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Solutions to the Boltzmann Equation in the
Boussinesq Regime
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We consider a gas in a horizontal slab in which the top and bottom walls
are kept at different temperatures. The system is described by the Boltzmann
equation (BE) with Maxwellian boundary conditions specifying the wall tem-
peratures. We study the behavior of the system when the Knudsen number ¢ is
small and the temperature difference between the walls as well as the velocity
field is of order &, while the gravitational force is of order &2 We prove that
there exists a solution to the BE for ¢ € (0, /) which is near a global Maxwellian,
and whose moments are close, up to order &%, to the density, velocity and
temperature obtained from the smooth solution of the Oberbeck—Boussinesq
equations assumed to exist for ¢ < 1.

KEY WORDS: Boltzmann equation; hydrodynamic scaling; Boussinesq
equation; Rayleigh-Benard convection.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the study of thermal convection phenomena the following system plays
a paradigmatic role: a viscous heat conducting fluid between flat horizontal
plates with the lower plate maintained at a temperature greater than the
upper one. When the temperature difference between the plates is small, the
stationary state is one in which the fluid is at rest with a linear temperature
profile. When the temperature difference is made larger, the gravitational
buoyancy force acting on the light, higher temperature fluid below, over-
comes the effects of viscosity and a new stationary state of thermal Rayleigh—-
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Benard convection sets in. In typical experimental situations the variations
of temperature and density are small and the system is described in the
Boussinesq approximation under which the Navier-Stokes equations
reduce to the Oberbeck—Boussinesq equations (OBE). This approximation,
which is formulated on a phenomenological basis, gives quantitatively
correct predictions in most cases."

A justification of this approximation, based on introducing a scaling
which leaves the Rayleigh number invariant is given in ref 2 (see also
refs. 3, 4). This approach follows the general strategy of taking into account
the invariance, under appropriate scaling, of the hydrodynamical equations.
Such considerations allow, for example, to derive the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations from the compressible ones, as well as from micro-
scopic and kinetic models.

The main aim of this paper is to derive the OBE starting from the
Boltzmann equation (BE), which describes gases on the kinetic level, inter-
mediate between the microscopic and the macroscopic. To go from the
kinetics BE to a hydrodynamical one it is necessary to consider situations
in which the Knudsen number &, the ratio between the mean free path and
the size of the slab, is very small. It is well known that the inviscid Euler
equations correctly describe the behavior of this system for times of order
¢~" in the limit ¢ > 0. To obtain the OBE we need to consider longer
times, of order £ 72, so as to get the effects of viscosity and thermal conduc-
tivity. To make this possible, we have to study the system in the incom-
pressible regime, corresponding to macroscopic velocity fields of order &.®
This scaling would appear, at first sight, to require that the force G be
scaled as & to be consistent with the incompressible regime, i.c. to get a
finite force term in the equation for the velocity field. However, the case of
a conservative force is special from this point of view in that larger forces
are permissible. In fact we find that G has to be scaled as & in order to
keep the Rayleigh number finite.

We take the walls to be at fixed temperatures and impose a no-slip
boundary condition for the velocity field at the hydrodynamic level. This is
modeled at the kinetic level by assuming that each particle colliding with
a wall is reflected with a random velocity, distributed according to the
equilibrium distribution at the temperature of that wall, i.e. we assume
Maxwellian boundary conditions.

Our solution of the BE is given in terms of a truncated expansion in &
whose leading term in the bulk is a global Maxwellian. The term of order ¢,
denoted by f,, determines the hydrodynamic quantities which are close,
up to order &2, to the density, velocity and temperature solutions of the
OBE. Near the boundary, in a thin layer of size ¢, the hydrodynamical
approximation is not correct and we provide a detailed description of the
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solution in this region. The initial datum is chosen to match the expansion
up to order £, to avoid a treatment of the initial layer which is more or
less standard.

The validity of the expansion is established up to a time 7 such that the
OBE have a sufficiently regular solution by estimating the remainder. This
expansion technique goes back to Hilbert, Chapman and Enskog; a rigorous
proof of the hydrodynamic limit is given for the Euler case in ref. 5 and
for the incompressible Navier-Stokes case in ref. 6. In particular, in the
absence of gravity, the results of the present paper extend the ones of ref. 6
to the case of a fluid confined in a domain with walls at different tem-
peratures modeled by Maxwellian boundary conditions. The main techni-
cal difficulty for such systems, even in the absence of an external force, is
in dealing with the terms coming from the boundary conditions in the
estimate for the remainder. The approach proposed in ref. 5, and used also
in ref. 6, is based on the estimate of some Sobolev norm of the solutions.
But in the presence of the boundaries this cannot be used because the
derivatives of the solution may become singular at the boundaries. We
avoid the estimates of the derivatives by first looking for L, estimates and
then improving them to L estimates. This technique was already used in
refs. 7 and 8 which concern essentially one-dimensional problems, ie. a
compressible fluid in a slab with the walls held at fixed temperatures under
the action of a force parallel to the walls in the stationary regime. Since we
consider here the fully three dimensional time dependent case we need to
modify the method to bound the L norm of the remainder by using a new
method based on a result in ref 9. This is presented in Section 4 and in the
Appendix. A formal expansion including boundary layer corrections was
given earlier in ref. 10.

The case with a force perpendicular to the walls presents extra dif-
ficulties stemming from the fact that we need good properties of the
derivatives with respect to v., the vertical component of the velocity, to get
the exponential decay of certain boundary layer terms and to control the
remainder. Unfortunately, the derivative with respect to v. is singular at
the boundaries at v, =0. To overcome this difficulty we have to decompose
the force into a part acting in the bulk only and a part acting only near the
boundaries, decreasing to zero at a distance of order ¢. The Milne problem
we consider for the boundary layer terms involve these short range forces
and can be solved by using the result in ref. 11, where it is proven that the
v, derivative is bounded in L, and L_, norms locally, away from the boun-
daries. This is enough to control the terms appearing in the equation for
the remainder and in the Milne problems for the higher order corrections.

While the above results are independent of the nature of the solution
of the OBE, we are only able to construct stationary solutions to the
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Boltzmann equation which correspond, at the hydrodynamic level, to the
behavior of the purely conducting stationary solution of OBE. This is due
to the fact that the methods in this paper are based on the perturbation of
a global Maxwellian and therefore require that the temperature difference
between the plates be small, corresponding to having a small Rayleigh
number. We expect to be able to construct the purely conductive solution
of the Boltzmann equation for any Rayleigh number, even when the basic
hydrodynamic solution becomes unstable, by perturbing a Maxwellian
corresponding to the hydrodynamic solution. This involves many technical
difficulties and will be discussed in a forthcoming paper. The hope is to
extend these results to the convective solutions which appear for larger
values of the Rayleigh number.

2. HYDRODYNAMIC DESCRIPTION

We consider an incompressible heat-conducting viscous fluid in a
horizontal slab 4 = T2 x (—1, 1), where T3 is the two dimensional torus of
size L. The acceleration of gravity is the vector G = (0, 0, —G). We specify
the temperature on the boundaries z= + 1 as:

T()=T,, T(-1)=T_=T,+5T (2.1)

The total mass of the fluid is specified to be m with p=m |4|~! the corre-
sponding mass density. We will assume 7_ =T, . Denote § =T— T _ the
deviation of the temperature from 7'_ and set

G=0—-2G(1+z)

The equations describing the evolution of the velocity and temperature
field, u and 6, are the Oberbeck—Boussinesq (OBE) equations (see refs. 4,
12), which we write as

divu=0
(0,u+u-Vu) =y du—Vp —aplG (2.2)
55(0,0+u-Vvl))=x 40

Here # is the kinematic viscosity coefficient, x the heat conduction coef-
ficient, « = T_"' the coefficient of thermal expansion,

L 3 06 2
pP=p 10RT_G(1+Z)
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and p is the unknown pressure which arises from the incompressibility con-
straint. The initial conditions are
ux, 0)=ug(x),  B(x,0)=0o(x)—~3G(1 +2) (23)

for any x e A, with divuy,=0. The boundary conditions for this problem
are

-~

ux, y, =1, ty=u(x, y, 1, 1) =0, O(x,y,—1,0)=0

~ (24)
O(x, y,1,1)= -6T—3G
for any (x, y)e T2 and any positive 1.
Moreover, let r=p—p be the deviation of the density from the
homogeneous density g, let F=r+ pG(1 +z)/T_. Then 7 is determined by
the Boussinesq condition

FVO+T_Vi=0 (2.5)

It can be proved that if 4, and 6, are smooth functions of x (i.e., with
Sobolev H (A)-norm finite for some s sufficiently large), then there is 7
depending on the initial and boundary data such that the system (2.2),
(2.3), (2.4) has a unique solution, at least as smooth as the initial data, for
0<t<i We do not give the proof of this statement which is rather
standard and refer to ref. 4 for details.

