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Abstract

In this article, we demonstrate the phenomenon of thermal transpiration in a bounded convex
domain. We employ the stationary Boltzmann equation with a cutoff potential. For boundary
condition, we partition the boundary into diffuse reflection and incoming regions. We establish
the existence of solution in a weighted L∞ space. Furthermore, we consider a convex domain with
diffuse reflection boundary condition in the middle and incoming boundary condition at the two
ends. We first consider Maxwellians with the same pressure but different temperatures at the two
ends. We prove that the total flux U(x) is directed toward the hot end. Furthermore, we derive
an estimate for the total flux:

U(x) ≥ C

(
1− 1√

T2

)
. (1)
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In addition, we show that when the pressures and temperatures on the two ends satisfy the relation

P1

P2
=

√
T1
T2
, (2)

the total flux of the solution is of order O( 1κ ). This result is consistent with Knudsen’s finding of
thermomolecular pressure difference in 1909.

Keyword : Stationary Boltzmann equation, thermal transpiration, thermomocular pressure differ-
ence, mixed boundary condition.

Section 1. Introduction

1.1. Introduction

The thermal transpiration is a phenomenon that temperature gradient on the boundary in-
duces a flow in a pipe [38]. This phenomenon has many engineering applications, including the Crookes
radiometer [12], which can be used in energy harvesting [39]; the Knudsen compressor, which pumps
gas without any moving mechanical part [46]; microelectromechanical systems [34], and MEMS-based
multistage Knudsen compressor, where the gas moves from a cold chamber to a hot chamber creating
a pressure difference across the compressor element [22]. Further applications and details can be found
in [24], [38].

The thermal transpiration was first observed by Reynolds in 1879 [37]. He observed that gas
moves along a solid surface due to temperature differences. In the same year, Maxwell developed a
theory to explain this effect [30]. Moreover, when considering two chambers connected by a tube,
Knudsen showed that in the limit of infinitely small tube, the pressure between the two chambers
satisfies

P1√
T1

=
P2√
T2

(3)

in equilibrium. This phenomenon is called the thermomolecular pressure difference. This relation is
discussed in [26], [27]. In an experiment, S. Chu Liang provided a more accurate expression of (3) in
[28], with further applications given in [2], [42].

In kinetic theory, the stationary Boltzmann equation serves as a fundamental mathematical model
for describing the behavior of rarefied gas. It reads

v · ∇xF (x, v) =
1

κ
Q(F, F )(x, v), in Ω× R3. (4)

Here, κ is Knudsen number and F represents the velocity distribution function of the gas molecules.
The velocity distribution function is used to describe the number of molecules dN in a six-dimensional
phase-space element dXdξ. That is,

dN = F (X, ξ) dXdξ.

The collision operator Q that appears in (4) is defined as follows.

Q(F,G)(x, v)

=

∫
R3

∫
S2

[
F (v′)G(u′) + F (u′)G(v′)− F (v)G(u)− F (u)G(v)

]
B(|v − u|, ω)dωdu,

where

v′ = v + ((u− v) · ω)ω and u′ = u− ((u− v) · ω)ω. (5)

Note that v′, u′ can also be expressed in the equivalent form

v′ =
v + u

2
+

|v − u|
2

σ and u′ =
v + u

2
− |v − u|

2
σ, (6)
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where σ ∈ S2.
Consequently, stationary Boltzmann equation has been extensively applied to describe the gas

distribution in the domains involving thermal transpiration. However, in engineering applications,
obtaining numerical solutions requires substantial computational efforts, either deterministically ([40],
[44], [48]) or stochastically ([3], [35]). Some numerical analysis of thermal transpiration employ the
lattice Boltzmann model [41], the BGK model ([21], [29], [31]) or the linearized Boltzmann Equation
model [43]. In particular, for the linearized Boltzmann equation model, Sone, Y. and Aoki, K. have
made many significant contributions ([1], [32]). Moreover, Sone provided an explicit form of the
solution when the free transport equation is used to describe the thermal transpiration [38].

Although there are many results on the numerical analysis of thermal transpiration using the
linearized Boltzmann equation, there are only a few mathematical results. In 2007, Chiun-Chuan
Chen, I-Kun Chen, Tai-Ping Liu and Yoshio Sone solved this problem for gas between two plates or
within an infinite long pipe under diffuse reflection boundary conditions. They showed that when
the Knudsen number κ is sufficiently large, the local flow between two plates was of the order log κ
and the flow in a pipe has finite positive velocity. Moreover, they proved that in both case, the local
flux is proportional to the wall temperature gradient [7]. This result is used to study the boundary
logarithmic singularity ([10],[43]).

In this paper, we address the problem in the case where the pipe has finite length, and we impose
the incoming boundary condition at both ends with Maxwellians and diffusion boundary condition in
the middle.

In this article, we formulate the mixed boundary problem for the Boltzmann equation as follows:
v · ∇xF =

1

κ
Q(F, F ), in Ω× R3,

F (x, v) = Fin(x, v), on ∂Ω−
1 ,

F (x, v) = mT (x)

∫
u·n(x)>0

F (x, u)u · n(x)du, on ∂Ω−
2 ,

(7)

where Ω is a bounded convex domain in R3. Here, ∂Ω1 and ∂Ω2 are subsets of ∂Ω and satisfy the
following assumption

Assumption 1.1.

1. ∂Ω1 ∪ ∂Ω2 = ∂Ω.

2. ∂Ω1 and ∂Ω2 are of positive measure.

3. ∂Ω1 and ∂Ω2 are unions of connected components of ∂Ω.

4. ∂Ω1 is relative open to ∂Ω.

5. ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω2 consists of finitely many C2 curves in R3.

Here mT = 1
2πT 2 e

− |v|2
2T and mT (x) =

1
2πT 2(x)

e
− |v|2

2T (x) . Also, we denote m = m1. Let ∂E is a subset of

∂Ω. We define ∂E−, ∂E+ and ∂E0 as follows.

∂E− = {(x, v) ∈ ∂E × R3 : n(x) · v < 0},
∂E+ = {(x, v) ∈ ∂E × R3 : n(x) · v > 0},
∂E0 = {(x, v) ∈ ∂E × R3 : n(x) · v = 0},

where n(x) denotes the outward unit normal vector as x ∈ ∂Ω. In this article, we always assume that
T (x) is positive and belongs to L∞(∂Ω). Furthermore, we assume that B(|v − u|, ω) satisfies

B(|v − u|, ω) = B|v − u|γ
(
u− v

|u− v|
· ω
)
, −3 < γ ≤ 1, (8)
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for some constant B > 0. When we discuss the thermal transpiration, we define two parameters as

A := inf{x3 ∈ R3|(x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω},
B := sup{x3 ∈ R3|(x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω}.

Let A < a < b < B, and define

∂Ω1 =
(
∂Ω ∩ {z < a}

)
∪
(
∂Ω ∩ {z > b}

)
. (9)

Finally, we set the distribution of gas F (x, v) in Ω which satisfies the following boundary value
problem:

v · ∇xF =
1

κ
Q(F, F ), in Ω× R3,

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2
e−

|v|2
2 , on ∂Ω−

1,a = ∂Ω−
1 ∩ {x3 < a},

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T
5/2
2

e
− |v|2

2T2 , on ∂Ω−
1,b = ∂Ω−

1 ∩ {x3 > b},

F (x, v) = mT (x, v)

∫
u·n(x)>0

F (x, u)u · n(x)du, on ∂Ω−
2 = ∂Ω− \

(
∂Ω−

1,a ∪ ∂Ω
−
1,b

)
.

(10)

Furthermore, we impose that T (x1, x2, x3) = 1 when x3 ≤ a, and that T (x1, x2, x3) = T2 when
x3 ≥ b. We write the solution as a perturbation near the standard Maxwellian M(v) = 1√

2π
m(v). Let

F = M +m1/2f and Fin = M +m1/2fin. Then, the function f solves the following boundary value
problem: 

v · ∇xf = −1

κ
L(f) +

1

κ
Γ(f, f), in Ω× R3,

f(x, v) = fin(x, v), on ∂Ω−
1 ,

f(x, v) = m−1mT (x)P (f) +
1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m), on ∂Ω−

2 ,

(11)

where

L(f) = m−1/2
(
Q(M,m1/2f) +Q(m1/2f,M)

)
,

Γ = m−1/2Q(m1/2f,m1/2f),

P (f)(x, v) = m1/2

∫
u·n(x,v)>0

f(x, u)m1/2u · n(x)du.

The operator L has two components: the multiplicative operator ν and integral operator K, that is ,
L(f) = ν(v)f −K(f). Their definition can be found in section 2 or [18]. In what follows, we discuss
the well-posedness of the boundary value problem (11). The integral form of (11) is

f =
1

κ
Sκ
ΩKf + Jκ

(
fin1∂Ω−

1
+

(
m−1mT (x)P (f) +

1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)

)
1∂Ω−

2

)
+

1

κ
Sκ
ΩΓ(f, f).

(12)

Here, we define

Sκ
Ωf(x, v) :=

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
e−

1
κ
ν(v)sf(x− sv, v)ds, (13)

Jκf := e−
1
κ
ν(v)τ−(x,v)f(q(x, v), v), (14)

where

τ−(x, v) = sup{t |x− tv ∈ Ω} and q(x, v) = x− τ−(x, v)v. (15)
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For convenience, we define

⟨f, g⟩ =
∫
Ω×R3

fgdxdv, ⟨f, g⟩v =

∫
R3

fgdv, (16)

⟨f, g⟩∂−
2
=

∫
∂Ω−

2

fg|v · n(x)|dxdv. (17)

To state our main theorem, we introduce some function spaces. For α ≥ 0, β ∈ R and p ≥ 1, we say
f ∈ Lp

α,β(Ω× R3) if

∥f∥Lp
α,β

= ∥f∥Lp
α,β(Ω×R3) :=

(∫
Ω

∫
R3

∣∣∣f(x, v)eα|v|2(1 + |v|)β
∣∣∣p dvdx)1/p

<∞ for p <∞,

∥f∥L∞
α,β

= ∥f∥L∞
α,β(Ω×R3) := ess sup

(x,v)∈Ω×R

∣∣∣f(x, v)eα|v|2(1 + |v|)β
∣∣∣ <∞ for p = ∞.

Moreover, we say f ∈ Lp
α,β(∂E

−) for some ∂E ⊂ ∂Ω, if

∥f∥Lp
α,β(∂E

−) :=

(∫
∂E−

∣∣∣f(x, v)eα|v|2(1 + |v|)β
∣∣∣p |v · n(x)|dSdv)1/p

<∞ for p <∞,

∥f∥L∞
α,β(∂E

−) := ess sup
(x,v)∈∂E−

∣∣∣f(x, v)eα|v|2(1 + |v|)β
∣∣∣ <∞ for p = ∞,

where dS denotes the surface measure on ∂Ω. For convenience, we write Lp(A) = Lp
0,0(A) when

A = Ω×R3 or ∂E− ⊆ ∂Ω×R3. Throughout this article, we denote f(x) = O(g(x)) when limx→∞
f(x)
g(x)

is a constant.
We now introduce the concept of an unsealed set Ω in R3. The term unseal describes the visibility

of ∂Ω1 from points on ∂Ω. If every point x can directly see the ∂Ω1, then we call Ω a completely
unsealed set. If, for every x ∈ ∂Ω, the ∂Ω1 becomes visible after tracing back m times for some
fixed integer m, then we call Ω an unsealed set. The precise definition is in section 4.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded convex domain with C2 boundary. Suppose that Ω is unsealed
with respect to ∂Ω1 and satisfies the assumption 1.1. Assume that −3 < γ ≤ 1 and that (8) holds.
Then, for any 0 < α < 1/4 and κ0 ∈ (0,∞), there exists δ > 0 which depends on α, Ω, ∂Ω1, and κ0
such that if

∥m−1/2 (Fin −M)∥L∞
a,0(∂Ω

−
1 ) ≤ δ (18)

and

|T (x)− 1| ≤ δ, ∀x ∈ Ω2 (19)

then the equation (7) has a unique mild solution for κ ≥ κ0. Furthermore,

∥m−1/2 (F −M)∥L∞
α,0

+ ∥m−1/2 (F −M)∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

+
2 ) (20)

≤ 2Cζ

(∥∥∥m−1/2 (Fin −M)
∥∥∥
L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
1 )

+
∥∥∥m−1/2(mT (x) −m)

∥∥∥
L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
2 )

)
.

For x = (x1, x2, z) ∈ Ω, the local flux u(x) and the total flux U(z) in the x3-direction are defined
as follows:

u(x) :=

∫
R3

v3F (x, v)dv, U(z) :=

∫
{(x1,x2,z)∈Ω}

u(x)dS. (21)

By conservation law, the total flux is a constant with respect to z when z ∈ [a, b].
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Theorem 1.2. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain with C1 boundary such that Ω ∩ {a ≤ x3 ≤ b} is
convex. Suppose for every κ > κ0 > 0, there exists a constant C such that (10) admits a mild solution
with the following estimate:

∥F∥L∞
0,β(Ω×R3) ≤ C, (22)

where β > max{γ, 0} + 5. Then, there exists κ1 > κ0 such that the total flux U(x3) of F is positive
whenever κ ≥ κ1. Moreover,

U(x3) ≥ C

(
1− 1√

T2

)
. (23)

In Knudsen’s experiment ([26]), he connects two chambers with different temperature T1, T2 with a
narrow tube. He measures the pressures in two tanks P1, P2 at equilibrium when there is no flux
in the tube. He observes in the limit of infinitely small tubing, P1√

T1
= P2√

T2
. For the free transport

equation case, the relation is exact ([38]). In our case, we obtain the same result by considering the
following boundary value problem:

v · ∇xF =
1

κ
Q(F, F ), in Ω× R3,

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2
e−

|v|2
2 , on ∂Ω−

1,a = ∂Ω−
1 ∩ {x3 < a},

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T 2
2

e
− |v|2

2T2 , on ∂Ω−
1,b = ∂Ω−

1 ∩ {x3 > b},

F (x, v) = mT (x, v)

∫
v·n(x)>0

F (x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 = ∂Ω− \

(
∂Ω−

1,a ∪ ∂Ω
−
1,b

)
.

