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Abstract. We study the Boltzmann equation with hard sphere in a near-equilibrium setting.
The initial data is compactly supported in the space variable and has a polynomial tail in

the microscopic velocity. We show that the solution can be decomposed into a particle-like part

(polynomial tail) and a fluid-like part (Gaussian tail). The particle-like part decays exponentially
in both space and time, while the fluid-like part corresponds to the behavior of the compressible

Navier-Stokes equation, which dominates the long time behavior and exhibits rich wave motion.

The nonlinear wave interactions in the fluid-like part are precisely characterized and therefore
we are able to distinguish the linear and nonlinear wave of the solution. It is notable that

although the solution has polynomial tail in the velocity initially, the transition process from

the polynomial to the Gaussian tail can be quantitatively revealed due to the collision with the
background global Maxwellian.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The model. The Boltzmann equation is a fundamental model in the collisional kinetic the-
ory, which describes the evolution of a phase space distribution function of moderately dilute gas.
Precisely, the Boltzmann equation reads

(1)

 ∂tF + ξ · ∇xF = Q(F, F ),

F (0, x, ξ) = F0(x, ξ),
(t, x, ξ) ∈ R+ × R3 × R3,

where F (t, x, ξ) is the distribution function for particles at time t > 0, position x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈
R3 and microscopic velocity ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ R3, and initial data F0 (x, ξ) ≥ 0 is given. Here the
Boltzmann collision operator Q (·, ·) is given by

Q (G,F ) =

∫
R3

∫
S2
|q · n| [G (ξ′∗)F (ξ′)−G (ξ∗)F (ξ)] dndξ∗

where q = ξ − ξ∗ is the relative velocity and the post-collisional velocities satisfy

ξ′ = ξ − [(ξ − ξ∗) · n]n, ξ′∗ = ξ∗ + [(ξ − ξ∗) · n]n.
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It is well known that the global Maxwellians are the steady solutions to the Boltzmann equation.
In the perturbation regime near the Maxwellian, we look for the solution in the form of

(2) F = M+ f , F0(x, ξ) = M+ εf0,

where ε > 0 sufficiently small, with a perturbation function f to M. Here the global Maxwellian
M is normalized as

M =
1

(2π)
3/2

exp

(
−|ξ|2

2

)
.

Substituting (2) into (1), the perturbation function f satisfies the equation

(3)

{
∂tf + ξ · ∇xf = Lf +Q (f, f) ,

f |t=0 = F0(x, ξ)−M =εf0, (x, ξ) ∈ R3 × R3,

where
Lf = Q (M, f) +Q (f,M) .

In fact, L can be split into
Lf = −ν +K,

with

ν (ξ) =

∫
R3

∫
S2
|q · ω|M (ξ∗) dωdξ∗ ∼ (1 + |ξ|) ,

Kf =

∫
R3

∫
S2
|q · n| [M (ξ′∗) f (ξ′) + f (ξ′∗)M (ξ′)− f (ξ∗)M (ξ)] dndξ∗.

Note that this kind of perturbation (2) allows the initial data to have a polynomial tail in the

microscopic velocity, which is different from the standard perturbation, F = M +
√
Mf , where

initial data is assumed to have a Gaussian tail.
It is known that there are extensive studies on the standard perturbation, including the global

existence, time-asymptotic behavior, and even the pointwise structure, see [7, 16, 27, 28] and
the references therein. It would be very interesting to see that can we still obtain the precise
space-time structure of the solution for initial data with a polynomial tail?

Moreover, since the perturbation setting describes the collisions between a small amount of
released particles and the ambient particles that have reached thermal equilibrium, the physical
intuition suggests that the distribution of the released particles will also approach thermal equi-
librium over a long period, namely, it will become close to a Gaussian in terms of the microscopic
velocity. It is a challenge problem that is it possible to give a quantitative description of the
transition process?

The main goal of this paper is to answer the above two questions. Specifically, we will construct
a pointwise estimate of solution to (3) with respect to all variables, space, time, and velocity.
The estimate not only exhibits the wave motion in space-time, but also reveals how the solution
transitions from a polynomial tail to a Gaussian tail.

1.2. Review of previous works. Concerning the polynomial tail perturbation for collisional
kinetic equation, there has been substantial progress recently. For the torus case, it was initiated
by Gualdani-Mischler-Mouhot [17] for the Boltzmann equation with hard sphere. It was then
generalized by [8] for Landau equation, by [1, 18] for the Boltzmann equation without angular
cutoff, and by [5] for the Boltzmann equation with soft potentials. For the whole space case, we
refer to [9, 6] for the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation and [13] for the cutoff Boltzmann equation.
These works mainly focused on global existence and large time decay of the solution, whereas our
study aim at providing a more quantitative description of the structure of the solution.

Next, we review some space-time pointwise results closely related to the current study. It
was initiated by Liu [22] for 1D viscous conservation laws, then developed to multi-dimensional
compressible Navier-Stokes equation [10, 12, 23, 24]. There are two key ingredients. The first
is the construction of Green’s function for the linearized system, where rich wave phenomena,
such as dissipative Huygens wave, diffusion wave, Riesz wave are identified. The other one is the
careful estimate of nonlinear wave couplings between the above basic wave patterns. As is known,
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the long time behavior of the Boltzmann equation is governed by macroscopic fluid. There are
some parallel results for Boltzmann equation with standard Gaussian tail. The result for 1D hard
sphere Boltzmann equation was constructed by Liu-Yu [25]. As the nonlinear interaction is strong
in 1D, the authors need to extract the so called “kinetic Burger equations” to close the nonlinear
problem. Later, [26, 27] obtained the explicit structure of Green’s function for the linearized
Boltzmann equation with hard sphere in 3D. Recently, [20] constructed the explicit structure
of the relativistic Boltzmann equation for “hard ball”, an exponentially sharp ansatz similar to
structure in [10] was justified. In these works, the nonlinear interactions have been estimated to
the extent necessary to close the nonlinear ansatz.

The transition from polynomial tail to Gaussian tail is related to the decay estimates for large
velocities in the Boltzmann equation. For space homogeneous case, there are extensive studies on
L1
v moments or pointwise decay, both for polynomial and exponential weight, see [2, 3, 11, 15]

and references therein. For space inhomogeneous case, the results are relatively fewer. Generation
of polynomial moments in L1

v or pointwise sense was established under suitable moment bound
conditions for hard potential with or without cutoff, see [4, 17, 19]. Different from the conditional
results, our result provides a dynamic process for Gaussian tail generation in the perturbation
regime.

1.3. Notations. Before stating our main results, we introduce some notations used in this paper.

We denote wβ (ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩β = (1 + |ξ|2)β/2 , β ∈ R. For the microscopic variable ξ, we denote

|g|Lp
ξ
=
(∫

R3

|g|pdξ
)1/p

if 1 ≤ p < ∞, |g|L∞
ξ

= sup
ξ∈R3

|g(ξ)|,

and the weighted norms can be defined by

|g|Lp
ξ,β

=
(∫

R3

∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β g∣∣∣p dξ)1/p if 1 ≤ p < ∞, |g|L∞
ξ,β

= sup
ξ∈R3

∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β g(ξ)∣∣∣ .
The L2

ξ inner product in R3 will be denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩ξ, i.e.,

⟨f, g⟩ξ =

∫
f(ξ)g(ξ)dξ.

For the Boltzmann equation with hard sphere, the natural norm in ξ is | · |L2
σ
, which is defined as

|g|2L2
σ
=
∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩ 1

2 g
∣∣∣2
L2

ξ

.

For the space variable x, we have similar notations, namely,

|g|Lp
x
=

(∫
R3

|g|pdx
)1/p

if 1 ≤ p < ∞, |g|L∞
x

= sup
x∈R3

|g(x)|.

Finally, with X and Y being two normed spaces, we define

∥g∥XY =
∣∣|g|Y ∣∣X ,

and for simplicity, we denote

∥g∥L2 = ∥g∥L2
ξL

2
x
=

(∫
R3

|g|2L2
x
dξ

)1/2

.

For any two functions f(x, t) and g(x, t), we define the space-time convolution as

f(x, t) ∗x,t g(x, t) =
∫ t

0

∫
R3

f(x− y, t− τ)g(y, τ)dydτ.

For any two real numbers a and b, we define a ∧ b = min{a, b}.
For simplicity of notations, hereafter, we abbreviate ≤ C to ≲, where C is a constant depending

only on fixed numbers.
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1.4. Main theorem and significant points of our results. In order to achieve our goal,
we introduce the decomposition f = f1 +

√
Mf2. Here f1 corresponds to the part with only

polynomial tail, while
√
Mf2 has Gaussian tail. Heuristically, the closer a distribution function

to a Gaussian, the closer the behavior resembles macroscopic hydrodynamics. Therefore, one may
expect f1 behaves like particle, and f2 behaves like fluid.