The regime under which the OBE are expected to be valid correspond
to a low Mach number, a sufficiently weak gravity and a small difference
between the temperatures of the top and bottom walls. To make this
precise we introduce a space scale parameter ¢ and rescale the variables as
follows:

xoelx, toek u—eu, 0-e, GG, dT—edT (2.6)

This scaling is a natural one in order to derive the OBE because, under it,
the Rayleigh number Ra defined as

L* 6T \'?
T,

is kept fixed. We refer to ref. 2 for the detailed (formal) derivation of (2.2),
(2.3), (2.4), (2.5) from the compressible Navier—Stokes in the limit € — 0,
while in next sections we will provide its rigorous derivation from the
Boltzmann equation.
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We note that our equations do not coincide exactly with the usual
Oberbeck-Boussinesq (OBE) equations as given in refs. 4, 12 because of
the term proportional to G in the boundary conditions for § and of the
quadratic term in G in the definition of 7. In the usual experimental condi-
tions (see ref. 1) such terms are much smaller than the others, so one can
neglect the effect of the variation of the density due to the gravitational
force. If we denote by p, and T, the solution of the stationary problem

iPs=_Gps9 AT9=09

dz

with P,=p,T, and boundary conditions (2.1) the approximation corre-
sponds to setting P ~ P(1)= p(1) 7(1). In this way we would recover the
usual OBE. We finally remark that the Boussinesq condition (2.5), which
is assumed as an “equation of state” in the usual discussions of the
Boussinesq approximation (see ref. 3, 12), in our approach is just a conse-
quence of the scaling limit (2.6).

3. KINETIC DESCRIPTION

We consider the BE for a gas between parallel planes. We keep the
notations of Section 2. To model the hydrodynamic boundary conditions
we choose the so called Maxwellian boundary conditions: when a particle
hits the walls of the slab (z= —1 or z=1) it is diffusely reflected with a
velocity distributed according to a Maxwellian with zero mean velocity and
prescribed temperatures 7_ and T, respectively. In the language of kinetic
theory this means that the accommodation coefficient equals one. The
above prescription implies the impermeability of the walls, namely no par-
ticle flux across the boundary is allowed. We introduce as scale parameter
& the Knudsen number, The height of the slab is 2¢~!, hence in rescaled
variables ze [ —1, 1]. we take for simplicity periodic conditions in the x, y
direction, and call

A={x:(x,y)eTi, ze(—1,1)}, Q={(x,v)|xe4,veR’} (3.1)
The BE rescaled according to (2.6) is
O,/ +e - VI +G -V, ff=¢2Q(f" f°) (3.2)
with

O, )z, 0,0)=] do, [ do B, lo—1,)

R’ s,

x{ flx, V', 1) f(x, Uy, 1) = f(x, 0, 1) f(x,0,, 1)}
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where S,={weR’|w?*=1}, B is the differential cross section and v, v/,
are the incoming velocities of a collision with outgoing velocities v, v, and
impact parameter . We confine ourselves to the collision cross section
B(w, V) =|V-w| corresponding to hard spheres ref. 13.

The initial condition is

Six0,0)=fo(x,v), xed (3.3)

The precise form of f§ will be specified below where it will be seen that it
cannot be given arbitrarily if one wants to avoid a detailed analysis of the
initial layer. However, we assume the initial datum f; non negative and
normalized to the total mass which we set to 1.

The boundary conditions are:

Sfix, y, =L t)y=a_M_(v), v,>0, >0
fix,yLoyt)=a, M, (v), 0v,<0, t>0
with

_ 1

M, (v)=
* 2nT?%

¢ VT (35)
normalized so that jvy§0 [v,| M, (v)dv=1. The temperature T, is
assumed to satisfy

T,=T_(1-2¢)

with 1> 0 independent of &, according to the scaling (2.6).
The quantities «, must be chosen in such a way that the imper-
meability condition of the walls is assured, i.e.

<uzfﬂ>sj3uzfﬂdu=o for z=+1 (3.6)

where we have introduced the notation { /> = | f(v) dv. Condition (3.6)
and the normalization of M, imply:

c=t] ooy klu0d (3.7)

Namely, o, represent the outgoing (from the fluid) fluxes of mass in the
direction z. The impermeability condition implies that the normalization of
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the solution to (3.2) stays constant and therefore we will look for solutions
to (3.2) which are normalized to 1 as the initial datum.

The macroscopic behavior should be recovered in the limit ¢ going to
zero. More precisely we expect that for ¢ small the behavior of the solution
(3.2) is very close to the hydrodynamical one, in the sense that it can
be described by a local Maxwellian with parameters which differ from con-
stants by terms of order ¢, and that these terms are solution of the OBE.
At higher order in ¢ there will both be kinetic and boundary layer correc-
tions. Therefore we look for a solution of the form

,
[f=M+efi+ ) e'f,+¢*R (3.8)

n=2

where M is the global Maxwellian

_ p L,
M(p, 0, T‘;U)=_(2nT )3/2e AT

If we put (3.8) in the BE (3.2) we see immediately that /| has to satisfy
ZLf1:=20(M, f,)=0 (3.9)

where % is the linearized Boltzmann operator. (3.9) implies that f, has to
be in Null &, which means that it is a combination of the collision invariants
My, with y,(v)=1, v;, (¥ =3T_)/2, for i=0, i=1,2,3 and i=4 respec-
tively, suitably normalized to form an orthonormal set, in L,(M(v) ™" dv).
Hence we have

d rou-v _|v]2=3T
MY =M 4Ll g =2

: (3.10)
i=0 T

The functions ¢,(¢, x) and/or r, u, § will satisfy equations to be determined.
To write the conditions for f, we decompose them into two parts B, and
b7, representing the bulk and boundary layer corrections. The latter are

significantly different from 0 only near the boundary. The B, have to satisfy
forn=2,.,7

aan—2+U‘VBnll+Q"VuBn—2:2'Q(‘}‘45 Bn)+ Z Q(Bia Bj) (311)

i+j=n

where By=M and B, = f,.
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We note that the condition f; = B, means that there is no boundary
layer correction to the first order in &. To make this compatible with (3.4)
we need to assume that u(x, y, — 1, 1) =u{x, y,1,4)=0, 8(x, y, —1,1)=0,
O(x, y,1,t)=—2AT_ for any (x, y)e T, and any ¢>0. We remark that
M +¢f|, when evaluated for z=1 is not proportional to the Maxwellian
M ., even with the previous assumptions, but differs from it for terms of
order &2 which will appear in the corrections of higher order.

To construct the boundary layer terms we decompose the constant
gravity force G=(0,0, —G) into three parts: a bulk part G, and two
boundary parts G* which are different from zero in the bulk and near the
walls respectively. Their definition is

G=G"+G°+G~

with G° and G* smooth functions such that for some J >0

G 1-de<zxkl
+ _ =95
G (Z)_{o, _1<z<1-26¢
(3.12)
G__( )__ Q: —1<Z<_1+58
T =0, —1428e<z<]
G, —1+28<z<1—26¢
oz)=1 2 3.13
=) {0, Iz =1 — ¢ (3.13)

Moreover we have to scale back to microscopic coordinates around
z=+1. Setting z* =¢"'(1Fz) so that z*e[0,2¢7'] we have that
G*(z*) is zero for z*e[25,2¢~']. The boundary layer corrections
relative to the wall z= 41, b7F, are chosen to satisfy, for n=2,..., 5, the
equations

obF _ L0 0.
v’azi+8G E;—b"

z

=0,bF ,+0-VbE |+ L*bF +20(AM, b ) x*

0

$(G°+G¢)a
vZ

biat T [20(B, b}
i"+jj>.—_1n

+QBEbE)+ QBT b)] (3.14)
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where we have put

bg=bf=0, b=(v,,0,) V=(3,,8,), x*=1, x7=0
T=20(M*%,.), AM=¢'[M-M,], M,=Mp,,0,T, ;v)

and p, =p+er(l).
Finally the equation for the remainder is

1 1 1
6,R+—v-VR+Q-V,,R=8—2!£R+E$(”R+f‘z’R+£2Q(R, R)+¢%4
&
(3.15)
with

7
FUR=20(f,, R), ,W’R=2Q< y s"Zf,,,R> (3.16)
n=2

and A given by

A= —0,fs+¢efs)—v-VB,—0-VbS —0-Vbs —G -V (Bs+eB,)
—(G°+G7) V,[bf +eby 1—(G"+G*)-V,[(bs +eb7)]

+2Q(AM b7)+ Y, RO Sy fn) (3.17)

k,mz=1
k+m=8
The boundary conditions for these equations have to be chosen in
such a way as to satisfy (3.4) and (3.6) for f*. Since we are interested in the
case T, =T _(1—2¢l) it is easy to satisfy (3.4) up to the first order in &,
because M is already a Maxwellian whose temperature and velocity field
are chosen to fit with M _, while M + ¢f| is close to be proportional to M ,
at z=1, up to terms of order ¢
From the second order on we have to use boundary layer terms to fit
boundary conditions. In fact, as we will see later, the B, for n>2, do not
reduce to aF M ,. The idea is to introduce at one of the boundaries, say
z=1, the correction b5 so that B,+ b, is proportional to M for v, <0.
On the other hand, the same has to be done at z= —1 and £, is modified
by b; also. This changes again f, at z=1 by non Maxwellian terms.
However, since b; decays exponentially fast, the modification is exponen-
tially small in ¢ ~'. Therefore we impose on the f, the following boundary
conditions:

fSxt)=ar M_(v)+7y, (v), z=-=1, v.>0, >0 (3.18)
flx v t)=af M, (0)+y)v), z=1, v,<0, >0 '
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with the functions yX(v) exponentially small in ¢~' and such that
{yE,v.> =0, to be specified later. Moreover

ocni=if

v X, p, 21,05 8) dv (3.19)
0

v, s

Finally, to fulfil (3.4) we impose the following conditions on R:

,
Rx,v; 0y =agM_(v)— ) ¢ %,,, z=-1, v,>0, >0 (3.20)

,
R(x,v;t)=af M (v)— Y &}, z=1, v,<0, >0 (3.21)

The initial conditions for R(x, v;0) are chosen to be R(x,v;0)=0,
z# + 1 for simplicity. The initial values for the f,’s are partly determined
by the procedure below, so that only their hydrodynamical part can be
assigned arbitrarily. To remove such restrictions one would have to include
an analysis of the initial layer, which we skip to make the presentation sim-
pler. Finally we impose the conditions

f dsdvd,=0=| dydoR (3.22)
Q Q

to ensure the normalization of the solution. Note that this condition on R
is satisfied because it is true at time ¢ =0.