(24)

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain with C1 boundary such that Ω ∩ {a ≤ x3 ≤ b} is
convex. Suppose that for every κ > κ0, equation (10) admits a mild solution bounded in L∞

0,β by a
constant independent of κ, where β > max{γ, 0} + 5. Then, the total flux U(x3) of F satisfies the
following estimate:

|U(x3)| = O(
1

κ
). (25)

We can extend Theorem 1.3 to the case when the incoming data is not localized at two places, i.e.,

v · ∇xF =
1

κ
Q(F, F ), in Ω× R3,

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T 2
i

e−
v2

2 , on ∂B−
i , i = 1, · · · , n,

F (x, v) = mT (x, v)

∫
v·n(x)>0

F (x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 = ∂Ω− \

(
∪n
i=1∂B

−
i

)
,

(26)

where ∂Bi is an open subset of ∂Ω and we assume that T (x) = Ti if xi ∈ ∂Bi.

Remark 1.1. Note that the condition Ω ∩ {a ≤ x3 ≤ b} is convex ensures that Ω is an unsealed set
with respect to (

∂Ω ∩ {z < a}
)
∪
(
∂Ω ∩ {z > b}

)
.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 is valid for a domain in which Ω ∩ {a ≤ x3 ≤ b} is

not convex but is unsealed with respect to
(
∂Ω ∩ {z < a}

)
∪
(
∂Ω ∩ {z > b}

)
.

Remark 1.2. Note that when Ω is a bounded convex domain with C2 boundary. The Theorem 1.1
ensures the condition of Theorem 1.2.
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1.2. Organization of the article

We briefly outline the proof in this article. We use the traditional L2 − L∞ estimate together
with the bootstrap method to construct a solution of (7).

In section 2, we review some elementary properties of the linear operator L. In section 3,
inspired by [14], [15], and [25], we introduce a simpler and more efficient approach to obtaining the
L2 estimate This approach is based on the operator Sκ

ΩK, which is compact in L2
0,γ/2.

In section 4, we use the unsealed condition to obtain the L∞ estimate. This concept provides
several advantages, such as reducing the weight requirement in L∞. Moreover, this is a key tool in
proving Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3.

In section 5, we use original Boltzmann equation to address the problem by modeling the

distribution as in (10), with incoming data at
(
∂Ω ∩ {z < a}

)
and

(
∂Ω ∩ {z > b}

)
. We cannot

apply the powerful technique developed in [7]. However, we observe that the crucial mechanism for
the appearance of flux lies in the different between the incoming data and the solution of the free
transport model, which satisfies (8). By combining this observation with the concept of the unsealed
set, we complete the proof of the main theorems in this article.

Section 2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some properties of the linear operator L and its components: the
multiplicative operator ν and the integral operator, K. We also present several propositions about
the operator Sκ

Ω and Jκ, which are useful in section 3 and section 4. In addition, we recall some
basic properties of Q+ and Q−.

We emphasize that we linearize around Maxwellian M = 1
(2π)3/2

e−
|v|2
2 . There is another popular

convention to linearize around m = 1
π3/2 e

−|v|2 , for example [25], [38]. Thus, the exponents differ by a
factor of 2 and the constants are different.

2.1. Estimates for ν and K

Recall that L(f) = ν(v)f −K(f) when the assumption (8) holds, and that ν(v) and K(f) have
explicit forms as follows

ν(v) =

∫∫
R3×S2

B(|v − u|, σ)m(u)dudσ,

K(f)(x, v) =

∫
R3

k(v, u)f(x, u)du =

∫
R3

(
k1(v, u)− k2(v, u)

)
f(x, u)du.

The explicit formulas for k1 and k2 are:

k1(v, u) = B0π|v − u|γe−
1
4
(|v|2+|u|2),

k2(v, u) =
2B

π3/2
1

|v − u|
e−

1
8
|v−u|2−|V1(v,u)|2 ×

∫
Wv−u

e−|w+V2(v,u)|2 (|v − u|2 + |w|2
) γ

2 dw,

where

V1(v, u) :=
1

2
√
2

|v|2 − |u|2

|v − u|2
(v − u),

V2(v, u) :=
(v − u)× (v × u)√

2|v − u|2
,

Wv−u := {w ∈ R3|w ⊥ (v − u)}.

Notice that we have the following identity

|V1(v, u)|2 + |V2(v, u)|2 =
1

8
|v + u|2,

V2(v, u) · (v − u) = 0,

1

8
|v − u|2 + |V1(v, u)|2 + |V2(v, u)|2 =

1

4
(|v|2 + |u|2).

7



For their derivation, see [13]. We first give some estimates for the collision frequency ν(v).

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (8) holds and −3 < γ ≤ 1. For the collision frequency ν(v), there
exist positive constants ν0 and ν1 such that

ν0(1 + |v|)γ/2 ≤ ν(v) ≤ ν1(1 + |v|)γ/2

for all v ∈ R3.

For the proof of Proposition 2.1, see [13], [18].

Proposition 2.2. Let −3 < γ ≤ 1 and let Ω be a bounded domain in R3. Suppose (8) holds. Then,
we have ∫ L

|v|

0
e−

1
κ
ν(|v|)tdt ≤ Cγ,L

κ

1 + |v|

for any fix L > 0 and (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3.

The proof of Proposition 2.2 can be found in [47]. We next introduce some estimate for integral
operator K(f).

Proposition 2.3. Let −3 < γ ≤ 1 and 0 < δ < 1. Suppose that (8) holds. Then, we have

|k(v, u)| ≤ Cγ,δ
wγ(|v − u|)

(1 + |v|+ |u|)1−γ
Eδ(v, u) (27)

for all v, u ∈ R3, where

Eδ(v, u) := e−
1−δ
8 (|v−u|2+4|V1(v,u)|2) = e

− 1−δ
8

(
|v−u|2+

(
|v|2−|u|2

|v−u|

)2
)

and

wγ(|v − u|) :=



1

|v − u|
, − 1 < γ ≤ 1,

| ln |v − u||+ 1

|v − u|
, γ = −1,

1

|v − u||γ|
, − 3 < γ < −1.

(28)

The detail of proof can be found in [13] and the appendix of [25].
In the section 4, we estimate L∞

α,0 norm of the solution of Boltzmann equation. Hence, we need
to discuss

Kα(f) := w(v)K(w−1f) =

∫
R3

w(v)k(v, u)w−1(u)f(x, u)du :=

∫
R3

kα(v, u)f(x, u)du

for w(v) = eα|v|
2
, α > 0. It is known in [9] that

Eδ(v, u) = ea|v|
2
e−α1,a,δ|v−u|2e

−(1−δ)
(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2,a,δ|v−u|

)2
e−a|u|2

= e−a|v|2e−α1,a,δ |v−u|2e
−(1−δ)

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| +α2,a,δ |v−u|

)2
ea|u|

2

for −1/4 < a < 1/4, δ > 0 and v, u ∈ R3, where

α1,a,δ :=
(1− δ)2 − 4a2

8(1− δ)
,

α2,a,δ :=
1− δ − 2a

2
√
2(1− δ)

.
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Plugging these identities into that estimate (27) with a = α and δ = 1/2− α, we obtain

|kα(v, u)| ≤ Cγ,α
w(|v − u|)

(1 + |v|+ |u|)1−γ
e−α1|v−u|2e

−α3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2
(29)

for some α1, α2, α3 > 0 depending only on α. Based on the above calculations, we obtain the following
estimates, which are related to the kernel of the operator Kα.

Proposition 2.4. [4] Let α1, α3 > 0 and α2 ∈ R3. Then, we have∫
R3

1

|v − u|µ
e−α1|v−u|2e

−α3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2
≤ Cα,µ

1 + |v|
(30)

for any µ < 3 and v ∈ R3.

Proof. Let w = v − u. By using the sphere coordinate and setting ω = |v| cos θ − α2r, we have∫
R3

1

|v − u|µ
e−α1|v−u|2e

−α3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2
du =

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

1

rµ−2
e−α1r2e−α3(|v| cos θ−α2r)

2

sin θdθdϕdr

=
2π

|v|

∫ ∞

0

∫ |v|−α2r

−|v|−α2r

1

rµ−2
e−α1r2e−α3w2

dωϕdr

≤ Cα1,α3

1

|v|
.

Moreover, we can deduce that∫
R3

1

|v − u|µ
e−α1|v−u|2e

−α3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2
≤ Cα.

Here, the constant Cα is independent to v. Combining these results, the proof is complete.

Proposition 2.5. [25] Let 0 ≤ α < 1/4, β ∈ R3,−3 < γ ≤ 1 and 1 ≤ q < min{3, 3
|γ|}. Suppose that

(8) holds. Then we have∫
R3

|kα(v, u)|q(1 + |u|)βdu ≤ Cα,γ(1 + |v|)β+q(γ−1)−1 (31)

for all v ∈ R3.

Remark 2.1. We set min{3, 3
|γ|} = 3 when γ = 0

The proof can be found in [25]. For convenience, we present the proof here.

Proof. Case 1 β ≥ 0:
Notice that (1 + |u|)β ≤ Cβ

(
(1 + |v|)β + |v − u|β

)
for all v, u ∈ R3. By (29), we have

|kα(v, u)|q(1 + |u|)β ≤ C(1 + |v|)β+q(γ−1)wγ(|v − u|)qe−qα1|v−u|e
−qα3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2

+ C(1 + |v|)q(γ−1)wγ(|v − u|)q|v − u|βe−qα1|v−u|e
−qα3

(
(v−u)·v
|v−u| −α2|v−u|

)2
.

Observe that there exists µγ,q < 3 such that wγ(|v − u|)q ≤ |v − u|−µγ,q . The constant µγ,q only
depend on γ and q. Also, we note

w−1(|v − u|)e−α1|v−u|2 ≤ Cϵ|v − u|−(1+ϵ) (32)

for some small positive constant ϵ. Thus, we can treat the case γ = −1 in the same way as for
−3 < γ < −1. In any case, by proposition 2.4 we have∫

R3

|kα(v, u)|q(1 + |u|)βdu ≤ Cα,γ(1 + |v|)q(γ−1)−1 + Cα,γ(1 + |v|)β+q(γ−1)−1

≤ Cα,γ(1 + |v|)q(γ−1)−1.
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Case 2 β < 0:
Observe that

(1 + |u|)β = (1 + |v|)β (1 + |v|)|β|

(1 + |u|)|β|

≤ (1 + |v|)β (1 + |u|)|β| + |v − u||β|

(1 + |u|)|β|

≤ (1 + |v|)β
(
1 + |v − u||β|

)
.

We apply the above argument to obtain the same estimate. Thus, the proof is complete.

2.2. Proposition of L

Next, we review some basic properties of L, including the spectral gap and the projection of L. Recall
that the normal orthogonal basis of the null space Ker L is given by

Φ0 = (2π)−
3
4 m

1
2 (v),

Φi = (2π)−
3
4 vim

1
2 (v), i = 1, 2, 3,

Φ4 =
(2π)−

3
4

√
6

(|v|2 − 3)m
1
2 (v).

For each f = f(v) ∈ L2(R3
v), we denote the macroscopic part PL(f) as the projection of f onto Ker

L, that is,

PL(f) =

4∑
i=0

⟨f,Φi⟩vΦi,

and further denote (I − PL)(f) = f − PL(f) to be the microscopic part of f . It is well-known that
there exists a constant CL such that

⟨L(f), f⟩v ≥ CL∥(I − PL)(f)∥2L2
0,γ/2

(dv). (33)

Here, L2
0,γ/2(dv) denotes integration only with respect to the variable v. The proof can be found in

[18], [21] and [23]. We present a key estimate concerning PL and (I − PL).

Proposition 2.6. Let Ω be a bounded connected domain in R3 with C2 boundary and −3 < γ ≤ 1.
Suppose that f ∈ L2

0,γ/2 is a solution to
v · ∇xf +

1

κ
L(f) = ϕ1, in Ω× R3,

f = fin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

f = P (f) + ϕ2(x, v), on ∂Ω−
2

(34)

in distribution sense. Then,

∥PL(f)∥2L2
0,γ/2

≤ C

( [
1 + 1

κ

]
∥(I − PL)(f)∥2L2

0,γ/2
+ ∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥(I − P )f∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+∥f∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
. (35)

Proof. Recall PL(f) =
∑4

i=0⟨f,Φi⟩vΦi. Thus, it suffices to compute ⟨f,Φi⟩v, for i = 0, · · · , 4. The
estimate of ⟨f,Φi⟩v are the same as those given in lemma 3.3 in [15] for i = 1, · · · , 4. The standard
elliptic estimates appearing in [15] can also be found in the section 2 of [19] or section 6 of [16]. For
i = 0, due to the difference between the mixed and diffuse boundary conditions we need to find a
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different test function to estimate ⟨f,Φ0⟩. The Green’s identity provides the following weak version
of (34):∫

∂Ω×R3

ψf dSdv −
∫∫

Ω×R3

v · ∇xψ fdxdv = −
∫∫

Ω×R3

ψ
1

κ
L(I−P)fdxdv +

∫∫
Ω×R3

ψ ϕ1dxdv. (36)

We choose the test function

ψ = (|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v)v · ∇xϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩vΦ0, (37)

where ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v is the solution of following elliptic problem{
−∆ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v = ⟨f,Φ0⟩v, in Ω,

χ(x)ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v + ∂nϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v = 0, on ∂Ω.
(38)

Here χ(x) is a non-negative C2 function. We require that χ(x) = 0 on ∂Ω2 but χ > 0 on a positive
measure subset of ∂Ω. Notice that we have following estimate

∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(Ω) ≤ C∥⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥L2(Ω). (39)

This estimate can be found in [17] and [36]. We then bound the right hand side of (36) by

1

κ
∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(dx)∥(I−PL)f∥L2

0,γ/2
+ ∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(dx)∥ϕ1∥L2

0,γ/2
.

