value problem (1.20) admits a unique solution G(t, η, v) ≥ 0 satisfying the following
exponential decay estimate

∥wℓ∞ [G−Gst]∥L∞
η,v

≤ Ce−λ0t∥wℓ∞ [G0 −Gst]∥L∞
η,v
, (1.22)

for any t ≥ 0.

Now, we briefly emphasize the key points in the proof of main results above.

(i) The requirement of zero boundary conditions for (1.18) is essential to obtain weighted L∞
η,v estimates

on g1. In fact, if we impose the following diffusive boundary conditions on g1:

g1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

g1(0, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| du,

g1(η1, vη, vϕ)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

g1(η1, uη, uϕ, uz)|uη| du,

we have to iterative many times along the backward trajectory to utilize the smallness of diffusion of
boundary data to close the estimates on ∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
, cf. [26]. However, for each iteration process, one has

to control the terms
√
2πwℓµ

∫
uη<0

(1− χM )Kw(w
ℓg1)(0, u)(w

−ℓ(u)|uη|) du,

√
2πwℓµ

∫
uη>0

(1− χM )Kw(w
ℓg1)(η1, u)(w

−ℓ(u)|uη|) du,
(1.23)

arising from the non-homogeneous diffusive boundary conditions. Here, Kwf =: wℓK(w−ℓf). As mentioned
in [13–15], the smallness of the term (1−χM )Kw(w

ℓg1) comes mainly from the weight ℓ for large velocities
(see Lemma A.1). For example, for γ = 0, we only have

∥(1− χM )Kw(w
ℓg1)∥L∞

η,v
≲

1

ℓ
∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
,
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for ℓ and M sufficiently large. Then one may only bound (1.23) as

∥wℓµ∥L∞
v

ℓ
∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
.

Noting that ∥wℓµ∥L∞
v

is finite but depends on ℓ, and lim
ℓ→∞

∥wℓµ∥L∞
v

= lim
ℓ→∞

√
e
(√

ℓ
e

)ℓ
= ∞, one fails to get

any smallness in front of ∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

so that it is impossible to close the estimates of ∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

. A similar

treatment is also applied to solve the unsteady problem (1.20).

(ii) Although the zero boundary conditions for g1 is very helpful in establishing ∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

, it makes
the boundary condition for g2 coupled with the one for g1, which results in many difficulties in establishing
the existence of g2. Indeed, we have to construct the solution for (g1, g2) through studying the following
coupled approximate systems with two parameters ϵ > 0 and 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1:

ϵg1 + vη
∂g1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂g1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂g1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂g1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µg2 + νg1

= σ(1− χM )µ− 1
2Kg1 + S1,

g1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = g1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(1.24)



ϵg2 + vη
∂g2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂g2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂g2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂g2
∂vϕ

+ νg2

= σKg2 + σχMµ
− 1

2Kg1 + S2,

g2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(g2 + σ
√
µg1)(0, u) du+ S(1)

2,b ,

g2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(g2 + σ
√
µg1)(0, u) du+ S(2)

2,b .

(1.25)

For given ϵ > 0, one has to apply the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem to lift σ from 0 to 1. One of
the most important ingredients in applying the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem is to establish uniform
estimates with respect to σ. However, due to the coupling of g1 and g2, the weighted L∞

η,v estimates may
only lead to

∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

≤ Cα∥wℓg2∥L∞
η,v

+ C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞
η,v
,

∥wℓg2∥L∞
η,v

≤ Cℓ∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

+ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞
η,v

+ Cℓ|wℓ[S(0)
2,b ,S

(1)
2,b ]|L∞(γ−) + Cℓ∥g2∥L2

η,v
, (1.26)

see Lemma 3.2 for details. Therefore, to close the estimate, one has to establish L2
η,v estimates on g2.

Applying the direct energy estimates and the trace Lemma A.2 to (1.25) leads to

ϵ∥g2∥2L2
η,v

+ (1− σ)∥g2∥2L2
ν
+ σ∥(I−P)g2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)g2|2L2(γ+)

≤ Cδ
[
∥g2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)g2|2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cδ

[
∥wℓg1∥2L∞

η,v
+ ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞

η,v
+ |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−)

]
, (1.27)

see (4.4)–(4.12) for details. Then, when σ is arbitrarily close to 1 but never equals 1, we can only obtain
from (1.27) that

∥g2∥2L2
η,v

≤ Cϵ

[
∥wℓg1∥2L∞

η,v
+ ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞

η,v
+ |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−)

]
, (1.28)

by taking δ ≪ ϵ. Substituting (1.28) into (1.26), one has

∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

≤ Cα∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

+ C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞
η,v
,

∥wℓg2∥L∞
η,v

≤ Cϵ

[
∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
+ ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞

η,v
+ |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
.

To close the above estimate, one has to require α ≪ ϵ. However, this results in α → 0 when we take
the limit ϵ → 0. Therefore, we need to establish uniform estimate on ∥Pg2∥L2

η,v
with respect to ϵ and σ,

especially when σ is very close to 1.
The classical method to establish ∥Pg2∥L2

η,v
is to apply some appropriate test functions to (1.25) so that

macroscopic estimates can be recovered from the term vη
∂g2
∂η . It should be pointed out that the conservation
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of mass is very essential in constructing appropriate test functions to make the subsequent boundary terms
disappear or be controlled. As in [13–15], the conservation of mass does not hold for (1.25) since we have

used the Caflisch decomposition, so one has to consider the original function g = µ− 1
2 g1 + g2 and attempt

to get ∥Pg∥L2
η,v

. Then use ∥Pg∥L2
η,v

and ∥wℓg1∥L∞
η,v

to control ∥Pg∥L2
η,v

.

However, mass conservation still fails for g due to the appearance of σ, resulting in many difficulties in
establishing the estimate on ∥Pg∥L2

η,v
. In fact, a direct calculation shows that g satisfies

ϵg + vη
∂g

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ

∂g

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂g

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη

∂g

∂vϕ
+

α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µg + νg = σKg + (µ− 1

2S1 + S2).

Let

Pg =
[
a(η) + b1(η)vη + b2(η)vϕ + b3(η)vz + c(η)(|v|2 − 3)

]√
µ.

Multiplying (1.25) by (1− η)
√
µ and integrating over [0, η1]× R3 leads to

[ϵ+ (1− σ)β0]

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη = −(1− σ)
(
(1− η1)

∫
vη>0

g1(η1)|vη| dv −
∫
vη<0

g1(0)|vη| dv
)

− (1− η1)

∫
vη<0

vη
√
µS(2)

2,b dv +

∫
vη>0

vη
√
µS(1)

2,b dv

− (1− σ)βγ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)c(η) dη +

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

(S1 +
√
µS2) dvdη

− (1− σ)

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

ν(v)(I−P)g
√
µ dvdη, (1.29)

where β0 =
∫
R3 ν(v)µdv and βγ =

∫
R3 ν(v)(|v|2 − 3)µdv are two constants. Therefore,

∫ η1

0
(1 − η)a(η) dη

does not vanish and even depends on c(η), which leads that the subsequent boundary terms does not vanish
and is hard to be controlled after applying the test function. Fortunately, we can obtain from (1.29) that∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη ≲
1

β0
∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
+

1

c0
∥(I−P)g∥L2

ν
+
βγ
β0

∥c∥L2

+
1

ϵ
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞

η,v
+

1

ϵ
|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−), (1.30)

which leads to the following estimates on the boundary terms:∫
R3

vη(gΨa)(0, v) dv −
∫
R3

vη(gΨa)(η1, v) dv

≤ κ1|Pγg|2L2(γ+) + κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1∥c∥2L2 + Cκ1 |(I − Pγ)g|2L2(γ+) + Cκ1∥wℓg1∥2L∞
η,v

+ Cϵ,κ1
|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + Cϵ,κ1

∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞
η,v
,

after applying the test function Ψa. Then, applying the trace Lemma A.2 to control the |Pγg|L∞(γ+) and
appropriate test functions to control the other terms, we can obtain

∥a∥2L2 ≲ α∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + (1− σ0)∥a∥L2∥b1∥L2 + κ1∥g2∥2L2
ν
+ Cκ1

∥(b1, c)∥2L2

+ Cκ1
|(I − Pγ)g|2L2(γ+) + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ Cκ1

|wℓg1|2L∞(γ+)

+ Cϵ,κ1 |wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + Cϵ,κ1∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

η,v
,

see (4.23)–(4.34) for details. Even though there is no small coefficient in front of ∥(b1, c)∥L2 on the right
hand side of the above estimates, we can close them by constructing some appropriate test functions in
treating ∥(b1, c)∥L2 such that the estimate of ∥(b1, c)∥L2 is decoupled with ∥a∥L2 . Here, it is also worth
pointing out ϵ−dependence only appears in front of the source terms, and vanishes in front of ∥wℓg1∥L∞

η,v
.

Then we are able to use it to close the uniform estimates (1.26) without the requirement α≪ ϵ. Moreover,
the ϵ−dependence does not matter in front of the source terms since we can use a bootstrap argument to
lift σ from 0 to 1 for any fixed ϵ. As for the subsequent limit ϵ → 0, the sources terms are observed to
automatically satisfy

∫ η1

0

∫
R3(S1 +

√
µS2) dvdη = 0 so that the conversation of mass holds. On the other

hand, we would emphasize that it is essential to introduce the penalty terms ϵg1 and ϵg2 in (1.24)–(1.25);
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otherwise, there must be a σ−dependent coefficient in front of the source terms (see from (1.30)), which
will prevent us from establishing uniform estimates for any σ ∈ [0, 1] and taking the limit σ → 1.

(iii) Since the domain under consideration has nonzero curvature, a geometric correction term 1
1−η

appears in equations (1.18)–(1.19). On one hand, the presence of such geometric terms complicates the
characteristic lines compared to those in [14, 15], necessitating more extensive analysis in establishing the
a priori L∞

η,v estimates and the trace lemma (Lemma A.2). On the other hand, the geometric effect must
be carefully accounted for when deriving the macroscopic dissipation estimate for ∥Pg∥L2 , particularly in
the non-steady case. In fact, to control the temporal derivative term ⟨g, ∂tΨ⟩ that arises after applying a
test function, we have to construct suitable test functions by solving a second-order ODE with variable
coefficients with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, and then analyze carefully the weak formulation the
equations of ∂tPg, see Subsection 7.3 for details.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reformulate the linearized problem and
construct the corresponding linearized approximate systems. The a priori weighted L∞ estimates and L2

estimates for linearized approximate systems will be given in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. In Section 5,
with the help of a priori weighted L∞ estimates, we will apply the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem to
establish the existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the linearized problem. Then, the existence and
uniqueness of solutions to the nonlinear problem and the proof of Theorem 1.1 will be given in Section 6.
In Section 7, we will consider the time-evolutionary problem. The local-in-time existence of non-negative
solution will be established through a well-designed iteration scheme in Section 7.1, and the a priori L∞∩L2

uniform estimate will be shown in Sections 7.2–7.3. Then, we will establish the exponential time asymptotic
stability of the stationary solution so that the non-negativity of steady solution follows. In Appendix A,
some useful estimates, such as the smallness of K for large velocity, the trace lemma and estimates of
iterated integrals, will be proved, which is used extensively in establishing the a priori estimates.

Notations. We list some notations and norms used in the paper. Throughout this paper, C denotes some
generic positive (generally large) constant independent of any parameters, and Ca denotes the constant
depending on a. D ≲ E means that there is a generic constant C > 0 such that D ≤ CE. 1A denotes the
characteristic function on the set A. Sometimes without confusion, we will use ∥ · ∥L2 to denote either the
L2((0, η1) × R3)−norm or the L2(0, η1)−norm or the L2(R3)−norm, and use ∥ · ∥L∞ to denote either the
L∞([0, η1]×R3)−norm or the L∞(R3)−norm. Moreover, ⟨ · ⟩ denotes the L2 inner product in (0, η1)×R3

with the L2−norm ∥ · ∥L2 , and ∥ · ∥L2
w
denotes the weighted L2−norm with weight w. We denote by

γ+ = {(0, v) | vη < 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη > 0}, outgoing boundary,

γ− = {(0, v) | vη > 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη < 0}, incoming boundary,

γ0 = {(0, v) | vη = 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη = 0}, grazing boundary.

Furthermore, |f |L2(γ±) and |f |L∞(γ±) represent the L
2−norm and L∞−norm at the boundaries (η, v) ∈ γ±,

respectively.

2. The linearized approximate systems

In this section, we consider the following linearized system for (f1, f2):vη
∂f1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2 + νf1 = (1− χM )Kf1 + S,

f1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, f1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(2.1)

and 

vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2 = Kf2 + χMµ
− 1

2Kf1,

f2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(f1 +
√
µf2)(0, u) du,

f2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(f1 +
√
µf2)(η1, u) du,

(2.2)
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where
∫ η1

0

∫
R3(1 − η)S dv dη = 0 and ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ < ∞. We denote I := (0, η1) and γ = ∂I × R3 =

{0, η1}×R3 as the phase boundary of I ×R3. We divide γ into three disjoint parts, the outgoing boundary
γ+, the incoming boundary γ−, and the singular boundary γ0 for grazing velocities:

γ+ = {(η, v) ∈ ∂I × R3 : n⃗(η) · v > 0} = {(0, v) | vη < 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη > 0},
γ− = {(η, v) ∈ ∂I × R3 : n⃗(η) · v < 0} = {(0, v) | vη > 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη < 0},
γ0 = {(η, v) ∈ ∂I × R3 : n⃗(η) · v = 0} = {(0, v) | vη = 0} ∪ {(η1, v) | vη = 0},

where n⃗(η) is the outward unit normal vector on ∂I = {0, η1}. It is clear to see that ∂I = {0, η1},
n⃗(0) = (−1, 0, 0) and n⃗(η1) = (1, 0, 0). For later use, we denote

Pγf(η, v) :=
√
2πµ

∫
u·n⃗(η)>0

|uη|(
√
µf)(η, u) du for (η, v) ∈ γ−. (2.3)

Let

h1(η, v) = wℓ(v)f1(η, v), h2(η, v) = wℓ(v)f2(η, v),

then we obtain from (2.1)–(2.2) that
vη
∂h1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µh2 + νh1 +

α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h1

= (1− χM )Kwh1 + wℓS,
h1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, h1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(2.4)

and 

vη
∂h2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h2
∂vϕ

+ νh2 +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h2

= Kwh2 + χMµ
− 1

2Kwh1,

h2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη<0

( h1√
µ
+ h2

)
(0, u)w̃(u) dσ,

h2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη>0

( h1√
µ
+ h2

)
(η1, u)w̃(u) dσ,

(2.5)

where

w̃(v) = (
√
2πµwℓ)−1 and dσ =

√
2πµ(v)|vη| dvηdvϕdvz.

Hereafter, we denote Kwh = wℓK( h
wℓ ) and Kwh = wℓK( h

wℓ ), that is,

Kwh(v) =

∫
R3

kw(v, u)h(u) du with kw(v, u) = wℓ(v)k(v, u)w−ℓ(u), (2.6)

Kwh(v) =

∫
R3

κw(v, u)h(u) du with κw(v, u) = wℓ(v)µ
1
2 (v)k(v, u)µ− 1

2 (u)w−ℓ(u). (2.7)

Some properties for Kw and Kw are listed in Lemma A.1.
Motivated by [14,15,27], to show the existence of (2.5), we shall consider the following coupled approx-

imate systems
ϵh1 + vη

∂h1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µh2 + νh1

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h1σ(1− χM )Kwh1 + wℓS1,

h1(0, v)|vη>0 = 0, h1(η1, v)|vη<0 = 0,

(2.8)
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and 

ϵh2 + vη
∂h2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h2
∂vϕ

+ νh2 +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h2

= σKwh2 + σχMµ
− 1

2Kwh1 + wℓS2,

h2(0, v)|vη>0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη<0

h2(0, u)w̃(u) dσ +
σ

w̃(v)

∫
uη<0

h1√
µ
(0, u)w̃(u) dσ + wℓS(1)

2,b ,

h2(η1, v)|vη<0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη>0

h2(η1, u)w̃(u) dσ +
σ

w̃(v)

∫
uη>0

h1√
µ
(η1, u)w̃(u) dσ + wℓS(2)

2,b ,

(2.9)

with parameters ϵ, σ ∈ [0, 1] and

∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ <∞, |wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) <∞.

We shall establish the a priori L∞ estimate for the solution of the coupled systems (2.8)–(2.9) for any
given σ based on L∞ ∩ L2 framework developed in [26] in Sections 3 and 4. Then we will use the a priori
estimates to take the limits σ → 1 and ϵ → 0 for establishing the existence of the linearized approximate
systems (2.1)–(2.2) in Section 5.

3. A priori L∞ estimate for approximate systems (2.8)–(2.9)

For the coupled systems (2.8)–(2.9), we are going to establish the a priori L∞ estimate by employing the
characteristic method. In the following, we introduce a uniform parameter t ∈ R and regard [h1, h2](η, v) =
[h1, h2](t, η, v).

Definition 3.1. Given (t, η, v) = (t, η, vη, vϕ, vz), let

[X(s), Vη(s), Vϕ(s), Vz(s)] =: [X(s; t, η, v), Vη(s; t, η, v), Vϕ(s; t, η, v), Vz(s; t, η, v)]

be the backward characteristics passing through (t, η, v) for (2.4)–(2.5), which are defined by

dX(s)

ds
= Vη(s),

dVz(s)

ds
= 0,

dVη(s)

ds
= − 1

1−X(s)
V 2
ϕ (s),

dVϕ(s)

ds
=

1

1−X(s)
Vη(s)Vϕ(s)−

α

η1
Vη(s),

[X(s), Vη(s), Vϕ(s), Vz(s)]|s=t = [η, vη, vϕ, vz].

(3.1)

It follows from (3.1)1 and (3.1)4 that

Vz(s) ≡ vz.

Moreover, we obtain from (3.1)1–(3.1)3 that

d((1−X(s))Vϕ(s))

ds
= − α

η1
(1−X(s))

dX(s)

ds
,

which, together with (3.1)4, yields that

Vϕ(s) = Vϕ(s; t, η, v) =
1− η

1−X(s)
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1−X(s))− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1−X(s)
. (3.2)

Then it follows from (3.1)1–(3.1)2 that

dV 2
η (s)

dX(s)
= − 2

1−X(s)

[ 1− η

1−X(s)
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1−X(s))− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1−X(s)

]2
,

which implies that

Vη(s)
2 = V 2

η (s; t, η, v) = v2η +

∫ η

X(s)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy. (3.3)
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Noting that for any η ∈ [0, η1] and v = (vη, vϕ, vz) ∈ R3,

v2η <

∫ 1

η

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy = +∞,

there must exist a position η+(η, v) ∈ [η, 1) such that

v2η =

∫ η+

η

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy.

Now for each (η, v) ∈ Ī × R3, we define its backward exit time t∗(t, η, v) ≥ 0 to be

t∗(t, η, v) = sup{s ≥ 0 :
(
X(t− s; t, η, v), Vη(t− s; t, η, v), Vϕ(t− s; t, η, v), Vz(t− s; t, η, v)

)
∈ γ−}.

We also define
x∗(t, η, v) = X(t− t∗; t, η, v) ∈ {0, η1}.

Denote
A1 := {(y, u) ∈ Ī × R3 : uη ≥ 0},
A2 := {(y, u) ∈ Ī × R3 : uη < 0, η+(y, u) ≤ η1},
A3 := {(y, u) ∈ Ī × R3 : uη < 0, η+(y, u) > η1}.

Then,

Vη(s) =

√
v2η +

∫ η

X(s)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy,

X(s) = η −
∫ t

s

Vη(τ) dτ, x∗(t, η, v) = 0,

if (η, v) ∈ A1,

and

Vη(s) = −

√
v2η +

∫ η

X(s)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy,

X(s) = η −
∫ t

s

Vη(τ) dτ, x∗(t, η, v) = η1,

if (η, v) ∈ A3.

Finally, if (η, v) ∈ A2, then there exists a moment t∗,0 ∈ [t − t∗, t] such that X(t∗,0) = η+(η, v) and
Vη(t∗,0) = 0. Thus,

Vη(s) = −1{[t∗,0,t]}(s)

√
v2η +

∫ η

X(s)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy

+ 1{[t∗,t∗,0)}(s)

√∫ η+

X(s)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy,

X(s) = η −
∫ t

s

Vη(τ) dτ, x∗(t, η, v) = 0.

if (η, v) ∈ A2.

See Figure 3.1.

(η, v)

η = 0

η = η1

(a) (η, v) ∈ A1

(η, v)

η = 0

η = η1
η = η+

(b) (η, v) ∈ A2

(η, v)

η = η1

η = 0

(c) (η, v) ∈ A3

Figure 3.1. The schematic of backward characteristic lines
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We denote

(t0, x0, v0) := (t, η, v),

and define

(tk+1, xk+1, vk+1) = (tk − t∗(tk, xk, vk), x∗(tk, xk, vk), vk+1)

for k ≥ 0, where

vk+1 ∈ Vk+1 := {vk+1 ∈ R3 : vk+1 · n⃗(xk+1) > 0}.
Then the back-time cycle can be defined as

X (s) =
∑
k

1[tk+1,tk)(s)X(s; tk, xk, vk),

Vη(s) =
∑
k

1[tk+1,tk)(s)
[
(1A1

− 1A3
)(xk, vk)|Vη(s; tk, xk, vk)|

− 1A2
(xk, vk)1[tk,0,tk)(s)|Vη(s; tk, xk, vk)|

+ 1A2
(xk, vk)1[tk+1,tk,0)(s)|Vη(s; tk, xk, vk)|

]
,

Vϕ(s) =
∑
k

1[tk+1,tk)(s)Vϕ(s; tk, xk, vk), Vz(s) =
∑
k

1[tk+1,tk)(s)Vz(s; tk, xk, vk),

(3.4)

where tk,0 ∈ [tk+1, tk) is the moment when Vη(tk,0; tk, xk, vk) = 0 for (xk, vk) ∈ A2.

Lemma 3.1. 1) If xk = 0, vk ∈ Vk and η+(xk, vk) ≤ η1, then it holds that

Vϕ(tk+1) = vk,ϕ, Vη(tk+1) = −vk,η. (3.5)

2) If xk = 0, vk ∈ Vk and η+(xk, vk) > η1, then it holds that

1 + |V (tk+1)|2

1 + |vk|2
≤ 1 + Cα. (3.6)

3) If xk = η1 and vk ∈ Vk, then it holds that

1 ≤ 1 + |V (tk+1)|2

1 + |vk|2
≤ 1 + Cα. (3.7)

Proof. 1. If xk = 0, vk ∈ Vk and η+(xk, vk) ≤ η1, then

vk,η < 0, xk+1 = X(tk+1) = 0.