Outline of Solution

The equations for the f, are coupled in a complicated way and have
to be solved in the proper sequence, which we now outline. The hydro-
dynamical part of the bulk terms is determined by the solvability condi-
tions for (3.11), that we get by multiplying (3.11) by y,, i =0..4, integrating
over velocity and using the fact that (Q(/, g) x;> =0. The solvability con-
dition for (3.11) with n=2 is

GulvVA+G-V,M]>=0, i=0,.,4 (3.23)

because the Maxwellian M does not depend on x and ¢. This is equivalent
to

divu=0, pVO+T_Vr=pG (3.24)
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The first one is the usual incompressibility condition while the second
one becomes the Boussinesq condition (2.5), when one defines F=r+
P(G/T_)(1+ z). Once (3.24) are satisfied, we can deduce from (3.11) with
n =2 the following expression for B,, where . ~! denotes the inverse of the
restriction of & to the orthogonal of its null space

B, =27 '[v-V/(+G-V.M-Q(f1, )]+ M i utP(x)  (3.25)

i=

The solvability condition for (3.11) with n=13is
il /i+G -V, fi+v-VB,]) =0, i=0,.,4 (3.26)

and this produces the equations for » and 8. Let us fix i=1, 2, 3 in (3.26).
Then the first term gives the time derivative of pu. The second one reduces
to —Gr after integrating by parts. Finally we write

{v@vB,> =<[v®v—%21] Bz>+<%2B2>

The first term, as is well known, gives rise to the dissipative and transport
terms in the second of (2.2), while the second one is the second order
cotrection to the pressure P,. The result is

PO, u+u-Vu)=v Au—VP,+Gr

Using the Boussinesq condition, the definitions of » and # and the relation
between P, and p of Section 2, we find (2.2), as in Section 2, with # given

(ot [uon3)

To get the equation for the temperature, it is convenient to replace y,
in (3.26) by #,=1[v*—5T_)]. A simple computation, using the Boussinesq
condition, yields:

(3[02=5T_1£1> =3p[0—(3G)] +const.
GV =5T_1G-V,f1)=—pu,G
(o3[ —5T_]1B,) = —x VO+3pub(1-z)
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Collecting the above results we get (2.2) with x given by
k={vi(?=5T_) L ' [Mvi(v*~5T_)]) (3.27)
Finally, equation (3.26) with i=0 gives
O,r=dive?, D=2 2, 1) (3.28)

Summarizing our results so far; we have shown that, assuming u, p, 0
satisfy the OBE (2.2), (2.3), (2.4), (2.5) up to a time ¢, the coefficients ¢,
entering in the definition of f; are determined. Therefore, once initial and
boundary conditions for the OBE are specified, f; is completely determined
as a function of (¢, x, v).

On the other hand the hydrodynamic part of B, is not yet determined,
but, by (3.28), div ¢ is determined in terms of r. Moreover, a combination
of t and t{¥ contributes to the pressure p which is determined by the
OBE, so that these parameters are not independent.

The non-hydrodynamic part of B, depends on the derivatives of 7, u,
0 which are in general different from zero on the boundaries. Therefore B,
violates the boundary conditions and we need to introduce b5 to adjust
the boundary conditions. We choose b, by solving, for any ¢>0, the
Milne problem

0 d
v,—h—eG~ h=%"h, {v,hy=0
0z v,

with boundary condition (at z~ =0) prescribing the incoming flux as the
opposite of the non hydrodynamic part of B, at z= —1. The results in
ref. 11 tell us that the solution approaches, as z~ — oo a function ¢; in
Null #~. Thus we set by =h—gq;, which will go to zero at infinity
exponentially in z~ and will be the boundary layer correction we are
looking for.

In conclusion, we have

4
fHlx,u00=M Y 1P(x, y, —1;1) x,(v)
i=0

i=

+b (x, 3,26 ) —q;, z=-1, v,>0, >0

Since the coefficients ¢/ can be chosen arbitrarily on the boundaries
we use them to compensate g, . To satisfy the impermeability conditions
we have to choose =0 on the boundaries. The coefficients of the
hydrodynamic part of B, will, for i #0, be determined by the compatibility
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condition for n=4. These are time-dependent non-homogeneous Stokes
equations (linear second order differential equations) in a slab, together
with the b.c. £ =¢q,;, i=1,2,4. Then ¢{¥ is found up to a constant that
is chosen so that the total mass associated to f, vanishes. Finally we get

Ly, £L0, S0 0 =af M +yF, of =1P(x, y, £1) —g{*(0)

Iterating this procedure it is possible to find all f,. To prove that the
terms in the expansion have the right properties we use the results in ref. 11
for the solutions of the Milne problem with a force, that we state below.

Let F(z) = —VFV{z) be a force vanishing at infinity such that V(x) and
its derivative are bounded. Define

~

M=e""9M, Lf=e " —lﬁ 20(/M f, M)

Consider the following Milne problem:

v, g+F o =Lf+s(z,v), O<z<+ (3.29)
0z ov,

f0,0)=h(v), 0,>0 (3.30)

lim f(z,v,)=I< + (3.31)

jdu v, /M f=0 (3.32)

[ v /ps=0 (3.33)

In ref. 11 the following result is proved.

Theorem 3.1. (1) Suppose that for r>3 and some ¢’ >0 there
are finite constants ¢, and ¢, such that

sup (1+ [v])" [(v)] <c,
veR? (3.34)

sup e”sup (14 |v])" |s(z, v)] <c,

zeR* veR?
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Then there is a unique solution feL_(R* xR?) to the Milne problem
(3.29)-(3.33). Moreover there exist constants ¢ and ¢’ such that f verifies
the conditions:

freNullL (3.35)

sup e sup (1 +[v])" [(f(z,v) = f.(v))| <c (3.36)

zeR* veR?

for any o <.

{2) Suppose that for fixed r>3, /=1 and some >0

/ 14

o’

i

ov’!

i

+ sup e* sup (1+|v])" <ec, (3.37)

ceR*Y reR?

sup {1+ |v])”

re R}

for some constant ¢, and i # 3. Then there are finite constants ¢ and ¢, such
that

or o
sup ¢ sup (1 +|Ul)r‘[5:%_ aﬁk”“" (3.38)

zeR* ve R3 i

for any o <c.

(3) If y:=sup.c, +[|F'|+|F|] exists and is finite then for any
J >0 and for y sufficiently small there exists a finite constant C; such that

7}
sup  sup (1 +]o]) —f\SCa
veRY ze(8, + %) 0z
o of (3.39)
rl % W <C,
vslllgl :e[s(::llioo)(l +|U|) aUZ al)_. Co

4. RESULTS IN THE TIME-DEPENDENT CASE
The main properties of the f,’s are summarized in Theorem 4.1 below.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that there is 7> 0 such that p(¢), () and
u(t) are smooth solutions of OBE, with [Vu(¢)|| 4 + [[VO(1)|| 4 < q for suf-
ficiently large s and 0 << 7. Then it is possible to determine functions f,,,
n=2,.., 7 satisfying, for 0 <7</, Eq. (3.11) and the conditions
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Julx, v 0) =1
Sy, £ Lo, 0,,0,S0,)=afM,, t>0
{45 =0 (4.2)

(4.1)

f dvdx dy dz f,=0 (4.3)
RIxT2x[—1,1]

Moreover, for any ¢ > 3 there is a constant ¢ such that:

sup |fulen<cq (4.4)

osr</

sup |A], ,<cq (4.5)

o<t

for h<1/(4T_). Here

|fle.s= sup sup (1+ [v])* exp[hv*] | f(x, v; 1)] (4.6)

xeRx[—1,1] veR?

Proof. The proof is achieved by showing that every step of the proce-
dure described in the previous section is correct, namely that the conditions
on the source and on the boundary conditions for the Milne problems that
we have to solve at each step are satisfied. Moreover we need to check the
solvability conditions for the Stokes equations.

Step 1. The first step is finding the boundary layer term b, solving
for any (x, y)e T2 the Milne problem for g, =b} //M -

0 Og
vzg;g2+82G+ i=$+g2 (4.7)
VM, gyx, ,0,0;t)=By(x, y, 1,0 8) — g5 (x, p, v; 1),
v,>0, >0, <v,g>=0 (4.8)

where M1, =exp[ -V *(z*)]M,, —0,.V* =¢e*G*, B, is the non-hydro-
dynamical part of B, given by B,=2"'[v.-V/{+G -V,M—Q(f,, f1)].
Finally ¢; (v; £) is the limit at infinity of the solution 5 of the same Milne
problem with boundary condition B,, as explained in the previous section.

The force G* has been chosen smooth and vanishing as z* goes to
+ o0 in such a way as to satisfy the assumptions on the force in Theorem
3.1. Furthermore, for ¢ small the force term (and its derivative) in (4.7) is
small. The boundary conditions verify (3.34) by the property of &' (see
ref. 13). Hence, by Theorem 3.1, M b5 satisfy (3.35)-(3.39).