We choose β⟨f,Φ0⟩v such that∫
R3

(
|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v

)( |v|2

2
− 3

2

)
(vi)

2 µ(v) dv = 0. (40)

Moreover, we decompose that

f = 1∂Ω+
1
f + 1∂Ω−

1
fin + 1∂Ω2Pf + 1∂Ω+

2
(I − P )f + 1∂Ω−

2
ϕ2, on ∂Ω× R3,

f =
4∑

i=0

⟨f,Φi⟩vΦi + (I−PL)f, on Ω× R3.
(41)

By (41), since the contribution of ⟨f,Φ4⟩v vanishes in (36) due to our choice of β⟨f,Φ0⟩v and the
contributions of ⟨f,Φ1⟩v, ⟨f,Φ2⟩v, and ⟨f,Φ3⟩v vanish in (36) due to the oddness, the left-hand side
of (36) takes the form of∫
∂Ω×R3

n · v
(
|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v

)
v · ∇xϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩vΦ0

[
1∂Ω+

1
f + 1∂Ω−

1
fin + 1∂Ω2Pf + 1∂Ω+

2
(I − P )f + 1∂Ω−

2
ϕ2
]

(42)

−
d∑

i,k=1

∫∫
Ω×R3

(|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v)vivk ∂ikϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v ⟨f,Φ0⟩vΦ2
0dxdv (43)

−
d∑

i,k=1

∫∫
Ω×R3

(|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v)vivk ∂ikϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩vΦ0 (I−PL)f. (44)

We make an orthogonal decomposition at the boundary ∂Ω2,

v = (v · n)n+ v − (v · n)n = vnn+ v⊥.
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The contribution of Pf = z(x)m
1
2 = z(x)Φ0 is∫

∂Ω2×R3

vn(|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v)v · ∇xϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v(x)z(x)Φ
2
0dSdv

=

∫
∂Ω2×R3

vn(|v|2 − β⟨f,Φ0⟩v) vn z(x)∂nϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩vΦ
2
0dSdv +

∫
∂Ω2×R3

vn(|v|2 − βa) v⊥ · ∇xϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v z(x)Φ
2
0dSdv.

Notice that the boundary condition (38) reduces to the Neumann boundary condition on ∂Ω2. There-
fore, the first term vanish. While, the second term also vanishes due to the oddness of vnv⊥. Therefore,
(42) and (44) are bounded by

∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(dx)∥(I − PL)(f)∥L2
0,γ/2

and
∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(dx)

(
∥(I − P )f∥L2(∂Ω+

2 ) + ∥f∥L2(∂Ω+
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−

2 ) + ∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−
1 )

)
.

For (43), if k ̸= i, it vanishes due to the oddness. Hence, the only contribution comes from k = i.

−
d∑

i=1

∫∫
Ω×R3

(|v|2 − βa) (vi)
2 µ∂iiϕa a.

Using −∆xϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v = ⟨f,Φ0⟩v and ∥ϕ⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥H2(dx) ≤ C∥⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥L2(dx), we obtain

∥⟨f,Φ0⟩v∥L2(dx) ≲

( [
1 + 1

κ

]
∥(I − PL)(f)∥L2

0,γ/2
+ ∥ϕ1∥L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥(I − P )f∥L2(∂Ω+

2 )

+∥f∥L2(∂Ω+
1 ) + ∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−

1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
.

We therefore deduce the proposition.

2.3. Proposition of SΩ and J

Here we introduce a proposition from [25].

Proposition 2.7. Let Ω be a bounded convex domain with C1 boundary, α ≥ 0, β ∈ R3,−3 < γ ≤ 1
and 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Suppose that (8) holds. Then, the operator norm of Sκ

Ω : Lp
α,β → Lp

α,β+1 is O(κ).

We also have the following estimate.

Proposition 2.8. Let Ω be a bounded convex domain with C1 boundary and −3 < γ ≤ 1, Suppose
f ∈ L2(∂Ω+

2 ). Then,

∥Jκ(fin1∂Ω−
1
+ (P (f) + ϕ2)1∂Ω−

2
)∥L2

0,γ/2
≤ Cκ

(
∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−

1 ) + ∥f∥L2(∂Ω+
2 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
. (45)

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 ([8]), we have

∥Jκ(fin1∂Ω−
1
+ (P (f) + ϕ2)1∂Ω−

2
)∥2L2

0,γ/2

=

∫
Ω

∫
R3

e−2 1
κ
ν(|v|)τ−(x,v)

[(
fin1∂Ω−

1
+ (P (f) + ϕ2)1∂Ω−

2

)
(q(x, v), v)

]2
(1 + |v|)γdvdx

=

∫
Ω−

∫ τ−(x,−v)

0
e−2 1

κ
ν(|v|)t

[(
fin1∂Ω−

1
+ (P (f) + ϕ2)1∂Ω−

2

)
(z, v)

]2
(1 + |v|)γ |v · n(x)|dtdSdv

=κ

∫
Ω−

[(
fin1∂Ω−

1
+ (P (f) + ϕ2)1∂Ω−

2

)
(z, v)

]2 (1 + |v|)γ

ν(|v|)
|v · n(x)|dSdv

≤Cκ
∫
Ω−

(
f2in1∂Ω−

1
+ P 2(f)1∂Ω−

2
+ ϕ221∂Ω−

2

)
(z, v)|v · n(x)|dSdv

≤Cκ
(
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ ∥P (f)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
=Cκ

(
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ ∥P (f)∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

)
≤Cκ

(
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ ∥f∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

)
.

This finish the proof.
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2.4. Estimate of Q+ and Q−

Lemma 2.1. For any β ≥ 1,∫
S2
⟨v′⟩−β⟨u′⟩−βdσ ≤ Cβ

(
1√

1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)−(β+1)

, (46)

where v′ = v+u
2 + |v−u|

2 σ and u′ = v+u
2 − |v−u|

2 σ.

This statement can be found in [45]. We provide a proof below.

Proof. For convenience, let A = 1 +
∣∣v+u

2

∣∣2 + ∣∣v−u
2

∣∣2 and B = 2
∣∣v+u

2

∣∣ ∣∣v−u
2

∣∣. When β = 1,∫
S2
⟨v′⟩−1⟨u′⟩−1dσ =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

sin θ√
A2 −B2 cos2 θ

dθϕ.

Here we use sphere coordinate with e1 =
v+u
|v+u| . Let z = cos θ and y = sin−1 (Bz/A). We obtain∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

sin θ√
A2 −B2 cos2 θ

dθϕ = 4π

∫ 1

0

1√
A2 −B2z2

dz

= 4π

∫ sin−1(B/A)

0

cos(y)

B| cos(y)|
dy

≤ 8πA−1

≤ 16π

1 + |v|2 + |u|2
.

The penultimate inequality follows from sin−1(x) ≤ 2x for any 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. For β > 1, we first
consider the case of β ∈ N. We use induction to establish the result. Since β = 1 holds by the above
calculation. Assume that β = n holds. When β = n+ 1, we have∫

S2
⟨v′⟩−(n+1)⟨u′⟩−(n+1)dσ = 4π

∫ B/A

0
BA−n 1(√

1− y2
)n+1dy

≤ 4π

A
√
1− (B/A)2

∫ B/A

0
BA1−n 1(√

1− y2
)ndy

≤ C√
A2 −B2

(
1√

1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)n+1

≤

(
1√

1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)n+2

.

The second-to-last line follows from the induction hypothesis, so (46) holds when β ∈ N. For β /∈ N,
suppose that β = n+ d for some n ∈ N and d ∈ (0, 1). Then, we have

4π

∫ B/A

0
BA1−β 1(√

1− y2
)β dy ≤ 4π(√

A2 −B2
)d ∫ B/A

0
BA1−n 1(√

1− y2
)ndy

≤ C(√
A2 −B2

)d
(

1√
1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)−n−1

= C

(
1√

1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)−(β+1)

.
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Now, we provide estimates of Q+, Q−, which will be used in section 5.

Proposition 2.9. Suppose that (8) holds. Then,∣∣∣∣∫
R3

|v|Sκ
Ω (Q+[f, f ]) (x, v)dv

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cγ,β∥f∥2L∞
0,β(Ω×R3) (47)

for any β > 5 + max{0, γ} and∣∣∣∣∫
R3

|v|Sκ
Ω (Q−[f, f ]) (x, v)dv

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cγ,β∥f∥2L∞
0,β(Ω×R3) (48)

for any β > 3 + max{0, γ}.

Proof. The proof of (48) follows directly from

∥Sκ(f)∥L∞
α,β(Ω×R3) ≤

C

|v|
∥f∥L∞

α,β(Ω×R3). (49)

The proof of (47) proceeds as follows:∣∣∣∣∫
R3

|v|Sκ
Ω (Q+[f, f ]) (x, v)dv

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∣∣∣∣∫
R3

∥Q+[f, f ]∥L∞
0,β(Ω×R3)dv

∣∣∣∣
≤
∫
R3

∫
R3

∫
S2
|v − u|γ⟨v′⟩−β⟨u′⟩−βdσdudv∥f∥2L∞

0,β(Ω×R3)

≤ C

∫
R3

∫
R3

|v − u|γ
(

1√
1 + |v|2 + |u|2

)−(β+1)

dudv∥f∥2L∞
0,β(Ω×R3)

≤ Cγ,β∥f∥2L∞
0,β(Ω×R3).

The second-to-last inequality follows from Lemma (2.1).

Section 3. L2 estimate

Before we begin the L2 estimate, we recall a lemma concerning boundary data. This lemma ensures
that the trace of f is well-defined locally for a certain class of functions. The proof can be found in
[15].

Lemma 3.1 (Ukai Trace Theorem). Define

γε ≡ {(x, v) ∈ ∂Ω× R3 : |n(x) · v| ≥ ε, ϵ ≤ |v| ≤ 1
ε}. (50)

Then

∥f1γε∥L1(∂Ω×R3) ≤ Cε,Ω

(
∥f∥L1(Ω×R3) + ∥v · ∇xf∥L1(Ω×R3)

)
. (51)

Also, we recall Green’s identity. Let γ denote the trace operator.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that f(x, v), g(x, v) ∈ L2(Ω×R3), v ·∇xf, v ·∇xg ∈ L2(Ω×R3), and γf, γg ∈
L2(∂Ω× R3). Then∫∫

Ω×R3

{
(v · ∇xf) g + (v · ∇xg) f

}
dv dx =

∫
∂Ω×R3

γfγg dSdv. (2.3)

The proof can be found in [6]. We now state the main theorem of this section. The statement
and strategy are similar to [14] and [15]. However, we need to modify the proof due to the difference
between the mixed and diffuse boundary conditions. Moreover, we use Lemma 1.2 ([25]) to simplify
the argument. We present the details below.
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Theorem 3.1. Let Ω ∈ R3 be a bounded convex domain with C2 boundary. Assume that −3 <
γ ≤ 1 and that (8) holds. Then, for any ϕ1 ∈ L2

0,max{0,−γ/2}(Ω × R3), ϕ2 ∈ L2
0,γ/2(∂Ω

−
1 ), and

fin ∈ L2
0,γ/2(∂Ω

−
2 ). There exists a unique solution f ∈ L2

0,γ/2 to the following boundary value problem.
v · ∇xf +

1

κ
L(f) = ϕ1, in Ω× R3,

f = fin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

f = P (f) + ϕ2(x, v), on ∂Ω−
2 .

(52)

Moreover,

∥f∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥f∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
≤ Cmax{1, κ2}

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
, (53)

Proof. We consider the following iteration with f1 = 0,
ϖfk+1 + v · ∇xfk+1 +

1

κ
L(fk+1) = ϕ1, in ∈ Ω× R3,

fk+1 = fin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

fk+1 = ηP (fk) + ϕ2(x, v), on ∂Ω−
2 ,

(54)

where 0 < ϖ, η < 1. Note that (54) differs slightly (52). More precisely, the boundary value problem
(54) contains a penalization term ϖfk+1 and the factor η inserted in front of P (f). We first construct
a solution to (54) in L2

0,γ/2 for arbitrary ϖ and η and denote this solution by fϖ,η. We then show

that, for fixed η, the family {fϖ,η} converges in L2
0,γ/2. Finally, we remove η by proving that {fη}

is a convergent sequence in L2
0,γ/2,where f

η = limϖ→0 f
ϖ,η. We emphasize that the penalization

term is introduced in order to justify the application of Green’s formula to (54) for all −3 < γ ≤ 1.
Consequently, when γ < 0, the procedure for removing ϖ and η are different from that in the case of
γ ≥ 0. Since the argument for the negative γ case relies on an inequality established in section 4,
for the sake of clarity we present only the case γ ≥ 0 here. The case γ < 0 can be treated by applying
the same argument as in [14]. To construct the solution of (54), by Green formula, we have

ϖ∥fk+1∥2L2 +
1

2
∥fk+1∥2L2(∂Ω+) +

1

κ
⟨L(fk+1), fk+1⟩ (55)

= ⟨ϕ1, fk+1⟩+
1

2
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+

1

2
∥ηP (fk) + ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
.