The following coupled system designed for f1 and f2 is to realize one’s intuition:

(4)

 ∂tf1 + ξ · ∇xf1 = −ν (ξ) f1 +Ksf1 +Q (f1, f1) +Q
(
f1,

√
Mf2

)
+Q

(√
Mf2, f1

)
,

∂tf2 + ξ · ∇xf2 = Lf2 +Kbf1 + Γ (f2, f2) ,

with initial data

f1 (0, x, ξ) = f1,0 (x, ξ) = εf0 (x, ξ) , f2 (0, x, ξ) = f2,0 (x, ξ) = 0,

where

Lg =
1√
M

[
Q
(
M,

√
Mg

)
+Q

(√
Mg,M

)]
is the so called linearized Boltzmann collision operator,

Γ (f2, f2) =
1√
M

Q
(√

Mf2,
√
Mf2

)
is the nonlinear Boltzmann collision operator, and K = Ks +M1/2Kb with

Ks := χ{|ξ|≥R}K, Kb := M−1/2χ{|ξ|<R}K

for a constant R > 0 large enough, χ{·} being the indicator function.
It is noted that similar decomposition was also employed in [6] for Boltzmann equation without

angular cutoff. Based on this decomposition, we have the main theorem as follows:

Theorem 1. Let β > 4 be sufficiently large. Assume that f0 ∈ L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x is compactly supported in

the variable x for all ξ

f0 (x, ξ) ≡ 0 for |x| ≥ 1, ξ ∈ R3.

Then for any fixed δ > 0, there exists ε > 0 small enough such that the solution f of (3) exists for

t > 0 and it can be decomposed as f = f1 +
√
Mf2, where f1 and f2 satisfy (4) with the following

estimates:
For f1, we have ∣∣1{⟨ξ⟩≤t}f1

∣∣ ≲ ε ⟨ξ⟩−β
e−c0[⟨ξ⟩2+(t+|x|)]

and ∣∣1{⟨ξ⟩>t}f1
∣∣ ≲ ε ⟨ξ⟩−β

e−c0[⟨ξ⟩t+(t+|x|)]

for some positive constant c0.
For f2, we have

|f2|L∞
ξ,β

≲ ε

 1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂(1+t)

+(1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + e
− t+|x|

ĉδ



+ ε21{|x|≤(c+δ)t}

(1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1


for some positive constants D̂, D̂0, ĉδ. Here c =
√

5/3 is the sound speed associated with global
Maxwellian M.

Several remarks on the main theorem are in order:
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• The main result is the combinations of Theorems 9, 10, and 15. In Theorem 9, we
obtain the global wave structure, which is accurate in the time-like region but only shows
polynomial decay for f2 in the space-like region. In Theorem 10, the estimate in space-like
region is further improved to be exponentially sharp. Theorem 15 describes the dynamic
process of transition from polynomial tail to Gaussian tail for f1.

• The result shows that the polynomial tail part f1 decays exponentially in both space and
time, while Gaussian tail part

√
Mf2 exhibits rich wave phenomena and dominates the

solution at large time. This is consistent with our intuition: the polynomial and Gaussian
tail parts are associated with particle-like and fluid-like behaviors, respectively.

• In the estimate of f2, we see that the terms consist of ε and ε2 orders. The ε order
terms represent linear waves, such as Huygens, diffusion, and Riesz waves, as given by
the Green’s function. The ε2 order terms arise from nonlinear interactions between these
basic waves. They consist of polynomial versions of Huygens and diffusion waves, primarily
concentrate inside the acoustic wave cone. Compared to the linear waves, the nonlinear
waves not only have a ε2 order magnitude, but also decay faster by (1 + t)−1/2 than their
linear counterparts. However, previous works [10, 12, 20, 23, 24] only showed that they
have the same decay rates. Thus, our results provide a more accurate description for the
nonlinear effect, based on sharper estimates of nonlinear wave couplings.

• The polynomial tail of the solution is fully captured by f1 part. The pointwise estimate of
f1 in velocity variable thus shows how the polynomial tail transitions to a Gaussian tail.
Specifically, f1 only exhibits a polynomial tail initially, as time evolves it immediately
acquires an exponential tail. As time continues to evolve, the particles with velocity

⟨ξ⟩ < t will become Gaussian tail, while the non-Gaussian part is of the order e−t2 and

any moments generated by the non-Gaussian part are bounded by e−t2 . Therefore, as
time tends to infinity, the distribution function will eventually transit to a Gaussian tail;
but however, the transition cannot be completed in any finite time.

• The assumption that the initial data has compact support in space is unessential. It is
not hard to generalize to the case where the initial data decays polynomially in space, but
in this case, the space-like behavior should be modified accordingly. We do not pursue
this, as our focus is on the quantitative description of wave motion and the transition to
a Gaussian tail.

1.5. Ideas and strategies. We now outline the ideas and strategies for the proof of the main
theorem.

1.5.1. Global wave structure. Let us begin with Theorem 9, the global wave structure of the so-
lution. Consider the coupled system (4). Let St and Gt be the solution operators to the damped
transport equation and (standard) linearized Boltzmann equation respectively, namely, g(t) ≡ Stg0
solves

∂tg + ξ · ∇xg + ν (ξ) g = 0, g(0, x, ξ) = g0 ,

and g(t) ≡ Gtg0 solves

∂tg + ξ · ∇xg − Lg = 0, g(0, x, ξ) = g0 .

Then by Duhamel principle, solutions f1 and f2 to (4) satisfy the following coupled integral system
(5)
f1(t) = εStf0 +

∫ t

0

St−τKsf1(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0

St−τ
[
Q(f1, f1) +Q(f1,

√
Mf2) +Q(

√
Mf2, f1)

]
(τ)dτ,

f2(t) =

∫ t

0

Gt−τKbf1(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0

Gt−τΓ(f2, f2)(τ)dτ.

The essential step for constructing global wave structure is to find out the accurate ansatz for the
solution.

We neglect the nonlinear effects for the time being. In the equation for f1, if R is chosen
sufficiently large, the integral operator Ks can be regarded as a perturbation of the damped
transport operator. This results in an exponential decay of f1 in both space and time. We
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then substitute the estimate of f1 into the integral equation for f2, requiring consideration of∫ t

0
Gt−τKbf1(τ)dτ . The explicit structure of Green’s function G is constructed in [26, 27] (we

stated it in Lemma 8), showing rich wave structures, including a dissipative Huygens wave (acoustic
wave described by a moving heat kernel), a diffusion wave (thermal wave described by a stationary
heat kernel), a Riesz wave (related to vorticity of macroscopic fluid, described by a polynomial
analogue of diffusion wave confined in the wave cone), and a space-time exponential decay term.
The estimate of f2 is given by the convolution of the Green’s function and the source term Kbf1,
inheriting a structure similar to that of the Green’s function (see Lemmas 19-21). This indicates
that f1 can be viewed as particle-like wave, while f2 can be viewed as fluid-like wave.

Next, we incorporate nonlinear effects. In designing the coupled system, we intentionally placed
all nonlinear terms involving f1 in the first equation of (4), as it describes the particle-like behavior.
The term Γ(f2, f2) is included in the second equation, as it is associated with the fluid-like behavior.

The key term is
∫ t

0
Gt−τΓ(f2, f2)(τ)dτ , which accounts for the nonlinear wave interactions. A

fundamental property is that the nonlinear operator Γ is purely microscopic, and when acted
upon by the Green’s operator, it gains an extra 1

2 -order time decay. Substituting the linear
estimates leads to the convolution estimates:(
Diffusion+Huygens+Riesz+Exponential decay

)
√
1 + t

∗
(x,t)

(
Diffusion+Huygens+Riesz+Exponential decay

)2
.

The main effort is to provide sharp estimates of these convolutions. Without delving into the
details, we provide a heuristic explanation of the interaction process here. We illustrate this with
the convolution of two Huygens waves.∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− s)−5/2e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(t−s) (1 + s)−4e
− (|y|−s)2

C1(s+1) dyds,

where c = 1 for simplicity. The following figure is to explain the interaction process:

Figure 1. Interaction between two Huygens waves

Here, the source (1 + s)−4e
− (|y|−s)2

C1(s+1) is plotted as a forward cone with thickness
√
s, and the

propagator (1 + t − s)−5/2e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(t−s) is plotted as a backward cone with thickness
√
t− s.

The space is represented in 2D in the figure. The interaction essentially occurs in the following
space-time region:{

(y, s)
∣∣ ||x− y| − (t− s)| ≤ O(1)

√
t− s and ||y| − s| ≤ O(1)

√
s
}
.

Inside this region, the exponential term in Huygens wave is not effective, and the decay is mainly
due to time decay factor. The key point is the sharp estimate of the volume for this space-time
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region. In Section 6.2, we first provide some heuristic calculations. In fact, our rigorous estimates
are greatly motivated by the heuristics. We identify the strong interaction region (which appears
in the regions D4 and D5 of Section 6) and perform very careful estimates there. The results
match those obtained by the heuristic argument.

Through these sharp convolution estimates, we propose an appropriate ansatz, which is expo-
nential decay for f1 and polynomially sharp for f2 as the main focus here is the region inside wave
cone, where only polynomial decay can be expected. Justifying the ansatz involves even more
complicated convolution estimates, but the underlying idea remains similar. Additionally, the
damped transport operator St is used to compensate the loss of velocity decay from the nonlinear
operator Γ in the justification for f1 (see Lemmas 4 and 5). Our result distinguishes between
the linear and nonlinear parts of the solution, significantly improving upon previous results in
[10, 12, 20, 23, 24], where the nonlinear couplings and the linear part have the same decay rate.