Boltzmann Equation in Boussinesq Regime 1145

In the same way we construct b, imposing the boundary condition in
z7 =0 given by By(x, y, —1,v; ¢).

Step 2. As explained above the coefficients ¥, i=1,2,4 of the
hydrodynamical part of B, are determined by the compatibility condition
forn=4

{xil0,By+v-VB;+G-V,B,1>

where

By=2""[0,fi+v-VB,+ G-V, fi-20(f,, B)] + M Z 1:tP(x, 1) (49)

i=0

Proceeding as in the determination of the Boussinesq equation, we find
now a set of three linear time-dependent non-homogeneous Stokes equa-
tions for ¢{*). The non-homogeneous terms depend on the third order
spatial derivatives of f,. We note that the non linear terms in the hydro-
dynamic equations come from the quadratic term Q(f, 1) in (3.25), while
in (4.9) appears a term linear in B,. General theorems for the Stokes equa-
tion assures the existence of a solution for the chosen boundary and initial
conditions.

Step 3. Once B, is completely determined, (4.9) gives the non-hydro-
dynamical part of B;, B;. As before, we introduce the terms b to compen-
sate B, on the boundaries z= 1 1. The term b; is found as a solution of

the Milne problem for g: /M, gy=b;

08,

v 5 o te’GT 0,8, =L g +s(x, y, 27, v 0) (4.10)

with source
VM, s(x, y, 2%, 00)=0-VbF +20(4M, b5 ) +20(f1,bF) (4.11)
and with boundary condition
\/ATl: gi(x, ¥,0,v; 1) =By(x, y, 1, v;1) — g5 (v; 1) v,>0, >0

We have to check that the source satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.1.

The condition (3.33) is true due to the properties of Q and to (3.32)
for 5. The terms of the form Q(f, g) are bounded by means of the Grad
estimates

IM~'20(f, &), -1 S CIM ™|, M~ ], (4.12)
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where ||, =], o, SO that
\MZV2Q(f, b5, SC MRS, M2,

The second term in (4.11) is bounded in the same way

|M-V2QAM, b)), <|e™! - 2hs ),

-M
—~;‘ M~
M_ oy
Since 7_ =T, (1 +2¢4) we have that [e"" (M —-M )/ /M _|,_, <C|((v¥
T )+ 1) /M| ..
The functions f, and b, have bounded norm, hence the third term in

(4.11) is bounded. The first term in (4.11} is bounded by using the properties
of the derivatives with respect to x and y of b, assured by Theorem 3.1.

Step 4. B, is constructed as in Step 2. Instead the Milne problem for
by has to be discussed since in the source appear also derivatives of b3
with respect ¢ and v,. We have for \/M, g,=b; that

og 0
Uza—zé+82G+%z‘g4=3)+g4+S4

JM ., six, y,z2%,050)

? .
=0,b5 —(G°+G~)=—b; +6.-Vb +20(4M, b3)

ov,
+ 2 [2008,b67)+Q0bF, b )+0(b7,b7)] (413
L j=1
itj=4

The first term in r.hs. of (4.13) is bounded by observing that the time
derivative of b5 is a solution of the Milne problem we get by differentiating
(4.7) with respect to time with boundary condition 9,55 (0, v; t), v,>0,
t>0.

The second term in rhs. of (4.13) is zero by construction for
0<z” <J so that

|M:I/2(GO+G—) Vu_.b2+lr~]

92, 08

SC{1+sup sup  (1+v)) e %

ve R xe(d, +w)

}

and it is bounded because of (3.39), Theorem 3.1, that applies as shown in
Step 1.
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Finally the condition (3.33) is satisfied since the velocity flux of the
derivatives of b5 with respect to time and velocity is zero.

The terms f, with higher n are constructed and bounded in the same
way. As a consequence, it is easy to see by using the preceding arguments
that the term A in (3.15) satisfies the bound (4.5) and (4.2). This concludes
the proof of Theorem 4.1.

To complete the construction of a solution to the BE, we have to
show that the remainder is bounded in norm |.|,, defined in (4.6).
The remainder has to satisfy (3.15) and the conditions (3.20) and (3.21)
with (yf,v,> =0. Moreover R has to satisfy

R(x,v;0)=0, {v,R>=0 in z=+1 (4.14)
which implies aF = ifuéo v,R(+1,v;t)dv. To construct the solution of
(3.15), (3.20), (3.21) and (4.14) we first deal with the following linear initial
boundary value problem: given D on T2x [ —1, 1] xR?, find R such that

O,R+e "w.VR+G-V,R=¢"2%R+¢'P'R+ ¥?’R+D (4.15)

with the same initial and boundary conditions as before.
Once one obtains good estimates for the solution of this linear
problem, the non linear problem is solved by simple Banach fixed point

arguments, for small &. This allows to conclude the existence of the solution
/% and its convergence to the solution of the OBE.

Solution of Linear Problem

We consider the linear problem (4.15) with a given D satisfying
{v,D>=0. Put R=./M &. Therefore the equation for & is

0,d+e w-VO+G -V, @=¢ Lo+ 'L'O+20+D (4.16)
where D= M~'2D, M= M exp[¢G(z + 1)/T_] and
Df =M~'"2¢' 0", j=1,2
The boundary and initial conditions are

D(x,v;0)=0
_ - (4.17)
D(x, y, £l o;0)=af M (v) M~"*+(*, 0,50, t>0
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where

= — M2 é 3"_37rfe
=2 (4.18)

=]
ok
h
H+
—
NC
S
b
=
w
I+
&

Introduce the L, norm as

12
I={]  dsdolftznol)

We now give the L, bound for & and then we provide the L, bound.

Theorem 4.2. The solution of the linear problem (4.16), (4.17)
satisfy the bound

I®)<C sup (ID(-, ) +1(-, )l5)

te(0,f]
with

[Cl,=sup 3 ILCx, 0)] (1+]0])

xef perd

Proof. Multiplying (4.16) by @ and integrating on 2 x R* we have

1 o~ - ~
SO0 = [ ds [ dol OLb +e0L'D +c*OL b + D]
2 Q R

+§!Ejdx dy[<v2¢2>(Xa Vs —1; t)—<l)z¢2>(x, A l; t)] (419)

To bound the boundary terms in the second line of (4.19), we proceed as
follows. We consider first the more difficult term

(o, B (x, y, 15 1)

= —()*| 0dv[u,|M1M—‘+f o, ®(x, 3, 1,0;0)" (420)
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By the Schwartz inequality,

2
(ag)’= <j dv |v, "2 o, |2 B1'P24(x, y, 1, v; t)>
v,>0

<

v, >

v |v.| @(x, y,1,0;1) [
0

v, >

dv |v,| M (4.21)
0

Using the relation between M in z= +1 and M, the normalization of

M, and the relation T, =T_(1—2¢l), we get, after a straightforward
computation,

L | MJ.UPOdU v, M2 K-

T_ 172
=(E> L
_<_7_";>'/2(27rT)3/22n< T,T_ >2_ (1—2e2)?
"\ 27 (2nT2)? 2T _—T, )  (1—26A)2 (1 +2¢4)?
=(1-&%*) 21+ Ce? (4.22)

dvv,M* M™!
0

Using this bound and (4.21) in (4.20) we find

1
— (0B p L) <Ce [ oo, Bk p Lvsr)  (423)
v,>0

>

The same argument shows that {v,®*(x, y, —1,v;¢)> is non positive
because

J

v, <

dvlvzlfl_[ dvo, M2 M~'=1
0 v,>0

In Appendix we prove that the r.hs. of (4.23) is bounded as follows:
let ¢, be any time in (0, f]. Then

n 2 .
aJ'O dt dex dy Lz>0dv [v,] P4(x, y, L, v;¢)

<["drigC 0l +e sup IBC, O+ sup K(L 03 (429)

O<r<y 0<1<y
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We recall the following crucial properties of the linearized Boltzmann
operator L (see for example ref. 13):

(1) L=—-7+K

with K an integral operator and # a smooth function. Moreover, for hard
spheres, there are two constants v, and v, such that

vo( 1+ [0]) < T(x, v) < vy (1 +[o])
(2) There is a constant C> 0 such that
(DLDY < — CLvd?) (4.25)

with the usual decomposition @=& +®, with & and & the non-
hydrodynamical and the hydrodynamical part of @ respectively.

To estimate the operators L' and L? we will use the following estimate
on the collision operator Q (see for example ref. 14): for any Maxwellian
M and for any ye[ —1, 1]

2
Ld”IQ(Wﬁ/ﬁgn <[ dovifi?[ dovigl?  (426)

This inequality and the bounds on the f,’s imply the following bounds:

fdx dv ®L'd < C | /5 ®|| 1@ |7~ '7f, (4.27)

jdx do dD < C |\ /5B | @]

-1 i £, H (4.28)

Note that the presence of the product ||\/§ @| |®@| depends on the fact
that L' and L2 are both orthogonal to the collision invariants.