In particular, we have

∥fk+1∥2L2(∂Ω+) ≤ Cϖ

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥P (fk)∥2L2(∂Ω+

2 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
. (56)

Using Proposition 2.8 , we deduce that

Jκ(finχ∂Ω−
1
+ (P (fk) + ϕ2)χ∂Ω−

2
) ∈ L2

0,γ/2 if fk ∈ L2
Ω+

2
. (57)

We can then rewrite (54) in integral form as:

(I − 1

κ
Sκ
ΩK)fk+1 = Jκ(finχ∂Ω−

1
+ (P (fk) + ϕ2)χ∂Ω−

2
) + SΩϕ1. (58)

Applying Lemma 1.2 ([25]), we establish the existence of fk+1. By induction, we can then prove
that fk+1 exists and belongs to L2

0,γ/2 for any k ∈ N. Applying Yong’s inequality, we have

∥ηP (fk) + ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−
2 )

= η2∥P (fk)∥2L2(∂Ω−
2 )

+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−
2 )

+ 2η⟨P (fk+1), ϕ2⟩∂−
2

(59)

≤ η∥P (fk)∥2L2(∂Ω−
2 )

+
1

1− η
∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

≤ η∥fk∥2L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+
1

1− η
∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
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Then, we combine the (55) and (59) to obtain

∥fk+1∥2L2 + (2ϖ)−1∥fk+1∥2L2(∂Ω+) ≤ η
(
∥fk∥2L2 + (2ϖ)−1∥fk∥2L2(∂Ω+)

)
(60)

+ Cϖ,η

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )

)
+ Cϖ,η∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
.

By same process, we have

∥fn+1 − fm+1∥2L2 + (2ϖ)−1∥fn+1 − fm+1∥2L2(∂Ω+) (61)

≤ η
(
∥fn − fm∥2L2 + (2ϖ)−1∥fn − fm∥2L2(∂Ω+)

)
.

This implies that {fk} is a Cauchy sequence. For any fixed η and ϖ, let lim
k→∞

fk := fϖ,η. By applying

Green’s formula once more, we have

ϖ∥fϖ,η∥2L2 +
1

2
∥fϖ,η∥2L2(∂Ω+) +

1

κ
⟨L(fϖ,η), fϖ,η⟩ (62)

= ⟨ϕ1, fϖ,η⟩+ 1

2
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+

1

2
∥ηP (fϖ,η) + ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
.

Applying (35) we have

∥PL(f
ϖ,η)∥2L2

0,γ/2
≤ C

(
ϖ∥fϖ,η∥2L2 +

[
1 + 1

κ

]
∥(I − PL)(f

ϖ,η)∥2
L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥ϕ1∥2L2
0,−γ/2

+∥fϖ,η∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )fϖ,η∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−
1 )

+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−
2 )
.

)
.

(63)

Multiplying it with a constant a > 0 and combining it with equation (62), we derive that

ϖ(1− aC)∥fϖ,η∥2L2 + a∥PL(f
ϖ,η)∥2L2

0,γ/2
+ CL

1

κ
∥(I − PL)(f

ϖ,η)∥2L2
0,γ/2

+
1

2
∥fϖ,η∥2L2(∂Ω+)

≤ aC

([
1 +

1

κ

]
∥(I − PL)(f

ϖ,η)∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥ϕ1∥2L2
0,−γ/2

+ ∥fϖ,η∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )fϖ,η∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

)
+ aC

(
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
+

1

2
∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+

1

2
∥ηP (fϖ,η) + ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ ⟨ϕ1, fϖ,η⟩.

Finally, by choosing a sufficiently small, we conclude that

∥fϖ,η∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥fϖ,η∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )fϖ,η∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+ CL∥(I − PL)(f
ϖ,η)∥2L2

0,γ/2
(64)

≤ Cη · κ
(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
.

Hence, fϖ,η is a bounded sequence in L2
0,γ/2 for any fixed η. Observe that fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2 satisfies

v · ∇x

(
fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2

)
+

1

κ
L
(
fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2

)
= ϖ1f

η,ϖ1 −ϖ2f
η,ϖ2 , in Ω× R3,

fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2 = 0, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2 = ηP
(
fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2

)
, on ∂Ω−

2 ,

for any 0 < ϖ1, ϖ2 < 1. After taking ϖ1f
η,ϖ1 −ϖ2f

η,ϖ2 as ϕ1 and setting fin = ϕ2 = 0, by Hölder’s
inequality, we have

∥fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )

(
fη,ϖ1 − fη,ϖ2

)
∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
(65)

≤ Cη · κ
(
ϖ1∥fη,ϖ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ϖ2∥fη,ϖ2∥2L2

0,−γ/2

)
≤ Cη · κmax{ϖ1, ϖ2}

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
.
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This implies that fη = lim
ϖ→0

fϖ,η exists in L2
0,γ/2 for any 0 < η < 1. Moreover, applying the same

procedure as in (64), we obtain

∥fη∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥fη∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )fη∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+ CL∥(I − PL)(f)∥2L2
0,γ/2

(66)

≤ C · κ
(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ Cβ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ β∥P (fη)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
,

where β will be determined later. Furthermore, we have

v · ∇x(f
η)2 = −2

κ
L(fη)fη + 2ϕ1f

η. (67)

Taking absolute values and integrating over Ω× R3 in (67), and using (66), we deduce that

∥v · ∇x(f
η)2∥L1 ≤ Cmax{1, κ}

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ Cβ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ β∥P (fη)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
.

(68)

Using Lemma 3.1 , for any γϵ in (50) away from ∂Ω0, we obtain

∥fη1γϵ∥2L2(∂Ω×R3) ≤ Cϵmax{1, κ}
(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ Cβ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ β∥P (fη)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
.

(69)

By the definition of P (f), we can write P (f)(x, v) = g(x)m1/2(v) for some g(x). When ϵ is sufficiently
small,

∥P (fη)1γϵ∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
=

∫
∂Ω2

|g(x)|2
∫
n(x)·v≥ε, |v|≤1

ε

m(v) |v · n(x)| dv dx

≥
∫
∂Ω2

|g(x)|2 dx× 1
2

∫
v·n(x)>0

m(v) |v · n(x)| dv

= 1
2∥P (f

η)∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
. (70)

Here, we have used the fact that∫
|n(x)·v|≤ε

m(v) |n(x) · v| dv ≤
∫ ε

−ε′
e
−v2∥ |v∥| dv∥

∫
R2

e−|v⊥|2/2 dv⊥ ≤ Cε,

∫
|v|≥1/ε

m(v) |n(x) · v| dv ≤ Cε. (71)

We observe that

∥P (fη)∥2
L2(∂Ω−

2 )
= ∥P (fη)∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

(72)

fη = P (fη) + (I − P )(fη) (73)

which yields

∥P (fη)1γϵ∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
≤ 2∥fη1γϵ∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

+ 2∥(I − P )(fη)1γϵ∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
. (74)

Combining this estimate with (66), (69), (70) and (74), we conclude that

∥P (fη)∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
≤ Cmax{1, κ}

(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ Cβ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )
+ β∥P (fη)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

)
.

(75)

Taking β sufficiently small and combining (66) with (75), we obtain

∥fη∥2L2
0,γ/2

+∥fη∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )fη∥2

L2(∂Ω+
2 )

(76)

≤ Cmax{1, κ2}
(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
. (77)
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We observe that
v · ∇x

(
fη1 − fη2

)
+

1

κ
L
(
fη1 − fη2

)
= 0, in Ω× R3,

fη1 − fη2 = 0, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

fη1 − fη2 = η1P (f
η1 − fη2) +

(
η1 − η2

)
P (fη2), on ∂Ω−

2 ,

for any 0 < η1, η2 < 1. By regarding
(
η1 − η2

)
P (fη2) as ϕ2, we obtain

∥fη1 − fη2∥2L2
0,γ/2

+ ∥fη1 − fη2∥2
L2(∂Ω+

1 )
+ ∥(I − P )

(
fη1 − fη2

)
∥2
L2(∂Ω+

2 )
(78)

≤ Cmax{1, κ2}
(
η1 − η2

)2
∥P (fη2)∥2

L2(∂Ω−
2 )

≤ Cmax{1, κ2}max{κ−2, κ2}
(
η1 − η2

)2(
∥ϕ1∥2L2

0,−γ/2
+ ∥fin∥2L2(∂Ω−

1 )
+ ∥ϕ2∥2L2(∂Ω−

2 )

)
. (79)

This means that {fη}η is a Cauchy sequence in L2
0,γ/2. Therefore f := lim

η→1
fη is the solution of

(52).

Section 4. L∞ estimate

In this section, we denote w(v) = eα|v|
2
. Let h(x, v) = w(v)f(x, v). Then, h satisfies

v · ∇xh+
1

κ
Lw(h) = wϕ1, in Ω× R3,

h = wfin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

h = Pw(h) + wϕ2(x, v), on ∂Ω−
2 ,

(80)

where Pw(·) := wP (w−1·) and Lw(·) := wL(w−1·). Furthermore, we denote

Lw(f) = ν(v)f −Kα(f)

by defining Kα(·) := wK(w−1·). Note that Kα and |Kα|(f) := w
∫
R3 |k(v, u)|w−1f(x, u)du have the

same properties, where k(v, u) denotes the kernel of K. In this section, we prove that problem (80)
admits a unique solution in L∞ when Ω is unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1, and therefore Theorem 1.1
in subsection 4.2. First, we consider the approximating problem with the parameters ϖ and η, and
we define a recursive sequence hl with h1 = 0.

ϖhl+1 + v · ∇xh
l+1 +

1

κ
Lw(h

l+1) = wϕ1, in Ω× R3,

hl+1 = wfin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

hl+1 = ηPw(h
l) + wϕ2, on ∂Ω−

2 .

(81)

Second, we establish the following proposition to relate the L∞ norm of hl to the weighted L2 norm of
hl/w. This relation allows us to apply the results from previous section to construct a solution to (81)
in L∞ and then remove the parameters ϖ and η. This approach is known as the L2 − L∞ estimate,
which is an useful tool ( [14], [15]) for constructing solutions of Boltzmann equation. Finally we note
that proposition 4.1 remains valid when ϖ = 0 and η = 1. The statement of the proposition is

Proposition 4.1. Let Ω be a bounded set in R3 with C2 boundary, and Ω is completely unsealed
with respect to ∂Ω1. Suppose that hl+1 is the solution of (81) and (8) holds. Then, there exists n
depending only on the constant of unsealed set ζ such that

∥hl+1∥L∞(Ω×R3) (82)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+

1

8
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hl−m∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cζ min{1, κ−1} max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hl+1−mw−1∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3).

for any l ≥ 2n.
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To prove this proposition we need the following estimate for hl.

|hl+1|(x, v) ≤ 1

κ
Sκ
Ω|Kα|(|hl+1|) + Sκ

Ω(|wϕ1|) + Jκ1∂Ω−
1
|wfin|+ Jκ1∂Ω−

2
|wϕ2|+ Jκ1∂Ω−

2
Pw(|hl|). (83)

After iterating for n times, we obtain

|hl+1|(x, v) ≤
4∑

k=1

Ak(x, v) +
n−1∑
j=1

P̂ j(Aj
1)(x, v) +

4∑
k=2

n−1∑
j=1

P̂ j(Ak)(x, v) + P̂n(|hl+1−n|)(x, v). (84)

Here the definitions of Aj
k and P̂ j are given as follows.

1. Aj
1(x, v) =

1
κS

κ
Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j |), A1(x, v) = A0

1.

2. A2(x, v) = Sκ
Ω(|wϕ1|).

3. A3(x, v) = Jκ
1 |wfin|(x, v) = 1∂Ω−

1
(q(x, v))e−

1
κ
ν(v)τ−(x,v)|w(v)fin|(q(x, v), v).

4. A4(x, v) = Jκ
2 |wϕ2|(x, v) = 1∂Ω−

2
(q(x, v))e−

1
κ
ν(v)τ−(x,v)|w(v)ϕ2|(q(x, v), v).

5. P̂ (h)(x, v) = Jκ
2wP (w

−1h) = Jκ
2

(
W

∫
hw−1m−1/2dσ0,1

)
(x, v).

6. P̂ j(h)(x, v) = Jκ
2

(
W

∫
· · ·
∫
hw−1m−1/2dσj−1,jdσ

J
j−2,j−1 · · · dσJ0,1

)
(x, v) ∀j ≥ 2.

The definitions of the notations appearing above are as follows

1. W := w(v)m1/2(v), x0 = q(x, v), xj := q(xj−1, vj) for all j ∈ N.

2. Jκ
i := 1∂Ωi

Jκ for i = 1, 2.

3.

(∫
hdσj−1,j

)
(xj−1, vj−1) :=

∫
vj ·n(xj−1)>0

h(xj−1, vj)m(vj)vj · n(xj−1)dvj ∀j ≥ 1.

4.

(∫
hdσ1j−1,j

)
(xj−1, vj−1) :=

∫
vj ·n(xj−1)>0

h(xj , vj)1∂Ω\∂Ω1
(xj)m(vj)vj · n(xj−1)dvj ∀j ≥ 1.

5.

(∫
hdσJj−1,j

)
(xj−1, vj−1) :=

∫
vj ·n(xj−1)>0

Jκ
2 h(xj−1, vj)m(vj)vj · n(xj−1)dvj ∀j ≥ 1.