1.5.2. Exponential decay outside the acoustic wave cone. In Theorem 9, we obtain space-time ex-
ponential decay for f1, but for f2, we only achieve a polynomial decay estimate. This is because
we designed a polynomial-type ansatz to facilitate the control of the nonlinear part of f2. This
ansatz is accurate for the structure inside the acoustic wave cone. However, since the initial data
has compact support in space and f2 corresponds to a fluid structure that propagates at a finite
speed, we expect the solution to decay exponentially outside the wave cone.

To observe the behavior of f2 outside the cone, we multiply a suitable weight function on f2 and
prove an L∞ bound of the weighted solution through regularization and energy estimates. This
approach for obtaining the space asymptotic behavior of the Boltzmann equation was developed
in our previous work [21], and here it is adapted to handle f2.

It is worth mentioning that in our previous work, we proved exponential decay outside a wave
cone |x| < Mt for a sufficiently large M . Here, through careful calculation of the micro projection,
we show that f2 indeed decays space-time exponentially outside the wave cone |x| < (c + δ)t for
any positive δ (see Theorem 10), where c is the sound speed. This result is more consistent with
physical reality.

1.5.3. The transition from polynomial tail to Gaussian tail. In the decomposition f = f1+
√
Mf2,

the latter already exhibits Gaussian tail. Therefore, studying the transition process is equivalent
to examining the generation of the Gaussian tail for f1. The mechanism for generating velocity
decay comes from e−ν(ξ)t in the damped transport operator St:

Stg0 = e−ν(ξ)tg0(x− ξt, ξ).

At first glance, it seems that f1 can gain arbitrary velocity decay as time evolves. However, the
upper bound for velocity decay is limited by the coupling between f1 and

√
Mf2, specifically by

the term ∫ t

0

St−τ
[
Q(f1,

√
Mf2) +Q(

√
Mf2, f1)

]
(τ)dτ

in the second equation of (5). The velocity weight will ultimately be slowed down by
√
Mf2 as it

decay at most as a Gaussian. We design a suitable weighted function

eκ⟨ξ⟩min{⟨ξ⟩∧t}

to capture this feature. By carefully analyzing the commutator between this weight function and
the Ks, Q operators, we complete the description of dynamic transition process (see Theorem 15).

It is interesting to note that the mechanism for gaining velocity weight and the limitation of
the maximal generation both stem from collisions with the global Maxwellian. This is entirely
consistent with our physical intuition.

1.6. Organization of the paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we
first prepare some basic properties of the integral operator K, and present some estimates for the
damped transport equation and the linearized Boltzmann equation. In Section 3, we construct the
global wave structures of the solution, fully utilizing sharp nonlinear wave interactions. In Section
4, we apply the weighted energy estimate to prove that the solution indeed decays exponentially
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in space-time outside the wave cone. In Section 5, we provide a quantitative description of how
solution approaches a Gaussian tail in terms of the microscopic velocity. Finally, we present the
proof of all kinds of wave interactions in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

To begin with, we study some essential properties of the collision frequency ν (ξ), the operator
K and the collision operator Q. It is well known that there exist two positive constants ν0 and ν1
such that

ν0 ⟨ξ⟩ ≤ ν (ξ) =

∫
R3

∫
S2

|q · n|M (ξ∗) dndξ∗ ≤ ν1 ⟨ξ⟩

for all ξ ∈ R3. In [5, Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 6.2], the following estimates of the collision kernel
have been proved.

Lemma 2 ([5]). For any β > 4, there exists a constant Cβ > 0 depending only on β such that∫
R3

∫
S2

|ξ − ξ∗|
wβ (ξ)

wβ (ξ′∗)
e−

1
4 |ξ

′2
dndξ∗ ≤ C

β
ν (ξ) + Cβ

ν (ξ)

(1 + |ξ|)2

and ∫
R3

∫
S2

|ξ − ξ∗|
wβ (ξ)

wβ (ξ′)wβ (ξ′∗)
dndξ∗ ≤ C

β
ν (ξ) + Cβ

ν (ξ)

(1 + |ξ|)2
.

where C > 0 is a universal constant independent of β. Here wβ (ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩β.

Using this lemma, one can get the estimates for the operators K and Q.

Lemma 3 ([5]). For any β > 4, there exists a constant Cβ > 0 depending only on β such that

⟨ξ⟩β |Kf | ≤

(
C

β
ν (ξ) + Cβ

ν (ξ)

(1 + |ξ|)2

)
|f |L∞

ξ,β

and ∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β Q (f, g)
∣∣∣ ≤ Cβν (ξ) |f |L∞

ξ,β
|g|L∞

ξ,β
.

Moreover, for any R > 0,

χ{|ξ|≥R} ⟨ξ⟩
β |Kf | ≤

(
C

β
+

Cβ

R2

)
ν (ξ) |f |L∞

ξ,β
.

In order to study the first equation of (4), we introduce the damped transport operator St, that
is, Stg0 is the solution of the equation:

∂tg + ξ · ∇xg + ν (ξ) g = 0, g(0, x, ξ) = g0 .

Lemma 4. Let β > 4 and M > 0. Assume that U (t, x, ξ) and h(t, x, ξ) satisfy∣∣∣ν (ξ)−1
U (t, x, ξ)

∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ Ae−
t+|x|

c

and

|h (t, x, ξ)|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Be−
t+|x|

c

for some constants A, c > 0 with ν0

2 > 1
c . If g satisfies the integral equation

g (t, x, ξ) =

∫ t

0

St−τ (Ksh+ U) (τ, x, ξ) dτ ,

then

|g(t, x, ξ)|L∞
ξ,β

≤ 2(A+ ηB)e−
t+|x|

c ,

where

η = η(β,R) =

(
C

β
+

Cβ

R2

)
.
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Proof. Let y = x− (t− τ) ξ, we have∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β g (t, x, ξ)∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

e−ν(ξ)(t−τ) ⟨ξ⟩β [Ksh (τ, x− ξ (t− τ) , ξ) + U (τ, x− ξ (t− τ) , ξ)] dτ

∣∣∣∣
≤

∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (ν (ξ))

−1
e−

ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) ⟨ξ⟩β [|Ksh (τ, y, ξ)|] dτ

+

∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (ν (ξ))

−1
e−

ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) ⟨ξ⟩β |U (τ, y, ξ)| dτ

≤ η

∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) · sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) |h (τ, y, ξ)|L∞

ξ,β
dτ

+

∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) · sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) ∣∣ν−1(ξ)U (τ, y, ξ)

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

dτ

≤ 2(A+ ηB)e−
t+|x|

c .

The proof is completed. □

Lemma 5. Let α > 0 and ρ > 0. Assume that V (t, x, ξ) satisfies∣∣∣ν (ξ)−1
V (t, x, ξ)

∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If g satisfies the integral equation

g (t, x, ξ) =

∫ t

0

St−τV (τ, x, ξ) dτ ,

then

|g(t, x, ξ)|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Cα,ρ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

for some constant Cα,ρ > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 4. It suffices to verify that∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−ρ

dτ

≤ Cα,ρ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

Let 0 ≤ τ ≤ t. If |y| > |x| /2, then(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−ρ

≤

(
1 +

|x|2

4 (1 + t)

)−ρ

≤ 4ρ

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

,

and thus

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−ρ

≤ 4ρ (1 + τ)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If |y| ≤ |x| /2, then

e−
ν0
2 |x−y| ≤ e−

ν0|x|
4 ≤ Cρ

(
1 + |x|2

)−ρ

≤ Cρ

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

,

and so

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−ρ

≤ Cρ (1 + τ)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

.
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Therefore, ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−ρ

dτ

≤ (Cρ + 4ρ)

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (1 + τ)

−α
dτ

≤ Cα (Cρ + 4ρ) (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

□

Lemma 6. Let α > 0 and ρ > 0. Assume that W (t, x, ξ) satisfies∣∣∣ν (ξ)−1
W (t, x, ξ)

∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If g satisfies the integral equation

g (t, x, ξ) =

∫ t

0

St−τW (τ, x, ξ) dτ ,

then

|g(t, x, ξ)|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Cα,ρ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

for some constant Cα,ρ > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 4 and it suffices to verify that∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−ρ

dτ

≤ Cα,ρ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

We consider two cases |x| ≥ ct and |x| ≤ ct.

Case 1: |x| ≥ ct. We split R3 into two parts

{y ∈ R3 : ||y| − cτ | > |x| − ct

2
} and {y ∈ R3 : ||y| − cτ | ≤ |x| − ct

2
}.