We integrate (4.19) in time between 0 and r,, and recall that
®(x, v, 0) =0. With the notation @,(.)=&(., t), we get

1 n - -
slo,P<c| a {—3—2 Iy 8,12+ 1y @, 1,

x[e-‘ 1M +“M—'/2ni ,

=2

] ¥ ”5(.,)”2}

4 ~
+C[ Ndi @17 +¢* sup |BC I+ sup |G, 013
0<t<y O<r=y (429)
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The last line in (4.29) derives from the bound (4.24). The first term in the
second line is due to the bounds (4.27) and (4.28). Moreover
| M~ '2f,|| < C by the regularity of the solutions of the macroscopic equa-
tions for 0 <t <7 and |M?F]_, f,| <C by Theorem 4.1,

The following elementary inequality

1
— ¥4 (c e o) xy <o +cy8)? y4

is valid for any positive ¢, x, y. We apply it with x = ||\/§ @, y=|1®| and
suitable constants ¢, and ¢,. We get

9, 1P <] de CLIPC, 012+ 1B, 017]

+&* sup |D(-, 0)I>+ sup L(-, 1))

O<isr 0<rst

In conclusion, by the use of the Gronwall lemma, for ¢ sufficiently small,
we get:

sup | @(-, ) <C; sup [D(-, )+ sup [L(- 15 (4.30)

osr<is 1e(0, 7] te(0,7]

L_ Bound

Let us give some notation:

oA ={x=(x,p,z):(x, y)eT:z=+1}
S:={(t,x,0):te(0, 7], (x,v) € Q} (4.31)
0S:={(t,x,v):t=0,(x,v)eQ} U {(t, x,v):te(0,7], x€dA, ,v. <0}

Ut x,v):te(0,7], x€dA_, v.>0} (4.32)

A and Q are defined in (3.1).
We call ¢ (x, v) the characteristics of the equation

1
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given by
v 1.,
@ x, v)—<3_c+8 t+28 Gt ,v+Qt> (4.33)

and, for fixed ¢, define ¢~ as the last time, before ¢, in which the charac-
teristics passing by (x, v) at time ¢ is in a point (z, w) such that (¢, z, w)e
dS (see ref. 15, p. 44-48).

Given smooth functions H, ¥ on S and A4 in 88, consider the initial
boundary value problem

1 1
8,f+;v-fo+Q‘V,,zf—;\7f=H (4.34)
St x,0)=ht, x,v), (1,x,0)edS (4.35)
The solution of this problem is written as

ft, %, 0)=h(t™, 0, _(x, 1)) exp{ f ds & 90,4, v))}

+J, ds H(s, ¢, _ [(x, V)) exp{ j ds Ax, v))} (4.36)

We introduce the norm

plg Ve
Wipai=| [ as[ [ avire]"] (437)

and denote by L# 7 the corresponding space. We define the operator N: as

o1
Nif =S50, fxexp - [ & S oo o)} @38)
We assume that ¥ corresponds to the collision rate for hard spheres, i.e.
vo(l + o)) ST < vi(1 + |v]) (4.39)
Then N satisfies the estimate

o(t 5)

INS SN, g < Cexp { } 1154 (4.40)
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The following lemma allows to bound the L”“ norm of N/ fin terms
of the L?” norm of f. It is a generalization to the case with a constant force
of the theorem of Ukai and Asano.””’

Lemma 4.3. Assume x, veR? and let 1<g, p< 4+ and a=
(1/¢)—(1/p). Then

. e \* vo(t — )
Wro<(7) e { -2, @
Proof. Consider the following change of variables v — y:
| 1 1 Y X
y=x+-0vt+— Gr? or v4=-Gr=¢" (4.42)
= € 2 2 T

where we have put T =s— . We have under the change (4.42)

INc .
e dig VOT y_-ZC 1
<[ 0 = —
\<T> exp{ 82}“(1’)_(“dy\f<r+t,_y,a . +2Gr>

With one more change of variables

q] p/f/} l/p

y—x
Xo>w=¢- +- Gt
T 2

we get

e\ fg\ P Vo T
W< () (5) ew {2, @4

Hence the result.
This Lemma will be used also for p= 4+ 00 and ¢>d to control the
(0o, ¢)-norm of N’ fin terms of (¢, co)-norm of the solution of (4.36).
We write (4.16), (4.17) in the form (4.34), (4.35) with

H=¢"RKdo+¢ 'R'd+ R0+ D:=¢ Ko+ H' (4.44)

where
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Here the v are defined analogously to v as

M x, v)y=M""7 f v’ do(v' —v) - of, /M

7
vi(x, u)=A~l_”2Jdv' do(v' —v)-w Y, f, /M
n=2

Finally we set =¥ + &9’ + £°9° and it is immediate to check that v satisfies
the assumption (4.39).
We have the following

Theorem 4.4. Let @ be the solution of the problem (4.34), (4.35),
with ¥, H and h given as before. Then, for any ¢ >d, 1/2—1/d < 1/q,

sup [|@] .

O0<1<7

<Ce ™ sup | Dlly,,+ Ce™ " sup Ll

O<r<i/ o<t
+ Ce? sup |H'll o, ,+ Ce® sup (Il (4.45)
o</ (ES X3

Proof. By {4.36) we get

H t -
[ @lee,y S ING- Bl + [ ds INCH Ly g+ 272 [ ds INIRO, , (446)

t
In the last term we substitute for & its expression (4.36) so that
IV KD o,
SINIRN- Bl g+ | ds' CINIRNSH L, + 272 INIRNS RO ]
’ (4.47)

To estimate the terms containing K we use the following Lemma whose
proof is given in ref. 9.

Lemma 4.5. Let L} the spaces of functions f(v) such that

[ do LW (1 4101y < 0

withye R, Let 1 <s<r< oo and ny=1—(1/s) 4+ (1/r). Then the operator K
maps L] into L7 if (1/s)—(1/r) <(2/d) and 5 <7,.

y+n
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Substituting (4.47) in (4.46) we get
t
60 sg <[ ds INGH N gte™2 [ s [ INTRNLE,
t- [
FIN Bl g te [ dsIN:RD..,,
t~

I3 s ~ ~
+e{ ds| ds |N:RNLRD, (4.48)
-

o

Using (4.40) and the bound ! dsexp[ —e 2vo(r—5)]1<Ce? the
first term in the r.h.s. of (4.48) is estimated as Ce? supg<,<; | H || ., The
second term is dealed with by using (4.40) to get rid of the time integrals
so that we gain a factor ¢2. By Lemma 4.5 the operator K maps L., in itself
so that the final bound for this term is again Ce? supg,<; I1H o, ,. We
bound the last term in (4.48) by using Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5 as follows.

IN.ENs RD| o,

djgq
<C exp{ S (t—s)} IRNS KD,

e djq
> exp{——(t—s ||NSK<D||q2

( |
<o(5) " (5) e {-Bu-n+o-m}iker.,
( {

¢ )d/q< ) xp |~ 2 [(1—5)+(s s')]}ncbu
— _ __2- - - 2,2
(t1=5)/ \s=¥) (4.49)

To get the first inequality we have used (4.40) and Lemma 4.3. The
second step is based on Lemma 4.5 to replace the L norm on the velocity
with the L, norm, by taking r = + oo, s =2, y=0. We pass from the second
line of previous inequality to the third one using again Lemma 4.3 to
exchange the exponents for space and velocity introducing a factor
(e/(s—s')N, with B=1/2—1/q, while (4.40) produces the factor
exp[ —vo(s —s')/e*]. Finally Lemma 4.5 again, with r=¢, s=2 and y=0,
gives the bound in terms of the L, norm in space and velocity.

To get convergence of the s'-integral we need 0 < < 1/d, so we have
to choose ¢ >d, 1/2—1/d < 1/q. From the time integrations we get a factor
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g2+ 1) with y=d/g, ' =dp. Combined with the prefactor &+ it

produces &*~“+#) But u 4y’ =dJ2 so that the factor we gain is &*~ %>
In conclusion
sup [Pl .4
o<t
4 —~
< sup [N bl e[ dsINIRNS B,
(W EEe) [
+ Ce* sup ||H'| o, o+ Ce™* sup |®|,., (4.50)

0<r<i o<t

Now we control the boundary terms, First, we observe that by using
(440) and Lemma 4.5 as we did for the second term in (4.48) we can
estimate the second term in (4.50) as Csup,«,<; IN] 4l ,. Hence we are
left with the first term in (4.50). We recall that the meaning of the bound-
ary condition 4 is as follows: define

t_=inf{t>0:¢ _(x,v;1)edS}

If 7_=1¢ then h=®(x,v;0)=0; if 7_ <t then h=d(x, y, +1,v;1), in
correspondence of v, <0 and (¢ . (x,v;¢)),= +1. The boundary condi-
tions on @ are given by (4.17) with

oc,§=ij v:\/ﬁdi(x,y,-l_—l,u; t) dv

0.0

Equation (4.36) allows to express o in terms of &(x, y, —1,v,1),
v, <0 and H. In fact by (4.36)

D(x, y, 1,05 1)

t 1
=h(t", @, _(x, y,1,v)) exp {—J ds; (e, _[(x, y, 1, v))}
.-

#] dtitso, xon e [ @ S, xy o)

S8

(4.51)

We remark that the characteristics ¢ which is on the boundary z =1
with velocity v such that v, > 0 at time r~ — ¢ had to start either from some
point in the bulk or from the boundary z= —1. In the first case we
have =0 in (4.51) otherwise we get h=®(x, y, —1,v;¢) for v,>0. In
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the latter case it is shown in the Appendix that the integral [/ dsv
(@,_[x, y, —1,v)) is bounded from below by Ce. As a consequence, we
can estimate the exponential in the first row of (4.51) as e~ ",

We exploit the same argument to deal with «, and use (4.36) to repre-
sent @ on the boundary z= —1. There is a difference with respect to the
previous case: due to the presence of the force the characteristic ¢ which
is on the boundary z= —1 with velocity v, v, <0 at time ¢t~ —¢ can start
from the bulk, from the boundary z=1 with negative v, or from the
boundary z= —1 with positive v,. In the Appendix it is shown that in the
latter case the exponential factor in the first row of (4.51) allows to gain a
factor Ce’.