4.1. The existence of solution to (80)

We now introduce the definition of an unsealed set:

Definition 4.1. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain with C2 boundary, and let ∂Ω1 be an open subset
of ∂Ω. We say that Ω is unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1 if there exist 0 < ζ < 1 and m ∈ N such that∫

· · ·
∫

1dσ1m−1,m · · · dσ10,1 ≤ ζ ∀x ∈ ∂Ω \ ∂Ω1, (85)

In particular, Ω is said to be completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1 when m = 1.

Remark 4.1. The m can be replaced by mT in Definition 4.1 . Additional information about
unsealed set is given in Appendix 7.

Then, we prove proposition 4.1 and state our main goal of this section. The statement is as follows:
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Theorem 4.1. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded convex domain with C2 boundary and suppose Ω is unsealed
with respect to ∂Ω1. Assume that −3 < γ ≤ 1, 0 < α < 1

4 and (8) holds. Then, for any ϕ1 ∈
L∞
α,−1(Ω× R3), fin ∈ L∞

α,0(∂Ω1), and ϕ2 ∈ L∞
α,0(∂Ω2), there exists a unique solution h ∈ L∞

0,0(Ω× R3)
to (80). Furthermore. the solution h satisfies following estimate

∥h∥L∞(Ω×R3) + ∥h∥L∞(∂Ω+
2 ) ≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) +max{1, κ}∥ϕ1∥L∞

α,−1(Ω×R3)

)
.

(86)

For clarity, we present the proof for the case of Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1. The
proof for unsealed case is similar. In order to achieve our goal, we need the following lemmas to
establish proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let −3 < γ ≤ 1 and assume that (8) holds. Then

|hl+1|(x, v) ≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(87)

+
ζn−1

1− ζ
max

0≤j≤n−1
∥hl+1−j−n∥L∞(Ω×R3) +

(
1

κ

)2 n−1∑
j=0

n−1∑
i=0

P̂ jSκ
Ω|Kα|P̂ iSκ

Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j−i|)(x, v)

for any (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3.

Proof. For A3 and A4, because Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1, we have{
∥A3∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ C∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ),

∥A4∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ C∥w(v)ϕ2∥L∞(∂Ω−
2 ).

(88)

Also, similar to (88), we obtain∥
∑n−1

j=1 P̂
j(A3)∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ C 1

1−ζ ∥fin∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
1 ),

∥
∑n−1

j=1 P̂
j(A4)∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ C 1

1−ζ ∥fin∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
1 ).

(89)

Using the Proposition 2.2, we obtain

∥A2∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cκ∥⟨v⟩−1w(v)ϕ1∥L∞(∂Ω−
1 ) (90)

and ∥∥∥∥∥∥
n−1∑
j=1

P̂ j(A2)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω×R3)

≤ C
κ

1− ζ
∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3). (91)

Applying that Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1, we again yield

∥P̂n(hl+1−n)∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cζn−1∥hl+1−n∥L∞(Ω×R3). (92)

Combine the above result, we conclude that

|hl+1| ≤ C
1

1− ζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(93)

+
1

κ

n−1∑
j=0

P̂ jSκ
Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j |) + ζn−1∥hl+1−n∥L∞(Ω×R3).

For each 0 < j < n− 1, replace l + 1 to l + 1− j, we have

|hl+1−j | ≤ C
1

1− ζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

α,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(94)

+
1

κ

n−1∑
i=0

P̂ iSκ
Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j−i|) + ζn−1∥hl+1−j−n∥L∞(Ω×R3).

20



Substitute hl+1−j by 94, we obtain

|hl+1| ≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(95)

+
1

κ

n−1∑
j=0

ζj
∥∥∥Sκ

Ω|Kα|
(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 )

)∥∥∥
L∞(Ω×R3)

+
1

κ

n−1∑
j=0

ζj
∥∥∥Sκ

Ω|Kα|
(
κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

α,−1(Ω×R3) + ζn−1∥hl+1−j−n∥L∞(Ω×R3)

)∥∥∥
L∞(Ω×R3)

+

(
1

κ

)2 n−1∑
j=0

n−1∑
i=0

P̂ jSκ
Ω|Kα|P̂ iSκ

Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j−i|)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+
ζn−1

1− ζ
max

0≤j≤n−1
∥hl+1−j−n∥L∞(Ω×R3) +

(
1

κ

)2 n−1∑
j=0

n−1∑
i=0

P̂ jSκ
Ω|Kα|P̂ iSκ

Ω|Kα|(|hl+1−j−i|). (96)

For convenience, we define

Aij(f) :=

(
1

κ

)2

P̂ jSκ
Ω|Kα|P̂ iSκ

Ω|Kα|(f) (97)

and denote D = diam(Ω). Now, we prove the following lemma

Lemma 4.2. Suppose Ω is a bounded set in R3 with C2 boundary and Ω is completely unsealed with
respect to ∂Ω1. Given ϵ > 0 and i, j ∈ N. Suppose −3 < γ ≤ 1 and (8) holds. Then

∥Aij(f)∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cζj+i−2
(
ϵ∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cϵmin

{
1,

1

κ

}
∥f/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

)
(98)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume f ≥ 0. For i = j = 0, we use properties of |kα| like 29,
proposition 2.6 , and proposition 2.5. By definition,

A00 =

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ τ−(x,v)

0

∫
R3

∫ τ−(x−tv,u)

0

∫
R3

e−
1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt.

(99)

Fixed some ϵ1, ϵ2 > 0 and N,M ∈ N, we define

A = {|v − u| > ϵ2, |u| < N} and B = {|u− w| > ϵ1}. (100)
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Moreover, we assume that f ≥ 0. Then, we have

A00 (101)

≤ Cϵ
3−|γ|
1 ∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ τ−(x,v)

0

∫
R3

∫ τ−(x−tv,u)

0

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ τ−(x,v)

0

∫
{|v−u|>ϵ2}

∫ τ−(x−tv,u)

0

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ τ−(x,v)

0

∫
A

∫ τ−(x−tv,u)

0

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2 +

1

1 +N
+

1

N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ τ−(x,v)

0

∫
A

∫ τ−(x−tv,u)

1/N

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt.

(102)

Using Hölder inequality and noticing that k(v, u), k(u,w) are bounded on A,B respectively. Let
y = x− tv − su, we obtain

A00 ≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2 +

1

1 +N
+

1

N
+

1

1 +M

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+ C1|v|<M

(
1

κ

)2 ∫ D
|v|

D
5M

∫
A

∫ ∞

1/N

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v)t|kα|(v, u)e−

1
κ
ν(u)s|kα|(u,w)f(x− tv − su,w)dwdsdudt

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2 +

1

1 +N
+

1

N
+

1

M

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+ C

(
1

κ

)2

1|v|<M

(∫ D
|v|

D
5M

∫
R3

∫ ∞

1/N

∫
R3

e−
CM
κ

t 1

s3
ν(w)f2(y, w)w−2(w)dwdsdydt

)1/2
≤ C

(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 + ϵ

3−|γ|
2 +

1

1 +N
+

1

N
+

1

M

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cmin

{
1,

1

κ

}
∥f/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3). (103)

Hence, if ϵ1, ϵ2 are sufficiently small and N,M are chosen large enough, the proof for A00 is complete.
For i or j ̸= 0, since wm1/2 ≤ C and Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1, it suffice to
estimate Sκ

Ω|Kα|P̂ iSκ
Ω|Kα|(f). Furthermore, we can observe that the character of |Kα| can be replace

by P̂ i. Therefore, the estimate Aij is similar to A00 and it is sufficient to estimate 1
κ P̂

iSκ
Ω|Kα|(f).

For instance, let i = 1 and denote q = q(x, v),

P̂Sκ
Ω|Kα|(f)(x, v) (104)

=
1

κ

∫
W (v)J−

2 (q(x, v), v)Sκ
Ω|Kα|(f)(q(x, v), v1)w−1(v1)dσ0,1

≤ 1

κ

∫
v1·n(q)>0

∫ τ−(q,v1)

0

∫
R3

e−
1
κ
ν(v1)t|kα|(v1, u)f(q − tv1, u)w

−1(v1)m
1/2(v1)v1 · n(q)dudtdv1

=
1

κ

∫
v1·n(q)>0

∫ τ−(q,v1)

0

∫
R3

e−
1
κ
ν(v1)t|k|(v1, u)f(q − tv1, u)w

−1(u)m1/2(v1)v1 · n(q)dudtdv1.

Similar to A00, fix some ϵ1 > 0 and N ∈ N, we define

A = {|v1| < N}, B = {|v1 − u| > ϵ1}. (105)
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Then,

P̂Sκ
Ω|Kα|(f)(x, v) (106)

≤ Cϵ
3−|γ|
1 ∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+
1

κ

∫
v1·n(q)>0

∫ D
|v1|

0

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v1)t|k|(v1, u)f(q − tv1, u)w

−1(u)m1/2(v1)v1 · n(q)dudtdv1

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+
1

κ

∫
{v1·n(q)>0}∩A

∫ D
|v1|

0

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v1)t|k|(v1, u)f(q − tv1, u)w

−1(u)m1/2(v1)v1 · n(q)dudtdv1. (107)

Using Hölder inequality and notice that k(v1, u) is bounded on B. Let y = q(x, v)− tv1. We obtain

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3) (108)

+
1

κ

∫
{v1·n(q)>0}∩A

∫ D/|v1|

D
N

∫
B
e−

1
κ
ν(v1)t|k|(v1, u)f(q − tv1, u)w

−1(u)m1/2(v1)v1 · n(q)dudtdv1

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+
C

κ

(∫
{v1·n(q)>0}∩A

∫ D
|v1|

D
N

∫
B
e−

CN
κ

t|k|(v1, u)f2(q − tv1, u)w
−2(u)dudtdv1

)1/2
(109)

≤ C
(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+ Cmin

{
1,

1

κ

}(∫
Ω

∫ ∞

D
N

∫
R3

1

t3
ν(u)f2(y, u)w−2(u)dudtdy

)1/2
≤ C

(
ϵ
3−|γ|
1 +

1

1 +N

)
∥f∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cmin

{
1,

1

κ

}
∥f/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3). (110)

Hence, when ϵ1 is sufficiently small and N is sufficiently large, the proof for Aij is complete.

Proof. The proof of property 4.1
We use Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 to obtain

|hl+1|(x, v) (111)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+
ζn−1

1− ζ
max

0≤j≤n−1
∥hl+1−j−n∥L∞(Ω×R3)

+
C

ζ2(1− ζ)2

(
ϵ max
0≤i,j≤n−1

∥hl+1−i−j∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cϵmin

{
1,

1

κ

}
max

0≤i,j≤n−1
∥hl+1−i−j/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

)
.

Taking n is enough large and ϵ is sufficiently small, we have

∥hl+1∥L∞(Ω×R3) (112)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+

1

8
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hl−m∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cζ min

{
1,

1

κ

}
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hl+1−m/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3).

The proof is complete.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4.1
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Now, we construct the solution of (80) by starting from (81). It is clear that Property 4.1 still
holds when ϖ = 0 or η = 1. We rewrite (112) as

∥hi+2(n−1)+1∥L∞(Ω×R3) (113)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+

1

8
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hi+m∥L∞(Ω×R3) + Cζ min

{
1,

1

κ

}
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hi+1+m/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3),

for any i = 0, 1, · · · . By Lemma 4.3 with ai = ∥hi∥L∞(Ω×R3) and k = 2(n− 1) and notice that

∥hi/w∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3) = ∥f i∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3) (114)

≤ Cη max{1, κ}
(
∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−

1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−
1 ) + ∥ϕ1∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

)
,

for any i ∈ N. Then

max
0≤m≤2(n−1)

∥hi+m∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤
(
1

8

)[ i
2n−1

]

max
0≤m≤4(n−1)

∥hm∥L∞(Ω×R3) (115)

+ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cϖ,η

(
∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−

1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−
1 ) + ∥ϕ1∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

)
.

The statement of Lemma 4.3 is

Lemma 4.3 ([14](lemma 6.1)). Let {ai}i=0 ∈ R+. For any fixed k ∈ N, we denote Ak
i = max{ai, ai+1, · · · , ai+k}.

1. 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 (116)

2. Let 0 ≤ η < 1 with ηk+1 ≥ 1
4 . If ai+1+k ≤ 1

8A
k
i + Ckη

i+k+1 for i = 0, 1, · · · , then it holds that

Ak
i ≤

(
1

8

)[ i
k+1

]

max{Ak
0, A

k
1, · · · , Ak

k}+ 2Ck
8 + k

7
D, for i ≤ k + 1 (117)

The proof of Lemma 4.3 is omitted as it appears in the appendix of [14]. Now, we should control
max

0≤m≤4(n−1)
∥hm∥L∞(Ω×R3). We can use same techniques in the proof of Property 4.1 and induction

to show that

∥hm∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(118)

+ Cζ,ϖ,η

(
∥fin∥L2(∂Ω−

1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L2(∂Ω−
1 ) + ∥ϕ1∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

)
,

for 0 ≤ m ≤ 4(n − 1). Here, Cn,η, Cn,ζ are increasing with respect to n. In particular, combining
(115) and (118), we have

∥hl∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤
(
1

8

)[ l
2n−1

]

Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(119)

+ Cζ,ϖ,η

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
,

since L2
0,γ/2(Ω× R3) ⊂ L∞

α,0(Ω× R3).
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Now, we show that {hl} is a Cauchy sequence in L∞(Ω×R3). Consider 2n≪ m1,m2, we notice
that hm1+1 − hm2+1 satisfies

ϖν(v)
(
hm1+1 − hm2+1

)
+ v · ∇x

(
hm1+1 − hm2+1

)
+

1

κ
Lw

(
hm1+1 − hm2+1

)
= 0, in Ω× R3,(

hm1+1 − hm2+1
)
= 0, on ∂Ω−

1 ,(
hm1+1 − hm2+1

)
= ηPw (hm1 − hm2) , on ∂Ω−

2 .