If ||y| − cτ | ≤ |x|−ct
2 , then

|x− y| ≥ ||x| − |y|| = ||x| − cτ + cτ − |y|| ≥ ||x| − cτ | − ||y| − cτ |

≥ |x| − ct− |x| − ct

2
=

|x| − ct

2
,

and thus

e−
ν0
2 |x−y| ≤ e−

ν0||x|−ct|
4 ≤ Cρ

(
1 + (|x| − ct)

2
)−ρ

≤ Cρ

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If ||y| − cτ | > |x|−ct
2 , then(

1 +
(|y| − cτ)

2

1 + τ

)−ρ

≤

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

4 (1 + t)

)−ρ

≤ 4ρ

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−ρ

.
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Therefore, ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

(1 + τ)

)−ρ

dτ

≤ (Cρ + 4ρ)

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−ρ ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (1 + τ)

−α
dτ

≤ Cα (Cρ + 4ρ) (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

Case 2: |x| ≤ ct. If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
2 + |x|

2c , then

t− τ ≥ t−
(
t

2
+

|x|
2c

)
=

ct− |x|
2c

≥ 0,

and thus

e−ν0(t−τ) ≤ e−
ν0
2c (ct−|x|) ≤ Cρ

(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−ρ

≤ Cρ

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

It implies that∫ t
2+

|x|
2c

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−ρ

dτ

≤ Cρ

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (1 + τ)

−α
dτ

≤ CαCρ (1 + τ)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If t
2 + |x|

2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ cτ+|x|
2 , then

cτ − |y| ≥ cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

≥ 0,

and so (
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−ρ

≤

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

16 (1 + t)

)−ρ

≤ 16ρ

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

If t
2 + |x|

2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > cτ+|x|
2 , then

|x− y| ≥ |y| − |x| ≥ cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

,

and thus

e−
ν0
2 |x−y| ≤ e−

ν0
8 (ct−|x|) ≤ Cρ

(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−ρ

≤ Cρ

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.

Consequently,∫ t

t
2+

|x|
2c

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

(1 + τ)

)−ρ

dτ

≤ (16ρ + Cρ)

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ ∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) (1 + τ)

−α
dτ

≤ Cα (16ρ + Cρ) (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

.
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Combining all the discussion, there exists a constant Cα,ρ > 0 such that∫ t

0

e−
ν(ξ)
2 (t−τ)ν (ξ) sup

y∈R3

e−
ν0
2 (t−τ+|x−y|) (1 + τ)

−α

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−ρ

dτ

≤ Cα,ρ (1 + t)
−α

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−ρ

,

as desired. □

For the second equation of decomposition (4), we list some basic properties of the linearized
Boltzmann collision operator L and nonlinear operator Γ as below.

It is well known that the null space of L

ker (L) = span {χ0, χ1, χ2, χ3, χ4},

is a five-dimensional vector space, where

χ0 = M1/2, χi = ξiM1/2, χ4 =
1√
6

(
|ξ|2 − 3

)
M1/2, i = 1, 2, 3.

Let P0 be the orthogonal projection with respect to the L2
ξ inner product onto ker(L), and P1 ≡

Id− P0. That is, for any g ∈ L2
ξ ,

P0g =

4∑
i=0

⟨χi, g⟩ξ χi , P1g = g − P0g .

The solution of the wave propagation is connected to the operator P0(ξ · ω)P0 for ω ∈ S2

(6)



P0ξ · ωEj = λjEj ,

λ0 = c , λ1 = −c , λ2 = λ3 = λ4 = 0 , c =
√

5
3 ,

E0 =
√

3
10χ0 +

√
1
2ω · χ+

√
1
5χ4 ,

E1 =
√

3
10χ0 −

√
1
2ω · χ+

√
1
5χ4 ,

E2 = −
√

2
5χ0 +

√
3
5χ4 ,

E3 = ω1 · χ ,

E4 = ω2 · χ .

where χ = (χ1, χ2, χ3), and {ω1, ω2, ω} is an orthonormal basis of R3.

Lemma 7 ([26]). The collision operator L consists of a multiplicative operator ν(ξ) and an integral
operator K, namely,

Lf = −ν(ξ)f +Kf ,

where ν(ξ) ∼ (1 + |ξ|) and
|Kg|L∞

ξ,η+1
≤ C |g|L∞

ξ,η
, η ∈ R,

for some universal constant C > 0.
The nonlinear operator Γ has the following estimate∣∣ν−1(ξ)Γ(g, h)

∣∣
L∞

ξ,η

≤ C |g|L∞
ξ,η

|h|L∞
ξ,η

, η ∈ R,

for some universal constant C > 0.

It is vital to get the space-time structure of the solution of the linearized Boltzmann equation

∂th+ ξ · ∇xh = Lh,

and we denote Gt as its solution operator.
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Lemma 8 ([26, 27]). The solution h = Gth0 of the equation

∂th+ ξ · ∇xh = Lh, h (0, x, ξ) = h0 (x, ξ) .

satisfies

∣∣Gth0

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0

 ∗x |h0|L∞
ξ,β

for any β > 3/2 and some constants C1, c0, D0 > 0, where h0 ∈ L∞
ξ,β(L

∞
x ∩ L1

x). Moreover, if
P1h0 = 0, then

∣∣Gth0

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1

 (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−2
(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0

 ∗x |h0|L∞
ξ,β

.

3. Global wave structure

In this section we will prove the global wave structure of the equation (3) which is described in
the following theorem.

Theorem 9. Let β > 4 be sufficiently large. Assume that f0 ∈ L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x is compactly supported in

the variable x for all ξ

f0 (x, ξ) ≡ 0 for |x| ≥ 1, ξ ∈ R3.

Then there exists ε > 0 small enough such that the solution f of (3) exists for t > 0 and it can be

written as f = f1 +
√
Mf2, where f1 and f2 satisfy (4) with

|f1|L∞
ξ,β

≤ 2C1ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|),

and

|f2|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0


+ 2C

(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1


for some positive constants B, C1,C, D̂0, ĉ0.

Proof. To clarify the space-time structures of the solutions f1 and f2 to (4), we design an iteration

{fn} with fn = fn
1 +

√
Mfn

2 , as follows:

(7)

 ∂tf
n+1
1 + ξ · ∇xf

n+1
1 + ν (ξ) fn+1

1 = Ksf
n
1 + U(fn

1 , f
n
2 )

∂tf
n+1
2 + ξ · ∇xf

n+1
2 = Lfn+1

2 +Kbf
n+1
1 + Γ(fn

2 , f
n
2 )

with

fn+1
1 (0, x, ξ) = εf0 (x, ξ) , f

n+1
2 (0, x, ξ) = 0, f0

1 (t, x, ξ) = f0
2 (t, x, ξ) = 0,

where

U(fn
1 , f

n
2 ) = Q (fn

1 , f
n
1 ) +Q

(
fn
1 ,

√
Mfn

2

)
+Q

(√
Mfn

2 , f
n
1

)
.
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We shall study the space-time structures of fn
1 and fn

2 . Now we rewrite (7) as integral forms: fn+1
1 = εStf0 +

∫ t

0
St−τ [Ksf

n
1 (τ) + U(fn

1 , f
n
2 )(τ)] dτ =: fn+1

1,1 + fn+1
1,2 ,

fn+1
2 =

∫ t

0
Gt−τKb

(
fn+1
1

)
(τ)dτ +

∫ t

0
Gt−τΓ(fn

2 , f
n
2 )(τ)dτ =: fn+1

2,1 + fn+1
2,2 .

First, one can see that f1
1 = f1

1,1, f
1
2 = f1

2,1 and f1
1,2 = f1

2,2 = 0. Since f0 is compactly supported
in the unit ball with respect to the variable x uniformly for all ξ, we have∣∣f1

1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|)

for some constant C1. In view of Lemmas 3, 8 and Lemmas 19 – 21, we get∣∣f1
2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

=

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

Gt−τKb

(
f1
1

)
(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C1ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]

· C1

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0

 ∗x,t e−
ν0
2 (t+|x|)

≤ 2C2C2
1

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]

· ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0



≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0

 .

In fact, by definition of fn
1,1, we have fn

1,1 = f1
1,1 for all n and so∣∣fn

1,1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|).

Now we choose β > 4 and R > 0 sufficiently large such that the constant η (β,R) defined in
Lemma 4 satisfies

η (β,R) =
C

β
+

Cβ

R2
<

1

8
.

Fixing such β and R, we shall prove that if ε > 0 is sufficiently small, we have∣∣fn
1,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|),

∣∣fn
2,1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0

 ,

∣∣fn
2,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1
 ,

for all n ∈ N by induction on n, here the large constant C > 0 will be determined later.
By induction hypothesis and Lemma 3, we have∣∣ν−1U (fn

1 , f
n
2 )
∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C
(
|fn

1 |
2
L∞

ξ,β
+ 2 |fn

1 |L∞
ξ,β

|fn
2 |L∞

ξ,β

)
≤ Cε∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

(
4C1 +B

(
1 + 2CBε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

))
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·C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|).

By Lemma 4,∣∣fn+1
1,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

=

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

⟨ξ⟩β St−τ [Ksf
n
1 (τ) + U(fn

1 , f
n
2 )(τ)] dτ

∣∣∣∣
≤

[
4η (β,R) + 2Cε∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

(
4C1 +B

(
1 + 2CBε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

))]
·C1ε∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|)

≤ C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|),

after we choose ε > 0 sufficiently small such that

2Cε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

(
4C1 + 2CB

(
1 +Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

))
< 1/2.

Therefore, ∣∣fn+1
1,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|),

and so ∣∣fn+1
1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|).