We discuss explicitely the bound for ay . The case of a is dealt with
in the same way. By using the representation (4.36) we get

sup  lag(x, y, —1;1)]

(x, y)eT2

= sup
(%, y)eT?

J vz\/ATflé(x, y, —l,v;t)dv
v,.>0

<C sup “ dvlcbl"(x,y,—l,v;t)] Ve
v.>0

(x, y)eT?

t
<C sup [em o | +e lag |1+ [N+ | ds INIHIL..,
-

(x, y)E'I]'2

t 4 ~
<Ce? ||qb|lw_q+j dsllNiH'llw'q+£‘2‘[ ds|N'Ro|, , (4.52)

¢t
where ||{] ., , :=Sup,. ,can [§ dv (71" The first step is obtained from the

inequality

sup o |
(x, y)e T2

< sup f v, \/ﬁ |D(x, v; t)| dv
v.s0

xeT’x[—1,1]

i/q
<C  sup U dv|¢|q(ac,v;t)] =,
v, >0

xeT2x[—1,1]
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As explained before, to get a bound of the last term in (4.52) in terms of
the L, norm we need to iterate the procedure and use again the representa-
tion formula (4.36) in the last term

t A~
a“zj ds |N'Rd|.,
-

! - t s -
<e™[ ds INIRNS-hll o g+e 2 - ds | ds'[uN;KN;H'nw,q
- =

s~

+e 2 |IN'KN%. K| w,q] (4.53)

In this way all the terms in (4.53) are analogous to terms already discussed
in the first part of the proof but the term containing 4. The problem with
this term is that it can be estimated in terms of the L norm of & but we
need to gain a small factor and N¥_ cannot provide it. Hence we have to
repeat the previous argument and use (4.36) to represent @ on the bound-
ary in terms of the function evaluated on the point on the boundary
reached after a finite amount of time.
We get

t P~
e[ ds INIRNS- I,

-

! ~ A~ — —
< Wy +e 2| ds INIRNS-[H 2L 0 + o 1] g
-
t s -~
+s"’-j dsf &[|N'RNS-NT-H'|, ,
t~ L
+e 2 |N'RN*_N7_Ko| w,q} (4.54)

By using the properties of N, and K and the bounds on the integral in the
exponential as discussed before the second term in (4.54) is bounded by
&), .

Finally we get

t
SUp [0 f| < o @l g+ &2 Ny + | ds INH'll g
.

(x, y)eT?

t s - - -

+e72 f ds j dS'TIIN,KNLH' || o, o+ 62 INLKNS KD, ]
= s

(4.55)
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Now we can apply all the previous arguments to get the following estimate
for the boundary term in (4.50)

1N Al o, 4

< sup [loag|+agl]
(x, y)eT

< C |{llco, g+ Ce* sup | H'| o, g + Ce =" sup B,  (4.56)
t t

Finally by (4.50) and (4.30) we have

sup [P, ,

07

< Ce® sup |Clloo, o+ Ce* sup [|H'll,

O0<1<i osr<i

+Cem " sup ||1‘3“2,2'H‘:#d/2 sup |,

osr<i O<r<i

This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.4.
To get the L® bound for @ we need to estimate the ||- ||, ,, norm in
terms of the |- |, , of ®@. Lemma 4.5 implies the following

Theorem 4.6. Define

|fl,=sup sup |(1+ |v])" f]

xeAd veR?
Let @ be the solution of (4.16), (4.17). Then if r > 3

sup |®|,<Ce~“*( sup |D|,+ sup |{],)

0gr<i [ EE 43 o<gr<i?

Proof. By (4.36) we have
‘ t ~
| Blo<[N-hlo+ | dsINH\o+e™> [ dsIN.RDlg
= -

By (4.40) and Lemma 4.5 (used with r= 400 and s replaced by g), for
q > dj2 we have

|®|o < Ce? sup |hlo+C sup |H'|o+C sup |4l ,

[ ESE 9] [ESES] 0y
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By (4.57) we get

|@[o<C sup |hlo+Ce’( sup |H'lo+ sup |H'll, ,+Ce® sup [{l )

0<sr&i/ 0<r</? O0<sr<s osr<i

+ Ce=*( sup || D]+ sup (L)

ESE 4] O<r<i

Because of the factor (1 + |v])" in the definition of |-|, and of the bounded-
ness of the space domain, if # >3 we have

1Moo, g SCIs Il <CUSL

Hence

sup |@],<C sup |hlo+Ce=( sup |D|,+ sup [¢],)

[ ES X3 [(EYE 4] 0grsi 0y

+ Ce* sup |H'|, (4.58)

osr<r
The boundary term ||, < Claf |+ |ag |+ 1{lo has been estimated
before by using (4.56). The containing H’ will be bounded using the Grad
estimate

|M=12Q%(f, &), <C M|, 1M~ "7, (4.59)

where Q% is the gain term of the collision operator.
By using (4.59) and the definitions of K', i=1, 2 we get

1R'®), < C M2, @],

,
||1?2¢||,.<CHM—”2 > S
n=2

Pl

Finally the regularity property of the hydrodynamic solution and Theorem
4.1 give

IK'e), < Cl®l,, IRl < C o], (4.60)
Hence, for ¢ small

sup |®lo< Ce~**( sup |D|,+ sup [(],) (4.61)

0<t<i 01 O0<r<i
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Finally we improve the |- |, norm to ||, norm by means of the Grad
estimate and the representation (4.36) of @

|®|, < C(e* sup |H'|,+ sup [{|,+ sup |&],_))

017 O<r<i O<r<i
By (4.59), iterating the previous inequality we get, for ¢ small,

sup |®|, < Ce? sup |D|,+C sup |®|o+C sup [£], (4.62)
t

0sr<si N EYE) O0<r<i
By putting together (4.61) and (4.62) we eventually get

sup |®],<Ce “*( sup |D|,+C sup [¢[,)

o<y o<y Ot

so proving the theorem.

Nonlinear Case
We conclude our discussion by proving the following

Theorem 4.7, There is g, such that, if e <eg, for 0 << there is a
unique solution to the initial boundary value problem (3.15), (3.20), (3.21)
verifying the following: for any positive integer / there is a constant ¢ >0
such that

IRl < Ce (4.63)
for any A< 1/(4T_).
Proof. Let &= RM ' Then (3.15) becomes
d,@+e" 0. VO+G-V, =L+ '['O+ 10+ D
with
D=e2i1-'2Q(/M &, /M &)+ *F~'4

and A given by (3.17).
By Theorem 4.6, for d =3 we have that

sup |@|, <&’ C( sup |M~'2Q(/M &, /M ®)|,+ sup |M~'?4],)

0<sr<i oI 0<r</

+&7%2C sup ||,

Osr<i
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By (4.12)

sup |®, < Ce"*(( sup [®],)*+¢ sup |M7'74],)+Ce™** sup [{],

o<r<i 0<t<? o<t Ostst‘(464)

By the arguments in ref. 7 we then get

sup [@,<¢'2C sup |M~"24|,+Ce™ sup [{],
t

(T4 o<y

The term { decays exponentially fast in &. Hence, by Theorem 4.1 the
estimate (4.63) follows.

5. THE STATIONARY CASE

The main difference between the results for the time dependent case of
previous Section and those for the stationary case we are going to present
is in the restriction to small values of the Rayleigh number, we need to deal
with the stationary problem. Therefore, at the hydrodynamical level we are
confined to the purely conductive solution. We hope to be able to extend
our method to the convective solutions which appear for larger values of
the Rayleigh number. The proof follows by arguments quite similar to
those presented in refs. 7, 8 to which we refer the reader for more details.
In this section we only give a sketch of the proof.

We start by recalling the stationary setup. We look for one-dimen-
sional solutions, namely for solutions not depending on x and y so that the
equation we consider is

0,0.f°+eG-V,f*=¢e"'Q(f f°) (5.1)
The boundary conditions are:

fi(=1,0)=a_M_(v), v,>0 (5.2)
fil,v)=a, M (v), v,<0 (5.3)

with M , (v) given by (3.5) and «, now independent on x, y and ¢, given
by (3.7), so that f* satisfies (3.6).

We construct the solution in the form (3.8) with f, to be determined
according to a bulk and boundary layer expansion. These terms are com-
puted as in the time-dependent case and a theorem similar to Theorem 4.1
can be stated also in this case. We only discuss the remainder equation
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because its solution requires a different technique. This equation has the
form

0 0 1
b: o R—¢G % R == FLR+LYR+eLPR+e*Q(R, R) + 624 (5.4)

F4

with £V and £@R defined in (3.16). Moreover, A4 is given by

0z ov,

0 0 0
A= —vz—B7+G—(B@LsB7)+(G°+G*)$[bﬁ+ +ebit]

0
ov,

+(G°+Gr)—[bg +eb7 ]+ Y " 0(fi, fr)  (55)

k,mz=1
k+m=8

The boundary conditions on R are given by (3.20), (3.21). R satisfies the
normalization condition (3.22) and the vanishing flux condition

jdvqu(z, 0)=0 for ze[—1,1] (5.6)

The theorem below summarizes the results about the existence of
stationary solutions.