By the same procedure as in Property 4.1, we obtain

∥hm1+1 − hm2+1∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤
1

8
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hm1−m − hm2−m∥L∞(Ω×R3) (120)

+ Cζ min{1, κ−1} max
0≤m≤2(n−1)

∥fm1+1−m − fm2+1−m∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3).

Note that {fm} converges in L2
0,γ/2 (see the proof of Theorem 3.1). Given ϵ > 0, by definition, there

exists M such that for any m1,m2 > M , we have

Cζ max
0≤m≤2(n−1)

∥fm1+1−m − fm2+1−m∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3) <
ϵ

2(2n+ 7)/7
. (121)

we then obtain

∥hm1+1 − hm2+1∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤
1

8
max

0≤m≤2(n−1)
∥hm1−m − hm2−m∥L∞(Ω×R3) + ϵ. (122)

By (119), we find that

∥hm1 − hm2∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cfin,ϕ1,ϕ2Cn,η,ζ

(
1

8

)[
min{m1,m2}

2n−1
]

+ ϵ/2. (123)

Hence, if m1,m2 satisfy

Cfin,ϕ1,ϕ2Cn,η,ζ

(
1

8

)[
min{m1,m2}

2n−1
]

< ϵ/2,

then it follows that ∥hm1 −hm2∥L∞(Ω×R3) < ϵ. From the discussion above, {hl} is a Cauchy sequence.

Therefore, the limit lim
l→∞

hl = hϖ,η exists for any α, η. Moreover, hϖ,η satisfies


ϖν(v)hϖ,η + v · ∇xh

ϖ,η +
1

κ
Lw(h

ϖ,η) = wϕ1, in Ω× R3,

hϖ,η = wfin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

hϖ,η = ηPw(h
ϖ,η) + wϕ2, on ∂Ω−

2 .

Moreover, we observe that the argument used in Property 4.1 also applies to hϖ,η for any fixed
0 < η < 1. Then we obtain

∥hϖ,η∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
(124)

+
Cζ

κ
∥hϖ,η/w∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

= Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fϖ,η∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

≤ Cζ

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) +max{1, κ}∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cζ,ϖ,η

(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
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Let 0 < ϖ1, ϖ2 < 1. We recall that
v · ∇x (h

ϖ1,η − hϖ2,η) +
1

κ
Lw (hϖ1,η − hϖ2,η) = −ϖ1h

ϖ1,η +ϖ2h
ϖ2,η, in Ω× R3,

(hϖ1,η − hϖ2,η) = 0, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

(hϖ1,η − hϖ2,η) = ηPw (hϖ1,η − hϖ2,η) , on ∂Ω−
2 .

Regard −ϖ1h
ϖ1,η +ϖ2h

ϖ2,η as ϕ1. By repeating the same process as above, we obtain

∥hϖ1,η − hϖ2,η∥L∞(Ω×R3) (125)

≤ Cζ · κ ·max{ϖ1, ϖ2}
(
∥⟨v⟩−1hϖ1,η∥L∞(Ω×R3) + ⟨v⟩−1hϖ2,η∥L∞(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fϖ1,η − fϖ2,η∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3)

≤ Cζ · κ ·max{ϖ1, ϖ2}
(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fϖ1,η − fϖ2,η∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3).

This implies that {hϖ,η} is a Cauchy sequence in L∞(Ω× R3). After we denote hη = lim
α→0

hϖ,η, note

that hη1 − hη2 satisfies
v · ∇x (h

η1 − hη2) +
1

κ
Lw (hη1 − hη2) = 0, in Ω× R3,

(hη1 − hη2) = 0, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

(hη1 − hη2) = η1Pw (hη1 − hη2) + (η1 − η2)Pw (hη2) , on ∂Ω−
2 .

We can regard (η1 − η2)Pw (hη2) as ϕ2 and apply the same argument again. We obtain

∥hη1 − hη2∥L∞(Ω×R3) ≤ Cζ |η1 − η2| · ∥Pw(h
η2)∥L∞(∂Ω−

2 ) + Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fη1 − fη2∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3)

(126)

≤ Cζ |η1 − η2| · ∥hη2∥L∞(∂Ω+) + Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fη1 − fη2∥L2
0,γ/2

(Ω×R3)

≤ Cζ |η1 − η2| ·
(
∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 ) + ∥ϕ2∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) + κ∥ϕ1∥L∞

a,−1(Ω×R3)

)
+ Cζ min{1, κ−1}∥fη1 − fη2∥L2

0,γ/2
(Ω×R3).

The last inequality follows from a similar argument showing that ∥hϖ,η∥L∞ is bounded with respect
to ϖ, η. Thus {hη}η is a Cauchy sequence in L∞ and h := limη→1 h

η is a mild solution of (80). The
proof of the estimate (86) is similar to the proof of (124).

Remark 4.2. the proof for the unseal set is similar to the case of the complete unsealed set. We just
take [ nm ] sufficiently large in the proof of Proposition 4.1 to make ζ [

n
m
] is small enough.

4.2. the proof of Theorem 1.1

Now, we conclude this section by proving Theorem 1.1.

Proof. the proof of theorem 1.1 We consider the following iteration with f1 = 0.

v · ∇xfk+1 +
1

κ
L(fk+1) =

1

κ
Γ(fk, fk), in Ω× R3,

fk+1 =fin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

fk+1 =P (fk+1) +m−1(mT (x) −m)P (fk)

+
1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m), on ∂Ω−

2 .

(127)
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By Property 4.1, we obtain

∥fk+1∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk+1∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤ Cζ


∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 )

+ ∥m−1(mT (x) −m)P (fk)∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
2 )

+ ∥ 1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 )

+ max{1, κ−1}∥Γ(fk, fk)∥L∞
a,−1(Ω×R3)



≤ Cζ


∥fin∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
1 )

+ C∥m−1/2(mT (x) −m)∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
2 )∥fk∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 )

+ ∥ 1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 )

+ max{1, κ−1}∥Γ(fk, fk)∥L∞
a,−1(Ω×R3)

 .

(128)

Let A = ∥fin∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

−
1 ) and B = ∥ 1√

2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ). It is well-known that

∥Γ(f, f)∥L∞
α,−1(Ω×R3) ≤ C∥f∥2L∞

a,0(Ω×R3). (129)

and if 0 < α < 1/4 and T (x) < 2, then

∥ 1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
−
2 ) ≤ Cα∥T (x)− 1∥L∞(∂Ω−

2 ). (130)

We show that there exists δ such that, if A+ B ≤ δ, then

∥fk+1∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk+1∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤ 2Cζ(A+ B) (131)

for all k ∈ N. The constant Cζ is defined in Theorem 4.1.
For k = 1,

∥fk+1∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk+1∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤ Cζ(A+ B)

by (128). Suppose the statement holds for k = n . For k = n+ 1,

∥fk+1∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk+1∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤ Cζ

[
(A+ B) + CB(A+ B) + 4CCζ max{1, κ−1}(A+ B)2

]
(132)

≤ Cζ

[
1 + CB + 4CCζ max{1, κ−1}(A+ B)

]
(A+ B).

We choose

δ < min

{
1

4C
,

1

16CCζ max{1, κ−1}

}
.

Then, the proof is complete. Now, consider fk+1 − fk for k ∈ N. Following a similar procedure, we
obtain

∥fk+1 − fk∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk+1 − fk∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤

1

2

(
∥fk − fk−1∥L∞

α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥fk − fk−1∥L∞
α,0(∂Ω

+
2 )

)
.

This implies that {fk} is a Cauchy sequence in L∞
α,0(Ω×R3). Hence, we obtain the solution by taking

the limit f = limk→∞ fk. Uniqueness follows by same argument. Further the upper bound of f , by
(132), we have

∥f∥L∞
α,0(Ω×R3) + ∥f∥L∞

α,0(∂Ω
+
2 ) ≤ C(A+ B). (133)
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Section 5. Application to Thermal transpiration and thermomolecular pressure
difference

5.1. the model of the transpiration : the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove the Theorem 1.2. Without loss of generality, we assume that a = 0 and
b = L. To simplify the calculation and to obtain a more explicit estimate, we prove Theorem 1.2
when Ω satisfies

Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L} = {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3|x21 + x22 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ x3 ≤ L}.

The boundary condition is imposed as follows.

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2
e−

v2

2 , on ∂Ω−
1,a = ∂Ω− ∩ {x3 < 0},

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T
5/2
2

e
− v2

2T2 , on ∂Ω−
1,b = ∂Ω− ∩ {x3 > L},

F (x, v) = mT (x)

∫
v·n(x)>0

F (x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 = ∂Ω− \

(
∂Ω−

1,a ∪ ∂Ω
−
1,b

)
.

(134)

Without loss of generality, we assume that T2 > 1. We rewrite

F (x, v) = mTq(x, v) + f(x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T 2(q(x, v))
e
− |v|2

2T (q(x,v)) + f(x, v). (135)

Recall that mTq(x, v) is a solution of

v · ∇xF = 0, in Ω× R3,

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2
e−

|v|2
2 , on ∂Ω−

1,a = ∂Ω−
1 ∩ {x3 < a},

F (x, v) =
1

(2π)3/2T 2
2

e
− |v|2

2T2 , on ∂Ω−
1,b = ∂Ω−

1 ∩ {x3 > b},

F (x, v) = mT (x, v)

∫
v·n(x)>0

F (x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 = ∂Ω− \

(
∂Ω−

1,a ∪ ∂Ω
−
1,b

)
.

(136)

The proof appears in the [38]. Now, the equation (7) becomes

v · ∇xf =
2

κ
Q(mTq , f) +

1

κ
Q(f, f) +

1

κ
Q(mTq ,mTq), in Ω× R3,

f = 0, on ∂Ω−
1,a,

f =
1√
2π

(
1√
T2

− 1

)
1

2πT 2
2

e
− |v|2

2T2 := −CT2mT2 , on ∂Ω−
1,b,

f =
1

(2π)T 2(x)
e
− |v|2

2T (x)

∫
v·n(x)>0

f(x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 .

(137)

Note that CT2 > 0. Recall that the local flux u(x) and the total flux U(z) in the x3-direction are
defined as

u(x) :=

∫
R3

v3F (x, v)dv, U(z) :=

∫
{x2

1+x2
2≤1,x3=z}

u(x)dS. (138)

Now, we establish a lemma concerning Ω and ∂Ω1,a ∪ ∂Ω1,b.

Lemma 5.1. Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1,a ∪ ∂Ω1,b.
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Proof. For any fixed x ∈ Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L}, we classify v ∈ R3 as follows.

A1 =
{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ (q(x, v), v) ∈ ∂Ω−
1,a

}
, (139)

A2 =
{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ (q(x, v), v) ∈ ∂Ω−
1,b

}
,

A3 =
{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ (q(x, v), v) ∈ ∂Ω−
2

}
,

Let v = (v1, v2, v3) = (ρ cosϕ sin θ, ρ sinϕ sin θ, ρ cos θ) and v̂ = (v1, v2), x̂ = (x1, x2). Then the sets
Ai can be written more explicitly as follow.

A1 =

{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ x3√
x23 + r2

< cos θ ≤ 1

}
, (140)

A2 =

{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ − 1 ≤ cos θ <
x3 − L√

(x3 − L)2 + r2

}
,

A3 =

{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ x3 − L√
(x3 − L)2 + r2

≤ cos θ ≤ x3√
x23 + r2

}
,

where

r := h+
√
h2 + k2, h := x̂ · v̂

|v̂|
, k :=

√
1− |x̂|2.

Recalling Remark 4.1, we now consider the case x ∈ ∂Ω−
2 . Without loss of generality, we assume

that (x1, x2) = (1, 0). Then,∫
v·n(x)>0

1∂Ω2 ◦ q(x, v)mT (x, v)v · n(x)dv = 2

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫ cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+4 sin2 ϕ

)
cos−1

(
x3√

x23+4 sin2 ϕ

) cosϕ sin2 θdθdϕ

:= Θ(x3).

Observe that 0 ≤ Θ(x3) ≤ 1 and Θ(x3) is a continuous on [0, L]. Therefore, there exists z0 ∈ [0, L]
such that max

[0,L]
Θ(x3) = Θ(z0). However, Θ(z0) is equal to 1 if and only if

cos−1

(
z0 − L√

(z0 − L)2 + 4 sin2 ϕ

)
= π and cos−1

 z0√
z20 + 4 sin2 ϕ

 = 0 (141)

for all ϕ. This is impossible. Hence,∫
v·n(x)>0

1∂Ω2 ◦ q(x, v)mT (x, v)v · n(x)dv ≤ Θ(z0) < 1 for allx ∈ ∂Ω2.

Note that if T2 is sufficiently close to 1 and Ω has C2 boundary, then Theorem 1.1 guarantees the
existence of F in L∞

0,β(Ω× R3).

Proof. The proof of theorem 1.2 for the pipe case.
Note that the f in 137 has the form

f(x, v) = −1∂Ω−
1,b
(q(x, v))CT2mT2 (142)

+ 1∂Ω−
2
(q(x, v))mT (q(x, v), v)

∫
v·n(x)>0

f(q(x, v), v)v · n(x)dv

+
1

κ

(∫ τ−(x,v)

0

[
2Q(mTq , f) +Q(f, f) +Q(mTq ,mTq)

]
(x− sv, v)ds

)
:= 1∂Ω−

1,b
g(x, v) + JT

∂Ω−
2
P (f)(x, v) +

1

κ
h[f ](x, v).
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Observe that ∫
R3

v3mTqdv =

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

e
− ρ2

2T (θ,ϕ)

2πT 2(θ, ϕ)
ρ3 cos θ sin θdθdϕdρ = 0.