Likewise f1
2,1, we have

∣∣fn+1
2,1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

=

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

Gt−τKb

(
fn+1
1

)
(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C1ε∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]

·C1

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0

 ∗x,t e−
ν0
2 (t+|x|)

≤ 2C2C2
1

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]

·ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0



≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0

 .

Also, there exits a constant C3 > 1 depending on D̂0 and ĉ0 such that∣∣fn+1
2,1

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C2C2
1

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]
(8)

·ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
− 3

2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)− 3
2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0


≤ 2C3C2C2

1

[
(2π)

3
4 e

R2

4

(
Cν1
β

(1 +R) + Cβ

)]
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·ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

(1 + t)
− 3

2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1


≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

(1 + t)
− 3

2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1
 .

Since fn+1
2,2 satisfies the equation

∂tf
n+1
2,2 + ξ · ∇xf

n+1
2,2 = Lfn+1

2,2 + Γ (fn
2 , f

n
2 ) with fn+1

2,2 (0, x, ξ) = 0,

we further decompose fn+1
2,2 into two parts as fn+1

2,2 = hn+1
1 + hn+1

2 where hn+1
1 , hn+1

2 satisfy the
equations  ∂th

n+1
1 + ξ · ∇xh

n+1
1 + ν (ξ)hn+1

1 = Γ (fn
2 , f

n
2 ) ,

∂th
n+1
2 + ξ · ∇xh

n+1
2 + ν (ξ)hn+1

2 = Kfn+1
2,2 ,

with hn+1
1 (0, x, ξ) = hn+1

2 (0, x, ξ) = 0. By induction hypothesis and (8),

|fn
2 |L∞

ξ,β
=

∣∣fn
2,1 + fn

2,2

∣∣
L∞
ξ,β

≤
[
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

+ 2C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2]

·

(1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

+ (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2


≤ 2Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

(1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

+ (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2
 ,

so that∣∣ν−1Γ (fn
2 , f

n
2 )
∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C |fn
2 |

2
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 8C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2
(9)

·

(1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

+ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3
 .

In view of Lemmas 5 and 6, we have∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β hn+1
1

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β ∫ t

0

St−τΓ (fn
2 , f

n
2 ) (τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣(10)

≤ 8C2
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2
·

(1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

(1 + t)

)−2

+ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)−3


≤ C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

(1 + t)

)−2

+ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)−3
 .

As for hn+1
2 , we have ∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β hn+1

2

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣⟨ξ⟩β ∫ t

0

St−τK
(
fn+1
2,2

)
(τ, x, ξ) dτ

∣∣∣∣ .
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It follows from Lemma 7 that∣∣∣ν (ξ)−1 ⟨ξ⟩β Kfn+1
2,2

∣∣∣
L∞

ξ

≤ C

ν0

∣∣fn+1
2,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β−1

.

In view of Lemma 8 and (9), together with convolution estimates in Section 6.2, to be more
specific, Lemmas 22–27, we obtain∣∣fn+1

2,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β−1

=

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

⟨ξ⟩β−1 Gt−τΓ (fn
2 , f

n
2 ) (τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣
≤ C1ν1

 (1 + t)
− 5

2 e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−2
(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0

 ∗x,t
∣∣ν−1Γ (fn

2 , f
n
2 )
∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C1ν18C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2  (1 + t)
− 5

2 e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−2
(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
c0


∗x,t

(1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

+ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3


≤ 8C2C1ν1
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2
·

(1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

+ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

 .

Therefore, using Lemmas 5 and 6,∣∣hn+1
2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ C · C
ν0

8C2C1ν1
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2
(11)

·

(1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1


≤ C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1


after we choose C > 0 sufficiently large. Combining (10) and (11) gives

∣∣fn+1
2,2

∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

≤ 2C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1
 .

Consequently, we get the desired estimates for fn
1,2, f

n
2,1, f

n
2,2 by induction on n.

Finally, it is straightforward to prove that {(fn
1 , f

n
2 )} is a Cauchy sequence in L∞

ξ,β

(
L2
x ∩ L∞

x

)
.

As a consequence, (fn
1 , f

n
2 ) converges to (f1, f2) in L∞

ξ,β

(
L2
x ∩ L∞

x

)
and (f1, f2) solves the problem

(4) with

|f1|L∞
ξ,β

≤ 2C1ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
e−

ν0
2 (t+|x|),

and

|f2|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Bε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

 (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D̂0(1+t)

+1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0


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+ 2C
(
Bε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)2 (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1
 .

The proof of Theorem 9 is completed. □

4. Exponential decay outside the wave cone

In Theorem 9, the estimate for f1 is exponentially sharp, while the estimate of f2 is only
polynomially sharp. The reason is that, to facilitate the closure of nonlinearity, we focused on
the structure inside sound wave cone, so we chose a polynomial ansatz. However, since our initial
data is compactly supported in space and f2 represents the fluid part with an essentially finite
propagation speed. Therefore, we expect a faster decay in the space-like region.

In this section, we will improve the behavior of f2 outside the sound wave cone. Indeed, we can
prove that f2 has exponential decay both in space and time there. The result is stated as follows.

Theorem 10. Under the same assumption of Theorem 9, for any 0 < δ ≪ 1, if ε > 0 is sufficiently
small, there exists a large positive constant D depending on δ, such that for |x| > (c+ δ) t,

|f2|L∞
ξ,β

≤ Cδεe
− ⟨x⟩+t

D ,

where the constant Cδ > 0 is independent of time and Cδ → ∞ as δ → 0.

To attain this end, we consider the weighted nonlinear equation corresponding to (4). That is,

let u = fw := wf = u1 +
√
Mu2, ui = wfi (i = 1, 2), where the weight function is given by

w (t, x) = exp

(
⟨x⟩ −Mt

ℓ

)
,

c < M < c+ 1 and sufficiently large ℓ > 0. Note that by Theorem 9, f1 decays in space and time
exponentially, so that u1 can be controlled if ℓ is large enough, that is, there exists c0 > 0 such
that

∥u1∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
, ∥u1∥L∞

ξ,βL
2
x
≲ εe−c0t.

In view of (4), u2 satisfies the equation{
∂tu2 + ξ · ∇xu2 − w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)u2 = Lu2 +Kbu1 + Γ(f2, u2)

u2 (0, x, ξ) = 0.

After choosing ℓ > 0 large such that Mℓ−1 is small, we have

ν̃ (t, x, ξ) = ν (ξ) + w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw) ≥
3

4
ν (ξ) .

Under this situation, we are ready to estimate u2. Let T > 0 be a finite number. Denote

C∞
u2,T = ε−1 sup

0≤t≤T
∥u2∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x
, C2

u2,T = ε−1 sup
0≤t≤T

∥u2∥L∞
ξ,βL

2
x
.

Also denote

C∞
f2

= ε−1 sup
t≥0

(1 + t)
3/2 ∥f2∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x
, C2

f2
= ε−1 sup

t≥0
(1 + t)

3/4 ∥f2∥L∞
ξ,βL

2
x
,

which are finite due to Theorem 9.
To estimate u2, we design a Picard-type iteration: the zeroth order approximation u

(0)
2 is defined

as
∂tu

(0)
2 + ξ · ∇xu

(0)
2 + ν̃ (ξ)u

(0)
2 = Kbu1 + Γ(f2, u2), u

(0)
2 (0, x, ξ) = 0,

and define the jth order approximation u
(j)
2 , j ≥ 1, inductively as

∂tu
(j)
2 + ξ · ∇xu

(j)
2 + ν̃ (ξ)u

(j)
2 = Ku

(j−1)
2 , u

(j−1)
2 (0, x, ξ) = 0.

Thus, the wave part and the remainder part are defined respectively as follows:

W (m)
w =

m∑
j=0

u
(j)
2 , R(m)

w = u2 −W (m)
w ,



BOLTZMANN EQUATION 19

R(m)
w solving the equation

∂tR(m)
w + ξ · ∇xR(m)

w + ν̃ (ξ)R(m)
w = KR(m)

w +Ku
(m)
2 , R(m)

w (0, x, ξ) = 0.

In fact, m = 6 is enough to get the H2
x regularization estimate for the remainder part. Following

a similar argument as [21], we have

Lemma 11. Let β > 4 be large enough. Then for 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,∥∥∥u(j)
2

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

≲ εe−c0t + ε2C∞
u2,T (1 + t)

− 3
2 ,

∥∥∥u(j)
2

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,βL
2
x

≲ εe−c0t + ε2C2
u2,T (1 + t)

− 3
2 ,

for all integers j ≥ 0.

Lemma 12. For 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,∥∥∥u(6)
2

∥∥∥
L2

ξH
2
x

≲ εe−c0t + ε2C2
u2,T (1 + t)

− 3
2 .

Proposition 13. (the H2
x regularization estimate for R(6)

w ) Let 0 < δ ≪ 1. Then for M = c+25δ

and large ℓ > 0, the corresponding weighted remainder R(6)
w satisfies∥∥∥R(6)

w

∥∥∥
L2

ξH
2
x

≤ Cδ

(
ε+ ε2C2

u2,T

)
for some positive constant Cδ, Cδ → ∞ as δ → 0.