Theorem 5.1. Let M be the Maxwellian with parameters p, 7 _
and vanishing mean velocity. Put

A 2— .
Fov*=3T_ > (5.7)

=M — —_—
Ji <ﬁ+ 272 b

with 7 and @ the thermal conduction solution of the OBE corresponding to
the temperatures 7 and T, =T _(1 —2¢1), namely

O=T_il+z), 7= —ﬁ{——l] z

Then there are 15> 0 and ¢, >0 such that, if 1<, and ¢<¢,, there
is a stationary solution to the boundary value problem above such that

|f* = (M +efy)], < Ce? (5.8)

Sketch of the Proof. We follow the strategy of the previous section:
first we get a L, bound and then the L_ bound. In the present case we
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cannot use the initial condition to satisfy the normalization condition.
Therefore, we satisfy the conditions (3.22) and (5.6) by choosing the con-
stants a5 along the lines of ref. 8.

Observe that (5.6) is satisfied for any ze [ —1, 1], once it is satisfied
at one point, because fdv v,R(z, v) does not depend on z in consequence
of (5.4).

We write R as

R=K®) M+ /T & (5.9)

with
1
(@)=~ d| dvR(zv) (5.10)
—1 R

so that (3.22) is satisfied. Therefore we have oy =(7_/2n) ' p~'I(®). It
is easy to check (see ref. 8) that the function & has to solve the following
boundary value problem:

oD od 1. ~ ~
U, ——6G—=-LOP+L'®+ N D+&*Q(D, D)+ £°A
0z v, ¢

d(—1,v)=M"V¥", v,>0

D, 0)=BM (V) M~'2 40 M2 0,<0

fdv v, &8 =0 (5.11)
where (T =—3%_,&" yF and fr=a} —ay. the linear operator 4@ is
defined by

6
N =eL*® + (/M cb)[ y S”Zf,,J (5.12)
n=2

The non linear term is given by

1 - - - -
D, P)=—= Mo, /MD 200/ M @) L 5.13
O(®, ) \/MQ(\/ VM D)+ 21 /M D) (5.13)

In this way there is no normalization condition on the function @. The
quantity a; represents both the outgoing flux of fx at z= —1 and the
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integral of R over z and v. The constant S is determined so that R satisfies
condition (5.6) at the point z=1, ie.

dvv.R(1,0) +j

v, <

Br=|

v.>0

dvv, (5.14)
0

To construct the solution of (5.11), we first consider the following
linear boundary value problem: given D on [ —1,1]xR? and {* on
{veR® st v, 50}, find R satisfying

oD od 1. ~
v, ——&eG—=-L®+L' @+ ¥V D+ D (5.15)
0z o, ¢

and the last three conditions (5.11).
As usual we introduce @ and @ the hydrodynamic and the non-hydro-

dynamic part of @ respectively. Multiplying (5.15) by & and integrating
over velocity, we have

%(v:¢2> =%<q‘biq‘>> +{(PLD) + (PN DD + (DD
By integrating over z, using (4.25), (4.27) and (4.28) we get
Loy ()= coern(—1)
2 z 2 z
1 - _ R _
< —CE @I+ C[A+e] @] [l + @)1+ D] 2l

Here ||®|>={", dz | dv ¢*v. One can check (see ref. 8) that the Lh.s. of this
inequality is positive. Therefore we get

D)2 < Ced || | @] +¢ ID] | D]

Using the inequality xy <kx*+ y*/4k with x=|®|, y=¢ |®| and a
suitably small k, we find

1D)2< Ce?A | @)2 +¢ | DIl || + Ce? | D||? (5.16)

To ~bound the hydrodynamical part, we multiply (5.15) by v. ¥,
¥,=./M x,, i#2 and integrate over [ —1, z] x R,
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0

(/
ov, ]
Following ref. 7, pp.68-69, we can prove that p, have the following
estimate:

Denoting p,(z) =<v, ¥, D), we get

z

|
p,-(z):pl.(—l)-{—Ll dz’fdv UZY’,-[EL¢+LI¢+&/V¢+EG

_ n | 1/2
pA=Di<| CLIBI 191+ 1D 11
Using (5.16) this inequality becomes
R | 172 | R
pia<| caidiB1 ;01191 C| L1+ 191 (s

Since <v,® /M > =0, we can decompose P as

=Y hY,

i#2

Therefore

piz)=Y hB;+{v¥®>

i#2
with B a non-singular matrix. This allows to estimate 4, and hence & as
. 1 -1 .
[Pl <C ;IICI3II+EHDII+/1 Il (5.18)
so that for A small enough we get
R I - 1
el <Ci—l2f+- 1Dl (5.19)
Combining (5.16) and (5.19) we get

- 5 1
|2l <Dl el <C Dl (5.20)

Note that the only point where we need 4 small is in the step from (5.18)
to (5.19).
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L, Bounds

To write the integral form of the linear equation (5.15) we follow the
approach in ref 11. the notation is as follows: The “total energy” is
E(z,v)=v?/2 4+ V(z) with ¥(z) =¢G(z +1). The lines with fixed E are the
characteristic curves of the equation

of

of
025_8681)2 =0

For E(z, v) > V(Z') we define
v5(v, 2, 2') =\ /2E(z,v) — 2V(Z")
v(z, 2') = (v,, v, 03(0, 2, 2'))
Rv = (vy, 0y, —,)
Av(z, 2') = (v, vy, —V3(v, X, X'))
Moreover call z*(z, v) the function implicity defined by the equation
E(z,v)=V(z")
Finally put

(7 vin o(z, 7)) _ (%, v(n, Ru(z, 7))
Q. .(v)= L, by A (0)= L e

Consider the equation

oP oo 1 1
UZFZ_—EGO—IJZ+EV¢_EH (8.21)

with boundary conditions
fA£Lv)y=hv)*, ©,20

The solution of (5.21) can be written in an integral form as: for v, > 0:
_ 1
f(Z, U)=h (U(Za -1))exp _EQZ,—I(U)

z 1 1 1
e ! ! ——Q_. .
+f_]dz . z,)H(z,v(z,z }) exp . L0y (5.22)
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for v, <0 and E< V(1)

flz,v)=h"(v(z, —1))exp —[EI_Q_J‘ . +—};?/2.Q_.+‘:}

=t 1 1 1
+ f dz! ——— H(Z', v(z, 2')) exp —[—Q:+‘_.I+—%Q_.+‘_.]
0 v4(0, z, 2') I3 e

z+ 1
+J dz' l—l—, H(Z', Rv(z,2')) exp —— A2, 2,] (5.23)
e (vs(v, 2, 2') ¢ ’ '

for v,<0 and E> V(1)

1 1

& 04(v, 2, 2")

fuJ»=up—%9L4mhww;1n+fﬂﬁ
x H(z', v(z, z')) exp —é Q. . {5.24)

We can write the previous formulas in a compact form as

f=Vh+TH (5.25)

where
Viflz,0) =x(v.>0) h~(v(z, —1))€Xp—'i:9z, —1(v)

1
Voflz,v)=x(v.<0) y(E< V(1)) h~(v(z, —1)) exp - [Q.+ |+ 22, .]

]
Vaf(z, v)=x(0.<0) y(E> V(1)) 7 (v(z, 1)) exp ——£2, .

The definition of 7 is given in a similar way.
By slightly modifying the proof in ref 11 to take into account the
factor s it is possible to prove the following Lemmas (see also ref. 7).
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Lemma 5.2. For any integer r >0 there is a constant ¢ such that
the integral operator T satisfies the following inequality,

ITH|, <c (5.26)

r

Here

|1, =sup (1 +[o])" | f(z, v)|

Lemma 5.3. For any ¢ >0 and for any r > 2 there is a constant C;
such that

NTH) C, [v~2H| +4 |H]|, (5.27)

1
<7
Here

12
V= s ([ avision?)

ze[—1,1]
We write (5.14) in the form (5.21) with
H=R®+eLd+cL'®+eND +eD (5.28)

and h* =@(+1,v) given by (5.11). Combining these Lemmas and using
the properties of the operator L one gets

Theorem 5.4. There exists a constant C such that for any r >3 the
solution of (5.15) verifies

1
Id5|r<CL lv="2@ll, +—= llev="2D|| +¢|DI, +|Vhl,  (529)
Je Je

Noting that ||v~2D| < |v~'D|; and using (5.19) we get

1
1P|, < C—=|D|,_, +|4h|, (5.30)

N
Finally (5.30) implies

|RI='7|,< C /e |IT~"2D|,_, +|Vh|, (5.31)
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The term containing A involves fr which still depends on &. To
estimate it, we follow the method in ref. 8.