We now use a procedure similar to the one in section 4 . When tracing back n + 1 time for n ≥ 1,
we obtain ∫

R3

v3F (x, v)dv =

∫
R3

v3f(x, v)dv (143)

=

∫
R3

v31∂Ω−
1,b
gdv +

1

κ

∫
R3

v3h[f ]dv +

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P (f)dv

=

∫
R3

v31∂Ω−
1,b
gdv +

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P (1∂Ω−

1,b
g)dv

+

n∑
j=1

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j ◦ P (1∂Ω−

1,b
g) +

1

κ

∫
R3

v3h[f ]dv

+
1

κ

∫
R3

JT
∂Ω−

2
P (h[f ])dv +

1

κ

n∑
j=1

∫
R3

JT
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j ◦ P (h[f ])dv

+

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂n+1 ◦ P (f)dv

:= A1 +A2 +
n∑

j=1

Bj +
1

κ

(
C1 + C2

)
+D.

The definitions of P (f), P̂ j(f) and JT
∂A are as follows.

JT
A (f)(x, v) := 1A(q(x, v))mT (q(x, v), v)f(q(x, v)),

P (f)(x, v) :=
(∫

v0·n(x)>0
f(x, v0)v0 · n(x)dv0

)
(x, v),

P̂ j(f)(x, v) :=
(∫

· · ·
∫
fdσTj−1,jdσ

T
j−2,j−1 · · · dσT0,1

)
(x, v),(∫

fdσTj−1,j

)
(xj−1, vj−1) :=

∫
vj ·n(xj−1)>0

JT
∂Ω−

2
(f)(xj−1, vj)vj · n(xj−1)dvj .

Here x0 = q(x, v), v0 = v, and xi = q(xi−1, vi) for all i ∈ N.
Now, we estimate each term in (143). The definition of A1 to D appearing in the last line of (143)
are:

A1 =

∫
R3

v31∂Ω−
1,b
gdv, (144)

A2 =

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P (1∂Ω−

1,b
g)dv, (145)

Bj =

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j ◦ P (1∂Ω−

1,b
g), (146)

C1 =

∫
R3

v3h[f ]dv, (147)

C2 =

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P (h[f ])dv +

n∑
j=1

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j ◦ P (h[f ])dv, (148)

D =

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂n+1 ◦ P (f)dv. (149)
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For A1, using (140). we obtain

A1 = −
∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+r2

)CT2

e
− ρ2

2T2

2πT2
ρ3 cos θ sin θdθdϕdρ

= C

(∫ 2π

0

r2

(x3 − L)2 + r2
dϕ

)(
1− 1√

T2

)
> 0.

For A2, we observe that

P (1∂Ω−
1,b
g)(x) =

∫
v0·n(x)>0

1∂Ω−
1,b
gv0 · n(x)dv0,

= 2C

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫ π

cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+4 sin2 ϕ

) cosϕ sin2 θdθdϕ
:= −Θ(x3)

(
1− 1√

T2

)
.

Let v = (ρ cosϕ sin θ, ρ sinϕ sin θ, ρ cos θ). Then, we have

A2 =
1

T 2
2

(
1− 1√

T2

)∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ cos−1

(
x3√
x23+r2

)
cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+r2

)mTΘ(q(x, v))ρ3 cos θ sin θdθdϕdρ

:= Θ1(x)

(
1− 1√

T2

)
.

Similarly, there exists Θ2,n(x) such that

n∑
j=1

Bj = Θ2,n(x)

(
1− 1√

T2

)
.

The relation between the explicit forms of Θ(x), Θ1(x) and Θ2(x) is given by

Θ(x) = 2

∫ π/2

−π/2

∫ π

cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+4 sin2 ϕ

) cosϕ sin2 θdθdϕ, (150)

Θ1(x) =

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
Θdv (151)

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ cos−1

(
x3√
x23+r2

)
cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+r2

)mTΘ(q(x, v))ρ3 cos θ sin θdθdϕdρ,

Θ2(x) =

n∑
j=1

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j(Θ(x)). (152)

=

n∑
j=1

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ cos−1

(
x3√
x23+r2

)
cos−1

(
x3−L√

(x3−L)2+r2

)mT P̂
j(Θ)(q(x, v))ρ3 cos θ sin θdθdϕdρ,

where v = (ρ cosϕ sin θ, ρ sinϕ sin θ, ρ cos θ). Since Ω is completely unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1,a ∪
∂Ω1,b and applying Proposition 2.9 , we obtain

1

κ

(
|C1|+ |C2|

)
≤
Cζ

κ
∥f∥2L∞

0,β(Ω×R3), |D| ≤ Cζn+1∥f∥L∞
0,β(Ω×R3).

31



Observe that Θ1(x) and Θ2,n(x) are positive for any x ∈ {x3 = 0}. After combining all estimates and
taking n and κ sufficiently large, there exists a constant C such that

U(0) =

∫
{x2

1+x2
2≤1,x3=0}

u(x)dS ≥ C

(
1− 1√

T2

)
. (153)

Then, we finish the proof by invoking the conservation law of mass.

For the general case, the terms A1, A2 and Bj are very difficult to write down in explicit form, since
(140) depends on ∂Ω∩{x3 = 0} and ∂Ω∩{x3 = L}. However, we can still prove that Ω is a completely
unsealed set with respect to ∂Ω1,a ∪ ∂Ω1,b, and the proof of the general case proceed in the same way
as before.

Lemma 5.2. Ω is completely unsealed set with respect to ∂Ω1,a ∪ ∂Ω1,b

Proof. Since Ω is an open set, there exist ρ > 0 and a1 ∈ {x3 = 0}, a2 ∈ {x3 = L} such that

B(a1, ρ) ∩ {x3 = 0} ⊂ Ω ∩ {x3 = 0} and B(a2, ρ) ∩ {x3 = L} ⊂ Ω ∩ {x3 = L}. (154)

Then we define

Π := B(a1, ρ) ∩ {x3 = 0} ∪B(a2, ρ) ∩ {x3 = L}. (155)

We show that Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L} is completely unsealed with respect to Π. We can then deduce the
lemma from this conclusion. For any fixed x ∈ Ξ := ∂(Ω ∩ {0 < x3 < L}), without loss of generality,
we may assume that a1 = (0, 0, 0), x = (x1, x2, x3), and a2 = (a2,1, a2,2, L). Then we classify v ∈ R3

as follows.

A1 =
{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ q(x, v) ∈ B(0, ρ) ∩ {x3 = 0}
}
,

A2 =
{
(v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3

∣∣∣ q(x, v) ∈ B(a2, ρ) ∩ {x3 = L}
}
,

A3 = R3 \ (A1 ∪A2).

Let v = (ρ̂ sin θ cosϕ, ρ̂ sin θ sinϕ, ρ̂ cos θ). Then the sets A1 and A2 can be written more explicitly as
follow.

A1 =

{
(ρ̂, ϕ, θ) ∈ R+ × [0, 2π]× [0,

π

2
]
∣∣∣0 ≤ α2

1 + γ1,
α1 −

√
α2
1 + γ1

x3
< tan θ <

α1 +
√
α2
1 + γ1

x3

}
(156)

A2 =

{
(ρ̂, ϕ, θ) ∈ R+ × [0, 2π]× [

π

2
, π]
∣∣∣0 ≤ α2

2 + γ,
−α2 −

√
α2
2 + γ2

L− x3
< tan θ <

−α2 +
√
α2
2 + γ2

L− x3

}
(157)

where

α1 = x1 cosϕ+ x2 sinϕ, γ1 = ρ2 −
(
x21 + x22

)2
α2 = [x1 − a2,1] cosϕ+ [x2 − a2,2] sinϕ, γ2 = ρ2 − [(x1 − a2,1)

2 + (x2 − a2,2)
2].

Let

W1(x) :== 1−
∫
u·n(x)>0

1A1(u)mT (q(x,u))u · n(x)du

and

W2(x) := 1−
∫
u·n(x)>0

1A2(u)mT (q(x,u))u · n(x)du.
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Since Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L} is a convex set and ∂Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L} is a C1 boundary, W1 is continuous
on ∂Ω ∩ {L

2 ≤ x3 ≤ L} and W2 is continuous on ∂Ω ∩ {0 ≤ x3 ≤ L
2 }. Moreover, W1 and W2 are

continuous on Ω ∩ {x3 = L} \Π and Ω ∩ {x3 = 0} \Π respectively. Hence, we have

sup
x∈Ξ\Π

∫
u·n(x)>0

1Ξ\Π(q(x, u))mT (q(x,u))u · n(x)du

≤ max

{
max

x∈∂Ω∩{L
2
≤x3≤L}

W1(x), max
x∈Ω∩{x3=L}\Π

W1(x), max
x∈∂Ω∩{L

2
≤x3≤L}

W2(x), max
x∈Ω∩{x3=0}\Π

W2(x)

}
:= ζ.

Similar to the argument of lemma 5.1, we deduce that ζ is less than one. Thus, we conclude that Ω
is completely unsealed set with respect to ∂Ω1,a ∪ ∂Ω1,b.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2 because, after rewriting (24) by
equation (135), (24) becomes

v · ∇xf =
2

κ
Q(mTq , f) +

1

κ
Q(f, f) +

1

κ
Q(mTq ,mTq), in Ω× R3,

f = 0, on ∂Ω−
1,a,

f = 0, on ∂Ω−
1,b,

f =
1

2πT 2(x)
e
− v2

2T (x)

∫
v·n(x)>0

f(x, v)v · n(x)dv, on ∂Ω−
2 .

(158)

Then, equation (143) becomes∫
R3

v3F (x, v)dv =

∫
R3

v3f(x, v)dv (159)

=
1

κ

∫
R3

v3hdv +

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P (f)dv

=
1

κ

∫
R3

v3h[f ]dv +
1

κ

∫
R3

JT
∂Ω−

2
P (h[f ])dv +

1

κ

n∑
j=1

∫
R3

JT
∂Ω−

2
P̂ j ◦ P (h[f ])dv

+

∫
R3

v3J
T
∂Ω−

2
P̂n+1 ◦ P (f)dv

:=
1

κ

(
C1 + C2

)
+D.

Since the upper bound of |C1|+|C2| can be estimated independently of n and D can be made arbitrary
small when n is sufficiently large, the proof is complete.
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Section 6. Appendix A: The H2 estimate of Laplace equation with Robin
boundary condition

In this section, we prove the inequality (39). That is, we discuss about the following elliptic equation{
−∆U = F, in Ω,

χ(x)U + ∂νU = 0, on ∂Ω.
(160)

Here χ(x) is a non-negative C2 function and χ(x) = 0 on ∂Ω2. We require that χ > 0 on a subset of
∂Ω of positive measure. Before we start our argument, we recall several classical trace theorems and
elliptic estimate. Here γ is the trace operator.
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Theorem 6.1. Let u, v ∈W 1(Ω) and ∆u,∆v ∈ L2(Ω) . Then:

(i) ∫
Ω
∆u dx =

∫
∂Ω
γ∂νu dS.

(ii) ∫
Ω
∇v · ∇u dx = −

∫
Ω
u∆v dx+

∫
∂Ω
u γ∂νv dS.

(iii) ∫
Ω

(
u∆v − v∆u

)
dx =

∫
∂Ω

(u γ∂νv − v γ∂νu) dS.

Theorem 6.2 ([19] Theorem 1.5.1.3). Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn with a Lipschitz boundary
Γ. Then the mapping

u 7→ γu

which is defined for u ∈ C0,1(Ω), has a unique continuous extension as an operator from W 1
p (Ω) onto

W
1− 1

p
p (Γ). This operator has a right continuous inverse independent of p.

The following theorem is a general version of the above theorem

Theorem 6.3 ([19] Theorem 1.5.1.2). Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn with boundary Γ = ∂Ω
of class Ck,1. Assume that

s− 1

p
/∈ N, s ≤ k + 1, s− 1

p
= l + σ,

where l ∈ N0 and 0 < σ < 1. Then the mapping

u 7−→
(
γu, γ∂νu, . . . , γ∂

l
νu
)
,

initially defined for u ∈ Ck,1(Ω), admits a unique continuous extension as an operator

W s
p (Ω) −→

l∏
j=0

W
s−j− 1

p
p (Γ),

which is onto. Moreover, this operator possesses a continuous right inverse which does not depend on
p.

Theorem 6.4 ([19] Boundary H2-regularity). Assume

f ∈ L2(Ω).

Suppose that u ∈ H1(U) is a weak solution of the elliptic boundary-value problem{
∆u = f in Ω,

γ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω.

Assume finally

∂Ω is C2 and

∫
Ω
f = 0.

Then
u ∈ H2(Ω),

and we have the estimate
∥u∥H2(Ω) ≤ C∥f∥L2(Ω),

the constant C depending only on Ω.

34



Now, we prove the following estimate

Lemma 6.1. Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn with C2 boundary. Assume that F ∈ L2(Ω).
Suppose that U ∈ H1(Ω) is a weak solution of (160). Then

U ∈ H2(Ω),

and we have the estimate
∥u∥H2(Ω) ≤ C

(
∥F∥L2(Ω) + ∥u∥H1(Ω)

)
,

the constant C depending only on Ω.