It follows from (3.2) and (3.4) that

Vϕ(tk+1) = Vϕ(tk+1; tk, xk, vk) =
1

1−X(tk+1)
vk,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1−X(tk+1))−

α

2η1

1

1−X(tk+1)
= vk,ϕ,

Vη(tk+1) = |Vη(tk+1; tk, xk, vk)|

=

√∫ η+

X(tk+1)

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy

=

√∫ η+

0

2

1− y

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy = −vk,η,

which concludes (3.5).
2. If xk = 0, vk ∈ Vk and η+(0, vk) > η1, then xk+1 = x∗(tk, xk, vk) = η1, and

Vϕ(tk+1) = Vϕ(tk+1; tk, 0, vk) =
1

1− η1
vk,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− η1)−

α

2η1

1

1− η1
,

|Vη(tk+1)|2 = |Vη(tk+1; tk, 0, vk)|2 = v2k,η −
∫ η1

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vk,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy

= v2k,η + v2k,ϕ − 1

(1− η1)2
v2k,ϕ +

α

η1
vk,ϕ

[
2 ln(1− η1) +

1

(1− η1)2
− 1

]
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− α2

4η21

[
2− (1− η1)

2 − 1

(1− η1)2
+ 4 ln(1− η1)

]
.

Then a direct calculation shows that

(1− Cα)(1 + |vk|2) ≤ 1 + |V (tk+1)|2 ≤ (1 + Cα)(1 + |vk|2),
which yields (3.6). The proof of (3.7) is similar. Hence, the proof of Lemma 3.1 is completed. □

We define the iterated integral∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∏
j=1

dσj =

∫
V1

dσ1

∫
V2

dσ2 · · ·
∫
Vk−1

dσk−1,

where dσj =
√
2πµ(vj)|vj,η| dvj for j = 1, 2, · · · , k−1. It is direct to know that dσj is a probability measure

on Vj , i.e., ∫
Vj

dσj = 1.

Lemma 3.2. For any given ϵ, σ ∈ [0, 1]. Let (h1, h2) be the L
∞−solution of the coupled systems (2.8)–(2.9).

Then

∥h1∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥h2∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞ , (3.8)

∥h2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥h1∥L∞ + Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + Cℓ∥f2∥L2 + Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−), (3.9)

where Cℓ is a positive constant depending on the weight ℓ, and C is a generic constant independent of ℓ, σ
and ϵ.

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
Step 1. Representation of h1 along the characteristic line. For (η, v) ∈ (Ī × R3\(γ0 ∪ γ−)). Recall the

characteristic line [X (s),V (s)] defined in (3.4). We can represent h1 as

h1(η, v) =

∫ t

t1

e−
∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ [− α

2η1
VηVϕ

√
µh2 + σ(1− χM )Kwh1 + wℓS1](X (s),V (s)) ds

=: I1 + I2 + I3, (3.10)

with

A(v) := ϵ+ ν(v) +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

.

Step 2. Estimates on ∥h1∥L∞ . Noting that the collision frequency ν(v) ∼= (1 + |v|)γ , we have

A(v) = ϵ+ ν(v) +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

≥ 1

2
ν(v) ≥ ν0 > 0,

provided α small enough. Here ν0 is a positive constant. Then, by direct calculations, one has

|I1|+ |I3| ≤ Cα∥h2∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞ . (3.11)

For I2, it follows from Lemma A.1 that

|I2| ≤ C
[1
ℓ
1{γ=0} +

[
(1 +M)−γ + ζ

]
1{0<γ≤1}

]
∥h1∥L∞ , (3.12)

where M =M(ℓ) > 0 is sufficiently large and ζ = ζ(ℓ) is sufficiently small for ℓ large enough.
Combining (3.11)–(3.12) together, we conclude

∥h1∥L∞ ≤ C
[1
ℓ
+ (1 +M)−γ + ζ

]
∥h1∥L∞ + Cα∥h2∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞ . (3.13)

Taking ℓ, M =M(ℓ) large enough and ζ = ζ(ℓ) small enough, we obtain from (3.13) that

∥h1∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥h2∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞ ,

where C is independent of ℓ, ϵ and σ. This concludes the proof of (3.8).
Step 3. Representation of h2 along the characteristic line. We divide it into three cases.
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Case 1. For the set C1 : (η, v) ∈ (Ī × R3\(γ0 ∪ γ−)) ∩ A1, it holds that

h2(η, v) =

4∑
j=1

Jj +

15∑
j=5

1{t1>0}Jj , (3.14)

with

J1 = 1{t1≤0}e
−

∫ t
0
A(V (τ)) dτh2(X (0),V (0)),

J2 + J3 + J4 =

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ (σχMµ

− 1
2Kwh1 + σKwh2 + wℓS2)(X (s),V (s)) ds,

J5 = σ
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl>0}(
h1√
µ
)(X (tl),V (tl)) dΣl(tl),

J6 = e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ
(wℓS(1)

2,b )(V (t1)),

J7 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

{∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1A2(X (t2ℓ−1),V (t2l−1))1{t2l>0}(w
ℓS(1)

2,b ) dΣl(t2l)

+

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1A3
(X (t2ℓ−1),V (t2l−1))1{t2l+1>0}(w

ℓS(1)
2,b ) dΣl(t2l+1)

+

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1A3
(X (t2ℓ−1),V (t2l−1))1{t2l>0}(w

ℓS(2)
2,b ) dΣl(t2l)

}
,

J8 + J9 = σ
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1>0}

∫ tl

tl+1

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh1 +Kwh2)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J10 + J11 = σ
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh1 +Kwh2)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J12 + J13 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

{
1{tl+1>0}

∫ tl

tl+1

+1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

}
(wℓS2)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J14 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}h2(X (0),V (0)) dΣl(0),

J15 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

1{tk>0}h2(X (tk),V (tk)) dΣk−1(tk),

where

dΣl(s) =

k−1∏
j=l+1

dσj
(
e−

∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ w̃(vl) dσl
) l−1∏
j=1

( w̃(vj)

w̃(V (tj+1)
e
−

∫ tj
tj+1

A(V (τ))dτ
dσj

)
. (3.15)

The validity of (3.14) can be checked by induction, and we omit it for simplicity.
Case 2. For the set C2 : (η, v) ∈ (Ī × R3\(γ0 ∪ γ−)) ∩ A2, it holds that

h2(η, v) = 1{t1,∗≤0} e
−

∫ t
0
A(V (τ)) dτ h2(X (0),V (0))

+

∫ t

max{t1,∗,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

(
σχMµ

− 1
2h1 + σKwh2 + wℓS2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1,∗>0}e
−

∫ t
t1,∗

A(V (τ)) dτ
h2(X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)). (3.16)

Recall t1,∗ is the moment when Vη(t1,∗) = 0 and X (t1,∗) = η+. Therefore we can further express
h2(X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)) by using the representation formula in Case 1.
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Case 3. For the set C3 : (η, v) ∈ (Ī × R3\(γ0 ∪ γ−)) ∩ A3, it holds that

h2(η, v) = 1{t1≤0} e
−

∫ t
0
A(V (τ)) dτ h2(X (0),V (0))

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

(
σχMµ

− 1
2h1 + σKwh2 + wℓS2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1>0}e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ
(wℓS(2)

2,b )(V (t1))

+ 1{t1>0}e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ σ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)
h1√
µ
(η1, v1) dσ1

+ 1{t1>0} e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ 1

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)h2(η1, v1) dσ1. (3.17)

Recall in this case x1 = η1, then v1 ∈ V1 := {u ∈ R3 : uη > 0}, which implies v1,η > 0. Therefore we can
further express h2(η1, v1) by using the representation formula in Case 1.

Step 4. Estimates on ∥h2∥L∞ . For (η, v) ∈ C1, we will control the right hand side of (3.14) term by
term. It is clear that

|J1| ≤ Ce−ν0t∥h2∥L∞ . (3.18)

For J2, J4 and J6, by using Lemma A.1, one has

|J2|+ |J4|+ |J6| ≤ C∥h1∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + C|wℓS(1)
2,b |L∞(γ−). (3.19)

For J5, we obtain from Lemma A.3 that

|J5| ≤ Cℓke
− |v1|2

8 ∥h1∥L∞ , (3.20)

where we have used the facts

1

w̃(v1)
= (

√
2πwℓ√µ)(v1) ≤ Cℓe

− |v1|2
8 ,

∫
V

h1√
µ
w̃(u) dσ =

1√
2π

∫
V
h1w

−ℓ|uη| du ≤ Cℓ∥h1∥L∞ ,

provided ℓ > 4. For J7, by using Lemma A.3, we have

|J6|+ |J7| ≤ Cℓke
− |v1|2

8 |wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−). (3.21)

Similarly, for J8, J10, J12 and J13, we have

|J8|+ |J10| ≤ Cℓke
− |v1|2

8 ∥h1∥L∞ , |J12|+ |J13| ≤ Cℓk∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ . (3.22)

For J9, a direct calculation shows that

J9 = σ
e
−

∫ t
t1

A(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=l+1 Vj

k−1∏
j=l+1

dσj

k−1∑
l=1

∫
Vl

1{tl+1>0}w̃(vl)

×
∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X (s), v′) dv′ ds dσl

∫
∏l−1

j=1

( w̃(vj)

w̃(Vtj+1
)
e
−

∫ tj
tj+1

A(τ) dτ
dσj

)
≤ Cℓke

− 1
8 |v1|

2

∫
Vl

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X (s), v′) dv′ dsw̃(vl) dσl. (3.23)

We divide the estimate of J9 into the following four cases.
Case 1. |vl| ≥ N ≫ 1. Noting that

w̃(vl) dσl = w−ℓ(v)µ
1
2 (v)|vη| dv ≤ e−

1
8N

2

µ
1
4 |vη| dvηdvϕ,

we have from (3.23) and Lemma A.1 that the corresponding part in J9 can be controlled by

Cℓke
− 1

8 |v1|
2

e−
1
8N

2

∥h2∥L∞ . (3.24)

Case 2. |vl| ≤ N but |v′| ≤ 3N . In this case, it holds that

|V (s)| ≤ |vl|+O(α) ≤ 2N,
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and |v′ − V (s)| ≥ |v′| − |V (s)| ≥ N , which yields that∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′) dv′ ≤ e−c0N
2

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)ec0|V (s)−v′|2 dv′ ≤ Ce−c0N
2

,

for some sufficiently small constant c0, where we have used Lemma A.1. Then the corresponding part in
J9 can be controlled by

Cℓke
− |v1|2

8 e−c0N
2

∥h2∥L∞ . (3.25)

Case 3. |vl| ≤ N , |v′| ≤ 3N and |vl,η| ≤ m or |vl,ϕ| ≤ m where m is a small constant. In this case, the
integral domain is small, and it follows from direct calculations that the corresponding part in J9 can be
bounded as

CN,ℓke
− |v1|2

8 m∥h2∥L∞ . (3.26)

Case 4. |vl| ≤ N , |v′| ≤ 3N , |vl,η| ≥ m and |vl,ϕ| ≥ m. We further divide this case into three parts:
(xl, vl) ∈ A1, (xl, vl) ∈ A2 and (xl, vl) ∈ A3.

If (xl, vl) ∈ A1, then it follows that vl,η > 0 and Vη(s) ≥ vl,η ≥ m as Vη(s) is increasing when X(s) is
decreasing. We make the change of variable: s 7→ X(s; tl, xl, vl) and use Lemma A.1 to get∫

Vl∩{vl,η≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2 dv
′ dsw̃(vl) dσl

=

∫
Vl∩{vl,η≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ η1

0

e
−

∫ η1
X(s)

A(V (X(τ)))
Vη(X(τ))

dX(τ)

|Vη(X(s))|

×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′ dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl

≤ Cℓ,m,N∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 , (3.27)

which yields the corresponding part in J9 can be bounded by

Cℓ,m,Ne
− 1

8 |v1|
2

∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.28)

If (xl, vl) ∈ A3, by changing the variable s 7→ X(s; tl, xl, vl), we have∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2 dv
′ dsw̃(vl) dσl

=

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ η1−λ

0

e
−

∫ η1
X(s)

A(V (X(τ)))
Vη(X(τ))

dX(τ)

|Vη(X(s))|

×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′ dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl

+

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ η1

η1−λ

e
−

∫ η1
X(s)

A(V (X(τ)))
Vη(X(τ))

dX(τ)

|Vη(X(s))|

×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′ dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl

=: I1 + I2. (3.29)

For I1, recall that

Vη(X(s))2 = v2l,η −
∫ X(s)

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vl,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy.

Noting that (xl, vl) ∈ A3, we have

v2l,η ≥
∫ η1

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vl,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy,
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which implies that

|Vη(X(s))|2 ≥
∫ η1

X(s)

[ 1

1− y
vl,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy

≥
∫ η1

η1−λ

[ 1

1− y
vl,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy

≥ λ(
1

C
m2 − Cα2) ≥ λ

2C
m2,

where we have used the fact that α≪ m and |vl,ϕ|2 ≥ m2. Then |I1| can be bounded by

|I1| ≤
Cℓ,N

m2λ
∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.30)

For I2, by direct calculations, we have

|Vη(X(s))|2 ≥
∫ η1

X(s)

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vl,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy

≥ |vl,ϕ|2
∫ η1

X(s)

1

(1− y)3
dy − Cα2(η1 −X(s))

=
(η1 −X(s))

2

[ 2−X(s)− η1
(1−X(s))2(1− η1)2

|vl,ϕ|2 − Cα2
]

≥ Cm2(η1 −X(s)),

provided that α≪ m, which implies that∫ η1

η1−λ

1

|Vη(X(s))|
dX(s) ≤ C

m

∫ η1

η1−λ

(η1 −X(s))−
1
2 dX(s) ≤ C

√
λ

m
.

Then I2 can be bounded by

|I2| ≤
Cℓ,N

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ . (3.31)

Combining (3.29), (3.30) and (3.31), we can control the corresponding part in J9 as

Cℓ,Nke
− 1

8 |v1|
2

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λke

− 1
8 |v1|

2

∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.32)

If (xl, vl) ∈ A2, then under the change of variable s 7→ X(s; tl, xl, vl), we have∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ tl

tl+1

e−
∫ tl
s

A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2 dv
′ dsw̃(vl) dσl

=

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ tl,∗

tl+1

e
−
( ∫ tl,∗

s +
∫ tl
tl,∗

)
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)h2 dv
′ dsw̃(vl) dσl

+

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ tl

tl,∗

e−
∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)h2 dv
′ dsw̃(vl) dσl

=

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ η+

0

1

|Vη(X(s))|
e
−
( ∫ η+

X(s)
A(V (X(τ))
|Vη(X(τ)| dX(τ)+

∫ η+
0

A(V (X(τ))
|Vη(X(τ))| dX(τ)

)
×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′ dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl

+

∫
Vl∩{|vl,η|≥m,|vl,ϕ|≥m,|vl|≤N}

∫ η+

0

1

|Vη(X(s))|
e
−

∫ X(s)
0

A(V (X(τ))
|Vη(X(τ))| dX(τ)

×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′ dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl

=: I1 + I2. (3.33)
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For I1, we divide it into two parts

I1 =

∫
Vl∩{vl,η≥m,|vl|≤N}

(∫ η+−λ

0

+

∫ η+

η+−λ

)e−( ∫ η+
X(s)

A(V (X(τ))
|Vη(X(τ))| dX(τ)+

∫ η+
0

A(V (X(τ))
|Vη(X(τ))| dX(τ)

)
Vη(X(s))

×
∫
{|v′|≤3N}

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X(s), v′) dv′dX(s)w̃(vl) dσl.

Then, using similar calculations as in (3.30)–(3.31), we have

|I1| ≤ Cℓ,N

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.34)

Similarly, I2 can also be bounded by

|I2| ≤ Cℓ,N

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.35)

Therefore, combining (3.24)–(3.26), (3.28) and (3.32)–(3.35) together, we get

|J9| ≤ Cℓ,Nke
− 1

8 |v1|
2

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λke

− 1
8 |v1|

2

∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.36)

Further, |J11| can be bounded in a similar way. In conclusion, J9 and J11 can be bounded as

|J9|+ |J11| ≤ Cℓke
− 1

8 |v1|
2
(
e−ε0N

2

+ CNm+
C
√
λ

m

)
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λke

− 1
8 |v1|

2

∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 . (3.37)

For J14, we obtain from Lemma A.3 that

|J14| ≤ Cℓke
− |v1|2

8 e−ν0t∥h2∥L∞ . (3.38)

For J15, we first notice from the boundary conditions (2.9)2–(2.9)3 that

|h2|L∞(γ−) ≤ Cℓ|h2|L∞(γ+) + Cℓ|h1|L∞(γ+) + C|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−), (3.39)

which, together with (A.23), yields that

|J15| ≤ Cℓe
− |v1|2

8

(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0

|h2|L∞(γ−)

≤ Cℓe
− |v1|2

8

[(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0

|h2|L∞(γ+) + |h1|L∞(γ+) + |wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
. (3.40)

Combining (3.18)–(3.22), (3.37)–(3.38) and (3.40) together, we have that for (η, v) ∈ C1,

|h2(η, v)| ≤ σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτKwh2(X (s),V (s)) ds+ P(t), (3.41)

where

P(t) = Cℓe
−ν0t∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓe

− |v1|2
8

[
ke−ν0t +

(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0 + ke−c0N

2

+ Cℓ,Nmk +
Cℓ,Nk

√
λ

m

]
∥h2∥L∞

+ Cℓk∥h1∥L∞ + Cℓk∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + Cℓe
− |v1|2

8 k∥wℓ[S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b ∥L∞(γ−) + Cℓ,m,N,λk∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 .

For (η, v) ∈ C2 or (η, v) ∈ C3, recalling the representation formulas in (3.16)–(3.17), similar calculations
shows that

|h2(η, v)| ≤ σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτKwh2(X (s),V (s)) ds+ P(t). (3.42)

Combining (3.41)–(3.42), we obtain that for all (η, v) ∈ (Ī × R3)\
(
γ0 ∪ γ−

)
,

∥h2∥L∞ ≤ σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτKwh2(X (s),V (s)) ds+ P(t)
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= σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

kw(V (s), v′)h2(X (s),V (s)) dv′ ds+ P(t). (3.43)

We denote

t′i = ti(s,X (s), v′), X ′(s′) = X (s′; s,X (s), v′), V ′(s′) = V (s′; s,X (s), v′).

Then, by iterating (3.43) again, we obtain

∥h2∥L∞ ≤ σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

v′

kw(V (s), v′)

∫ s

max{t′1,0}
e−

∫ s
s′ A(V (s′)) dy

×
∫
R3

v′′

kw(V
′(s′), v′′)h2(X (s′), v′′) dv′′ds′dv′ds

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

v′

kw(V (s), v′)P(t) dv′ds

≤ σ

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
A(V (τ)) dτ

∫
R3

v′

kw(V (s), v′)

∫ s

max{t′1,0}
e−

∫ s
s′ A(V (y)) dy

×
∫
R3

v′′

kw(V
′(s′), v′′)h2(X

′(s′), v′′) dv′′ds′dv′ds+ CP(t)

=: R+ CP(t). (3.44)

Similar to the estimate of J9, we shall divide the estimate of R on the right hand side of (3.44) into several
cases.

Case 1. |v| ≥ N . We have

|V (s)|2 ≥ |v|2 − Cα|v| ≥ N2

4
provided α≪ N,

which implies that |V (s)| ≥ N
2 . Then we obtain from Lemma A.1 that∫

R3
v′

kw(V (s), v′) dv′ ≤ C

1 + |V (s)|
≤ C

N
.

Then the corresponding part in R can be bounded as

C

N
∥h2∥L∞ .

Case 2. |v| ≤ N , |v′| ≥ 3N or |v′| ≥ 3N , |v′′| ≥ 5N . Similar to (3.25), the corresponding part in R can
be bounded as

Ce−c0N
2

∥h2∥L∞ .

Case 3. |v| ≤ N , |v′| ≤ 3N , |v′′| ≤ 5N but |v′η| ≤ m or |v′ϕ| ≤ m. In this case, one has∣∣∣ ∫
{|v′|≤3N,|v′

η|≤m or |v′
ϕ|≤m}

kw(V (s), v′) dv′
∣∣∣

≤ CN

{∫
{|v′|≤3N,|v′

η|≤m or |v′
ϕ|≤m}

dv′
) 1

2
(∫

R3
v′

|kw(V (s), v|2 dv′
) 1

2 ≤ Cℓ,Nm,

which yields the corresponding part in R can be bounded as

Cℓ,Nm∥h2∥L∞ .

Case 4. |v| ≤ N , |v′| ≤ 3N , |v′′| ≤ 3N and |v′η| ≥ m, |v′ϕ| ≥ m. If (X (s), v′) ∈ A1, then similar to

(3.27), by making the change of variable y 7→ X(s′; s,X (s), v′), we have that the corresponding part in R
can be bounded as

Cℓ,m,N∥h2
wℓ

∥L2 .



22 R. J. DUAN, W. Q. WANG, AND Y. WANG

If (X (s), v′) ∈ A2 or (X (s), v′) ∈ A3, similar to (3.32) and (3.36), the corresponding part in R can be
bounded as

Cℓ,N

√
λ

m
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,N,λ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 .

Combining the above estimates together, we obtain

|R| ≤ C
( 1

N
+ Cℓ,Nm+ Cℓ,N,m

√
λ
)
∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ,N,m,λ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 ,

which, together with (3.43), yields that

∥h2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓke
−ν0t∥h2∥L∞ + Cℓ

[(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0 +

k

N
+ Cℓ,Nmk +

Cℓ,Nk
√
λ

m

]
∥h2∥L∞

+ Cℓk
[
∥h1∥L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) + Cℓ,m,N,λ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2

]
. (3.45)

Taking k = C3T
5
4
0 , t = T0, and T0 large enough, and then N large enough, next m small enough and finally

λ small enough, we obtain from (3.45) that

∥h2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥h1∥L∞ + Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + Cℓ|wℓ[S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b |L∞(γ−) + Cℓ∥

h2
wℓ

∥L2 ,

which concludes the proof of (3.9). □

4. A priori L2 estimates for approximate systems (2.8)–(2.9)

In this section, to close the a priori L∞−estimate, we shall establish a priori L2−estimate on f2. Recall
(2.8)–(2.9). Then, f1 = h1

wℓ and f2 = h2

wℓ satisfy the following coupled systems:
ϵf1 + vη

∂f1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2 + νf1

= σ(1− χM )Kf1 + S1,

f1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, f1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(4.1)

and 

ϵf2 + vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2

= σKf2 + σχMµ
− 1

2Kf1 + S2,

f2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(
√
µf2 + σf1)(0, u)|uη| du+ S(1)

2,b ,

f2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√

2πµ

∫
uη>0

(
√
µf2 + σf1)(η1, u)|uη| du+ S(2)

2,b .

(4.2)

Lemma 4.1. For any given ϵ ∈ (0, 1] and σ ∈ [0, 1], let (f1, f2) be the solution of the coupled systems
(4.1)–(4.2). There exists a positive constant α1 small enough, which is independent of ϵ and σ, such that if
α ∈ (0, α1), it holds that

∥f2∥L2 ≤ C∥wℓf1∥L∞ + Cϵ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + Cϵ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S2,b)|L∞(γ−), (4.3)

where C is a positive constant independent of ϵ and σ, Cϵ is a positive constant depending on ϵ but is
independent of σ.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. Multiplying (4.2)1 by (1− η)f2 and integrating over over Ī × R3 to get

ϵ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2 dvdη +
1

2
(1− η1)

∫
R3

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv −
1

2

∫
R3

vη|f2(0)|2 dv

+ (1− σ)

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2ν(v) dvdη + σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|(I−P)f2|2ν(v) dvdη
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≤ σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2(χMµ
− 1

2Kf1) dvdη +
∫ η1

0

∫
R3

f2S2 dvdη, (4.4)

where we have used the fact that

σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2(ν −K)f2 dvdη = σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2Lf2 dvdη

≥ σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|(I−P)f2|2ν(v) dvdη.