Proof. Note that

w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw) = −M

ℓ
+

ξ · x
ℓ ⟨x⟩

,∣∣∂xi

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]∣∣ ≤ 2 |ξ|
ℓ ⟨x⟩

,
∣∣∣∂2

xixj

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]∣∣∣ ≤ 6 |ξ|
ℓ ⟨x⟩2

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. Let 0 < δ ≪ 1. Consider the quantity

B (t) :=
∥∥∥R(6)

w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

+
δ2

4D4

3∑
i=1

∥∥∥∂xi
R(6)

w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

+

(
δ2

4D4

)2 3∑
i,j=1

∥∥∥∂2
xixj

R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

,

where the constant D =
(∫

R3

∑4
j=0 |ξ|χ2

jdξ
)1/2

> 1. The direct computation gives

1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

=

∫
R3

〈(
−M

ℓ
+

ξ · x
ℓ ⟨x⟩

)(
P0R(6)

w + P1R(6)
w

)
,
(
P0R(6)

w + P1R(6)
w

)〉
ξ

dx

+

∫
Rn

〈
LR(6)

w ,R(6)
w

〉
ξ
+

∫
R3

〈
Ku

(6)
2 ,R(6)

w

〉
ξ
dx,

1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥∂xiR(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

=

∫
R3

〈(
−M

ℓ
+

ξ · x
ℓ ⟨x⟩

)(
P0∂xi

R(6)
w + P1∂xi

R(6)
w

)
,
(
P0∂xi

R(6)
w + P1∂xi

R(6)
w

)〉
ξ

dx

+

∫
R3

〈
L
(
∂xi

R(6)
w

)
, ∂xi

R(6)
w

〉
ξ
dx

+

∫
R3

〈
R(6)

w ∂xi

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]
, ∂xi

R(6)
w

〉
ξ
dx+

∫
R3

〈
K∂xi

u
(6)
2 , ∂xi

R(6)
w

〉
ξ
dx,

1

2

d

dt

∥∥∥∂2
xixj

R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

=

∫
R3

〈(
−M

ℓ
+

ξ · x
ℓ ⟨x⟩

)(
P0∂

2
xixj

R(6)
w + P1∂

2
xixj

R(6)
w

)
,
(
P0∂

2
xixj

R(6)
w + P1∂

2
xixj

R(6)
w

)〉
ξ

dx

+

∫
R3

〈
L
(
∂2
xixj

R(6)
w

)
, ∂2

xixj
R(6)

w

〉
ξ
+

∫
R3

〈
∂xi

R(6)
w · ∂xj

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]
, ∂2

xixj
R(6)

w

〉
ξ
dx
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+

∫
R3

〈
∂xj

R(6)
w · ∂xi

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]
, ∂2

xixj
R(6)

w

〉
ξ
dx

+

∫
R3

〈
R(6)

w ∂2
xixj

[
w−1 (∂tw + ξ · ∇xw)

]
, ∂2

xixj
R(6)

w

〉
ξ
dx

+

∫
R3

〈
K
(
∂2
xixj

u
(6)
2

)
, ∂2

xixj
R(6)

w

〉
ξ
dx.

Using the fact that in (6)

P0

(
x · ξ
|x|

)
P0g = λ1 ⟨g,E1⟩ξ E1 + λ2 ⟨g,E2⟩ξ E2, x ̸= 0,

where λ1 = −λ2 = c, we have

1

2

d

dt
B (t)

= −1

ℓ

(
M − c− δ − 3δ − 81δ3

4D4

)∥∥∥P0R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

−
(
ν0 −

1

ℓ
− D2

4ℓδ
− 3δ

ℓD2
− 81δ3

4ℓD6

)∥∥∥P1R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

σL
2
x

+
δ2

4D4

3∑
i=1

{
−1

ℓ
(M − c− δ − 6δ)

∥∥∥P0∂xiR(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

−
(
ν0 −

1

ℓ
− D2

4ℓδ
− 6δ3

4ℓD6

)∥∥∥P1∂xiR(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

σL
2
x

}

+

(
δ2

4D4

)2 3∑
i,j=1

{
−1

ℓ
(M − c− 4δ)

∥∥∥P0∂
2
xixj

R(6)
∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

−
(
ν0 −

1

ℓ
− D2

4ℓδ
− 3δ

ℓD2

)∥∥∥P1∂
2
xixj

R(6)
w

∥∥∥2
L2

σL
2
xξ

}

+C
∥∥∥u(6)

2

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

∥∥∥R(6)
w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

+
δ2

4D4

3∑
i=1

[
C
∥∥∥∂xi

u
(6)
2

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

∥∥∥∂xi
R(6)

w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

]

+

(
δ2

4D4

)2 3∑
i,j=1

[
C
∥∥∥∂2

xixj
u
(6)
2

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

∥∥∥∂2
xixj

R(6)
w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
2
x

]

≤ 3C

∥∥∥u(6)
2

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

+
δ2

4D4

3∑
i=1

∥∥∥∂xi
u
(6)
2

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

+

(
δ2

4D4

)2 3∑
i,j=1

∥∥∥∂2
xixj

u
(6)
2

∥∥∥2
L2

ξL
2
x

1/2√
B (t)

≤ 3C
∥∥∥u(6)

2

∥∥∥
L2

ξH
2
x

√
B (t)

if we choose M = c + 25δ, and then choose ℓ > 0 sufficiently large such that ν0 − 166
ℓ − D2

4ℓδ > 0.
Under this choice, we have√

B (t) ≤
∫ t

0

3C
∥∥∥u(6)

2

∥∥∥
L2

ξH
2
x

dτ ≲ ε+ ε2C2
u2,T

by Lemma 12, so that ∥∥∥R(6)
w

∥∥∥
L2

ξH
2
x

≤ Cδ

(
ε+ ε2C2

u2,T

)
,

for some positive constant Cδ, Cδ → ∞ as δ → 0. The proof of this proposition is complete. □

Therefore, the Sobolev inequality implies that∥∥∥R(6)
w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
∞
x

≲ Cδ

(
ε+ ε2C2

u2,T

)
.

Combining this with Lemma 11, we have

∥u2∥L2
ξL

∞
x

≤
∥∥∥W (6)

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
∞
x

+
∥∥∥R(6)

w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
∞
x

≲
∥∥∥W (6)

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

+
∥∥∥R(6)

w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
∞
x

≲ εe−c0t + ε2C∞
u2,T (1 + t)

− 3
2 + Cδ

(
ε+ ε2C2

u2,T

)
.
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According to the wave-remainder decomposition, u2 = W (7) +R(7)
w and

R(7)
w =

∫ t

0

exp

(
−
∫ t

τ

ν̃ (r, x− (t− r) ξ, ξ) dr

)(
KR(6)

w

)
(τ) dτ .

Since ∥∥∥R(7)
w

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ L∞
x

≲
∫ t

0

e−
3
4ν0(t−τ)

∥∥∥R(6)
w

∥∥∥
L2

ξL
∞
x

(τ) dτ ,

we get

∥u2∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
≲ εe−c0t + ε2C∞

u2,T (1 + t)
− 3

2 + Cδ

(
ε+ ε2C2

u2,T

)
.

By finite steps of bootstrap argument, we obtain the desired L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x estimate for u2. Similarly,

by Lemma 11, Proposition 13, and the bootstrap argument, we obtain L∞
ξ,βL

2
x estimate for u2 as

well. We summarize the estimates for u2 as below.

Proposition 14. Let β > 4 be large enough and let 0 < δ ≪ 1. Then for M = c+ 25δ and large
ℓ > 0, the corresponding u2 satisfies

C2
u2,T ≤ C1

[
1 + εC2

u2,T + Cδ

(
1 + εC2

u2,T

)]
C∞

u2,T ≤ C2

[
1 + εC∞

u2,T + Cδ

(
1 + εC2

u2,T

)]
for some positive constants C1 and C2 dependent on ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,β(L
∞
x ∩L2

x)
but independent of T and δ.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 10. For any fixed 0 < δ ≪ 1, we take M = c+ 25δ, and
consider the weight function

w (x, t) = exp

(
⟨x⟩ −Mt

ℓ

)
,

with ℓ > 0 being chosen large. In view of Proposition 14, choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small gives

|u2|L∞
ξ,β

≤ CCδε,

for some positive constant C dependent on ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,β(L

∞
x ∩L2

x)
.

Note that |x| > (M + δ) t = (c+ 26δ) t, we have

⟨x⟩ −Mt =
δ

2M ⟨x⟩
2 + δ

2M

+
2 ⟨x⟩

2 + δ
2M

−Mt

>
δ

2M ⟨x⟩
2 + δ

2M

+
δ
2 t

2 + δ
2M

≥ δ (⟨x⟩+ t)

4M + δ
.

Then for |x| > (c+ 26δ) t,

e
δ(⟨x⟩+t)
(4M+δ)ℓ |f2|L∞

ξ,β
≤ |u2|L∞

ξ,β
≤ CCδε

which implies that

|f2|L∞
ξ,β

≤ CCδεe
− δ(⟨x⟩+t)

(4M+δ)ℓ .

The proof of Theorem 10 is complete.