Equation (5.25) allows to express fx in terms of T H and the restric-
tion of @(—1, v) to v, > 0. We have the estimate

f v, K2h(1, v)

v.>0
cr1/2 ) — 1

= f v, M Sh™(v(z, —1)) exp _EQ:,Vl(U)

v, >0

: ’1 ! ' ’ 1

+f_ldz gu3(v,z,z’)H(Z’v(z’Z))exP sg“'(U)H

<lsl+| | ”:MWTH’ (5.32)
v,>0

with s, =¢*#M "2 and |s,|= SUp,, so.: s+ (v)l. By (5.25), using the
Schwartz inequality and

1 oG
dzl;]—](z, v(l, z)) exp —%lez(v)<Cf dzexp[ —z]<C
Z 0

—1 &vs(yv 1,2)
we get
j sz”ZTH}
v, >0
N 1 12
<e '2C M2 dy v H?
¢ L:>0v2 “_, Yy o)
1 12
<e 7| |v,]'/2M'/2“ dyleZ}
v, >0 - —1

Finally, using again the Schwartz inequality and recalling the expression of
frin (5.14) we get

Br<cle 2 v HI, + sl (5.33)

Using now the form of H in (5.28)

Br<cle 2 v='®|,+ leD], + |s]]
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As a consequence (5.31) becomes
|RM2|, < C. /e |[B7\2D|, _,+ C |8V, + |72 7|, (534)

which concludes the analysis of the linear case. The non-linear problem is
dealt with by a fixed point argument and the final result is

Theorem 5.5. There exist >0, g,> 0 and a constant C such that,
if <4, and e<g, there is a solution to the boundary value problem

(3.20), (3.21), (5.4), (5.6) such that for any r =0
M ~'2R|, < Ce? |M 24|, (5.35)

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

APPENDIX

In this appendix we show how to get L, estimates for the boundary
terms. We will prove (4.24). To this end it is enough to prove

S+ ::afo" dterdxdyJ

v, >

dvo, |®(x, p, 1,05 1)
0

NG

where H,(.):=H(-,t) is defined in (4.44). In fact by substituting the
expression of H, we get

2
+ sup (-, 0)I3 (A.1)

Ot/

]
<8“f dt

0

e lv=12H, |17
<|v="2Re,|*+ &% v '2K'e, |2

+et v 2R, |2 +¢* I1D, 1’ < C 1,117 +¢* | D,)?

s0 proving (4.24).

We use (4.36) to express the value of the function @ in the point z=1.
We remark that the characteristics ¢ which is on the boundary z =1 with
velocity v, v,>0 at time ¢~ — ¢ had to start at time 0 either from some
point in the bulk or from the boundary z= —1. In the first case the
boundary term % in (4.36) is zero otherwise we get @(x', y', —1,v";¢),
v}, >0 where

x,:x_'_vx(t*—t)s yl=x+vy(t7_t)a U’=U—G(fi—t)
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Hence

|®|% (x, y, 1,0; t)

fo
<20@1*(t7,x, ¥, =1,0')) exp {—Zf dS;V(fps_,(x, » 1, v))}
-
!
+2U ds H(s, ¢, (%, y, 1, ))
-

X exXp {—L’ ds’ % W _(x, y, 1, v))H g (A2)

By the boundary condition on @ we have
¢(t_a -xla y’9 _13 vl)
=ap(t7,x, ), =) M_(') M=)+ {(v'), ;>0

so that by Schwartz inequality we get
[ wavier,x,y, —1,v)
v;>0

<Clg? (7%, Y, =)+ C[ v, dol¢)
v, >0

>

But a; is expressed again in terms of the value of @ on the boundary
z= —1 and for negative z-component of the velocity, namely

2
@o=|[ ol VAo x, 5 -10)|
v, <
<C[ oo, ¥y, —1,0)
v,<0

z

We observe now that the integral

J‘i ds v((ps—t(x’ Vs _1’ U))

when evaluated on the characteristics going from one boundary to another
is bounded from below. In fact we can use the bound on v, v(x,v)>
co(1 + |v]) to check that this integral for the trajectory perpendicular to the
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boundary, namely v, =v,=0, v, >0 is greater than ¢ times the width of the
slab and this is the worst case since for the other trajectories is even

greater. As a consequence, we can estimate the exponential in the first row
of (A.2) as e~ In conclusion we get

hn
f dt[dxdy Lo"” . 1B (17, %, y's =1, 0')
' 1
Xexp{—Zf_dS?V(¢x_,(x, J’,l,U))}
n
<Ce—C/6U dzfdxdyj dolv,] |®12 (4, x, 3, —1, )
0 vz<0

+ sup (03] (A3)

0y

To get the previous expression we have replaced x', y’ and ¢~ with x, y and
t, since the respective Jacobians are equal to one.

In this way we still do not have any explicit estimate of the boundary
term in (A.2), because it contains the values of @ at z= —1 for negative v.
which is still unknown. However, we can use the representation (4.36)
again to express it back in terms of the function in z=1 so to get a set of
coupled equations for the boundary terms. Hence we consider

S-;=—gj"dtj dedy [ dov, |9 (x,y, ~LuD)  (Ad)
0 T2 v, <0

Equation (A.3) implies

St<Ce  “P[S™+ sup [ |3]+e#™ (A.5)

0<r<y

where

L =L:' dt er dx dyjdu |v, | Ut dsH(s, ¢, _(x, y, £1,0))

t

t 1 2
X €eXp {_I ds’ ? v((ps’-!(x9 Vs il’ U))}]
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As above we use (4.36) to find a bound for S . Define

[v]?
E—F+ G(z+ 1)

We have: for v, <0, E>0
D(x,y, —1,0v;¢t)

t 1
— (i, X, ', 1, o) exp {—j ds 55, . — 1, u))}
)
+| ds His, 0, (x, y, =1,0))
)

’ 1
X eXp {—j ds’?v((p‘v,_,(x, y, —1, v))} (A.6)

For v,<0, E<O0

&(x, y, —1, v 1)

=@(t,x", y", — exp{ j ds e, [(x,y, =1, ))}
t
+ [ ds Hs, gt x, y, = 1,0))
.-

Xexp{ j dS (ps 7tx’ Vs '_15 ))} (A'7)

where (x", y", —1,0")= (p, _{x, y, —1,v) and ¢’ is the characteristics
starting from —1 with v7> 0.

These two formulas correspond to the case in which the characteristics
starts from z =1 with velocity v/, <0 and to the case in which it starts from
z= —1 with ¢7>0 and then come back to the boundary z= —1. This
second possibility appears because of the presence of the force: the kinetic
energy is such that the trajectory does not reach the opposite boundary but
instead goes back after a time depending on the balance between kinetic
energy and potential energy. In that case the total length / for a trajectory
with v, =0=v, is given by

—G[UZ]2

The other trajectories give a larger value to this integral,



Boltzmann Equation in Boussinesq Regime 1175

Hence the square of the second term in the first row of (A.7),
integrated on time, space and velocity, is bounded as

! C
B::f I dtJ dx dyj i 1B]% (x", y", =1,0";t) exp 4 —5 v?
0 T2 v, <0 &

t C
=[] axay [ podier ey — Lot o n e { St}
0 T2 v, >0 &

(A.8)
using that v2 = —uv,. The function @ in the integral in (A.8) is evaluated for
z=—1 and v.> 0 so that we can express it in terms of a as follows, for

v.>0:

|®)2 (x", y", — 1, 0%, v}, 0.3 1)

Sap M2 M+ (0)?

sC“

v, <

2
do 0,] /T D(x", 3", — 1,11, ol v, t)] B+ ()
0 ,

SCH | dolo 191 (<", ', —L ol 0 )+ (C0F (A9)

<

Equation (A.9) implies for B the following bound

Bscj'dtjdxdy[

t
0 v.<

dv || | @7 (x", ¥, =1, v, v}, 0.5 1)
0

C ,
xjdv|v2|Mexp{—g—gvf}—%devlvzl(C)zexp{—?v;} (A.10)
We have that
. C ., )
Jdv|v:|Mexp —Gi<Ce (A11)
Finally

1
B<C [ di [dxdy [ dolo |91 (", y", =1, 0%, 0,5 1)
0 v.<0

+&% sup (7|3

o<rs

=CeS +e*sup |13
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The contribute of the first term in (A.7) to S~ is
eJ‘l] dtjdxdyf dv|v,| P12 (x, ¥, L, v;¢t7)
0 U:<0

¢ 1
xexp {~[ ds 5o, ix 3~ L)}

<ef "difdxdy | dolo DRIk (s 1500) 41 1E)

‘ v
X CXp {——L_ ds;((ﬂs—r(x, Y, — 1’ v))}

éCe‘C/EUO[' dtfdxdyf

v, >

dv |v,| |PI* (X, ', 1,05 1)
0

+ sup lmi]

O0<t<y

=Ce™“F[ST +¢ sup [(F]3]

0<1<y
Summarizing we can write

ST<Ce[S™ +exp[ —Cle] ST +¢ sup [(T|3]+ek

0<r<y
where # = # " + o . This implies, for & small,

S-<L<Ce [S*+e sup [LI3]+eH

05y
Putting together (A.5) and (A.14) we get

S*<Ce# + sup [{]3)

o<ty

ST <Ce#+ sup |L|3)

O0<r<n

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

To conclude the argument we now provide an estimate for #. By the

Schwartz inequality applied to the integral over s, we have
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|in|<J;ldtfdxdyfdv|u,|J dx (s 0s_dx, y, £1,0))

7
X r_ dsv(s, ,_(x, y, +1,v))

xexp{ J ds S W(@e_[x, y, 21, v))}

< Ce? j dtfdxdyfdvh) If ds

— (s @s_[x, y, £1,v))
\/— (A.16)

Consider the term

ol wf

and the following change of variables (¢, v,) = (&, w)

(s, Q% y, £1,0))

é=§(t):=il+—1~vz(t——s)+lG(t—s)2, w=0v,+ G(t—5s)
I 2e

whose Jacobian is ¢ |v,| ~'. Denote also by #(¢) the inverse of &(¢). We have

v E Z=8J;::)df '[:; dsfdw

- (S, X(é, W), y(é! W), é’ Uys Uy W))

Hence

NG

2
(s, x, v) (A.17)

|#|<é’ L:l ds J;zdxfdv
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