Noting the boundary conditions in (4.2) and the definition of Pγf2 in (2.3), a direct calculation shows that∫
R3

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv =

∫
vη>0

|vη||f2(η1)|2 dv −
∫
vη<0

|vη||f2(η1)|2 dv

=

∫
vη>0

|vη||f2(η1)|2 dv −
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

|vη|(
√
µf2)(η1) dv

)2

−
√
2πσ2

(∫
vη>0

f1(η1)|vη| dv
)2

−
∫
vη<0

|vη| |S(2)
2,b |

2 dv

− 2
√
2π

(∫
vη<0

|vη|S(2)
2,b dv

)(∫
vη>0

|vη|f1(η1) dv
)

− 2
√
2π

(∫
vη<0

|vη|S(2)
2,b dv

)(∫
vη>0

|vη|(
√
µf2)(η1) dv

)
− 2

√
2πσ

(∫
vη>0

f1(η1)|vη| dv
)(∫

vη>0

(
√
µf2)(η1) dv

)
≥ |(I − Pγ)f2(η1)|2L2(γ+) − δ|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+)

− Cδ(|wℓS(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−) + |wℓf1|2L∞(γ+)) (4.5)

where δ > 0 is a small constant and will be chosen later. Similarly,

−
∫
R3

vη|f2(0)|2 dv ≥ |(I − Pγ)f2(0)|2L2(γ+) − δ|Pγf2(0)|2L2(γ+) − Cδ|wℓS(1)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−) − Cδ|wℓf1|2L∞(γ+).

For the terms on the right hand side of (4.4), it follows from the Hölder inequality and Lemma A.1 that

σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2(χMµ
− 1

2Kf1) dvdη +
∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2S2 dvdη

≤ δ∥f2∥2L2 + Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cδ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ . (4.6)

Substituting (4.5)–(4.6) into (4.4), one has

ϵ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2 dvdη + |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

+ (1− σ)

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2ν(v) dvdη + σ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|(I−P)f2|2ν(v) dvdη

≤ δ
[
∥f2∥2L2 + |Pγf2|2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cδ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ + Cδ|wℓ[S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−). (4.7)

Note that

|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) =
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

f2(η1, v)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

=
√
2π

(∫
V τ

f2(η1, v)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

+
√
2π

(∫
{vη>0}\V τ

f2(η1, v)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

= I1 + I2,

where

V τ = {vη > 0 : |vη| < τ or |vϕ| < τ or |v| > 1

τ
}.
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It is clear that

I1 ≤ C
(∫

V τ

f2(η1, v)
√
µ|vη| dv

)
≤ C

(∫
V τ

µ|vη| dv
)(∫

vη>0

|f2(η1, v)|2|vη| dv
)

≤ Cτ |Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) + Cτ |(I − Pγ)f2(η1)|2L2(γ+). (4.8)

For I2, we use Lemma A.2 to get that

I2 ≤ C

∫
{vη>0}\V τ

|f2(η1, v)|2|vη| dv

≤ Cτ∥f2∥2L2 + Cτ∥{vη∂η −
1

1− η

(
v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f22 ∥L1

≤ Cτ (1 + ϵ)∥f2∥2L2 + Cτ (1− σ)∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ Cτσ|⟨Lf2, f2⟩|+ Cτσ|⟨f2, χMµ

− 1
2Kf1⟩|+ Cτ |⟨f2,S2⟩|

≤ Cτ∥f2∥L2
ν
+ Cτ∥wℓf1∥L∞ + Cτ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ , (4.9)

where ⟨f, g⟩ =
∫ η1

0

∫
R3 fg dvdη represents the inner product. Combining (4.8) and (4.9) together and taking

τ small enough, we have

|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) ≤ C
[
|(I − Pγ)f2(η1)|2L2(γ+) + ∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ ∥wℓf1∥L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞

]
. (4.10)

Similar calculations show that

|Pγf2(0)|2L2(γ+) ≤ C
[
|(I − Pγ)f2(0)|2L2(γ+) + ∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ ∥wℓf1∥L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞

]
. (4.11)

Substituting (4.10)–(4.11) into (4.7), we have

ϵ∥f2∥2L2 + |(I − Pγ)|2L2(γ+) + (1− σ)∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ σ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν

≤ Cδ
[
∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cδ

[
∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−)

]
. (4.12)

We remark that, as σ → 1, we can only obtain from (4.12) that

∥f2∥L2 ≤ Cϵ

[
∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ + |wℓ[S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−)

]
, (4.13)

by taking δ ≪ ϵ. However, this estimate is not strong enough for us to close the a priori L∞ estimates
(3.8)–(3.9). Indeed, since (3.8)–(3.9) are coupled, by using the ∥f2∥L2 estimate in (4.13), we are only able
to close (3.8)–(3.9) by choosing α≪ ϵ, which will lead to α→ 0 when we take the limit ϵ→ 0. Therefore,
we have to establish uniform estimate on ∥Pf2∥L2 with respect to ϵ and σ, especially when σ approaches
1.

Step 2. Let σ0 ∈ [ 12 , 1) be a constant that is close to 1, which will be determined later. If σ ∈ [0, σ0],
noting that

(1− σ)∥f2∥2L2
ν
≥ (1− σ0)∥f2∥2L2

ν
≥ (1− σ0)∥f2∥2L2 ,

we obtain from (4.12) that

ϵ∥f2∥2L2 + (1− σ0)∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|L2(γ+)

≤ Cδ
[
∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cδ

[
∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ + |wℓ[S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−)

]
.

Then taking δ small enough such that Cδ ≤ 1
2 (1− σ0), we have

∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) ≤ Cσ0

∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cσ0
∥ν−1wℓS2∥2L∞ + Cσ0

|wℓ[S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−). (4.14)

Step 3. If σ ∈ (σ0, 1], then

σ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2
ν
≥ σ0∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
≥ 1

2
∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
. (4.15)

As mentioned above, we still need to establish uniform estimates on ∥Pf2∥L2 . As in [13–15], we denote
√
µf = f1 +

√
µf2.
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Then f satisfies

ϵf + vη∂ηf − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vηf − vηvϕ∂vϕf)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕf +

α

2η1
vηvϕf + (1− σ)νf + σLf

= µ− 1
2S1 + S2,

f(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(
√
µf − (1− σ)f1)(0, u)|uη| du+ S(1)

2,b ,

f(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(
√
µf − (1− σ)f1)(η1, u)|uη| du+ S(1)

2,b .

(4.16)

We denote

Pf = {a(η) + b1(η)vη + b2(η)vϕ + b3(η)vz + c(η)(|v|2 − 3)}√µ.
Multiplying (4.16) by (1− η)

√
µ and integrating the resultant equation over [0, η1]× R3, we have

[ϵ+ (1− σ)β0]

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη + (1− η1)b1(η1)− b1(0)

+ (1− σ)βγ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)c(η) dη + (1− σ)

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

ν(v)(I−P)f
√
µ dvdη

=

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

(
S1 +

√
µS2

)
dvdη, (4.17)

where β0 =
∫
R3 ν(v)µdv and βγ =

∫
R3 ν(v)(|v|2 − 3)µ dv, and we have used the fact that∫

R3

ν(v)vηµ dv =

∫
R3

ν(v)vϕµ dv =

∫
R3

ν(v)vzµ dv = 0,

since ν(v) is an even function with respect to vη, vϕ and vz. Moreover, a direct calculation shows that

b1(η1) =

∫
R3

vη
√
µf(η1) dv =

∫
vη>0

vη
√
µf(η1, v) dv +

∫
vη<0

vη
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= (1− σ)

∫
vη>0

f1(η1, v)|vη| dv +
∫
vη<0

vη
√
µS(2)

2,b dv. (4.18)

Similarly, one has

b1(0) = −(1− σ)

∫
vη<0

f1(0, v)|vη| dv +
∫
vη>0

vη
√
µS(1)

2,b dv. (4.19)

Substituting (4.18)–(4.19) into (4.17), we have

[ϵ+ (1− σ)β0]

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη

= −(1− σ)(1− η1)

∫
vη>0

f1(η1)|vη| dv − (1− η1)

∫
vη<0

vη
√
µS(2)

2,b dv

− (1− σ)

∫
vη<0

f1(0)|vη| dv +
∫
vη>0

vη
√
µS(1)

2,b dv

− (1− σ)βγ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)c(η) dη − (1− σ)

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

ν(v)(I−P)f
√
µ dvdη

+

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

(
S1 +

√
µS2

)
dvdη, (4.20)

which implies that∣∣∣ ∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη
∣∣∣ ≲ 1

β0
|wℓf1|L∞(γ+) +

βγ
β0

∥c(η)∥L2 +
1

c0
∥(I−P)f∥L2

ν

+
1

ϵ
|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) +

1

ϵ
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ . (4.21)
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Here, it is worth pointing out that the coefficient in front of |wℓf1|L∞(γ+) does not depend on ϵ and σ, and

the coefficients in front of |wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) and ∥wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ depends on ϵ but is independent of σ.

In view of (4.20), the conservation of mass fails to hold for any given σ ∈ [0, 1).
Let Ψ(η, v) ∈ C∞([0, η1]×R3) be a test function, then we take the inner product of (4.16) and Ψ to get

ϵ⟨f,Ψ⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨ⟩+
∫
R3

vη(Ψf)(η1, v) dv −
∫
R3

vη(Ψf)(0, v) dv + ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨ⟩

− ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψ⟩ − ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨ⟩ − α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨ⟩+ α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψ⟩

+ ⟨1− σ⟩⟨νf,Ψ⟩+ σ⟨Lf,Ψ⟩ = ⟨µ− 1
2S1 + S2,Ψ⟩. (4.22)

Now, we shall establish ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥L2 estimates by choosing appropriate test functions.

Estimates on ∥a∥L2 : Let

Ψa = vη(|v|2 − 10)
√
µϕ′a(η), (4.23)

where ϕa(η) satisfies

ϕ′′a(η) = (1− η)a(η), ϕ′a(0) = 0, ϕa(0) = 0.

Then, it is direct to get

ϕ′a(η) =

∫ η

0

(1− y)a(y) dy, ϕa(η) =

∫ η

0

∫ s

0

(1− y)a(y) dyds,

which, together with direct calculations and (4.21), yields that

|ϕ′a(η1)| ≤ C|wℓf1|L∞(γ+) + C∥c(η)∥L2 + C∥(I−P)f∥L2
ν

+ Cϵ|wℓ[S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b |L∞(γ−) + Cϵ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ ,

∥ϕa∥H2 ≤ C∥a∥L2 .

(4.24)

Taking Ψ = Ψa in (4.22), we have

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨa⟩ =− ϵ⟨f,Ψa⟩ − (1− σ)⟨νf,Ψa⟩ −
∫
R3

vη(Ψaf)(η1) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψaf)(0) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨa⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψa⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨa⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨa⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψa⟩ − σ⟨Lf,Ψa⟩+ ⟨S ,Ψa⟩ =

11∑
k=1

Ik, (4.25)

where S =: µ− 1
2S1 + S2. It follows from (4.23) that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨa⟩ = −
∫ η1

0

ϕ′′a(η)

∫
R3

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µf dvdη

≥ 5

∫ η1

0

(1− η)|a(η)|2 dη − κ1∥a∥2L2 − Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν

≥ 5(1− η1)∥a∥2L2 − κ1∥a∥2L2 − Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
,

where κ1 > 0 is a small parameter and will be chosen later.
For I1, I2, I10 and I11, by using the Hölder inequality, we have

I1 = ϵ

∫ η1

0

ϕ′a(η)

∫
R3

vη(|v|2 − 10)
√
µf dvdη ≤ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1

∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
, (4.26)

I2 ≤ C(1− σ0)∥a∥L2∥b1∥L2 + κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1
∥(I−P)∥2L2

ν
, (4.27)

I10 ≤ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
, (4.28)

I11 ≤ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞ . (4.29)
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For the boundary terms I3 and I4, noting the boundary condition (4.16)3, ϕ
′
a(0) = 0 and (4.24), we have

I3 + I4 = −ϕ′a(η1)
∫
R3

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= −ϕ′a(η1)
[ ∫

vη>0

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µf(η1, v) dv +

∫
vη<0

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µf(η1, v) dv

]
= 10

√
2πϕ′a(η1)

∫
vη>0

|vη|
√
µf(η1, v) dv − ϕ′a(η1)

∫
vη>0

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(η1, v) dv

− 5(1− σ)ϕ′a(η1)

∫
vη>0

|vη|f1(η1, v) dv − ϕ′a(η1)

∫
vη<0

v2η(|v|2 − 10)
√
µS(2)

2,b dv

≤ κ1|Pγf |2L2(γ+) + Cκ1
|ϕ′a(η1)|2 + Cκ1

[
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + |wℓf1|L∞(γ+) + |wℓS(2)

2,b |L∞(γ−)

]
≤ κ1|Pγf |2L2(γ+) + Cκ1

∥c∥2L2 + Cκ1
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν

+ Cκ1
|wℓf1|2L∞(γ+) + Cϵ,κ1

|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + Cϵ,κ1

∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞ . (4.30)

Furthermore, we obtain from (4.10)–(4.11) that

|Pγf |2L2(γ+) = |Pγ(
f1√
µ
) + Pγf2|2L2(γ+) ≤ C|wℓf1|2L∞(γ+) + C∥Pγf2∥2L2(γ+)

≤ C
[
|(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
,

which, together with (4.30), yields

I3 + I4 ≲ κ1∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ Cκ1

∥c∥2L2 + Cκ1
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν

+ Cκ1
|wℓf1|2L∞(γ+) + Cϵ,κ1

|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + Cϵ,κ1

∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞ . (4.31)

For the geometric terms I5 + I6 + I7, direct calculations show that

I5 + I6 + I7 =

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′a(η)

∫
R3

(I−P)f(|v|2 − 10)(v2ϕ − v2η) dvdη

≤ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
. (4.32)

For the terms I8 and I9 induced by shear force, we have

I8 + I9 =

∫ η1

0

2α

η1
ϕ′a(η)

∫
R3

v2ηvϕ
√
µf(η, v) dvdη ≤ Cα∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
. (4.33)

Plugging all the above estimates into (4.25), we obtain

∥a∥2L2 ≲ κ1∥a∥2L2 + α∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + (1− σ0)∥a∥L2∥b1∥L2 + κ1∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ Cκ1

∥(b1, c)∥2L2

+ Cκ1
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ Cκ1

∥wℓf1∥2L∞

+ Cϵ,κ1
|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + Cϵ,κ1

∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞ . (4.34)

Estimates on ∥b1∥L2 : Let

Ψb1 = −v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µϕ′b1(η),

where ϕb1(η) satisfies

ϕ′′b1(η) =
1

1− η
b1(y), ϕ′b1(0) = 0, ϕb1(0) = 0.

Then it is direct to get

ϕ′b1(η) =

∫ η

0

1

1− y
b1(y) dy, ϕb1(η) =

∫ η

0

∫ s

0

1

1− y
b1(y) dyds.

It follows from the Hölder inequality that

∥ϕb1∥H2 ≲ ∥b1∥L2 .
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Taking Ψ = Ψb1 in (4.22), we have

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb1⟩ = −ϵ⟨f,Ψb1⟩ − (1− σ)⟨νf,Ψb1⟩ −
∫
R3

vη(Ψb1f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb1f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨb1⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕ

Ψb1⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb1⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb1⟩ − σ⟨Lf,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨S ,Ψb1⟩ =

11∑
k=1

Jk. (4.35)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb1⟩ ≥ (1− κ2)∥b1∥2L2 − Cκ2
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
,

where κ2 > 0 is a small parameter and will be chosen later.
Similar to (4.26)–(4.29), we have

|J1|+ |J2|+ |J10|+ |J11| ≤ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2
∥c∥2L2 + C(1− σ0)∥b1∥L2∥(a, c)∥L2

+ Cκ2

[
∥(I−Pf∥2L2

ν
+ ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞

]
.

For the boundary terms J3 and J4, noting ϕ
′
b1
(0) = 0, we have

J3 + J4 = ϕ′b1(η1)

∫
R3

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= ϕ′b1(η1)

∫
vη>0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µf(η1, v) dv + ϕ′b1(η1)

∫
vη<0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= ϕ′b1(η1)

∫
vη>0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(η1, v) dv + ϕ′b1(η1)

∫
vη<0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µS(2)

2,b dv

− 6(1− σ)ϕ′b1(η1)
(∫

vη>0

f1(η1, v)|vη| dv
)

≤ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2

[
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + |wℓf1|2L∞(γ+) + |wℓS(2)

2,b |
2
L∞(γ−)

]
.

For the geometric terms J5, J6 and J7, a direct calculation shows that

J5 + J6 + J7 = −2

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
b1(η)ϕ

′
b1(η) dη +

∫ η1

0

2

1− η
ϕ′b1(η)

∫
R3

v2ϕvη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

−
∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b1(η)

∫
R3

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

= −|ϕ′b1(η1)|
2 +

∫ η1

0

2

1− η
ϕ′b1(η)

∫
R3

v2ϕvη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

−
∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b1(η)

∫
R3

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

≤ −|ϕ′b1(η1)|
2 + κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For terms J8 and J9 induced by shear force, we have

J8 + J9 = −2α

η1

∫ η1

0

ϕ′b1(η)

∫
R3

v3ηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη ≤ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
. (4.36)

Plugging all the above estimates into (4.35), we obtain

∥b1∥2L2 + |ϕ′b1(η1)|
2 ≲ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + (1− σ0)∥b1∥L2∥(a, c)∥L2 + Cκ2

∥c∥2L2

+ Cκ2

[
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞

]
+ Cκ2

[
|wℓS(2)

2,b |
2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
. (4.37)

Estimates on ∥b2∥L2 : Let

Ψb2 = vηvϕ
√
µϕ′b2(η),
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where ϕb2(η) satisfies

ϕ′′b2(η) = − 1

1− η
b2(η), ϕ′b2(η1) = 0, ϕb2(0) = 0.

Then it is direct to get

ϕ′b2(η) =

∫ η1

η

1

1− y
b2(y) dy, ϕb2(η) =

∫ η

0

∫ η1

s

1

1− y
b2(y) dyds.

It follows from the Hölder inequality that

∥ϕb2∥H2 ≲ ∥b2∥L2 .

Taking Ψ = Ψb2 in (4.22), we have

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb2⟩ = −ϵ⟨f,Ψb2⟩ − (1− σ)⟨νf,Ψb2⟩ −
∫
R3

vη(Ψb2f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb2f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨb2⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨb2⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb2⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb2⟩ − σ⟨Lf,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨S ,Ψb2⟩ =

11∑
k=1

Hk. (4.38)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb2⟩ ≥ (1− κ3)∥b2∥2L2 − Cκ3
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
,

where κ3 > 0 is a small parameter, which will be determined later.
Similar to (4.26)–(4.29), we have

|H1|+ |H2|+ |H10|+ |H11| ≤ κ3∥b2∥L2 + Cκ3

[
∥(I−P)f∥L2

ν
+ ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
.

For the boundary terms H3 and H4, noting ϕ
′
b2
(η1) = 0, we have

H3 +H4 = ϕ′b2(0)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvϕ
√
µf(0, v) dv + ϕ′b2(0)

∫
vη<0

v2ηvϕ
√
µf(0, v) dv

= ϕ′b2(0)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvϕ
√
µS(1)

2,b dv + ϕ′b2(0)

∫
vη<0

v2ηvϕ
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(0, v) dv

≤ κ3∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ3

|wℓS(1)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−).

For the geometric terms H5, H6 and H7, a direct calculation shows that

H5 +H6 +H7 = −
∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b2(η)

∫
R3

v3ϕ
√
µf dvdη + 2

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b2(η)

∫
R3

vϕv
2
η

√
µf dvdη

= −
∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b2(η)b2(η) dη −

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕb2(η)

∫
R3

v3ϕ
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

+ 2

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b2(η)

∫
R3

vϕv
2
η

√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

≤ −1

2
|ϕ′b2(0)|

2 + κ3∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
.

For the terms H8 and H9 induced by shear force, we have

H8 +H9 =
α

η1

∫ η1

0

ϕ′b2(η)

∫
R3

v2η
√
µf dvdη

≲ Cα∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + Cα∥c∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ3∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
. (4.39)

Plugging all the above estimates into (4.38), we obtain

∥b2∥2L2 + |ϕ′b2(0)|
2 ≲ κ3∥b2∥2L2 + α∥b2∥L2∥(a, c)∥L2 + Cκ3

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν

+ Cκ3

[
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + |wℓS(1)

2,b |
2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
. (4.40)
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Estimates on ∥b3∥L2 : Let

Ψb3 = vηvz
√
µϕ′b3(η),

where ϕb3(η) satisfies

ϕ′′b3(η) = b3(η), ϕ′b3(0) = 0, ϕb3(0) = 0.

Then it is direct to get

ϕ′b3(η) = −
∫ η

0

b3(y) dy, ϕb3(η) = −
∫ η

0

∫ s

0

b3(y) dydds.

It follows from the Hölder inequality that

∥ϕb3∥H2 ≲ ∥b3∥L2 .

Taking Ψ = Ψb3 in (4.22), we have

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb3⟩ = −ϵ⟨f,Ψb3⟩ − (1− σ)⟨νf,Ψb3⟩ −
∫
R3

vη(Ψb3f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb3f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨb3⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb3⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨb3⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb3⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb3⟩ − σ⟨Lf,Ψb3⟩+ ⟨S ,Ψb3⟩ =

11∑
k=1

Qk. (4.41)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb3⟩ ≥ (1− κ4)∥b3∥L3 − Cκ4∥(I−Pf∥L2
ν
,

where κ4 > 0 is a small parameter, which will be determined later.
Similar to (4.26)–(4.29), we have

|Q1|+ |Q2|+ |Q3|+ |Q4| ≤ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4

[
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞

]
.

For the boundary terms Q3 and Q4, noting ϕ
′
b3
(0) = 0, we have

Q3 +Q4 = −ϕ′b3(η1)
∫
vη>0

v2ηvz
√
µf(η1, v) dv − ϕ′b3(η1)

∫
vη<0

v2ηvz
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= −ϕ′b3(η1)
∫
vη<0

v2ηvz
√
µS(2)

2,b dv − ϕ′b3(η1)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvz
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(η1, v) dv

≤ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ4

|wℓS(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−).

For the geometric terms Q5, Q6 and Q7, a direct calculation shows that

Q5 +Q6 +Q7 =

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′b3(η)

∫
R3

(v2η − v2ϕ)vz
√
µ(I−P)f(η, v) dvdη

≤ κ4∥b3∥L2 + Cκ4
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
. (4.42)

For the terms Q8 and Q9 induced by shear force, a direct calculation shows that

Q8 +Q9 = 0. (4.43)

Plugging all the above estimates into (4.41), we obtain

∥b3∥2L2 ≲ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4

[
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cκ4

[
|wℓS(2)

2,b |
2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
. (4.44)

Estimates on ∥c∥L2 : Let

Ψc(η, v) = −vη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µϕ′c(η),

where ϕc(η) satisfies

ϕ′′c (η) = (1− η)c(η), ϕ′c(0) = 0, ϕc(0) = 0.
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Then it is direct to get

ϕ′c(η) =

∫ η

0

(1− y)c(y) dy, ϕc(η) =

∫ η

0

∫ s

0

(1− y)c(y) dy.