5. The transition from polynomial tail to Gaussian tail

In this section, we study the behavior of f1 in the microscopic variable as t increases. We
provide a quantitative description of how the velocity variable transitions from a polynomial tail
to a Gaussian tail. The result is as follows:

Theorem 15. Let β > 4, R > 0 be sufficiently large and 0 < κ < min{1/4, ν0/2}. Assume that
f0 satisfies the same condition as in Theorem 9. If ε > 0 is sufficiently small, then there exists a
constant Cβ > 0 only depending on β such that

|f1 (t, x, ξ)| ≤ Cβε ⟨ξ⟩−β
e−κρ(ξ,t) ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

for all t ≥ 0, x ∈ R3, ξ ∈ R3, where ρ (ξ, t) = ⟨ξ⟩ (⟨ξ⟩ ∧ t). Consequently, for any fixed t > 0, then

|1{⟨ξ⟩≤t}f1| ≲ ε ⟨ξ⟩−β
e−κ⟨ξ⟩2
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and

|1{⟨ξ⟩>t}f1| ≲ ε ⟨ξ⟩−β
e−κt2 .

Firstly, we need some estimate for the weight function eκρ(ξ,t). For simplicity, we define

(12) ρ (ξ, t) = ρ (|ξ| , t) , ξ ∈ R3, t ≥ 0,

with ρ (z, t) =
(
1 + z2

)1/2 ((
1 + z2

)1/2 ∧ t
)
, t ≥ 0. Now, we give an inequality regarding the

function ρ.

Lemma 16. Let ρ (z, t) be a function defined by

ρ (z, t) =
(
1 + z2

)1/2 ((
1 + z2

)1/2 ∧ t
)

for z ∈ R and t ≥ 0. Then

ρ (a, t) + ρ (b, t) ≥ ρ
(√

a2 + b2, t
)

for all a, b ≥ 0.

Proof. If either a = 0 or b = 0, it is trivial. By symmetry, we may assume that b > a > 0 and so√
a2 + b2 > b > a > 0. In the following we discuss the inequality in four cases.

Case 1: t ≥
√
a2 + b2 > b > a > 0. Then

ρ (a, t) + ρ (b, t) = 2 + a2 + b2 = 1 + ρ
(√

a2 + b2, t
)
≥ ρ

(√
a2 + b2, t

)
.

Case 2:
√
a2 + b2 > b > a > t. Then

ρ
(√

a2 + b2, t
)

=
(
1 + a2 + b2

)1/2
t ≤

(
1 + a2 + 1 + b2

)1/2
t

≤
(
1 + a2

)1/2
t+

(
1 + b2

)1/2
t = ρ (a, t) + ρ (b, t) .

Case 3:
√
a2 + b2 > t > b > a. Then

ρ (a, t) + ρ (b, t) = 2 + a2 + b2 ≥
(
1 + a2 + b2

)1/2
t = ρ

(√
a2 + b2, t

)
.

Case 4:
√
a2 + b2 > b > t > a. Then

[ρ (a, t) + ρ (b, t)]
2 −

[
ρ
(√

a2 + b2, t
)]2

=
[
1 + a2 +

(
1 + b2

)1/2
t
]2

−
(
1 + a2 + b2

)
t2

=
(
1 + a2

)2
+ 2

(
1 + a2

) (
1 + b2

)1/2
t− a2t2 ≥ 2

(
1 + a2

)
t2 − a2t2 ≥ 0.

As a = b > 0, it is a consequence of Case 1-Case 3. Gathering all the cases, the proof is
complete. □

According to this lemma, we can prove the following weighted estimate regarding Q and K.

Lemma 17. Let β > 4, κ > 0 and let ρ (ξ, t) be defined by (12). Then there exists a constant
Cβ > 0 depending only on β such that

(13)

∫
R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β ⟨ξ′⟩β

eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗ ≤

(
C

β
+

Cβ

⟨ξ⟩2

)
ν (ξ) .

Moreover, if 0 < κ < 1
4 , we have

(14)

∫
R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β
e−

1
4 |ξ

′2 eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗ ≤

(
C

β
+

Cβ

⟨ξ⟩2

)
ν (ξ) .
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Proof. Let η = ξ′ − ξ and ω = ξ∗ − ξ′. Then η⊥ω, ξ′ = ξ + η, ξ∗ = ξ + η + ω, ξ′∗ = ξ + ω. By
change of variables,∫

R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β ⟨ξ′⟩β

eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗

≤
∫
R3

∫
{ω : η⊥ω}

1

|η|
⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ + ω⟩β ⟨ξ + η⟩β
eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ+ω,t)eκρ(ξ+η,t)
dωdη =: I.

We split ξ into two parts

ξ = ξ∥ + ξ⊥, ξ⊥ =
(ξ · η) η
|η|2

, ξ∥∥ω, ξ⊥⊥ω, |ξ|2 =
∣∣ξ∥∣∣2 + |ξ⊥|2 .

Then

I =

∫
R3

⟨ξ⟩β eκ[ρ(ξ,t)−ρ(ξ+η,t)]

⟨ξ + η⟩β |η|

∫
{ω : η⊥ω}

e
−κ

(
1+|ξ∥+ω|2+|ξ⊥|2

)1/2
((

1+|ξ∥+ω|2+|ξ⊥|2
)1/2

∧t

)
(
1 +

∣∣ξ∥ + ω
∣∣2 + |ξ⊥|2

)β/2 dωdη

=

∫
R3

⟨ξ⟩β eκ[ρ(ξ,t)−ρ(ξ+η,t)]

⟨ξ + η⟩β |η|

∫
R2

e
−κ(1+|ϖ|2+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2
[
(1+|ϖ|2+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2∧t
]

(
1 + |ϖ|2 + |ξ⊥|2

)β/2 dϖdη.

Making a change of variable by ϖ =

√
1 + |ξ⊥|2z gives∫

R2

e
−κ(1+|ϖ|2+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2
[
(1+|ϖ|2+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2∧t
]

(
1 + |ϖ|2 + |ξ⊥|2

)β/2 dϖ

=
(
1 + |ξ⊥|2

)− β−2
2

∫
R2

e
−κ(1+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2
(1+|z|2)

1/2
[
(1+|ξ⊥|2)

1/2
(1+|z|2)

1/2∧t
]

(
1 + |z|2

)β/2 dz

=
2π

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

∫ ∞

1

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ[⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ∧t]

ζβ−1
dζ.

If ⟨ξ⊥⟩ ≥ t, then

2π

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

∫ ∞

1

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ[⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ∧t]

ζβ−1
dζ =

2π

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

∫ ∞

1

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩tζ

ζβ−1
dζ

≤ 2π

β − 2

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩t

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
=

2π

β − 2

e−κρ(ξ⊥,t)

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
.

If ⟨ξ⊥⟩ < t, then ⟨ξ⊥⟩ ζ < t for ζ < t/ ⟨ξ⊥⟩ and thus

2π

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

∫ ∞

1

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ[⟨ξ⊥⟩ζ∧τ ]

ζβ−1
dζ =

2π

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

∫ t

⟨ξ⊥⟩

1

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩2ζ2

ζβ−1
dζ +

∫ ∞

t

⟨ξ⊥⟩

e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩ζt

ζβ−1
dζ


≤ 2π

β − 2

1

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

(
e−κ⟨ξ⊥⟩2 + e−κt2

)
≤ 4π

β − 2

e−κρ(ξ⊥,t)

⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
.

Therefore,

I ≤ 4π

β − 2

∫
R3

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ + η⟩β ⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

eκ[ρ(ξ,t)−ρ(ξ+η,t)−ρ(ξ⊥,t)]

|η|
dη.

Observe that |ξ⊥|2+|ξ + η|2 = |ξ⊥|2+|ξ|2+2ξ ·η+|η|2 = |ξ⊥|2+|ξ|2+2ξ⊥ ·η+|η|2 = |ξ|2+|ξ⊥ + η|2.
Hence,

ρ (ξ, t)− ρ (ξ + η, t)− ρ(ξ⊥, t) = ρ (|ξ| , t)− ρ (|ξ + η| , t)− ρ(|ξ⊥| , t)
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≤ ρ

(√
|ξ⊥|2 + |ξ + η|2, t

)
− ρ (|ξ + η| , t)− ρ(|ξ⊥| , t) ≤ 0,

the last inequality being valid due to Lemma 16. It follows

I ≤ 4π

β − 2

∫
R3

1

|η|
⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ + η⟩β ⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
dη =

4π

β − 2

∫
R3

1

|ξ′ − ξ|
⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′⟩β ⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
dξ′.

According to the estimate in the proof of [5, Lemma 2.11], there exists a constant Cβ > 0 depending
only on β such that

I ≤ 4π

β − 2

∫
R3

1

|ξ′ − ξ|
⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′⟩β ⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2
dξ′ ≤

(
C

β
+

Cβ

⟨ξ⟩2

)
ν (ξ) ,

where C > 0 is a universal constant. This completes the proof of (13).
For the estimate of (14), applying the same argument as (13), one gets∫

R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β
e−

1
4 |ξ

′2 eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗

≤ 4π

β − 2

∫
R3

1

|ξ′ − ξ|
⟨ξ⟩β

e
1
4 |ξ′2 ⟨ξ⊥⟩β−2

dξ′ .