Proof. By Green’s identity, we have ∫
Ω
Fdx =

∫
∂Ω
χ(x)UdS. (161)

We consider the following elliptic problem{
−∆U = F, in Ω,

∂nU = g := −χ(x)U, on ∂Ω.
(162)

After applying theorem 6.3, there exists G ∈W 2(Ω) such that ∂νG = −χ(x)U . Then, U −G satisfies{
−∆(U −G) = F +∆G, in Ω,

∂n(U −G) = 0, on ∂Ω.
(163)

By (161) and Green’s identity, we have∫
Ω
F +∆Gdx =

∫
Ω
Fdx+

∫
Ω
∆Gdx =

∫
Ω
Fdx+

∫
∂Ω
∂νGdS =

∫
Ω
Fdx−

∫
∂Ω
χ(x)UdS = 0.

Applying theorem 6.4, we yield

∥U −G∥H2(Ω) ≤ C∥F +∆G∥L2(Ω).

Using theorem 6.3 and theorem 6.2, we obtain

∥U∥H2(Ω) ≤ C
(
∥F +∆G∥L2(Ω) + ∥G∥H2(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥F∥L2(Ω) + ∥G∥H2(Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥F∥L2(Ω) + ∥χ(x)U∥H1/2(∂Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥F∥L2(Ω) + ∥U∥H1/2(∂Ω)

)
≤ C

(
∥F∥L2(Ω) + ∥U∥H1(Ω)

)

The proof is complete.

Lemma 6.2. Let Ω be a bounded connected open subset of Rn with C2 boundary. Assume that
F ∈ L2(Ω). Then, (160) admits a unique weak solution U . Furthermore,

∥U∥H1(Ω) ≤ C∥F∥L2(Ω), (164)

the constant C depending only on Ω.
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Proof. Note that the weak solution of (160) means∫
Ω
∇U · ∇v dx+

∫
∂Ω
χUv dS =

∫
Ω
Fv dx. (165)

Let

a(u, v) :=

∫
Ω
∇u · ∇v dx+

∫
∂Ω
χuv dS.

Since χ ∈ L∞(∂Ω) and u, v ∈ H1(Ω), we have

|a(u, v)| ≤ C∥u∥H1(Ω)∥v∥H1(Ω).

Assume that a is not coercive, There exists a sequence in H1(Ω) such that

∥un∥2H1(Ω) > n

(∫
Ω
|∇un|2 dx+

∫
∂Ω
χu2n dS

)
. (166)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ∥un∥L2(Ω) = 1 for any n ∈ N. By (166) and ∥un∥L2(Ω) = 1,
we discover that {un} is a bounded sequence in H1(Ω). Hence {un} is weakly compact in H1(Ω) and
is compact in L2(Ω). Let {unj} be a convergent subsequence of {un} and u be its limit. That is,

unj ⇀ u in H1(Ω),

unj → u in L2(Ω).
(167)

We observe that

0 = lim
nj→∞

1

nj
∥∇u∥L2(Ω) ≥ lim

nj→∞
∥∇unj∥L2(Ω)∥∇u∥L2(Ω) ≥ lim

nj→∞

∫
Ω
∇unj · ∇u dx =

∫
Ω
|∇u|2 dx.

It implies that unj converges strongly to u in H1(Ω); hence,

lim
nj→∞

∫
∂Ω
χu2n dS =

∫
∂Ω
χu2 dS = 0.

Thus, we deduce that u = 0, which yields a contradiction since ∥un∥L2(Ω) = 1. By Lax-Milgram
theorem, the proof of the existence is complete. Assume that (164) does not hold, there exists a
sequence {Un} such that

∥Un∥H1(Ω) ≥ n∥Fn∥L2(Ω). (168)

Note that ∫
Ω
|∇Un|2 dx+

∫
∂Ω
χU2

n dS =

∫
Ω
FnUn dx ≤ ∥Fn∥L2(Ω)∥Un∥L2(Ω). (169)

Without loss of generality, we assume that ∥Un∥L2(Ω) = 1 for any n ∈ N. By (168) and (169), we can
immediately conclude that {Un} is bounded in H1(Ω) and there exists a subsequence of Un which
strongly converge to 0 in H1(Ω) by similar argument. It is a contradiction since ∥Un∥L2(Ω) = 1 for
any n ∈ N. The proof is complete.

Section 7. Appendix B: The sufficient conditions for unsealed sets

Let Ω be a subset in R3 and ∂B be a subset of ∂Ω. Determining whether Ω is unsealed with respect
to ∂B is a difficult problem. In this section, we provide some sufficient conditions concerning this
problem.

Lemma 7.1. Let Ω ∈ R3 be a bounded convex domain with C1 boundary and ∂Ω1,a, ∂Ω1,b be subsets
of ∂Ω. If ∂Ω1,a ⊆ ∂Ω1,b and Ω is unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1,a, then Ω is unsealed with respect to
∂Ω1,b.

36



Proof. Since ∂Ω1,a ⊆ ∂Ω1,b,
(
∂Ω \ ∂Ω1,b

)
⊆
(
∂Ω \ ∂Ω1,a

)
. Then, by definition 4.1, the proof is

complete.

Proposition 7.1. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain with C1 boundary ,and let ∂Ω1 be an open subset
of ∂Ω. If there exist ∂C1, ∂C2 ⊂ ∂Ω \ ∂Ω1 and 0 < ζ < 1 such that

1. ∂C1 ∪ ∂C2 = ∂Ω \ ∂Ω1.

2.

∫
v·n(x)>0

1∂Ω\∂Ω1
(q(x, v))m(v)v · n(x)dv ≤ ζ ∀x ∈ ∂C1.

3.

∫
v·n(x)>0

1∂C2(q(x, v))m(v)v · n(x)dv = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂C2.

Then, Ω is unsealed with respect to ∂Ω1.

Proof. For convenience, we use same symbol in section 4∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂Ω\∂Ω1
(x1)dσ0,1

=

∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂C1(x1)dσ0,1 +

∫
1∂C1(x2)dσ2,11∂C2(x1)dσ0,1 +

∫
1∂C2(x2)dσ2,11∂C2(x1)dσ0,1

≤
∫

1∂Ω\∂Ω1
(x2)dσ2,11∂C1(x1)dσ0,1 +

∫
1∂C2(x1)dσ0,1.

If x ∈ ∂C2, then ∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂C1(x1)dσ0,1 ≤ ζ.

Otherwise,∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂Ω\∂Ω1
(x1)dσ0,1 ≤

∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂C1(x1)dσ0,1 +

∫
1∂C2(x1)dσ0,1

≤
∫

1∂C1(x1)dσ0,1 +

∫
1∂C2(x1)dσ0,1

=

∫
v·n(x,v)>0

1∂Ω\∂Ω1
(q(x, v))m(v)v · n(x)dv

≤ ζ.

So ∫
1∂Ω\∂Ω1

(x2)dσ2,11∂Ω\∂Ω1
(x1)dσ0,1 ≤ ζ ∀x ∈ ∂Ω \ ∂Ω1. (170)

Section 8. Appendix C: The equivalent definition of solution

In this section, we discuss the definition of a solution of (7), (11) and valid that (142) exists when
Theorem 1.1 holds. Also, we discuss the relation between the mild solution and v · ∇f .

Definition 8.1. F is an mild solution of (7) if

F = 1∂Ω−
1
Fin(q(x, v), v) + 1∂Ω−

2
mT (q(x,v))

∫
u·n(q(x,v))>0

F (q(x, v), v)u · n(q(x, v))du

+
1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
Q(F, F )(x− tv)dt

a.e. (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3.
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Let

νF (x, v) =

∫
R3

∫
S2

B(|v − u|, σ)F (x, v)dσdu.

We have another type of definition to solution of (7). That is,

Definition 8.2. F is an exponential solution of (7) if

F = 1∂Ω−
1
e−

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
1
κ
νF (x−sv,v)dsFin(q(x, v), v)

+ 1∂Ω−
2
e−

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
1
κ
νF (x−sv,v)dsmT (q(x,v))

∫
u·n(q(x,v))>0

F (q(x, v), v)u · n(q(x, v))du

+
1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
e−

∫ t
0

1
κ
νF (x−sv,v)dsQ+(F, F )(x− tv)dt.

a.e. (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3. Here,

Q+(F,G)(x, v) =

∫
R3

∫
S2

[
F (v′)G(u′) + F (u′)G(v′)

]
B(|v − u|, ω)dωdu,

After linearizing (7), we obtain (11). Similar (7), we can define the mild solution as follow.

Definition 8.3. f is an mild solution of (11) if

f = 1∂Ω−
1
fin(q(x, v), v)

+ 1∂Ω−
2

[
m−1mT (q(x,v))P (f)(q(x, v), v) +

1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (q(x,v)) −m)

]
+

1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
Q(M +m1/2f,M +m1/2f)(x− tv)dt.

a.e. (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3.

Also, we can define the exponential solution

Definition 8.4. f is an exponential solution of (11) if

f = Jκ
[
fin1∂Ω−

1

]
+ Jκ

[
m−1mT (x)P (f) +

1√
2π
m−1/2(mT (x) −m)1∂Ω−

2

]
+

1

κ
Sκ
ΩKf +

1

κ
Sκ
ΩΓ(f, f).

a.e. (x, v) ∈ Ω× R3.

It is obvious that the existence of a mild solution to (7) is equivalent to the existence of a mild solution
to (11). Since the proof of the equivalence between Definition 8.1 and Definition 8.2 is similar to
that between Definition 8.3 and Definition8.4, we only present the proof for the first case. The
statement is as follows.

Theorem 8.1. Suppose that νF (x−sv, v) and Q+(F, F )(x−sv, v) belong to L1
loc(−τ−(x,−v), τ−(x, v))

for almost all (x, v) ∈ Ω × R3 and F ∈ L1(Ω × R3). Then, the definition of 8.1 is equivalent to the
definition of 8.2.

Proof. Let

g(x, v) = 1∂Ω−
1
Fin(q(x, v), v) + 1∂Ω−

2
mT (q(x,v))

∫
u·n(q(x,v))>0

F (q(x, v), v)u · n(q(x, v))du

and

G(s) = g(x, v) +
1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

s
Q(F, F )(x− tv)dt,
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for any s ∈ [−τ−(x,−v), τ−(x, v)]. By the definition, G(0) = F (x, v). Moreover, we have∫
Ω×R3

F (x, v)dxdv =

∫
∂Ω−

∫ τ−(x,−v)

0
F (x+ sv, v)|v · n(x)|dsdSdv.

and ∫
Ω×R3

G(0)dxdv =

∫
∂Ω−

∫ τ−(x,−v)

0
G(−s)|v · n(x)|dsdSdv.

Since G(0) = F (x, v), G(s) = F (x− sv) for almost all s ∈ [−τ−(x,−v), τ−(x, v)].

d

ds
G(s) = −1

κ
Q(F, F )(x− sv)

= −1

κ
Q+(F, F )(x− sv) +

1

κ
νF (x− sv)F (x− sv)

= −1

κ
Q+(F, F )(x− sv) +

1

κ
νF (x− sv)G(s), in s ∈ [−τ−(x,−v), τ−(x, v)].

G(0) = F (x, v).

(171)

Note that the solution of (171) is unique and G has two representations. One of them is

G(s) = g(x, v) +
1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

s
Q(F, F )(x− tv)dt.

The other is

G(s) = e−
∫ s
0

1
κ
νF (x−sv,v)dsg(x, v) +

1

κ

∫ τ−(x,v)

s
e−

∫ t
0

1
κ
νF (x−sv,v)dsQ+(F, F )(x− tv)dt.

By uniqueness, the proof is complete.

Now, we consider the following boundary value problem.{
v · ∇xF = G, in Ω× R3,

F = Fin, on ∂Ω−
1 ,

(172)

We pay attention on the following question

”Does the existence of a mild solution of implies v · ∇xF exists in distribution sense.”

The mild solution of (172) is

F (x, v) = Fin(q(x, v), v) +

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
G(x− sv, v)ds.

Let φ be a smooth function with compact support. We show the following statement

Theorem 8.2. If F is a mild solution of (172) and F,G ∈ Lp(Ω× R3) for some p ≥ 1, then∫
Ω×R3

F (x, v)v · ∇xφdxdv = −
∫
Ω×R3

G(x, v)φdxdv

for any φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω× R3).
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Proof. Notice that

F (x+ hv, v)− F (x, v) =

∫ τ−(x+hv,v)

0
G(x+ hv − sv, v)ds−

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
G(x− sv, v)ds

=

∫ τ−(x,v)+h

0
G(x− (s− h)v, v)ds−

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
G(x− sv, v)ds

=

∫ τ−(x,v)

−h
G(x− sv, v)ds−

∫ τ−(x,v)

0
G(x− sv, v)ds

=

∫ h

0
G(x+ sv, v)ds

for any h > 0. Let y = x+ hv. Since Ω is open and φ has a compact support, we yield

lim
h→0

∫
Ω×R3

1

h

∫ h

0
G(x+ sv, v)dsφdxdv = lim

h→0

∫
Ω×R3

F (x+ hv, v)− F (x, v)

h
φdxdv

= lim
h→0

∫
Ω×R3

φ(x− hv, v)− φ(x, v)

h
F (x, v)dxdv

+ lim
h→0

∫
R3×R3

1Ω(x− hv)− 1Ω(x)

h
φ(x− hv, v)F (x, v)dxdv

= −
∫
Ω×R3

F (x, v)v · ∇xφdxdv.

Moreover, we have

lim
h→0

∫
Ω×R3

1

h

∫ h

0
G(x+ sv, v)dsφdxdv =

∫
Ω×R3

G(x, v)φdxdv.

Hence the proof is complete.
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