It follows from the Hölder inequality that

∥ϕc∥H2 ≲ ∥c∥L2 .

Taking Ψ = Ψc in (4.22), we have

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨc⟩ = −ϵ⟨f,Ψc⟩ − (1− σ)⟨νf,Ψc⟩ −
∫
R3

vη(Ψcf)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψcf)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨc⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψc⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨc⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨc⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψc⟩ − σ⟨Lf,Ψc⟩+ ⟨S ,Ψc⟩ =

11∑
k=1

Sk. (4.45)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨc⟩ ≥ (1− κ5)∥c∥2L2 − Cκ5∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
,

where κ5 > 0 is a small parameter, which will be determined later.

Similar to (4.26)–(4.29), we have

|S1|+ |S2|+ |S10|+ |S11| ≤ κ5∥c∥2L2 + C(1− σ0)∥c∥L2∥b1∥L2

+ Cκ5

[
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
.

For the boundary terms S3 and S4, noting ϕ
′
c(0) = 0, we have

S3 + S4 = −ϕ′c(η1)
∫
vη>0

v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µf(η1, v) dv − ϕ′c(η1)

∫
vη<0

v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µf(η1, v) dv

= −ϕ′c(η1)
∫
vη<0

v2η
√
µS(2)

2,b dv − ϕ′c(η1)

∫
vη<0

v2ηvϕ
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(η1, v) dv

≤ κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + Cκ5

|wℓS(2)
2,b |

2
L∞(γ−).

For the geometric terms S5 + S6 + S7, one has

S5 + S6 + S7 =

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
ϕ′c(η)

∫
R3

(v2η − v2ϕ)(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

≲ κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
. (4.46)

For the terms S8 and S9 induced by shear force, we have

S8 + S9 =
2α

η1

∫ η1

0

ϕ′c(η)

∫
R3

v2ηvϕ
√
µf dvdη ≲ α∥c∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
. (4.47)

Plugging all the above estimates into (4.45), we obtain

∥c∥L2 ≲ κ5∥c∥2L2 + α∥c∥L2∥b2∥L2 + (1− σ0)∥c∥L2∥b1∥L2 + Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν

+ Cκ5

[
|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + |wℓS(2)

2,b |
2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
. (4.48)

Conclusion on the estimates of ∥Pf2∥L2 : Finally, combining (4.34), (4.37), (4.40) and (4.48), we ob-
tain

∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 ≲ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1
κ2∥b1∥2L2 + κ3∥b2∥2L2 + κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ1,κ2

κ5∥c∥2L2 + κ1∥f2∥2L2
ν

+ Cκ(α+ 1− σ0)(∥a∥L2 + ∥c∥L2)(∥b1∥L2 + ∥b2∥L2)

+ Cκ

[
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + |wℓf1|2L∞(γ+)

]
+ Cϵ,κ

[
|wℓ(S(1)

1,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
, (4.49)
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where Cκ means a positive constant depending on κ1, · · · , κ5. Furthermore, recalling
√
µf = f1+

√
µf and

the definition of Pγf in (2.3), we have

∥Pf2∥2L2 ≲ ∥Pf∥2L2 + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ ≲ ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ ,

∥f2∥2L2
ν
≲ ∥Pf2∥2L2 + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν

≲ ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2
ν
,

|(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) ≲ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ ,

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
≲ ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ ,

(4.50)

provided that ℓ > 4. Combining (4.49) and (4.50), we have

∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2

≲ κ1∥a∥2L2 + (Cκ1
κ2 + κ1)∥b1∥2L2 + (κ3 + κ1 + κ4)∥(b2, b3)∥2L2 + (Cκ1,κ2

κ5 + κ1)∥c∥2L2

+ Cκ(α+ 1− σ0)∥(a, b1, b2, c)∥2L2 + Cϵ,κ

[
|wℓ(S(1)

1,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|

2
L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥2L∞

]
+ Cκ

[
∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞

]
. (4.51)

Choosing κ1, κ3, κ4 small enough such that κ1 + κ3 + κ4 ≪ 1
16 first, and then choosing κ2 small enough

such that Cκ1
κ2 + κ1 ≪ 1

16 , and next choosing κ5 small enough such that Cκ1,κ2κ5 + κ1 ≪ 1
16 , and finally

taking α and 1− σ0 small enough such that Cκ(α+ 1− σ0) ≪ 1
16 , we obtain from (4.51) that

∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 ≤ C
[
∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f |2L2(γ+) + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞

]
+ Cϵ|wℓ

(
S(1)
1,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|2L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ

(
S1,S2

)
∥2L∞

]
, (4.52)

which, together with (4.51), yields that

∥Pf2∥2L2 ≤ C
[
∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞

]
+ Cϵ

[
|wℓ

(
S(1)
1,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|2L∞(γ−) + ∥ν−1wℓ

(
S1,S2

)
∥2L∞

]
. (4.53)

Combining (4.12), (4.14) and (4.53), we obtain

∥f2∥2L2
ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) ≲ ∥Pf2∥2L2 + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

≲ δ
[
∥f2∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

]
+ Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞

+ Cϵ,δ

[
∥ν−1wℓ

(
S1,S2

)
∥2L∞ + |wℓ

(
S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|2L∞(γ−)

]
. (4.54)

Taking δ small enough, we obtain from (4.54) that

∥f2∥2L2
ν
≤ C∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cϵ

[
∥ν−1wℓ

(
S1,S2

)
∥2L∞ + |wℓ

(
S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|2L∞(γ−)

]
, (4.55)

which, together with (4.14), concludes the proof of (4.3). □

Lemma 4.2. For any given ϵ ∈ (0, 1] and σ ∈ [0, 1], let (f1, f2) be the solution of the coupled systems
(4.1)–(4.2). There exists a positive constant α2 small enough, which is independent of ϵ and σ, such that if
α ∈ (0, α2), it holds that

∥wℓ
(
f1, f2

)
∥L∞ ≤ Cϵ,ℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ

(
S1,S2

)
∥L∞ + |wℓ

(
S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|L∞(γ−)

]
, (4.56)

where Cϵ,ℓ is a positive constant depending only ϵ and the weight ℓ.

Proof. Substituting (4.3) into (3.9), we get

∥wℓf2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥wℓf1∥L∞ + Cϵ,ℓ∥wℓ
(
S1,S2

)
∥L∞ + Cϵ,ℓ|wℓ

(
S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|L∞(γ−). (4.57)

Then, substituting (4.57) into (3.8), we obtain

∥wℓf1∥L∞ ≤ Cℓα∥wℓf1∥L∞ + Cϵ,ℓ∥wℓ
(
S1,S2

)
∥L∞ + Cϵ,ℓ|wℓ

(
S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b

)
|L∞(γ−). (4.58)

We conclude (4.56) from (4.57)–(4.58) provided that α small enough. □
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5. Existence of the linearized approximate system

In this section, we shall use the a priori L∞ uniform estimates established in Lemma 4.2 to prove the
existence of the linearized approximate systems (2.1)–(2.2) by taking the limits σ → 1 and ϵ → 0 in
(4.1)–(4.2).

5.1. The limit σ → 1. With the help of a priori L∞ estimate, we are able to use a bootstrap argument to
show the existence of solutions for the coupled systems (4.1)–(4.2) with σ = 1. To this end, we introduce
the following functional space

X =
{
(f1, f2) | ∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ <∞

}
,

equipped with norm

∥(f1, f2)∥X = ∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ .

We define the linear vector operator parameterized by σ ∈ [0, 1] as follows:

Lσ(f1, f2) =
(
L1
σ(f1, f2),L2

σ(f1, f2)
)t
,

with

L1
σ(f1, f2) =


ϵf1 + vη

∂f

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2

+ νf1 − σ(1− χM )Kf1, η ∈ (0, η1),

f1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0, η = 0,

f1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0, η = η1,

L2
σ(f1, f2) =



ϵf2 + vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2 − σχMKf1 − σKf2, η ∈ (0, η1),

f2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 −
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(
√
µf2 + σf1)(0, u)|uη| du, η = 0,

f2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 −
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(
√
µf2 + σf1)(η1, u)|uη| du, η = η1.

Hereafter, the superscript “t” means the transpose of vectors. Then we can rewrite the coupled systems
(4.1)–(4.2) as

Lσ(f1, f2) = (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t. (5.1)

Lemma 5.1. Let ϵ ∈ (0, 1] and α2 be the positive constant in Lemma 4.2. Then for α ∈ (0, α2), there
exists a unique solution (f1, f2) ∈ X to the system (5.1) with σ = 1 satisfying

∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ ≤ Cϵ,ℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
. (5.2)

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
Step 1. σ = 0. We construct the approximate sequences {(f i1, f i2)}∞i=1 by the following iterative systemsϵf

i
1 + vη

∂f i1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f i1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f i1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f i1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf i2 + νf i1 = S1,

f i1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, f i1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

and 

ϵf i2 + vη
∂f i2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f i2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f i2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f i2
∂vϕ

+ νf i2 = S2,

f i2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√

2πµ

∫
uη<0

(
√
µf i−1

2 )(0, u)|uη| du+ S(1)
2,b ,

f i2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√

2πµ

∫
uη>0

(
√
µf i−1

2 )(η1, u)|uη| du+ S(2)
2,b ,
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with [f01 , f
0
2 ] = [0, 0]. Let [hi1, h

i
2] = wℓ[f i1, f

i
2], then [hi1, h

i
2] satisfies

ϵhi1 + vη
∂hi1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂hi1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂hi1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂hi1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µhi2 + νhi1

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

hi1 + wℓS1,

hi1(0, vη, vϕ)|vη>0 = 0, hi1(η1, vη, vϕ)|vη<0 = 0,

and 

ϵhi2 + vη
∂hi2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂hi2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂hi2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂hi2
∂vϕ

+ νhi2 = − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

hi2 + wℓS2,

hi2(0, vη, vϕ)|vη>0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη<0

hi−1
2 (0, u)w̃(u) dσ + wℓS(1)

2,b ,

hi2(η1, vη, vϕ)|vη<0 =
1

w̃(v)

∫
uη>0

hi−1
2 (η1, u)w̃(u) dσ + wℓS(2)

2,b ,

with [h01, h
0
2] = [0, 0]. Once [f i−1

1 , f i−1
2 ] ∈ X is given, along the characteristic line defined in (3.4), it is easy

to check that

∥hi1∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥hi2∥L∞ + ∥ν−1wℓS1∥L∞ ,

∥hi2∥L∞ ≤ C∥hi−1
2 ∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + C|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−),

which, together with induction method, yields that

∥[hi1, hi2]∥L∞ ≤ Ci∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + Ci|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) <∞, ∀i ≥ 1.

In order to get uniform estimates with respect to i, we can represent [hi1, h
i
2] as those similar to (3.10),

(3.14), and (3.16)–(3.17). In fact, for example, for (η, v) ∈ (I × R3\(γ0 ∪ γ−)) ∩ A1, we only need to set
σ = 0 and replace h1 with hi1, h2 with hi2 in (3.10), h2 on the left hand side of (3.14) with hi2, h2 with

hi−1−l
2 in J14, and h2 with hi−1−k

2 in J15. Then, by similar calculations as in (3.11)–(3.39), we can obtain

∥hi1∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥hi2∥L∞ + C∥wℓS1∥L∞ , (5.3)

∥hi2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ

[
ke−ν0t +

(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0 ]

sup
1≤j≤k

∥hi−1−j
2 ∥L∞

+ Cℓk
[
∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
. (5.4)

Then, taking k = k0 := C3T
5
4
0 , t = T0 and T0 large enough such that Cℓ

[
ke−ν0t + ( 12 )

C4T
5
4
0

]
≤ 1

8 , we obtain
from (5.4) and Lemma A.4 that

∥hi2∥L∞ ≤
(1
8

)[ i
k0+1

]
sup

1≤j≤2k0

∥hj2∥L∞ +
8 + k0

7
Cℓk0

[
∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
(5.5)

for i ≥ k0 + 1. It then follows from (5.5) that

∥hi2∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) for i ≥ 1. (5.6)

Substituting (5.6) into (5.3), we have

∥hi1∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓ[S1,S2∥L∞ + Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) for i ≥ 1. (5.7)

Considering the difference [hi+1
1 −hi1, hi+1

2 −hi2], and applying the similar calculations as in (5.3)–(5.6), one
has

∥hi+1
1 − hi1∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥hi+1

2 − hi2∥L∞ , (5.8)

∥hi+1
2 − hi2∥L∞ ≤ 1

8
sup

1≤j≤k0

∥hi−j
2 − hi−1−j

2 ∥L∞ . (5.9)
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Applying Lemma A.4 and (5.6) to (5.9) yields that

∥hi+1
2 − hi2∥L∞ ≤

(1
8

)[ i
k0+1

]
sup

1≤j≤2k0

∥hj2∥L∞ ≤
(1
8

)[ i
k0+1

]
Cℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓS2∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
,

for any i ≥ k0 + 1, which implies immediately that {hi2} is a Cauchy sequence in L∞. Furthermore, we
obtain from (5.8) that {hi1} is also a Cauchy sequence in L∞. Therefore, there exists a unique limit function
pair (h1, h2) such that

lim
i→∞

∥(hi1 − h1, h
i
2 − h2)∥L∞ = 0. (5.10)

Let (f1, f2) = w−ℓ(h1, h2), then f1 and f2 will satisfy

L0(f1, f2) = (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t.

Moreover, it follows from (5.6)–(5.7) and (5.10) that (f1, f2) ∈ X satisfying

∥(f1, f2)∥X = ∥L−1
0 (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )

t∥X ≤ Cℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
, (5.11)

where Cℓ depends only ℓ, which is independent of ϵ.
Step 2. σ ∈ [0, σ∗] for some small σ∗. We rewrite

Lσ(f1, f2) = (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t (5.12)

as

L0(f1, f2) = (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t

+ σ
(
(1− χM )Kf1, 0, 0, µ− 1

2χMKf1 +Kf2, Pγ

( f1√
µ

)
(0), Pγ

( f1√
µ

)
(η1)

)t
.

We construct the approximate sequence {(f i1, f i2)} as follows:

L0(f
i+1
1 , f i+1

2 ) = (S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t

+ σ
(
(1− χM )Kf i1, 0, 0, µ− 1

2χMKf i1 +Kf i2, Pγ

( f i1√
µ

)
(0), Pγ

( f i1√
µ

)
(η1)

)t
.

with (f01 , f
0
2 ) = (0, 0). It follows from (5.11) that

∥(f i+1
1 , f i+1

2 )∥X ≤ Cℓσ
[
∥wℓ(1− χM )Kf i1∥L∞ + ∥wℓµ− 1

2χMf
i
1∥L∞ + ∥Kf i2∥L∞ + ∥wℓPγf

i
1∥L∞

]
+ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

≤ Cℓσ∥(f i1, f i2)∥X + Cℓ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−). (5.13)

Choosing σ∗ small enough such that Cℓσ∗ ≤ 1
2 , we obtain from (5.13) and induction that

∥(f i+1
1 , f i+1

2 )∥X ≤ 2Cℓ∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + 2Cℓ|wℓ(S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−) for i ≥ 1,

when σ ∈ [0, σ∗]. Furthermore, taking the difference [f i+1
1 − f i1, f

i+1
2 − f i2], we have

∥(f i+1
1 − f i1, f

i+1
2 − f i2)∥X ≤ 1

2
∥(f i1 − f i−1

1 , f i2 − f i−1
2 )∥X ≤ · · · ≤

(1
2

)i

∥(f11 , f12 )∥X

≤ 2
(1
2

)i

Cℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
, (5.14)

which implies {(f i1, f i2)} is a Cauchy sequence in X. Therefore, there exists a limit function pair (f1, f2) ∈ X
such that

lim
i→∞

∥(f i1 − f1, f
i
2 − f2)∥X = 0.

Moreover, (f1, f2) solves (5.12). Then applying the uniform L∞−estimates established in Lemma 4.2, we
have

∥(f1, f2)∥X = ∥L−1
σ∗

(S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)
2,b ,S

(2)
2,b )

t∥X ≤ Cϵ,ℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + |wℓ(S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b )|L∞(γ−)

]
, (5.15)

where Cϵ,ℓ is independent of σ.
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Step 3. σ ∈ [σ∗, 2σ∗]. We rewrite

Lσ(f1, f2) =
(
S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b

)t
(5.16)

as

Lσ∗(f1, f2) =
(
S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b

)t
+ σ̃

(
(1− χM )Kf1, 0, 0, µ− 1

2Kf1 +Kf2, Pγ

( f1√
µ

)
(0), Pγ

( f1√
µ

)
(η1)

)t
,

where σ̃ = σ−σ∗. With the help of (5.15), by choosing σ∗ small enough such that σ∗Cϵ,ℓ =
1
2 , we can apply

similar arguments as in (5.13)–(5.14) to show that there exist a solution (f1, f2) ∈ X for (5.16) provided
σ ∈ [σ∗, 2σ∗]. Moreover, applying Lemma 4.2 to (5.16), we can get

∥(f1, f2)∥X = ∥L−1
2σ∗

(
S1, 0, 0,S2,S(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b

)t∥X
≤ Cϵ,ℓ

[
∥ν−1wℓ(S1,S2)∥L∞ + |wℓS(1)

2,b ,S
(2)
2,b |L∞(γ−)

]
.

Step 4. σ ∈ [0, 1]. Repeating the procedure in Step 3, we can establish the existence of solution for (5.1)
for σ ∈ [2σ∗, 3σ∗], [3σ∗, 4σ∗], · · · until σ = 1 step by step. Finally, (5.2) follows directly from Lemma 4.2.
Therefore, the proof of Lemma 5.1 is completed. □

In particular, by setting S1 = S, S2 = S(1)
2,b = S(2)

2,b = 0 in (5.1), we have directly following Corollary
from Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 5.2. Let ϵ ∈ (0, 1] and α2 be the positive constant determined in Lemma 4.2. Then for α ∈
(0, α2), there exist a unique solution (f1, f2) ∈ X of the following coupled systems

ϵf1 + vη
∂f1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2 + νf1

= (1− χM )Kf1 + S,
f1(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, f1(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

(5.17)

and 

ϵf2 + vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2

= Kf2 + χMµ
− 1

2Kf1,

f2(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(f1 +
√
µf2)(0, u) du,

f2(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(f1 +
√
µf2)(η1, u) du,

(5.18)

for any given S with ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ <∞. Moreover, it holds that

∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ ≤ Cϵ,ℓ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ .

5.2. The limit ϵ → 0. In order to take the limit ϵ → 0 in (5.17)–(5.18), we first need to establish the
uniform estimate with respect to ϵ. Note that the uniform estimate in Corollary 5.2 depends on ϵ. However,
the dependence on ϵ arises from the invalidity of conservation of mass for any given σ ̸= 1 and possibility
of ∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

(
S1 +

√
µS2

)
dvdη ̸= 0,

see (4.20)–(4.21) and (4.30)–(4.31) for details. So, in order to establish the uniform estimate with respect
to ϵ, we will further require S in (5.17) to satisfy∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

S dvdη = 0. (5.19)
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Lemma 5.3. For any given ϵ ∈ [0, 1] and S with ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ < ∞ satisfying (5.19), let (f1, f2) be
the solution for coupled system (5.17)–(5.18). There exists a positive constant α0 small enough, which is
independent of ϵ, such that if α ∈ (0, α0),

∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ , (5.20)

where Cℓ is a positive constant depending only on the weight ℓ.

Proof. We denote f = µ− 1
2 f1 + f2 and

Pf = {a(η) + b1(η)vη + b2(η)vϕ + b3(η)vz + (|v|2 − 3)c(η)}√µ,
then f satisfies

ϵf + vη∂ηf − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vηf − vηvϕ∂vϕf)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕf +

α

2η1
vηvϕf + Lf = µ− 1

2S,

f(0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(
√
µf)(0, uη, uϕ)|uη| du,

f(η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(
√
µf)(η1, uη, uϕ)|uη| du.

Noting (5.19), by a similar calculation as in (4.17)–(4.20), we have

ϵ

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(η) dη = 0. (5.21)

With (5.21), by choosing the same test functions as in (4.23), the boundary terms I3 + I4 in (4.25) directly
vanishes due to ϕ′a(0) = ϕ′a(η1) = 0. Then by using similar calculations as in (4.26)–(4.33), we can control
∥a∥2L2 as follows

∥a∥2L2 ≲ κ1∥a∥2L2 + α∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + Cκ1
∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ1

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
.

Finally, applying the same calculations in (4.37) to control ∥b1∥2L2 , (4.40) to control ∥b2∥2L2 , (4.44) to control
∥b3∥2L2 , (4.48) to control ∥c∥2L2 , we can obtain

∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2

≲ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1κ2∥b1∥2L2 + κ3∥b2∥2L2 + κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ1,κ2κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2
ν

+ Cκα∥(a, b1, b2, c)∥2L2 + Cκ∥ν−1wℓS∥2L∞ + Cκ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ .

Then applying the same calculations as in (4.12)–(4.15) to control ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2
ν
and similar arguments as

in (4.52)–(4.55), we can get

∥f2∥L2
ν
≤ C∥wℓf1∥L∞ + C∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ , (5.22)

which, together with Lemma 3.2, yields (5.20). Hence, the proof of Lemma 5.3 is completed. □

With the uniform estimates established in Lemma 5.1, we are able to take the limit ϵ→ 0 in (5.17)–(5.18)
to obtain the existence of solutions to the linearized systems (2.1)–(2.2).

Lemma 5.4. There exists a positive constant α0 small enough such that if α ∈ (0, α0), there exists a unique
solution (f1, f2) to the linearized coupled systems (2.1)–(2.2) satisfying

∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ , (5.23)

where Cℓ is a positive constant depending only on the weight ℓ.

Proof. Let [f ϵi1 , f
ϵi
2 ] (i = 1, 2) be two solutions of the coupled systems (5.17)–(5.18). Considering the

difference [f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 , f
ϵ2
2 − f ϵ12 ], we obtain from similar arguments as in (3.8)–(3.9) and (5.22) that

∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ ≤ Cα∥wℓ(f ϵ22 − f ϵ12 )∥L∞ + C∥wℓ(ϵ2 − ϵ1)f
ϵ2
1 ∥L∞ , (5.24)

∥wℓ(f ϵ22 − f ϵ22 )∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ + Cℓ∥wℓ(ϵ2 − ϵ1)f
ϵ2
2 ∥L∞ + Cℓ∥f ϵ22 − f ϵ12 ∥L2 , (5.25)

and

∥f ϵ22 − f ϵ12 ∥L2 ≤ C∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ + C(ϵ2 + ϵ1)∥wℓ(f ϵ21 , f
ϵ2
2 )∥L∞ . (5.26)
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Combining (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26), we get

∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ ≤ Cℓα∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ + Cℓ(ϵ2 + ϵ1)∥wℓ(f ϵ21 , f
ϵ2
2 )∥L∞ . (5.27)

Taking α0 small enough such that Cℓα ≤ 1
2 , we obtain from (5.27) by induction that

∥wℓ(f ϵ21 − f ϵ11 )∥L∞ ≤ 2Cℓ(ϵ2 + ϵ1)
[
∥wℓ(f ϵ21 , f

ϵ2
2 )∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ(ϵ2 + ϵ1)∥ν−1wℓS∥L∞ → 0,

as ϵ1, ϵ2 → 0. Here we have used (5.20) in the last inequality. Hence, {f ϵ1 , f ϵ2} are both Cauchy sequences
in X, that is, there exist a unique solution (f1, f2) ∈ X for (2.1)–(2.2) satisfying

lim
ϵ→0

∥(f ϵ1 − f1, f
ϵ
2 − f2)∥X = 0,

which, together with (5.20), yields (5.23). Therefore, the proof of Lemma 5.4 is completed. □

6. Existence for the nonlinear system: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we are going to establish the existence of nonlinear coupled systems (1.18)–(1.19) and
complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. We construct the approximate sequences for the coupled systems
(1.18)–(1.19) by the following iterative systems

vη
∂gk+1

1

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂gk+1

1

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂gk+1
1

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂gk+1

1

∂vϕ
+

α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µgk+1

2 + νgk+1
1

= (1− χM )Kgk+1
1 − 1

η1
vηvϕµ+ αQ(

√
µgk,

√
µgk),

gk+1
1 (0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = 0, gk+1

1 (η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

and 

vη
∂gk+1

2

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂gk+1

2

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂gk+1
2

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂gk+1

2

∂vϕ
+ νgk+1

2

= Kgk+1
2 + χMµ

− 1
2Kgk+1

1 ,

gk+1
2 (0, vη, vϕ)|vη>0 =

√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

|uη|(gk+1
1 +

√
µgk+1

2 )(0, u) du,

gk+1
2 (η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =

√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

|uη|(gk+1
1 +

√
µgk+1

2 )(η1, u) du,

with (g01 , g
0
2) = (0, 0). Noting (5.19) holds, i.e.,

−
∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

vηvϕµ dvdη =

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

Q(
√
µgk,

√
µgk) dvdη = 0,

we obtain from Lemmas 5.4, and A.1 that (gk+1
1 , gk+1

2 ) ∈ X once (gk1 , g
k
2 ) ∈ X and

∥wℓ(gk+1
1 , gk+1

2 )∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥ν−1wℓ(vηvϕµ)∥L∞ + Cℓα∥ν−1wℓQ(
√
µgk,

√
µgk)∥L∞

≤ Cℓα∥wℓ(gk1 , g
k
2 )∥2L∞ + Cℓ.

Choosing α∗ small enough such that C2
ℓα∗ ≤ 1

8 , we obtain from induction method that

∥wℓ(gk1 , g
k
2 )∥L∞ ≤ 2Cℓ for all k ≥ 1,

provided α ∈ (0, α∗). Now, taking the difference (gk+1
1 − gk1 , g

k+1
2 − gk2 ) and applying the Lemma 5.4, one

has

∥wℓ(gk+1
1 − gk1 , g

k+1
2 − gk2 )∥L∞

≤ Cℓα∥ν−1wℓ
[
Q(

√
µgk −√

µgk−1,
√
µgk) +Q(

√
µgk−1,

√
µgk −√

µgk−1)
]
∥L∞

≤ Cℓα
[
∥wℓ(gk1 , g

k
2 )∥L∞ + ∥wℓ(gk−1

1 , gk−1
2 )∥L∞

]
· ∥wℓ(gk1 − gk−1

1 , gk2 − gk−1
2 )∥L∞

≤ 1

2
∥wℓ(gk1 − gk−1

1 , gk2 − gk−1
2 )∥L∞ ≤ · · · ≤

(1
2

)k

∥wℓ(g11 , g
1
2)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ

(1
2

)k−1

,
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which implies that {(gk1 , gk2 )} is a Cauchy sequence in X, that is, there exists a solution (g1, g2) for the
coupled systems (1.18)–(1.19) satisfying

∥wℓ(g1, g2)∥L∞ = lim
k→∞

∥wℓ(gk1 , g
k
2 )∥L∞ ≤ 2Cℓ.

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed. □

7. Unsteady problem

To show the non-negativity of steady solution

Gs = µ+ α
√
µg1 = µ+ α(g1 +

√
µg2)

obtained in Theorem 1.1, we study the asymptotic behavior of the following unsteady problem:

∂tG+ vη
∂G

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂G

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂G

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂G

∂vϕ
= Q(G,G),

G(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

G(t, 0, u)|uη| du,

G(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

G(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

G(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz)|t=0 = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz).

(7.1)

Note that the initial data in (7.1) is independent of the angle ϕ.
Consider the perturbation F = G−Gs and denote F =

√
µf , then f = f(t, η, v) satisfies

∂tf + vη
∂f

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ

∂f

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂f

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f

∂vϕ
+

α

2η1
vηvϕf + Lf

= Γ(f, f) + α{Γ(g1 +
√
µg2, f) + Γ(f, g1 + α

√
µg2)}, t > 0, (η, v) ∈ (0, η1)× R3,

f(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

f(t, 0, u)
√
µ|uη| du,

f(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

f(t, η1, u)
√
µ|uη| du,

√
µf(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz)−Gs(η, vη, vϕ, vz).

(7.2)

7.1. Local-in-time existence of (7.2). The goal of this subsection is to construct the local-in-time so-
lution to the initial boundary value problem (7.2). Similar to the steady problem, we decompose

√
µf

as √
µf = f1 +

√
µf2,

where f1 and f2 satisfy the following initial boundary value problems, respectively:
∂tf1 + vη

∂f1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2 + νf1

= (1− χM )Kf1 +H(f, f),

f1(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = f1(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

f1(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz)−Gs(η, vη, vϕ, vz),

(7.3)

and 

∂tf2 + vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2 = χMKf1 +Kf2,

f2(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(f1 +
√
µf2)(t, 0, u)|uη| du,

f2(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(f1 +
√
µf2)(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

f2(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0,

(7.4)
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where

H(f, f) = Q(
√
µf,

√
µf) + α[Q(g1 +

√
µg2,

√
µf) +Q(

√
µf, g1 + α

√
µg2)].

Note that the boundary conditions of f1 and the initial data of f2 are set to be zero.
We will look for solutions to (7.3)–(7.4) in the following functional space

YT =
{
(G1,G2)

∣∣∣ sup
0≤t≤T

∥wℓ(G1,G2)∥L∞ < +∞
}
,

equipped with the norm

∥(G1,G2)∥YT
= sup

0≤t≤T
∥wℓ(G1,G2)∥L∞ .

Theorem 7.1 (Local-in-time existence). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, there exists T∗ > 0 de-
pending on α such that the coupled systems (7.3)–(7.4) admits a unique local-in-time solution (f1, f2)(t, η, v)
satisfying

∥(f1, f2)∥YT∗
≤ C0ε0,

for some C0 > 0. Moreover,

G(t, η, v) = Gs(η, v) +
√
µf(t, η, v) = Gs(η, v) + (f1 +

√
µf2)(t, η, v) ≥ 0

provided that G0 = G(0, η, v) ≥ 0.

Proof. Let us start with the following linearized iterative system for (7.1):

∂tG
n+1 + vη

∂Gn+1

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂Gn+1

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂Gn+1

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂Gn+1

∂vϕ
+Gn+1R(Gn)

= Q+(G
n, Gn), t > 0, η ∈ (0, η1), v ∈ R3,

Gn+1(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

Gn(t, 0, u)|uη| du,

Gn+1(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

Gn(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

Gn+1(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz)|t=0 = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz),

(7.5)

where G0 = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz), Q+(·, ·) is the gain term of the collision operator Q defined in (1.4), and

R(Gn) =

∫
R3

∫
S2
|v − v∗|γB0(cos θ)G

n(v∗) dωdv∗.

It is direct to see Gn+1R(Gn) = Q−(G
n, Gn+1), where Q−(·, ·) is the loss term of the collision operator Q

defined in (1.4). Along the characteristic trajectory, by induction method, it follows from G0 ≥ 0 that any
solution Gn+1 of (7.5) is non-negative.

Denote Gn+1 = Gs +
√
µfn+1 and Gn = Gs +

√
µfn, and decompose fn+1 and fn as

√
µfn+1 = fn+1

1 +
√
µfn+1

2 ,
√
µfn = fn1 +

√
µfn2 ,

where (fn+1
1 , fn+1

2 ) are required to satisfy

∂tf
n+1
1 + vη

∂fn+1
1

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂fn+1

1

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂fn+1
1

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂fn+1

1

∂vϕ
+ νfn+1

1

= −fn+1
1 R(α

√
µg +

√
µfn)− α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µfn+1

2 + (1− χM )Kfn1 + H̃(fn, fn),

fn+1
1 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = fn+1

1 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

fn+1
1 (0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = G0(η, v)−Gs(η, v),
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and 

∂tf
n+1
2 + vη

∂fn+1
2

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂fn+1

2

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂fn+1
2

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂fn+1

2

∂vϕ
+ νfn+1

2

= −fn+1
2 R(α

√
µg +

√
µfn) +Kfn2 + χMKfn1 ,

fn+1
2 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =

√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(fn1 +
√
µfn2 )(t, 0, u)|uη| du,

fn+1
2 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =

√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(fn1 +
√
µfn2 )(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

fn+1
2 (0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0,

respectively. Here we have denoted

H̃(fn, fn) = −α√µgR(fn) +Q+(α
√
µg,

√
µfn) +Q+(

√
µfn, α

√
µg) +Q+(

√
µfn,

√
µfn).

Next, we shall show inductively that there exists a finite T∗ > 0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥wℓ
(
fm1 , f

m
2

)
∥L∞ ≤ C0ε0 <

ν0
16
, ∀ m ≥ 1, (7.6)

for some positive constant C0 independent of m, provided that

∥wℓ(f01 , f
0
2 )∥L∞ = ∥wℓ(G0 −Gs)∥L∞ ≤ ε0

for ε0 small enough.
Denote

(hn1 , h
n
2 ) = wℓ(fn1 , f

n
2 ),

√
µhn = wℓfn = hn1 +

√
µhn2 ,

then hn+1
1 and hn+1

2 satisfy

∂th
n+1
1 + vη

∂hn+1
1

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂hn+1

1

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂hn+1
1

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂hn+1

1

∂vϕ
+ νhn+1

1 +
α

2η1

√
µvηvϕh

n+1
2

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

hn+1
1 − hn+1

1 R(α
√
µg +

√
µfn) + (1− χM )Kwh

n
1 + wℓH̃(fn, fn),

hn+1
1 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = hn+1

1 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

hn+1
1 (0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = wℓ

(
G0(η, v)−Gs(η, v)

)
,

and 

∂th
n+1
2 + vη

∂hn+1
2

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂hn+1

2

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂hn+1
2

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂hn+1

2

∂vϕ
+ νhn+1

2

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

hn+1
2 − hn+1

2 R(α
√
µg +

√
µfn) + χMKwh

n
1 +Kwh

n
2 ,

hn+1
2 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =

1

w̃(v)

∫
uη<0

( hn1√
µ
+

√
µhn2

)
(t, 0, ũ)w̃(u) dσ,

hn+1
2 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =

1

w̃(v)

∫
uη>0

( hn1√
µ
+
√
µhn2

)
(t, η1, ũ)w̃(u) dσ,

hn+1
2 (0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0,

where w̃(v) = (
√
2πµwℓ)−1 and dσ =

√
2πµ|uη| du. Note that along the same characteristic line (3.4), s is

no longer a parameter and is non-negative. We can represent h1 as in (3.10):

hn+1
1 (t, η, v) = 1{t1≤0}h

n+1
1 (0,X (0),V (0))

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
B(V (τ)) dτ

[
− α

2η1
VηVϕ

√
µhn+1

2 + (1− χM )Kwh
n
1

]
(s,X (s),V (s)) ds

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
B(V (τ)) dτwℓH̃(fn, fn)(s,X (s),V (s)) ds, (7.7)
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where

B(v) = ν(v) +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
|1 + |v|2

+R(α
√
µg +

√
µfn).

For hn+1
2 (t, η, v), if (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\

(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A1, then, similar to (3.14), one has

hn+1
2 (t, η, v) =

2∑
j=1

Jj +

8∑
j=3

1{t1>0}Jj , (7.8)

with

J1 + J2 =

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
B(V (τ)) dτ (χMµ

− 1
2Kwh

n
1 +Kwh

n
2 )(s,X (s),V (s)) ds,

J3 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl>0}(
hn+1−l
1√
µ

)(tl,X (tl),V (tl)) dΣl(tl),

J4 + J5 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1>0}

∫ tl

tl+1

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh
n−l
1 +Kwh

n−l
2 )(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J6 + J7 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh
n−l
1 +Kwh

n−l
2 )(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J8 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

1{tk>0}h
n+1−k
2 (tk,X (tk),V (tk)) dΣk−1(tk).

Here, dΣl(s) is similarly defined in (3.15) by replacing A(V (τ)) with B(V (τ)).
If (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\

(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A2, then, similar to (3.16), one has

hn+1
2 (η, v) =

∫ t

max{t1,∗,0}
e−

∫ t
s
B(V (τ)) dτ

(
χMµ

− 1
2hn1 +Kwh

n
2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1,∗>0}e
−

∫ t
t1,∗

B(V (τ)) dτ
hn+1
2 (t1,∗,X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)).

Recall that t1,∗ is the time when Vη(t1,∗) = 0. We can further express hn+1
2 (t1,∗,X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)) as in

(7.8).
If (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\

(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A3, similar to (3.17), it holds that

hn+1
2 (η, v) =

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
B(V (τ)) dτ

(
χMµ

− 1
2hn1 +Kwh

n
2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1>0}e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ 1

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)
hn1√
µ
(t1, η1, v1,η, v1,ϕ) dσ1

+ 1{t1>0} e
−

∫ t
t1

B(V (τ)) dτ 1

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)h
n
2 (t1, η1, v1,η, v1,ϕ) dσ1. (7.9)

Since x1 = η1 in this case, it holds that v1 ∈ V1 := {u ∈ R3 : uη > 0}, which implies v1,η > 0. Therefore
we can further express hn2 (t1, η1, v1) by using the representation formula in (7.8).

For n = 0, it is direct to see that

B ≥ ν − Cα− C∥wℓf0∥L∞ ≥ ν0 − C(α+ ε0) ≥
ν0
2
> 0,

provided α and ε0 suitably small. Then it follows form (7.7)–(7.9) and direct calculations that for any
t ≥ 0,

sup
0≤s≤t

∥(h11, h12)(s)∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf0∥L∞ ≤ Cε0.

Moreover, by induction, for any fixed finite k0 > 0 and t ≥ 0, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

sup
0≤ℓ≤k0

∥(hl1, hl2)(s)∥L∞ ≤ Ck0
∥wℓf0∥L∞ <

1

2
C0ε0, (7.10)
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by choosing C0 suitably large. Noting that C0 depending on k0, we can further choose ε0 suitably small
such that (7.6) holds for 0 ≤ m ≤ k0.

In the following, we are going to prove (7.6) for m = n+1 under the assumption that it holds for m ≤ n.
It follows from the induction assumption that

B ≥ ν0 − Cα− C∥wℓfn∥L∞ ≥ ν0 − Cα− CC0ε0 ≥ 1

2
ν0 > 0,

provided that α and ε0 small. Applying Lemma A.1, we obtain from (7.7) that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1
1 ∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf0∥L∞ + C

[
1{γ=0}

1

ℓ
+ 1{0≤γ<1}[(1 +M(ℓ))−γ + ζ(ℓ)]

]
sup

0≤t≤T∗

∥hn1∥L∞

+ Cα sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1
2 ∥L∞ + Cℓα∥(hn1 , hn2 )∥L∞ + C∥(hn1 , hn2 )∥2L∞

≤ Cε0 +
1

2
sup

0≤t≤T∗

∥hn1∥L∞ + Cα∥hn+1
2 ∥L∞ + C(α+ C0ε0)C0ε0, (7.11)

provided that ℓ, M(ℓ) are suitably large and ζ(ℓ) is suitably small. By iterating (7.11) k0 times, one has

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1
1 ∥L∞ ≤

(1
2

)k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−k0
1 ∥L∞ + 2Cα sup

0≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−l
2 ∥L∞

+ 2Cε0 + 2C(α+ C0ε0)C0ε0. (7.12)

Furthermore, by letting t ≤ T∗ with T∗ > 0 being suitably small, we obtain from (7.8)–(7.9) that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1
2 ∥L∞ ≤ Cℓk0 sup

1≤l≤k
sup

0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−l
1 ∥L∞ + Cℓ(k0T∗ + δ̃) sup

1≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥∥hn+1−l
2 ∥L∞

≤ 1

8
sup

1≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−l
2 ∥L∞ + Cℓk0α sup

1≤l≤2k0

∥hn+1−l
2 ∥L∞

+ Cℓk0

(1
2

)k0

sup
1≤l≤2k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−l
1 ∥L∞ + Cℓk0ε0 + Cℓk0(α+ C0ε0)C0ε0

≤ 1

8
sup

1≤l≤2k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1−l
2 ∥L∞ + Cℓk0

[
ε0 +

((1
2

)k0

+ α+ C0ε0

)
C0ε0

]
, (7.13)

provided that Cℓ(k0T∗+k0α+ δ̃) ≤ 1
8 . Here, we have used (7.11) in the second inequality, and the induction

assumption in the last inequality, and δ̃ is arbitrarily small constant, k0 is the correspondingly large constant
determined in Lemma A.3. Applying Lemma A.4 to (7.13), we have

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hn+1
2 ∥L∞ ≤

(1
8

)[ n
k0

]
sup

1≤l≤4k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥hl2∥L∞ +
8 + k0

7
Cℓk0

[
ε0 +

(1
2

)k0

+ α+ C0ε0

]
C0ε0. (7.14)

Then, noting (7.10) and taking k0, C0 suitably large, and α and ε0 suitably small, we conclude (7.6) from
(7.14) and (7.12).

Now, we shall prove that {(fn1 , fn2 )} is a Cauchy sequence in YT∗ . We denote

h̃n+1
1 = hn+1

1 − hn1 , h̃n+1
2 = hn+1

2 − hn2 .

Then h̃n+1
1 and h̃n+1

2 satisfy

∂th̃
n+1
1 + vη

∂h̃n+1
1

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h̃n+1

1

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂h̃n+1
1

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h̃n+1

1

∂vϕ
+ νh̃n+1

1 +
α

2η1

√
µvηvϕh̃

n+1
2

= −h̃n+1
1 R(α

√
µg +

√
µfn1 )−

α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h̃n+1
1 + (1− χM )Kwh̃

n
1 + H̃ ,

h̃n+1
1 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = h̃n+1

1 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

h̃n+1
1 (0, η1, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0,
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and 

∂th̃
n+1
2 + vη

∂h̃n+1
2

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h̃n+1

2

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂h̃n+1
2

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h̃n+1

2

∂vϕ
+ νh̃n+1

2

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h̃n+1
2 − h̃n+1

2 R(α
√
µg +

√
µfn) + χMKwh̃

n
1 +Kwh̃

n
2 − hn2R(

√
µf̃n),

h̃n+1
2 (t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =

1

w̃

∫
uη<0

( h̃n1√
µ
+
√
µh̃n2

)
(t, 0, u)w̃(u) dσ,

h̃n+1
2 (t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =

1

w̃

∫
uη>0

( h̃n1√
µ
+

√
µh̃n2

)
(t, η1, u)w̃(u) dσ,

where we have denoted

H̃ = −hn1R(
√
µ(fn − fn−1)) + wℓ

[
H̃(fn, fn)− H̃(fn−1, fn−1)

]
.

Similar calculations as in (7.11) show that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1
1 ∥L∞ ≤ C

[
α+ ε0 + 1{γ=0}

1

ℓ
+ 1{0<γ≤1}[(1 +M(ℓ))−γ + ζ(ℓ)]

]
sup

0≤t≤T∗
∥h̃n1∥L∞

+ C(α+ ε0) sup
0≤l≤1

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−1
2 ∥L∞

≤ 1

2
sup

0≤t≤T∗
∥h̃n1∥L∞ + C(α+ ε0) sup

0≤l≤1
sup

0≤t≤T∗
∥h̃n+1−1

2 ∥L∞ ,

which yields that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1
1 ∥L∞ ≤

(1
2

)k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−k0
1 ∥L∞ + 2C(α+ ε0) sup

0≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−k0
2 ∥L∞ . (7.15)

Similar to (7.13), we have

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1
2 ∥L∞ ≤ Cℓk0 sup

1≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−l
1 ∥L∞ + Cℓ(k0T∗ + δ̃) sup

1≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−l
2 ∥L∞

≤ Cℓk0

(1
2

)k0

sup
1≤l≤2k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−l
1 ∥L∞

+ 2Cℓ(k0α+ k0ε0 + k0T∗ + δ̃) sup
1≤l≤2k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥h̃n+1−l
2 ∥L∞ . (7.16)

Then, we obtain from (7.15)–(7.16) that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥(h̃n+1
1 , h̃n+1

2 )∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ

[
k0

(1
2

)k0

+ k0(α+ ε0) + δ̃
]

sup
1≤l≤k0

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥(h̃n+1−l
1 , h̃n+1−l

2 )∥L∞ . (7.17)

Taking δ̃ suitably small and k0 suitably large, and then α, ε0 and T∗ suitably small, we apply Lemma A.4
to (7.17) to get

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥(h̃n+1
1 , h̃n+1

2 )∥L∞ ≤
(1
8

)[ n
2k0+1

]
sup

1≤l≤2(2k0+1)

sup
0≤t≤T∗

∥(h̃l1, h̃l2)∥L∞ ≤
(1
8

)[ n
2k0+1

]
C0ε0,

which implies that {(fn1 , fn2 )} is a Cauchy sequence in YT∗ . Therefore, there is a unique (f1, f2) ∈ YT∗

such that (fn1 , f
n
2 ) converges strongly to (f1, f2) as n→ ∞, and (f1, f2) is a desired a local-in-time solution

of the coupled systems (7.3)–(7.4). Furthermore, noting that Gn = Gs +
√
µfn ≥ 0 for any n, we have

G = Gs + f1 +
√
µf2 = lim

n→∞
(Gs + fn1 +

√
µfn2 ) ≥ 0.

Hence, the proof of Theorem 7.1 is completed. □
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7.2. A priori L∞ estimates. We are in position to show the global existence and large time behavior
of solution to the initial boundary value problem (7.3)–(7.4). Firstly, we focus on the uniform L∞ ∩ L2

estimates under the a priori assumption

sup
s≥0

eλ0s∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥L∞ ≤ ε̃, (7.18)

for a constant ε̃ > 0 suitably small, where λ0 > 0 independent of α is to be determined later.

Lemma 7.2. Let 0 < λ0 <
ν0

4 , then under the assumption (7.18), it holds that

sup
0≤s≤t

eλ0s∥wℓf1(s)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥wℓf0∥L∞ + C(α+ ε̃) sup
0≤s≤t

eλ0s∥wℓf2(s)∥L∞ , (7.19)

sup
0≤s≤t

eλ0s∥wℓf2(s)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥wℓf0∥L∞ + Cℓ sup
0≤s≤t

eλ0s∥f2(s)∥L2 , (7.20)

for any t ≥ 0.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we set

(h1, h2) = eλ0twℓ(f1, f2)(t, y, v) (7.21)

with λ0 to be chosen. Then, it follows from (7.3)–(7.4) that (h1, h2) satisfies

∂th1 + vη
∂h1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µh2 + νh1 − λ0h1

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h1 + (1− χM )Kwh1 + wℓeλ0tH(f, f),

h1(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = h1(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

h1(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = wℓ
(
G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz)−Gs(η, vη, vϕ, vz)

)
,

and 

∂th2 + vη
∂h2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂h2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂h2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂h2
∂vϕ

+ νh2 − λ0h2

= − α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

h2 + χMKwh1 +Kwh2,

h2(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
1

w̃

∫
uη<0

(
h1√
µ
+ h2)(t, 0, u)w̃(u) dσ,

h2(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
1

w̃

∫
uη>0

(
h1√
µ
+ h2)(t, η1, u)w̃(u) dσ,

h2(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0.

Along the backward characteristic line, we can represent h1 as follows

h1(t, η, v) = 1{t1≤0}h1(0,X (0),V (0))

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
Ã(V (τ)) dτ

[
− α

2η1
VηVϕ

√
µh2 + (1− χM )Kwh1

]
(s,X (s),V (s)) ds

+

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
Ã(V (τ)) dτwℓH(f, f)(s,X (s),V (s)) ds,

where

Ã = ν +
α

η1

ℓvηvϕ
1 + |v|2

− λ0 ≥ 1

4
ν0 provided αℓ≪ 1 and λ0 ≤ ν0

4
.

Then, by using Lemma A.1 and direct calculations, h1 can be bounded as

sup
0≤s≤t

∥h1(s)∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf0∥L∞ + C(α+ ε̃)
[
sup

0≤s≤t
∥h1(s)∥L∞ + sup

0≤s≤t
∥h2(s)∥L∞

]
+ C

[
1{γ=0}

1

ℓ
+ 1{0≤γ<1}

[
(1 +M(ℓ))−γ + ζ(ℓ)

]]
sup

0≤s≤t
∥h1(s)∥L∞ . (7.22)
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Taking ℓ large enough and α, ε̃ small enough, we obtain from (7.22) that

sup
0≤s≤t

∥h1(s)∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf0∥L∞ + C(α+ ε̃) sup
0≤s≤t

∥h2(s)∥L∞ .

Recall (7.21). The above estimate then concludes the proof of (7.19).
For h2, if (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\

(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A1, then, similar to (3.14), one has

h2(t, η, v) =

2∑
j=1

Jj +

8∑
j=3

1{t1>0}Jj , (7.23)

with

J1 + J2 =

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
Ã(V (τ)) dτ (χMµ

− 1
2Kwh1 +Kwh2)(s,X (s),V (s)) ds,

J3 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl>0}(
h1√
µ
)(tl,X (tl),V (tl)) dΣl(tl),

J4 + J5 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1>0}

∫ tl

tl+1

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh1 +Kwh2)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J6 + J7 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

(χMµ
− 1

2Kwh1 +Kwh1)(s) dΣl(s)ds,

J8 =
e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ

w̃(V (t1))

∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

1{tk>0}h2(tk,X (tk),V (tk)) dΣk−1(tk).

If (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\
(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A2, then, similar to (3.16), one has

h2(η, v) =

∫ t

max{t1,∗,0}
e−

∫ t
s
Ã(V (τ)) dτ

(
χMµ

− 1
2 h1 +Kwh2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1,∗>0}e
−

∫ t
t1,∗

Ã(V (τ)) dτ
h2(t1,∗,X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)).

Recall that t1,∗ is the time when Vη(t1,∗) = 0. We can further express h2(t1,∗,X (t1,∗),V (t1,∗)) as in (7.23).
If (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T ]× Ī × R3\

(
(γ0 ∪ γ−)

)
with (η, v) ∈ A3, similar to (3.17), it holds that

h2(η, v) =

∫ t

max{t1,0}
e−

∫ t
s
Ã(V (τ)) dτ

(
χMµ

− 1
2 h1 +Kwh2

)
(s) ds

+ 1{t1>0}e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ 1

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)
h1√
µ
(t1, η1, v1) dσ1

+ 1{t1>0} e
−

∫ t
t1

Ã(V (τ)) dτ 1

w̃(V (t1))

∫
V1

w̃(v1)h2(t1, η1, v1) dσ1.

Since in this case x1 = η1, then v1 ∈ V1 := {u ∈ R3 : uη > 0}, which implies v1,η > 0. Therefore we can
further express h2(t1, η1, v1) by using the representation formula in (7.23).

By using Lemmas A.1 and A.3 and similar arguments as in derivation of (3.45), we have

sup
0≤s≤t

∥h2(s)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ

[(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0

+
k

N
+ Cℓ,Nmk +

Cℓ,Nk
√
λ

m

]
sup

0≤s≤t
∥h2(s)∥L∞

+ Cℓk sup
0≤s≤t

∥h1∥L∞ + Cℓ,m,Nk sup
0≤s≤t

∥f2∥L2 . (7.24)

Then taking k = C3T
5
4
0 and T0 suitably large, and then take N large enough, and then m small enough,

and finally λ small enough, we get from (7.24) that

sup
0≤s≤t

∥h2(s)∥L∞ ≤ Cℓ sup
0≤s≤t

∥h1∥L∞ + Cℓ sup
0≤s≤t

∥eλ0sf2(s)∥L2 .
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Recall (7.21). The above estimate together with (7.22) and Cℓ(α+ δ̃) small enough yields (7.20). Therefore,
the proof of Lemma 7.2 is completed. □

7.3. A priori L2 estimates. To close the estimates (7.19)–(7.20), we still need to control the norm
∥eλ0tf2(s)∥L2 . We denote

(f1, f2) = eλ0t(f1, f2). (7.25)

Then, it follows from (7.3)–(7.4) that

∂tf1 + vη
∂f1
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f1
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f1
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f1
∂vϕ

+
α

2η1
vηvϕ

√
µf2 + νf1 − λ0f1

= (1− χM )Kf1 + eλ0tH(f, f),

f1(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 = f1(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 = 0,

f1(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz)−Gs(η, vη, vϕ, vz),

and 

∂tf2 + vη
∂f2
∂η

− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ
∂f2
∂vη

− vηvϕ
∂f2
∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη
∂f2
∂vϕ

+ νf2 − λ0f2 = χMµ
− 1

2Kf1 +Kf2,

f2(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

(f1 +
√
µf2)(t, 0, u)|uη| du

f2(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

(f1 +
√
µf2)(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

f2(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = 0.

(7.26)

Multiplying (7.26) by (1− η)f2 and integrating the resultant equation over Ī × R3, we have

d

dt

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2 dvdη +
1

2
(1− η1)

∫
R3

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv −
1

2

∫
R3

vη|f2(0)|2 dv

+

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|(I−P)f2|2ν(v) dvdη

≤ λ0

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2 dvdη +
∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2χMµ
− 1

2Kf1 dvdη. (7.27)

Using the Hölder inequality and Lemma A.1, one has∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

f2χMµ
− 1

2Kf1 dvdη ≤ δ∥f2∥2L2 + Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.28)

Using the boundary conditions (7.26)2–(7.26)3, one has∫
R3

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv =

∫
vη>0

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv +
∫
vη<0

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv

≤
∫
vη>0

vη|f2(η1)|2 dv −
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

|vη|
√
µf2(η1) dv

)2

−
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

|vη|f1(η1) dv
)2

− 2
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

|vη|f1(η1) dv
)(∫

vη>0

|vη|
√
µf2(η1) dv

)
≥ |(I − Pγ)f2(η1)|2L2(γ+) − δ|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) − Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.29)

Similarly,

−
∫
R3

vη|f2(0)|2 dv ≥ |(I − Pγ)f2(0)|2L2(γ+) − δ|Pγf2(0)|2L2(γ+) − Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.30)

Substituting (7.28), (7.29) and (7.30) into (7.27), we get

d

dt

∫ η1

0

(1− η)

∫
R3

|f2|2dvdη + |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2
ν

≤ C(λ+ δ)∥f2∥2L2 + Cδ|Pγf2|2L2(γ+) + Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.31)
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We still need to control ∥Pf2∥L2 . Since the conservation of mass fails to hold for the equation of f2,

we need to first consider the equation of f := µ− 1
2 f1 + f2, then obtain the estimates of ∥Pf∥L2 , and finally

control ∥Pf2∥L2 by ∥Pf∥L2 and ∥wℓf1∥L∞ together. In fact, for f = µ− 1
2 f1 + f2, it holds that

∂tf+ vη
∂f

∂η
− 1

1− η

(
v2ϕ

∂f

∂vη
− vηvϕ

∂f

∂vϕ

)
− α

η1
vη

∂f

∂vϕ
+ Lf− λ0f = µ− 1

2 eλ0tH(f, f),

f(t, 0, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη>0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη<0

√
µf(t, 0, u)|uη| du,

f(t, η1, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη<0 =
√
2πµ

∫
uη>0

√
µf(t, η1, u)|uη| du,

f(0, η, vη, vϕ, vz) = µ− 1
2

(
G0(η, vη, vϕ, vz)−Gs(η, vη, vϕ, vz)

)
.

(7.32)

We denote

Pf = {a(t, η) + b1(t, η)vη + b2(t, η)vϕ + b3(t, η)vz + c(t, η)(|v|2 − 3)}√µ.

Multiplying (7.32) by (1− η)
√
µ and integrating the resultant equation over [0, η]× R3, one has

d

dt

∫ η

0

(1− y)e−λta(t, y) dy + (1− η)e−λtb1(t, η)− e−λtb1(t, 0) = 0. (7.33)

Noting the boundary conditions (7.32)2–(7.32)3, one has

b1(t, η1) =

∫
R3

vη
√
µf(t, η1, v) dv = 0, b1(t, 0) =

∫
R3

vη
√
µf(t, 0, v) dv = 0. (7.34)

It follows from (7.33)–(7.34) that

e−λt

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(t, η) dη =

∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(0, η) dη = 0 for any t ≥ 0, (7.35)

where from (1.21), we have used the fact that∫ η1

0

∫
R3

(1− η)[G0(η, v)−Gst(η, v)] dvdη = 0,

or equivalently ∫ η1

0

(1− η)a(0, η) dη = 0.

As in Section 4, we shall prove the following result to capture the macroscopic dissipation of f.

Lemma 7.3. Under the assumption (7.18), there exists an instant functional Eint(t) satisfying

|Eint(t)| ≲ ∥f2∥2L2 + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ , (7.36)

and a small positive constant κ such that for any t ≥ 0,

d

dt
Eint(t) + κ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 ≤ C∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν
+ C|(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+)

+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓf2∥2L∞ + C∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.37)

Proof. Let Ψ = Ψ(t, η, v) ∈ C∞([0,∞) × [0, η1] × R3) be a test function, then we take the inner product
of (7.32) and Ψ to see

d

dt
⟨f,Ψ⟩ − ⟨f, ∂tΨ⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨ⟩+

∫
R3

vη(Ψf)(η1, v) dv −
∫
R3

vη(Ψf)(0, v) dv

+ ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨ⟩ − ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψ⟩ − ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨ⟩

+
α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨ⟩+ α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψ⟩+ ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψ⟩ = ⟨H ,Ψ⟩, (7.38)

where H = µ− 1
2 eλ0tH(f, f).
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Now, we shall construct appropriate test functions for (7.38) in order to establish the macroscopic
dissipation of f.

Estimates of ∥a∥L2 : Let

Ψa = vη(|v|2 − 10)
√
µ

∫ η

0

(1− y)a(t, y) dy =: vη(|v|2 − 10)
√
µϕa(t, η).

Then it follows from (7.35) that

ϕa(t, η1) = ϕa(t, 0) = 0, ∥ϕa∥H1 ≤ C∥a∥L2 . (7.39)

Taking Ψ = Ψa in (7.38) and using (7.39), one has

d

dt
⟨f,Ψa⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨa⟩ = ⟨f, ∂tΨa⟩ − ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨa⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψa⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨa⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨa⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψa⟩ − ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψa⟩+ ⟨H ,Ψa⟩

=:

8∑
k=1

Ij . (7.40)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨa⟩ ≥ [4(1− η1)− κ1]∥a∥2L2 − Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For I1, we have

I1 = ⟨f, ∂tΨa⟩ = −
∫ η1

0

∂tϕa(t, η)

∫
R3

vη(|v|2 − 10)f
√
µ dvdη

= −5

∫ η1

0

b1(t, η)
(∫ η

0

(1− y)∂ta dy
)
dη

+

∫ η1

0

(∫ η

0

(1− y)∂ta dy
)∫

R3

vη(|v|2 − 10)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη. (7.41)

It follows from (7.33) that ∫ η

0

(1− y)∂ta dy = λ

∫ η

0

(1− y)a dy − (1− η)b1(t, η),

which, together with (7.41), implies that

|⟨f, ∂tΨ⟩| ≤ C∥b1∥2L2 + Cλ∥a∥2L2 + C∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
.

For I2 to I6, similar to (4.32)–(4.33), one has

I2 + I3 + I4 ≤ κ1∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
.

I5 + I6 ≤ Cα∥a∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ1∥a∥L2 + Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For I7 and I8, using (7.18), we have

I7 + I8 ≤ C(α+ κ1 + ε̃+ λ)∥a∥2L2 + Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ .

Plugging all the above estimates into (7.40), we obtain

d

dt
⟨f,Ψa⟩+ ∥a∥2L2 ≲ (α+ ε̃+ λ+ κ1)∥a∥2L2 + α∥b2∥L2∥a∥L2 + ∥b1∥2L2

+ Cκ1
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ . (7.42)

Estimates of ∥b1∥L2 : Let

Ψb1 = −v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ∂ηϕb1(t, η),

where ϕb1(t, η) satisfies

∂2ηηϕb1(t, η) +
1

3(1− η)
∂ηϕb1(t, η) = b1(t, η), ϕb1(t, 0) = ϕb1(t, η1) = 0. (7.43)
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A straightforward calculation shows that

ϕb1(t, η) =

∫ η

0

(1− y)
1
3

∫ y

0

(1− z)−
1
3 b1(t, z) dzdy + C1(t)

∫ η

0

(1− y)
1
3 dy,

with

C1(t) = −
∫ η1

0
(1− y)

1
3

∫ y

0
(1− z)−

1
3 b1(t, z) dzdy∫ η1

0
(1− y)

1
3 dy

.

Furthermore, one has

∥ϕb1(t, ·)∥H2 ≲ ∥b1(t, ·)∥L2 .

Taking Ψ = Ψb1 in (7.38), one has

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb1⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb1⟩ = ⟨f, ∂tΨb1⟩ −

∫
R3

vη(Ψb1 f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb1 f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vη

Ψb1⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨb1⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb1⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb1⟩ − ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨H ,Ψb1⟩

=:

10∑
k=1

Jk. (7.44)

For J1, a direct calculation shows that

J1 = −
∫ η1

0

∂tηϕb1(t, η)
(∫

R3

v2η(|v|2 − 5)f
√
µ dv

)
dη

= 10

∫ η1

0

c(t, η)∂tηϕb1(t, η)dη −
∫ η1

0

∂tηϕb1(t, η)
(∫

R3

v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dv

)
dη. (7.45)

We need to control ∥∂tηϕb1(t, ·)∥L2 . Motivated by [18], we resort to the weak formulation of the equation
of ∂tb1. Letting Ψ = ψ(η)vη

√
µ in (7.38), we have∫ η1

0

(b1(t+ ε)− b1(t))ψ(η) dη +

∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(η1)v
2
η

√
µf(s, η1, v) dvds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(0)v2η
√
µf(s, 0, v) dvds−

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)v2η
√
µf(s, η, v) dvdηds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ(η)

1− η
(v2ϕ − v2η)

√
µ(I−P)f dvdηds

= λ

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

b1(s, η)ψ(η) dηds.

Taking the difference quotient, we obtain∫ η1

0

∂tb1ψ(η) dη + ψ(η1)

∫
R3

v2η
√
µf(t, η1, v) dv

− ψ(0)

∫
R3

v2η
√
µf(t, 0, v) dv −

∫ η1

0

ψ′(η)(a(t, η) + 2c(t, η)) dvdη

−
∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)v2η
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη −

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

1

1− η
ψ(η)(v2ϕ − v2η)

√
µf dvdη

= λ

∫ η1

0

b1(t, η)ψ(η) dη. (7.46)

For any fixed t > 0, we choose ψ(η) = −(1 − η)−
1
3 ∂tϕb1(t, η), where ϕb1(t, η) satisfies (7.43). Then

ψ(0) = ψ(η1) = 0,

ψ′(η) = −1

3
(1− η)−

4
3 ∂tϕb1(t, η)− (1− η)−

1
3 ∂tηϕb1(t, η),
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and

(1− η)
1
3 ∂η[(1− η)−

1
3 ∂tηϕb1(t, η)] = ∂tb1(t, η).

Using the Poincaré inequality, one has directly

∥∂tϕb1(t, ·)∥L2 ≤ ∥∂tηϕb1(t, η)∥L2 , ∥ψ∥H1 ≲ ∥ψ′(η)∥L2 ≤ ∥∂tηϕb1(t, η)∥L2 .

Then we obtain from (7.46) and the Hölder inequality that∫ η1

0

(1− η)−
1
3 |∂tηϕb1(t, η)|2 dη ≲ δ∥ψ′(η)∥2L2 + Cδ∥(a, c)∥2L2 + Cδ∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ Cδλ∥b1∥L2

≲ δ∥∂tηϕb1(t, η)∥2L2 + ∥+ Cδ

(
∥(a, c)∥2L2 + λ∥b1∥2L2 + ∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν

)
.

Taking δ small enough, we obtain

∥∂tηϕb1(t, η)∥2L2 ≲ ∥(a, c)∥2L2 + ∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ λ∥b1∥2L2 .

Then (7.45) can be bounded as

J1 ≤ κ2∥a∥2L2 + Cκ2
∥c∥2L2 + Cκ2

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ Cλ∥b1∥2L2 .

For the boundary terms J2 and J3, by using the boundary conditions (7.32)2–(7.32)3, we have

J2 + J3 = ∂ηϕb1(t, η1)

∫
vη>0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, η1, v) dv

− ∂ηϕb1(t, 0)

∫
vη<0

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, 0, v) dv

≤ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2 |(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+).

For the geometric terms J4, J5 and J6, we need to combine them with −⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb1⟩ to get

− ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb1⟩ − J4 − J5 − J6

=

∫ η1

0

6b1(t, η)[∂
2
ηηϕb1 +

1

3(1− η)
∂ηϕb1 ] dη +

∫ η1

0

∂2ηηϕb1(t, η)

∫
R3

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dv

−
∫ η1

0

2

1− η
∂ηϕb1

∫
R3

v2ϕvη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

+

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
∂ηϕb1

∫
R3

v3η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

≥ (6− κ2)∥b1∥2L2 − Cκ2
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For J7 and J8, similar to (4.36), we have

J7 + J8 ≤ κ2∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For J9 and J10, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (7.18) that

J9 + J10 ≤ C(α+ κ2 + ε̃+ λ)∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ2
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ .

Plugging all the above estimates into (7.44), we obtain

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb1⟩+ ∥b1∥2L2 ≲ (α+ ε̃+ λ+ κ2)∥b1∥2L2 + κ2∥a∥2L2 + Cκ2∥c∥2L2 + Cκ2∥(I−P)f∥2L2

+ Cκ2
|(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ . (7.47)

Estimates of ∥b2∥L2 : Let

Ψb2 = −vηvϕ
√
µ∂ηϕb2(t, η),

where ϕb2(t, η) satisfies

∂2ηηϕb2 −
1

1− η
∂ηϕb2 = b2(t, η), ϕb2(t, η1) = ϕb2(t, 0) = 0. (7.48)
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A direct calculation shows that

ϕb2(t, η) =

∫ η

0

(1− y)−1

∫ y

0

(1− z)b2(t, z) dzdy + C2(t)

∫ η

0

(1− y)−1 dy,

where

C2(t) = −
∫ η1

0
(1− y)−1

∫ y

0
(1− z)b2(t, z) dzdy∫ η1

0
(1− y)−1 dy

.

Furthermore, one has
∥ϕb2(t, ·)∥H2 ≲ ∥b2(t, ·)∥L2 .

Taking Ψ = Ψb2 in (7.38), one has

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb2⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb2⟩ = ⟨f, ∂tΨb2⟩ −

∫
R3

vη(Ψb2 f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb2 f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vη

Ψb2⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨb2⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb2⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb2⟩ − ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨H ,Ψb2⟩

=:

10∑
k=1

Hk. (7.49)

For H1, a direct calculation shows that

J1 =

∫ η1

0

∂tηϕb2(t, η) dy

∫
R3

vηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη. (7.50)

We need to control ∥∂tηϕb2∥L2 . Letting Ψ = ψ(η)vϕ
√
µ in (7.38), we have∫ η1

0

(b2(t+ ε)− b2(t))ψ(η) dη +

∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(η1)vηvϕ
√
µf(s, η1, v) dvds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(0)vηvϕ
√
µf(s, 0, v) dvds−

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η, v) dvdηds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

2

1− η
ψ(η)vηvϕ

√
µf dvdηds+ α

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

b1(s, η)ψ(η) dηds

= λ

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

b2(s, η)ψ(η) dηds.

Taking the difference quotient, we obtain∫ η1

0

∂tb2ψ(η) dη +

∫
R3

ψ(η1)vηvϕ
√
µf(t, η1, v) dv

−
∫
R3

ψ(0)vηvϕ
√
µf(t, 0, v) dvds−

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη

−
∫ η1

0

∫
R3

2

1− η
ψ(η)vηvϕ

√
µf dvdη + α

∫ η1

0

b1(t, η)ψ(η) dη

= λ

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

b2(s, η)ψ(η) dη. (7.51)

For fixed t > 0, we choose ψ(η) = −(1− η)∂tϕb2(t, η), where ϕb2 satisfies (7.48). Then ψ(0) = ψ(η1) = 0,

ψ′(η) = ∂tϕb2 − (1− η)∂tηϕb2(t, η),

and ∫ η1

0

∂tb2(t, η)ψ(η) dη = −
∫ η1

0

∂η[(1− η)∂tηϕb2 ]∂tϕb2 dη =

∫ η1

0

(1− η)|∂tηϕb2(t, η)|2 dη.

Using the Poincaré inequality, we have ∥ψ∥H1 ≲ ∥ψ′(η)∥L2 ≲ ∥∂tηϕb2∥L2 . Then we obtain from (7.51) that

∥∂tηϕb2∥2L2 ≤ C∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ Cα∥b1∥2 + Cλ∥b2∥2L2 .
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Hence, (7.50) can be bounded as

H1 ≤ C∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ Cα∥b1∥2L2 + Cλ∥b2∥2L2 .

For the boundary terms H2 and H3, using the boundary conditions (7.32)2–(7.32)3, we have

H2 +H3 = −∂ηϕb2(t, 0)
∫
vη<0

v2ηvϕ
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, 0, v) dv

+ ∂ηϕb2(t, η1)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvϕ
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, η1, v) dv

≤ κ3∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3
|(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+).

For the geometric terms H4, H5 and H6, we need to combine them with −⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb2⟩ to get

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb2⟩ −H4 −H5 −H6 =

∫ η1

0

b2(t, η)[∂
2
ηηϕb2 −

1

1− η
ϕb2(t, η)] dη

+

∫ η1

0

∂2ηηϕb2

∫
R3

v2ηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

+

∫ η1

0

1

1− η
∂ηϕb2(t, η)

∫
R3

(2v2η − v2ϕ)vϕ
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

≥ (1− κ3)∥b2∥2L2 − Cκ3
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For H7 and H8, similar to (4.39), we have

H7 +H8 ≤ Cα∥b2∥L2∥(a, c)∥2L2 + κ3∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For H9 and H10, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (7.18) that

H9 +H10 ≤ C(α+ κ3 + ε̃+ λ)∥b2∥2L2 + Cκ3∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ .

Plugging all the above estimates to (7.49), we obtain

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb2⟩+ ∥b2∥2L2 ≲ (α+ κ3 + ε̃+ λ)∥b2∥2L2 + α∥b2∥L2∥(a, c)∥2L2 + α∥b1∥2L2

+ Cκ3
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ Cκ3

|(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ . (7.52)

Estimates of ∥b3∥L2 : Let

Ψb3 = −vηvz
√
µ∂ηϕb3(t, η),

where ϕb3(t, η) satisfies

∂2ηηϕb3(t, η) = b3(t, η), ϕb3(t, 0) = ϕb3(t, η1) = 0.

A direct calculation shows that

ϕb3(t, η) =

∫ η

0

∫ y

0

ϕb3(t, z) dzdy + C3(t)η,

where

C3(t) = − 1

η1

∫ η1

0

∫ y

0

b3(t, z) dzdy.

Furthermore, we have ∥ϕb3(t, ·)∥H2 ≲ ∥b3(t, ·)∥L2 . Taking Ψ = Ψb3 in (7.38), one has

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb3⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb3⟩ = ⟨f, ∂tΨb2⟩ −

∫
R3

vη(Ψb3 f)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψb3 f)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨb3⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψb3⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨb3⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨb3⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψb3⟩ − ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψc⟩+ ⟨H ,Ψb3⟩

=:

10∑
k=1

Qk. (7.53)
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A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨb3⟩ ≥ (1− κ4)∥b3∥2L2 − Cκ4
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For Q1, we have

Q1 = −
∫ η1

0

∂tηϕb3

∫
R3

vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη. (7.54)

We need to control ∥∂tηϕb3∥L2 . Letting Ψ = ψ(η)vz
√
µ in (7.38), we have∫ η1

0

(b3(t+ ε)− b3(t))ψ(η) dη +

∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(η1)vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η1, v) dvds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(0)vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(s, 0, v) dvds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η, v) dvdηds

+

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ(η)

1− η
vηvz

√
µ(I−P)f(s, η, v) dvdηds

= λ

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

b3(s, η)ψ(η) dηds.

Taking the difference quotient, we obtain∫ η1

0

∂tb3ψ(η) dη + ψ(η1)

∫
R3

vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η1, v) dv

− ψ(0)

∫
R3

∫
R3

vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(s, 0, v) dv −

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vηvz
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη

+

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ(η)

1− η
vηvz

√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη = λ

∫ η1

0

b3(t, η)ψ(η) dηds. (7.55)

For fixed t > 0, we denote ψ(η) = −∂tϕb3(t, η)), where ϕb3 satisfies (7.57). Then ψ(0) = ψ(η1) = 0 and∫ η1

0

∂tb3ψ(η) dη =

∫ η1

0

|∂tηϕb3 |2 dη, ∥ψ∥H1 ≲ ∥∂tηϕb3∥L2 .

Then we obtain from (7.55) that

∥∂tηϕb3∥L2 ≲ C∥(I−P)f∥L2
ν
+ Cλ∥b3∥2L2 .

Hence, (7.54) can be controlled by

Q1 ≤ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4∥(I−P)f∥L2
ν
.

For the boundary terms Q2 and Q3, using the boundary conditions (7.32)2–(7.32)3, we have

Q2 +Q3 = ∂ηϕb3(t, η1)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvz
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, η1, v) dv

− ∂ηϕb3(t, 0)

∫
vη>0

v2ηvz
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, 0, v) dv

≤ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4
∥(I − Pγ)f∥2L2(γ+).

For the geometric terms Q4, Q5 and Q6, similar to (4.42), we have

Q4 +Q5 +Q6 ≤ κ4∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For Q7 and Q8, similar to (4.43), one has

Q7 +Q8 = 0.

For Q9 and Q10, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (7.18) that

Q9 +Q10 ≤ C(α+ κ4 + ε̃+ λ)∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ .
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Plugging all the above estimates to (7.53), we obtain

d

dt
⟨f,Ψb3⟩+ ∥b3∥2L2 ≲ (α+ ε̃+ κ4 + λ)∥b3∥2L2 + Cκ4

∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν

+ Cκ4 |(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ . (7.56)

Estimates of ∥c∥L2 : Let

Ψc = −vη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ∂ηϕc(t, η),

where ϕc(t, η) satisfies

∂2ηηϕc(t, η) = c(t, η), ϕc(t, 0) = ϕc(t, η1) = 0. (7.57)

A direct calculation shows that

ϕc(t, η) =

∫ η

0

∫ y

0

c(t, z) dzdy + C3(t)η,

where

C3(t) = − 1

η1

∫ η1

0

∫ y

0

c(t, z) dzdy.

Taking Ψ = Ψc in (7.38), one has

d

dt
⟨f,Ψc⟩ − ⟨vηf, ∂ηΨc⟩ = ⟨f, ∂tΨc⟩ −

∫
R3

vη(Ψcf)(η1, v) dv +

∫
R3

vη(Ψcf)(0, v) dv

− ⟨ 1

1− η
v2ϕf, ∂vηΨc⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηf,Ψc⟩+ ⟨ 1

1− η
vηvϕf, ∂vϕΨc⟩

− α

η1
⟨vηf, ∂vϕΨc⟩ −

α

2η1
⟨vηvϕf,Ψc⟩ − ⟨(L− λ)f,Ψc⟩+ ⟨H ,Ψc⟩

=:

10∑
k=1

Sk. (7.58)

A direct calculation shows that

−⟨vηf, ∂ηΨc⟩ ≥ (1− κ5)∥c∥2L2 − Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For S1, a straightforward calculation shows that

S1 = −
∫ η1

0

∂tηϕc(t, η)

∫
R3

vη(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I−P)f dvdη. (7.59)

We need to control ∥∂tηϕc(t, η)∥L2 . Letting Ψ = ψ(η)(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ in (7.38), we have

2

∫ η1

0

(c(t+ ε)− c(t))ψ(η) dη + 2

∫ t+ε

t

ψ(η1)b1(s, η1) ds− 2

∫ t+ε

t

ψ(0)b1(s, 0) ds

+

∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(η1)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η1, v) dvds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫
R3

ψ(0)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(s, 0, v) dvds− 2

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

ψ′(η)b1(s, η) dηds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η, v) dvdηds−

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

2

1− η
ψ(η)b1(t, η) dηds

−
∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

2

1− η
ψ(η)vη(|v|2 − 3)

√
µ(I−P)f dvdηds

+
2α

η1

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ(η)vηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f(s, η, v) dvdηds

= λ

∫ t+ε

t

∫ η1

0

c(s, η)ψ(η) dηds.
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Taking the difference quotient, we obtain

2

∫ η1

0

∂tcψ(η) dη + 2ψ(η1)b1(t, η1)− 2ψ(0)b1(t, 0)

+

∫
R3

ψ(η1)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η1, v) dv

−
∫
R3

ψ(0)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(t, 0, v) dv − 2

∫ η1

0

ψ′(η)b1(t, η) dη

−
∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ′(η)vη(|v|2 − 3)
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη −

∫ η1

0

2

1− η
ψ(η)b1(t, η) dη

−
∫ η1

0

∫
R3

2

1− η
ψ(η)vη(|v|2 − 3)

√
µ(I−P)f dvdη

+
2α

η1

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

ψ(η)vηvϕ
√
µ(I−P)f(t, η, v) dvdη

= λ

∫ η1

0

c(t, η)ψ(η) dη. (7.60)

For fixed t > 0, we choose ψ(η) = −∂tϕc(t, η), where ϕc satisfies (7.57). Then ψ(0) = ψ(η1) = 0 and∫ η1

0

∂tcψ(η) dη = ∥∂tηϕc(t, η)∥2L2 , ∥ψ∥H1 ≲ ∥∂tηϕc∥L2 .

Then we obtain from (7.60) that

∥∂tηϕc(t, η)∥2L2 ≲ ∥b1∥2L2 + ∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ λ∥c∥2L2 .

Hence, (7.59) can be controlled by

S1 ≤ κ5∥(b1, c)∥2L2 + Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For the boundary terms S2 and S3, using the boundary conditions (7.32)2–(7.32)3, we have

S2 + S3 = ∂ηϕc(t, η1)

∫
vη>0

v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, η1, v) dv

− ∂ηϕc(t, 0)

∫
vη<0

v2η(|v|2 − 5)
√
µ(I − Pγ)f(t, 0, v) dv

≤ κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5 |(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+).

For the geometric terms S4, S5 and S6, similar to (4.46), we have

S4 + S5 + S6 ≤ κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For S7 and S8, similar to (4.47), we have

S7 + S8 ≤ Cα∥c∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ5∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
.

For S9 and S10, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (7.18) that

S9 + S10 ≤ C(α+ κ5 + ε̃+ λ)∥c∥2L2 + Cκ5∥(I−P)f∥2L2
ν
+ C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ .

Applying the above estimates to (7.58), we obtain

d

dt
⟨f,Ψc⟩+ ∥c∥2L2 ≲ (α+ ε̃+ κ5 + λ)∥c∥2L2 + α∥c∥L2∥b2∥L2 + κ5∥b1∥2L2

+ Cκ5
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ Cκ5

|(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + C(α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞ . (7.61)

Conclusions on ∥Pf∥L2 : Combining (7.42), (7.47), (7.52), (7.56) and (7.61) together and taking 0 < κ5 ≪
κ2 ≪ κ1 ≪ 1 and κ3, κ4, α and λ small, we get

d

dt

[
κ2κ5⟨f,Ψa⟩+ κ5⟨f,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨f,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨f,Ψb3⟩+ ⟨f,Ψc⟩

]
+ κ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2

≤ Cα∥b2∥L2∥(a, c)∥L2 + Cα∥b1∥2L2 + Cκ

(
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞

)
,
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which, together with Hölder inequality and smallness of α, implies that

d

dt
Eint(t) + κ∥(a, b1, b2, b3, c)∥2L2 ≤ Cκ

(
∥(I−P)f∥2L2

ν
+ |(I − Pγ)f|2L2(γ+) + (α+ ε̃)∥wℓ(f1, f2)∥2L∞

)
, (7.62)

where Eint is the quadratic functional defined as

Eint = κ2κ5⟨f,Ψa⟩+ κ5⟨f,Ψb1⟩+ ⟨f,Ψb2⟩+ ⟨f,Ψb3⟩+ ⟨f,Ψc⟩.
Note that it holds

|Eint| ≲ ∥f2∥2L2 + ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ .

Thus, (7.37) together with (7.36) follows. Therefore, the proof of Lemma 7.3 is completed. □

7.4. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall the basic energy estimate (7.31) and the macroscopic dissipation

estimate (7.37). Let C̃ > 0 be a constant sufficiently large. Then, by taking the summation C̃ × (7.31) and
(7.37), we get

d

dt
E(t) + κ∥f2∥2L2 + |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν

≤ Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cκ(α+ ε̃)∥wℓf2∥2L∞ + Cδ
[
|Pγf2|2L2(γ+)

]
, (7.63)

where
E(t) := C̃∥(1− η)1/2f2∥2L2 + Eint.

Since C̃ can be large enough, it follows from (7.36) that

C̃

2
∥f2∥2L2 − C∥wℓf1∥2L∞ ≤ E(t) ≤ 2C̃∥f2∥2L2 + C∥wℓf1∥2L∞ . (7.64)

Applying (7.64) to (7.63), one can replace ∥f2∥2L2 by E(t), to obtain

d

dt
E(t) + κ

2C̃
E(t) + |(I − Pγ)f2|2L2(γ+) + ∥(I−P)f2∥2L2

ν

≤ Cδ∥wℓf1∥2L∞ + Cκ(α+ ε̃)∥wℓf2∥2L∞ + Cδ|Pγf2|2L2(γ+). (7.65)

It follows from (7.65) that

E(t) +
∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)
[
|(I − Pγ)f2(s)|2L2(γ+) ds+

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥(I−P)f2(s)∥2L2
ν
ds

≤ E(0)e−
κ
2C̃

t + Cδ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ ds+ Cκ(α+ ε̃)

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥wℓf2(s)∥2L∞ ds

+ Cδ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|Pγf2(s)|2L2(γ+) ds

≤ E(0) + Cδ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ + Cκ(α+ ε̃) sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf2∥2L∞ + Cδ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|Pγf2(s)|2L2(γ+) ds. (7.66)

Next, we estimate the last term on the right hand side of (7.66). Note that at the boundary point η = η1,

|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) =
√
2π

(∫
vη>0

f2(η1)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

=
√
2π

(∫
V τ

f2(η1)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

+
√
2π

(∫
{vτ>0}\V τ

f2(η1)
√
µ|vη| dv

)2

=: I1 + I2, (7.67)

where for any small enough constant τ > 0, we have denoted

V τ = {v ∈ R3 : 0 < vη < τ or |vϕ| < τ or |v| > 1

τ
}.

We need to estimate I1 and I2 in (7.67). For I1, from the Hölder inequality, it follows that

I1 ≤
√
2π

(∫
V τ

µ|vη| dv
)(∫

V δ

|f2|2(η1)|vη| dv
)
≤ Cτ

[
|Pγf2(η1)|2L2(γ+) + |(I − Pγ)f2(η1)|2L2(γ+)

]
,
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which implies that∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)I1 ds ≤ Cτ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)
[
|Pγf2(s, η1)|2L2(γ+) + |(I − Pγ)f2(s, η1)|2L2(γ+)

]
ds. (7.68)

For I2, we obtain from Lemma A.2 that∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)I2 ds ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫
{vη}>0\V τ

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|f2(s, η1|2|vη| dvds

≤ Cτ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥f2(s, η)∥2L2 ds

+ Cτ

∫ t

0

∥{∂s + vη∂η −
1

1− η

(
v2ϕ∂vϕ − vηvϕ∂vη

)
− α

η1
vη∂vϕ}(e

− κ
2C̃

(t−s)f22)∥L1 ds

≤ Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥f2(s)∥2L2
η,v

+ Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ + Cτ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥(I−P)f2(s)∥2L2
ν
ds, (7.69)

where we have used (7.26). Combining (7.68)–(7.69) and taking τ small enough, we conclude∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|Pγf2(s, η1)|2L2(γ+) ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|(I − Pγ)f2(s, η1)|2L2(γ+) ds+ Cτ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥(I−P)f2(s)∥2L2
ν
ds

+ Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ + Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥f2(s)∥2L2
η,v
. (7.70)

Similarly, at the other boundary point η = 0, we also have∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|Pγf2(s, 0)|2L2(γ+) ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)|(I − Pγ)f2(s, 0)|2L2(γ+) ds+ Cτ

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥(I−P)f2(s)∥2L2
ν
ds

+ Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ + Cτ sup
0≤s≤t

∥f2(s)∥2L2 . (7.71)

Substituting (7.70)–(7.71) into (7.66) and taking δ suitably small, we obtain

sup
0≤s≤t

E(s) +
∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)
[
|(I − Pγ)f2(s)|2L2(γ+) +

∫ t

0

e−
κ
2C̃

(t−s)∥(I−P)f2(s)∥2L2
ν
ds

≤ E(0) + Cδ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ + Cκ(α+ ε̃) sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf2(s)∥2L∞ + Cδ sup
0≤s≤t

∥wℓf2(s)∥2L∞ . (7.72)

Therefore, using (7.64) and recalling (7.25), the above estimate (7.72) implies that

sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥f2(s)∥2L2 ≤ E(0) + Cδ sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞

+ Cκ,δ(α+ ε̃) sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥wℓf2(s)∥2L∞ + Cδ sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥wℓf2(s)∥2L∞ . (7.73)

Plugging the above estimate (7.73) back to (7.20) and using the smallness of α, ε̃ and δ, one has

sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥f2(s)∥2L∞ ≤ Cℓ∥wℓf0∥2L∞ + Cℓ sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥wℓf1(s)∥2L∞ . (7.74)

Moreover, plugging (7.74) into (7.19), and using the smallness of α and ε̃ as well as (7.74) again, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

e2λ0s∥wℓ[f1, f2∥2L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf0∥2L∞ .

Since ∥wℓf0∥L∞ is sufficiently small, the a priori assumption (7.18) is closed.
Finally, combining the existence of non-negativity of local-in-time solution established in Theorem 7.1

with exponentially asymptotic behavior (7.15), we obtain the existence of non-negative global solution to
(1.20) satisfying (1.22). Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed. □
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Appendix A. Some useful estimates

In this section, we collect some useful estimates, which have been used extensively in the previous
sections.

Lemma A.1 (Properties of K and K [14, Section 5]). 1) Let Kw be defined as (2.6) with ℓ ≥ 0, then it
holds that ∫

R3

kw(v, u)e
c0|v−u|2

8 du ≤ C

1 + |v|
,

∫
R3

|k(v, u)|2 du < C,

for c0 = 0 or c0 > 0 small enough. Moreover, for any ℓ > 0, one has

∥wℓKf∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓ−1f∥L∞ .

2) Let Kw be defined in (2.7).

• For γ = 0, there exists C > 0 such that for any arbitrarily ℓ > 0, one can choose M ≥ ℓ2 such that
it holds

(1− χM )|Kwh| ≤
C

ℓ
∥h∥L∞ .

• For 0 < γ ≤ 1, then there is a constant C > 0 and for any arbitrarily large ℓ > 4, there are
sufficiently large M =M(ℓ) > 0 and suitably small ζ = ζ(ℓ) > 0 such that it holds

(1− χM )ν−1|Kwh| ≤ C{(1 +M)−γ + ζ}∥h∥L∞ .

• Let ℓ > 4 and 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, the it holds that

|wℓν−1Q+(F1, F2)|+ |wℓν−1Q−(F1, F2)| ≤ C∥wℓF1∥L∞∥wℓF2∥L∞ .

In particular, recall that

Kf = Q(f, µ) +Q+(µ, f) =
√
µK

( f
√
µ

)
,

it holds that

∥wℓν−1Kf∥L∞ ≤ C∥wℓf∥L∞ .

Lemma A.2 (A trace lemma). Let τ ≪ 1 and η ∈ [0, η1], and denote the near-grazing set of γ+

γτ+ =
{
(η, vη, vϕ, vz) ∈ γ+ : |vη| ≤ τ or |vϕ| ≤ τ or |v| ≥ 1

τ

}
.

Then, there exists a constant Cτ depending on τ such that

|f1γ+\γτ
+
|L1 ≤ Cτ

{
∥f∥L1 + ∥

{
vη∂η −

1

1− η

(
v2ϕ∂vϕ − vηvϕ∂vη

)
− α

η1
vη∂vϕ

}
f∥L1

}
. (A.1)

Moreover, it also holds that∫ T

0

|f1γ+\γτ
+
|L1

v
dt ≤ Cτ

[
∥f(0)∥L1 +

∫ T

0

∥f(t)∥L1 dt
]

+ Cτ

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂η −
1

1− η

(
v2ϕ∂vϕ − vηvϕ∂vη

)
− α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1

]
dt, (A.2)

for any T ≥ 0.

Proof. 1. We first focus on the steady case, i.e., (A.1). We define a characteristic line

[y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v)]

passing through (η, v) such that
dVη

dy
= − 1

(1− y)Vη
V 2
ϕ ,

dVϕ

dy
=

1

1− y
Vϕ − α

η1
,

dVz

dy
= 0,

Vη|y=η = vη, Vϕ|y=η = vϕ, Vz|y=η = vz.
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Then it follows from direct calculations that

Vϕ(y; η, vη, vϕ) =
1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y
, Vz(y; η, v) = vz,

|Vη(y; η, vη, vϕ)|2 = v2η −
∫ y

η

2

1− z
|Vϕ(z; η, vη, vϕ)|2 dz,

for (η, v) ∈ γ+\γτ+. Furthermore,

|Vη(y; η, v)|2 + |Vϕ(y; η, v)|2 + |Vz(y; η, v)|2 = v2η + v2ϕ + v2z +O(α)(1 + |vϕ|),
which yields

|Vη(y; η, v)|2 + |Vϕ(y; η, v)|2 + |Vz(y; η, v)|2 ≤ C(|v|2 + α) ≤ C

τ
for (η, v) ∈ γ+\γτ+,

provided α < 1 and τ ≪ 1. We also define η+(η, v) by

Vη(η+; η, v) = 0 ⇔ v2η =

∫ η+

η

[1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y

]2
dy.

Along the trajectory, one has the identity

f(η, v) = f(y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v))−
∫ y

η

d

dz
f(z,Vη(z; η, v),Vϕ(z; η, v),Vz(z; η, v)) dz.

If η = η1 or η = 0 but η+(0, vη, vϕ) > η1, then∫
γ+\γτ

+

f(η, v)|vη| dv

≤ C

η1

∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η1

0

|f(y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v))| · |vη| dydv

+
C

η1

∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η1

0

|vη|
|Vη(y)|

∣∣{Vη∂y −
1

1− y

(
V 2
ϕ ∂Vη

− VηVϕ∂Vϕ

)
− α

η1
Vη∂Vϕ

}
f(y,V )

∣∣dydv. (A.3)

If η = 0 but η+(0, v) ≤ η1, then one has

τ2 ≤ v2η =

∫ η+

0

[ 1

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy ≤ C

τ2
η+ for (0, v) ∈ γ+\γτ+,

which implies η+ ≥ τ4

C . Then∫
γ+\γτ

+

f(η, vη, vϕ, vz)|vη| dv

≤ Cτ

η1

∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η+

0

|f(y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v))| · |vη| dydv

+ Cτ

∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η+

0

|vη|
|Vη(y)|

∣∣{Vη∂y −
1

1− y

(
V 2
ϕ ∂Vη − VηVϕ∂Vϕ

)
− α

η1
Vη∂Vϕ

}
f(y,V )

∣∣dydv. (A.4)

Noting the Jacobian

∂(y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v))

∂(y, vη, vϕ, vz)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1 0 0 0

∂Vη(y;η,vη,vϕ)
∂y

vη
Vη(y)

∂Vη(y;η,vη,vϕ)
∂vϕ

0
∂Vϕ(y;η,vη,vϕ)

∂y 0 1−η
1−y 0

0 0 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
vη

Vη(y)

1− η

1− y
,

we make the following change of variable:

[z, uη, uϕ, uz] = [y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v)],

to obtain ∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η1

0

|f(y,Vη(y; η, v),Vϕ(y; η, v),Vz(y; η, v))| |vη| dydv
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≤ C

∫ η1

0

∫
B(0,sup{z∈[0,η1],(η,v)∈γ+\γτ

+
} |u|)

|uη| |f(w, uη, uϕ, uz)| dudz

≤ Cτ∥f∥L1 , (A.5)

and ∫
γ+\γτ

+

∫ η1

0

|vη|
|Vη(y)|

∣∣{Vη∂y −
1

1− y

(
V 2
ϕ ∂Vη

− VηVϕ∂Vϕ

)
− α

η1
Vη∂Vϕ

}
f(y,Vη,Vϕ,Vz)

∣∣ dydv
≤ C

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

∣∣{uη∂w − 1

1− z

(
u2ϕ∂uη

− uηuϕ∂uϕ

)
− α

η1
uη∂uϕ

}
f(z, u)

∣∣dudz
≤ C∥

{
vη∂η −

1

1− η

(
v2ϕ∂vϕ − vηvϕ∂vη

)
− α

η1
vη∂vϕ

}
f∥L1 . (A.6)

Substituting (A.5)–(A.6) into (A.3)–(A.4), we conclude the proof of (A.1).
2. For the non-steady case (A.2), we define the characteristic line

[T (y; t, η, v), y,Vη(y; t, η, v),Vϕ(y; t, η, v),Vz(y; t, η, v)],

passing through (t, η, v), in terms of
dT

dy
=

1

Vη
,
dVη

dy
= − 1

1− y
V 2
ϕ ,

dVϕ

dy
=

1

1− y
Vϕ − α

η1
,
dVz

dy
= 0

T |y=η = t, Vη|y=η = vη, Vϕ|y=η = vϕ, Vz|y=η = vz.

It follows from direct calculations that

Vϕ(y; t, η, v) =
1− η

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

(1− η)2

1− y
, Vz(y; t, η, v) = vz,

|Vη(y; t, η, v)|2 = v2η +

∫ η

y

2

1− z
|Vϕ(z; t, η, v)|2 dz,

T (y; t, η, v) = t+

∫ y

η

1

Vη(z; t, η, v)
dz =

∫ y

η

1

Vη(z; η, v)
dz,

which yields that

|Vη(y; t, η, v)|2 + |Vϕ(y; t, η, v)|2 + |Vz(y; t, η, v)|2 ≤ C(|v|2 + α) ≤ C

τ
(η, v) ∈ γ+\γτ+, (A.7)

provided α < 1 and τ ≪ 1. Moreover, along the trajectory, we have

f(t, η1, v) = f(T (y; t, η, v), y,Vη(y; t, η, v),Vϕ(y; t, η, v),Vz(y; t, η, v))

+

∫ η1

y

d

dz
f(T (z; t, η, v), z,Vη(z; t, η, v),Vϕ(z; t, η, v),Vz(z; t, η, v)) dz. (A.8)

For each (t, η, v) ∈ (0, T ]×
(
γ+\γτ+

)
and t̃ ∈ (0, t], we define Y (t̃; η, v) as the position where

T (Y (t̃); t, η, v) = t+

∫ Y (t̃)

η

1

Vη(z; t, η, v)
dz = t− t̃⇒

∫ η

Y (t̃)

1

Vη(z; t, η, v)
dz = t̃.

Case 1. If (η, v) ∈ A1 ∩ (γ+\γτ+), i.e., η = η1 and vη > τ > 0, then noting Vη(z; η1, v) ≥ vη ≥ τ in this case,
one has

t̃ =

∫ η1

Y (t̃)

1

Vη(z; t, η, v)
dz ≤ C

τ
(η1 − Y (t̃)) ⇒ |η1 − Y (t̃)| ≥ t̃τ

C
. (A.9)

We then get from (A.8) that

min{η1, η1 − Y (t̃)}
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

|f(t, η1, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃)}
|f(T (y; t, η1, v), y,Vη(y; t, η1, v),Vϕ(y; t, η1, v),Vz(y; t, η1, v))| |vη| dydvdt
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+

∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃)}

∫ η1

y

|Dzf(T (z), z,Vη(z),Vϕ(z),Vz(z))| ×
|vη|

|Vη(z)|
dzdydvdt

≤
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃)}
|f(T (y; t, η1, v), y,Vη(y; t, η1, v),Vϕ(y; t, η1, v),Vz(y; t, η1, v))| |vη| dydvdt

+ η1

∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃)}
|Dyf(T (y), y,Vη(y),Vϕ(y),Vz(y))| ×

|vη|
|Vη(y)|

dydvdt, (A.10)

where we have denoted

Aτ = {(vη, vϕ, vz) ∈ R3 | τ ≤ |vϕ| ≤ |v| ≤ 1

τ
, |vη| ≥ τ}

and

Dz =: ∂t − Vη∂z −
1

1− z
(V 2

ϕ ∂Vη
− VηVϕ∂Vϕ

)− α

η1
Vη∂Vϕ

.

Noting the Jacobian

∂(T (y; t, η, v), y,Vη(y; t, η, v),Vϕ(y; t, η, v),Vz(y; t, η, v))

∂(t, y, vη, vϕ, vz)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

1 ∂T
∂y

∂T
∂vη

∂T
∂vϕ

0

0 1 0 0 0

0
∂Vη

∂y
vη

Vη

∂Vη

∂vϕ
0

0
∂Vϕ

∂y 0 1−y
1−η 0

0 0 0 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

vη
Vη(y)

1− η

1− y
,

we make the following change of variable:

[s, z, uη, uϕ, uz] = [T (y; t, η, v), y,Vη(y; t, η, v),Vϕ(y; t, η, v),Vz(y; t, η, v)],

to get ∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃}
|f(T (y; t, η1, v), y,Vη(y; t, η1, v),Vϕ(y; t, η1, v),Vz(y; t, η1, v))| |vη| dydvdt

≤ Cτ

∫ T

0

∫
R3

∫ η1

0

|f(s, z, u)|dzduds, (A.11)

and

η1

∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

max{0,Y (t̃}
|Dyf(T (y), y,Vη(y),Vϕ(y),Vz(y))| ×

|vη|
|Vη(y)|

dydvdt

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫
R3

∫ η1

0

|{∂s − uη∂w − 1

1− z
(u2ϕ∂uη

− uηuϕ∂uϕ
)− α

η1
uη∂uϕ

}f(s, z, u)|dzduds, (A.12)

where we have used (A.7) together with the fact that

s = T (y; t, η, vη, vϕ) ∈ [0, T ] for t ∈ [t̃, T ] and y ∈ [max{0,Y (t̃)}, η1].

Combining (A.9)–(A.12) together, we get∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

|f(t, η1, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤ Cτ,t̃

[ ∫ T

0

∥f(t)∥L1 dt+

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂vη − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1 dt

]
. (A.13)

It remains to control ∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(t, η1, vη, vϕ)| |vη| dvdt.
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In fact, if we choose t̃ to be small enough such that t̃ ≲ η1τ , at this stage, the backward trajectory hits the
initial plane first before hitting the lower boundary {η = 0} due to the fact:∫ η1

0

1

Vη(z; t, η1, v)
dz ≳ η1τ.

So, there must exist a unique Y (t, η1, v) > 0 satisfying

t =

∫ η1

Y (t)

1

Vη(z; t, η1, v)
dz for each t ∈ (0, t̃).

Direct calculations show that

∂Y (t, η1, v)

∂t
= −Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v).

Therefore, ∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(t, η1, vη, vϕ)| |vη| dvdt

≤
∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(0,Y (t),Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vϕ(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vz(Y (t); t, η1, v)) dvdt

+

∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

∫ η1

Y (t)

|Dyf(T (y), y,Vη(y),Vϕ(y),Vz(y))| ×
|vη|

|Vη(y)|
dydvdt

≤
∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(0,Y (t),Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vϕ(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vz(Y (t); t, η1, v)) dvdt

+ C

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂vη − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1 dt. (A.14)

Noting the Jacobian

∂(Y (t, η1, v),Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vϕ(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vz(Y (t); t, η1, v)

∂(t, vη, vϕ, vz)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂Y
∂t

∂Y
∂vη

∂Y
∂vϕ

0
∂Vη

∂Y × ∂Y
∂t

vη
Vη

+
∂Vη

∂Y × ∂Y
∂vη

Vη

vϕ
+

∂Vη

∂Y × ∂Y
∂vϕ

0
∂Vϕ

∂Y × ∂Y
∂t

∂Vϕ

∂Y × ∂Y
∂vη

1−η1

1−Y (t) +
∂Vϕ

∂Y × ∂Y
∂vϕ

0

0 0 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
1− η1

1− Y (t)
|vη|,

we make the following change of variable

(y, uη, uϕ, uz) 7→ (Y (t, η1, v),Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vϕ(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vz(Y (t); t, η1, v))

to get ∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(0,Y (t),Vη(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vϕ(Y (t); t, η1, v),Vz(Y (t); t, η1, v)) dvdt

≤ C

∫ η1

0

∫
R3

|f(0, y, u)|dudy. (A.15)

Substituting (A.15) into (A.14), we have∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(t, η1, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤ C
[
∥f(0)∥L1 +

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂vη − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1 dt

]
. (A.16)

Combining (A.16) with (A.12), we conclude (A.2) for the case (η, v) ∈ A1 ∩ (γ+ ∪ γτ+).
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Case 2. If (η, v) ∈ A2 ∩ (γ+\γτ+), i.e., η = 0, τ < |vϕ| ≤ 1
τ , vη < 0 and η+(0, vη, vϕ) ≤ η1. Noting that

τ2 ≤ v2η =

∫ η+

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy ≤ C

τ2
η+ ⇒ η+ ≥ τ4

C
,

we have

|Vη(z; t, η, v)|2 ≥
∫ η+

z

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy ≥ Cτ2(η+ − z),

and

t̃ =

∫ Y (t̃)

0

1

|Vη(z; t, η, v)|
dz ≤ 1

Cτ

∫ Y (t̃)

0

(η+ − z)−
1
2 dz =

2

Cτ

Y (t̃)

η
1
2
+ + (η+ − Y (t̃))

1
2

≤ 2

Cτ3
Y (t̃),

which yields that Y (t̃) ≥ Cτ3 t̃
2 . It follows from (A.8) that

min{η+,Y (t)}
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

|f(t, 0, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ min{η+,Y (t̃)}

0

|f(T (y; t, 0, v), y,Vη(y; t, 0, v),Vϕ(y; t, 0, v),Vz(y; t, 0, v))| |vη| dydvdt

+

∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ min{0,Y (t̃)}

0

∫ y

0

|Dzf(T (z), z,Vη(z),Vϕ(z),Vz)| ×
|vη|

|Vη(z)|
dzdydvdt

≤
∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ min{η+,Y (t̃)}

0

|f(T (y; t, 0, vη, vϕ), y,Vη(y; 0, vη, vϕ),Vϕ(y; 0, vη, vϕ)| |vη| dydvdt

+ η1

∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

∫ min{η+,Y (t̃)}

0

|Dyf(T (y), y,Vη(y),Vϕ(y))| ×
|vη|

|Vη(y)|
dydvdt. (A.17)

Then applying similar calculations as in (A.11)–(A.13) to (A.17), we have∫ T

t̃

∫
Aτ

|f(t, 0, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤ Cτ,t̃

[ ∫ T

0

∥f(t)∥L1 dt+

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂vη − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1 dt

]
. (A.18)

It remains to control ∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(t, 0, vη, vϕ)| |vη| dvdt.

In fact, if we choose t̃ to be small enough such that t̃ ≲ τ5, at this stage, the backward trajectory hits the
initial plane first before hitting the plane {η = η1} due to the fact∫ η+

0

1

|V (z; t, 0, v)|
dz ≳ η+τ ≥ τ5

C
.

So, there must exist a unique Y (t, 0, vη, vϕ) ∈ (0, η+) satisfying

t =

∫ Y (t)

0

1

|Vη(z; t, 0, v)|
dz for each t ∈ (0, t̃).

A direct calculation shows that
∂Y (t, 0, v)

∂t
= |Vη(Y (t); t, 0, v)|.

Therefore, similar as in (A.14)–(A.16), we get∫ t̃

0

∫
Aτ

|f(t, 0, v)| |vη| dvdt

≤ C
[
∥f(0)∥L1 +

∫ T

0

∥{∂t + vη∂vη − 1

1− η
(v2ϕ∂vη − vηvϕ∂vϕ)−

α

η1
vη∂vϕ}f(t)∥L1 dt

]
. (A.19)
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Combining (A.18)–(A.19) together, we conclude (A.2) in the case of (η, v) ∈ A2 ∩ (γ+\γτ+).
Case 3. If (η, v) ∈ A3 ∩ (γ+\γτ+), i.e., η = 0, |vϕ| ≥ τ , vη < −τ < 0 and

v2η ≥
∫ η1

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy,

then noting

|Vη(z; t, η, v)|2 ≥
∫ η1

z

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vϕ +

α

2η1
− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy ≥ Cτ2(η1 − z),

provided that α≪ τ , one has

t̃ =

∫ Y (t̃)

0

1

|Vη(z; t, η, v)|
dz ≤ 1

Cτ

∫ Y (t̃)

0

(η1 − z)−
1
2 dz

=
2

Cτ

[
η

1
2
1 − (η1 − Y (t̃))

1
2

]
=

2

Cτ

Y (t̃)

η
1
2
1 + (η1 − Y (t̃))

1
2

≤ 2

Cτ
Y (t̃),

which implies Y (t̃) ≥ Cτt̃
2 . Then applying almost the same arguments as in Case 2 (just replacing η+ in

Case 2 with η1), we conclude (A.2) in the case of (η, v) ∈ A3 ∩ (γ+\γτ+). Therefore, the proof of Lemma
A.2 is completed. □

Motivated by [15,26], we have the following lemma on controlling the iterative integral.

Lemma A.3. For any ℓ > 0 in the weight function wℓ(v), there exist positive constants C1 and C2

independent of k and ℓ such that if α≪ 1
ℓk ,∫

∏k−1
j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

dΣi
l(s) ds ≤ C1k, (A.20)

and ∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1>0}

∫ tl

0

dΣi
l(s) ds ≤ C2k. (A.21)

Furthermore, for any δ̃ > 0, ℓ ≫ 4 and any T0 > 0, there exists an integer k0 = k0(δ̃, T0) such that for
any integer k ≥ k0 and α≪ 1

ℓ , and for all (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T0]× [0, η1]× R3, it holds that∫
∏k−1

l=1 Vl

1{tk>0} dΣ
i
k−1(tk) < δ̃. (A.22)

In particular, let T0 > 0 large enough, there exist positive constants C3 and C4 independent of T0 such that

for k = C3T
5
4
0 with a suitable choice of C3 such that k is an integer and for all (t, η, v) ∈ [0, T0)×[0, η1]×R3,

it holds ∫
∏k−1

l=1 Vl

1{tk>0} dΣ
i
k−1(tk) ≤

(1
2

)C4T
5
4
0

. (A.23)

Proof. Recall the definition (3.15). We have∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

dΣi
l(s) ds

≤
∫
∏k−1

j=1 Vj

k−1∑
l=1

1{tl+1≤0<tl}

∫ tl

0

k−1∏
j=l+1

dσje
−

∫ tl
s

A(τ) dτ w̃(vl) dσl

l−1∏
j=1

( w̃(vj)

w̃(V (tj+1))

)
e
−

∫ tl
tl+1

A(τ) dτ
dσj ds.

Using the fact that
∫
Vj

dσj = 1, it can be bounded by

k−1∑
l=1

∫
∏l

j=1 Vj

∫ tl

0

e−
ν0
2 (tl−s)w̃(vl) dσl

l−1∏
j=1

( w̃(vj)

w̃(V (tj+1)

)
e
−

∫ tl
tl+1

A(τ) dτ
dσj ds. (A.24)
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Note that ∫
Vl

w̃(vl) dσl ≤ C,

and

w̃(vj)

w̃(V (tj+1))
=

(1 + |V (tj+1)|2)
ℓ
2

(1 + |vj |2)
ℓ
2

√
µ(V (tj+1))√
µ(vj)

=
(1 + |V (tj+1)|2)

ℓ
2

(1 + |vj |2)
ℓ
2

e
|vj |

2−|V (tj+1)|2

4

≤ (1 + Cα)
ℓ
2 e

|vj |
2−|V (tj+1)|2

4 ≤ (1 + Cα)
ℓ
2 eCα+α

2 |vj,ϕ|2 , (A.25)

where we have used the fact that

|vj |2 − |V (tj+1)|2 = − α2

2η1
(1− η1)

2 +
α2

2η1
+
α2

η21
ln(1− η1)−

2α

η1
vj,ϕ ln(1− η1) ≤ Cα+ α|vk,ϕ|2.

Then (A.24) can be further bounded by

C

k−1∑
l=1

(1 + Cα)(l−1) ℓ
2 eCα(l−1)(1− α)−

l−1
2 ≤ Ck(1 + Cα)(k−2) ℓ

2 eCα(k−2)(1− α)−
k−2
2 , (A.26)

where we have used the fact that∫
Vj

e
α
2 |vj,ϕ|2 dσj =

∫
Vj

1√
2π
e

(α−1)
2 |vj,ϕ|2e−

1
2

(
|vj,η|2+|vj,z|2

)
|vj,η| dvj = (1− α)−

1
2 .

By choosing Cα≪ 1
ℓk , one has from (A.26) that (A.20) can be bounded by Ce3k. Similarly, (A.21) can be

proved.
Now, we are going to prove (A.22)–(A.23). Choosing 0 < δ < 1 sufficiently small, we further define

non-grazing sets

Vδ
j = {vj ∈ Vj | vj · n⃗(xj) ≥ δ} ∩

{
vj ∈ Vj | |vj | ≤

1

δ

}
.

By direct calculations, we have∫
Vj\Vδ

j

e
α
2 |vj,ϕ|2 dσj ≤

∫
vj ·n⃗(xj)≤δ

e
α
2 |vj,ϕ|2 dσj +

∫
|vj,ϕ|≥ 1

2δ

e
α
2 |vj,ϕ|2 dσj +

∫
|vj,η|≥ 1

2δ

e
α
2 |vj,ϕ|2 dσj

≤ Cδ
(
1 +

1

1− α

)
≤ Cδ(1− α)−1,

where C is independent of j. On the other hand, if vj ∈ Vδ
j , then

δ ≤ |vj,η| ≤
1

δ
, |vj,ϕ| ≤

1

δ
.

Then, it follows from (3.2)–(3.3) that

|Vϕ(s; tj , xj , vj)| ≤ C(
1

δ
+ α) ≤ C

δ
, |Vη(s; tj , xj , vj)| ≤

C

δ
for s ∈ [tj+1, tj).

Furthermore, if (xj , vj) ∈ A1 or (xj , vj) ∈ A3, one has

η1 = |xj+1 − xj | ≤
∫ tj

tj+1

|Vη(τ)| dτ ≤ C(tj − tj+1)
1

δ
⇒ tj − tj+1 ≥ Cδ. (A.27)

If (xj , vj) ∈ A2, one has

δ2 ≤ v2j,η =

∫ η+(xj ,vj)

0

2

1− y

[ 1

1− y
vj,ϕ +

α

2η1
(1− y)− α

2η1

1

1− y

]2
dy ≤ C

η+
δ2
,

which implies η+ ≥ Cδ4. Note that

η+ − 0 =

∫ tj

tj,∗

|Vη(τ)| dτ +
∫ tj,∗

tj+1

|Vη(τ)| dτ ⇒ tj − tj+1 ≥ Cδ5,

which, together with (A.27), yields that
tj − tj+1 ≥ Cδ5.
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Therefore, if tk(t, η, v, v1, v2, · · · , vk−1) > 0, then there can be at most
[
CT0

δ5

]
+ 1 number of vj ∈ Vδ

j for

1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. We therefore have∫
V1

· · ·
{∫

Vk−1

1{tk>0}e
α
2 |vk−1,ϕ|2 dσk−1

}
e

α
2 |vk−2,ϕ|2 dσk−2 · · · e

α
2 |v1,ϕ|2 dσ1

≤

[
CT0
δ5

]
+1∑

j=0

∫
{There are exactly j of vlj ∈ Vδ

lj
, and k − 1 − j of vlj /∈ Vδ

lj
}

k−1∏
l=1

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2dσl

≤

[
CT0
δ5

]
+1∑

j=0

(
k − 1

j

)∣∣∣ sup
l

∫
V δ
l

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl

∣∣∣j∣∣∣ sup
l

∫
Vl\Vδ

l

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl

∣∣∣k−j−1

.

Note that ∫
V δ
l

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl ≤ (1− α)−

1
2 ≤ (1− α)−1,

and ∣∣∣ ∫
Vl\Vδ

l

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl

∣∣∣k−j−1

≤
[
Cδ(1− α)−1

]k−j−1 ≤ (1− α)−(k−j−1)(Cδ)
k−2−

[
CT0
δ5

]
.

But it holds that [
CT0
δ5

]
+1∑

j=0

(
k − 1

j

)
≤

[
CT0
δ5

]
+1∑

j=0

(k − 1)j ≤ (k − 1)

[
CT0
δ5

]
+2
.

We then deduce that∫
∏k−1

l=1 Vl

1{tk>0}

k−1∏
l=1

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl ≤ (k − 1)

[
CT0
δ5

]
+2

(1− α)−(k−1)(Cδ)
k−2−

[
CT0
δ5

]

≤ (k − 1)

[
CT0
δ5

]
+2

(
Cδ

1− α
)k−1(Cδ)

−1−
[

CT0
δ5

]
. (A.28)

Recalling the definitions of dΣi
k−1(tk) in (3.15) and using (A.25), we have∫

∏k−1
l=1 Vl

1{tk>0} dΣ
i
k−1(tk) ≤ (1 + Cα)

ℓ
2 (k−1)eCα(k−1)

∫
∏k−1

l=1 Vl

1{tk>0}

k−1∏
l=1

e
α
2 |vl,ϕ|2 dσl

≤ (k − 1)

[
CT0
δ5

]
+2

(
Cδ(1 + Cα)

ℓ
2 (eCα)

1− α
)k−1(Cδ)

−1−
[

CT0
δ5

]
.

Then for any δ̃ > 0 and Cα≪ 1
ℓ <

1
2 , (A.22) follows by choosing δ such that Cδ(1+Cα)

ℓ
2 (eCα)

1−α < 1, and then

taking k ≫
[
CT0

δ5

]
+ 1.

In particular, we let k−1 = N
{[

CT0

δ5

]
+2

}
≥ 1

Cδ so that if CT0

δ5 ≥ 1, then (A.28) can be further bounded

by {
N
(CT0
δ5

+ 2
)(Cδ(1 + Cα)

ℓ
2 (eCα)

1− α

)N 1

Cδ

}[CT0
δ5

]
+2

≤
(
CNT0δ

N−6
)[CT0

δ5

]
+2

if Cα≪ 1

ℓ
<

1

2
.

We choose CNT0δ
N−6 = 1

2 , so that δ =
(

1
2CNT0

) 1
N−6 is small for T0 large and N > 6. Moreover,[CT0

δ5

]
+ 2 ∼ CNT

1+ 5
N−6

0 ,

and CT0

δ5 ≥ 2 for T0 large so that we can close our estimate. Finally, we choose N = 26. For T0 sufficiently

large, k = N
{[

CT0

δ5

]
+ 2

}
+ 1 ∼ CT

5
4
0 and (A.23) follows. □
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Finally, we recall a useful lemma in [16], which has been frequently used in obtaining L∞ estimates for
approximate solutions.

Lemma A.4 ( [16]). Consider a sequence {ai}∞i=0 with each ai ≥ 0. For any fixed k ∈ N+. We denote

Ak
i = max{ai, ai+1, · · · , ai+k}.

Assume D ≥ 0. If ai+1+k ≤ 1
8A

k
i +D for i = 0, 1, · · · , then it holds that

Ak
i ≤

(1
8

)[ i
k+1

]
·max{Ak

0 , A
k
1 , · · · , Ak

k}+
8 + k

7
D, for i ≥ k + 1.
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