Then one can modify the argument in [5, Lemma 2.11] (in fact, it is easier) to conclude our
result. □

Corollary 18. Let β > 4, κ > 0 and let ρ (ξ, t) be defined by (12). Then there exists a constant

C
′′

β > 0 depending only on β such that

eκρ(ξ,t) ⟨ξ⟩β |Q (g, h)| ≤ C
′′

β ν (ξ)
∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)g∣∣∣

L∞
ξ,β

∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)h∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

.

Moreover, for any R > 0, and 0 < κ < 1
4 , we have

χ{|ξ|≥R}e
κρ(ξ,t) ⟨ξ⟩β |Kf | ≤

(
C

β
+

Cβ

R2

)
ν (ξ)

∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)f ∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

.

Proof. We only prove the estimate of Q since the estimate of K is similar. By definition of Q,

eκρ(ξ,t) ⟨ξ⟩β |Q (g, h)| ≤
∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)g∣∣∣

L∞
ξ,β

∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)h∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

·

[∫
R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β ⟨ξ′⟩β

eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗

+

∫
R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

1

⟨ξ∗⟩β eκρ(ξ∗,τ)
dndξ∗

]
.

In view of Lemma 17,∫
R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

⟨ξ⟩β

⟨ξ′∗⟩
β ⟨ξ′⟩β

eκρ(ξ,t)

eκρ(ξ
′
∗,t)eκρ(ξ′,t)

dndξ∗ ≤ C ′
βν (ξ)

for some C ′
β > 0. By straightforward computation,∫

R3

∫
S2
|(ξ − ξ∗) · n|

1

⟨ξ∗⟩β eκρ(ξ∗,τ)
dndξ∗

≤ 4π

[∫
|ξ∗|≤|ξ|

|ξ − ξ∗|
1

⟨ξ∗⟩β
dξ∗ +

∫
|ξ∗|>|ξ|

|ξ − ξ∗|
1

⟨ξ∗⟩β
dξ∗

]

≤ (4π)
2

(
2 |ξ|
β − 3

+
2

β − 4

1

⟨ξ⟩β−4

)
.
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Hence,

eκρ(ξ,t) ⟨ξ⟩β |Q (g, h)| ≤ C
′′

β ν (ξ)
∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)g∣∣∣

L∞
ξ,β

∣∣∣eκρ(ξ,t)h∣∣∣
L∞

ξ,β

for some constant C
′′

β > 0 only depending upon β, as desired. □

Proof of Theorem 15. In virtue of (4), f1 can be expressed as

f1 = Stf0 +
∫ t

0

St−τ
[
Ksf1 +Q (f1, f1) +Q

(
f1,

√
Mf2

)
+Q

(√
Mf2, f1

)]
(τ) dτ .

Let T > 0 be any number and denote

u (t, x, ξ) = ⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t)f1 (t, x, ξ) .

Multiplying ⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t) on both sides of the integral equation gives

⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t)f1 = εSt
(
⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t)f0

)
+

∫ t

0

⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t)St−τQ (f1, f1) (τ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t)St−τ
[
Ksf1 +Q

(
f1,

√
Mf2

)
+Q

(√
Mf2, f1

)]
(τ) dτ

= : I + II + III.

At first, it is easy to see

(15) |I| ≤ ε
∥∥∥⟨ξ⟩β e−ν0⟨ξ⟩t+κ⟨ξ⟩t |f0|

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ L∞
x

≤ ε ∥f0∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
,

since κρ (ξ, t) ≤ κ ⟨ξ⟩ t.
As for II and III, we can find

e−ν(ξ)(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,t) ≤ e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,τ)

for all ξ and 0 ≤ τ ≤ t. To see this, for ⟨ξ⟩ > t, we have ρ (ξ, t) = ⟨ξ⟩ t and thus

e−ν(ξ)(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,t) = e−ν(ξ)(t−τ)eκ⟨ξ⟩t ≤ e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκ⟨ξ⟩τ = e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,τ);

for ⟨ξ⟩ ≤ t, we have ρ (ξ, t) = ⟨ξ⟩2, so that

e−ν(ξ)(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,t) ≤ e−ν0⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκ⟨ξ⟩
2

= e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκ⟨ξ⟩(⟨ξ⟩−t)+κ⟨ξ⟩τ

≤ e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,τ).

Therefore,

|II| ≤
∫ t

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)eκρ(ξ,τ) ⟨ξ⟩β |Q (f1, f1) (τ)| dτ ,

|III| ≤
∫ ∞

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ) ⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,τ)
∣∣∣[Ksf1 +Q

(
f1,

√
Mf2

)
+Q

(√
Mf2, f1

)]
(τ)
∣∣∣ dτ .

By Corollary 18, we have

(16) |II| ≤ C ′′
β sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥2L∞

ξ L∞
x

∫ t

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)ν (ξ) dτ ≤
C ′′

βν1

ν0 − κ

(
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

)2

.

Regarding III, in view of Theorem 9 and Corollary 18, together the fact that

eκρ(ξ,τ)
√
M = eκ⟨ξ⟩(⟨ξ⟩∧τ)e−

|ξ|2
4 ≤ eκ⟨ξ⟩

2− |ξ|2
4 ≤ e1/4,

we have ∫ ∞

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ) ⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,τ)
∣∣∣Q(f1,√Mf2

)
+Q

(√
Mf2, f1

)∣∣∣ dτ
≤ 2C ′′

β sup
0≤t≤T

∥u∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
· sup
0≤t≤T

∥∥∥eκρ(ξ,τ)√Mf2

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

∫ t

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)ν (ξ) dτ

≤

(
C̃βε

ν0 − κ
∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x
.
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By Corollary 18, ∫ ∞

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ) ⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,τ) |Ksf1| dτ

≤
(
C

β
+

Cβ

R2

)
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

∫ ∞

0

e−(ν0−κ)⟨ξ⟩(t−τ)ν (ξ) dτ

≤ ν1
ν0 − κ

(
C

β
+

Cβ

R2

)
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

≤ 1

4
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x
,

after choosing β > 4 and R > 0 sufficiently large. Hence,

(17) |III| ≤

(
1

4
+

C̃βε

ν0 − κ
∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x
.

Combining (15), (16) and (17), we have

sup
0≤t≤T

∥u∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
≤ ε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

+

(
1

4
+

C̃βε

ν0 − κ
∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

)
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

+
C ′′

βν1

ν0 − κ

(
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

)2

.

We may assume that
C′′

β ν1

ν0−κ > 1. Choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small such that

C̃βε

ν0 − κ
∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

<
1

4
and

(
4C ′′

βν1

ν0 − κ

)2

ε ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

< 1,

we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

∥u∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
≤ 2ε ∥f0∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

+
2C ′′

βν1

ν0 − κ

(
sup

0≤t≤T
∥u∥L∞

ξ L∞
x

)2

.

Since ∥u (0, x, ξ)∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
= ∥f1 (0, x, ξ)∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

= ε ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x
,

sup
0≤t≤T

∥u∥L∞
ξ L∞

x
≤
(
4C ′′

βν1

ν0 − κ

)
ε ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x
,

for any finite T > 0. Consequently,

⟨ξ⟩β eκρ(ξ,t) |f1 (t, x, ξ)| = |u (t, x, ξ)| ≤ Cβε ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞
ξ,βL

∞
x

for some constant Cβ > 0 depending only on β, i.e.,

|f1 (t, x, ξ)| ≤ Cβε ⟨ξ⟩−β
e−κρ(ξ,t) ∥f0 (x, ξ)∥L∞

ξ,βL
∞
x

for all t ≥ 0, x ∈ R3, ξ ∈ R3. □

6. Some convolution estimates

In this section, we will compute the interactions between different wave patterns, which are
essential for determining the precise space-time structure of the solution. Although these esti-
mates appear complicated, there is a clear physical picture behind them (see Section 6.2 for some
illustrations). The proofs in fact aim to translate this heuristic picture into refined convolution
estimates.

To facilitate the estimates, we decompose space-time domain into the following 5 regions:

D1 =
{
|x| ≤

√
1 + t

}
,

D2 =
{
ct−

√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct+

√
1 + t

}
,

D3 =
{
|x| ≥ ct+

√
1 + t

}
,

D4 =

{√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ 1

2
ct

}
,
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D5 =

{
1

2
ct ≤ |x| ≤ ct−

√
1 + t

}
.

6.1. Linear interaction.

Lemma 19 (Diffusion wave convolved with exponential decay).

(1 + t)
−3/2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t) ∗x,t e−
t+|x|
c0 ≲ (1 + t)

−3/2
e
− |x|2

D̂(1+t) + e−
t+|x|

ĉ ,

for some constants ĉ and D̂ > 0.

Lemma 20 (Huygens wave convolved with exponential decay).

A = (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) ∗x,t e−
t+|x|
c0

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂(1+t) + e−
t+|x|

ĉ ,

for some constants ĉ and D̂ > 0.

Lemma 21 (Riesz wave convolved with exponential decay).

B = 1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

∗x,t e−
t+|x|
c0

≲ 1{|x|<ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0 + (1 + t)

−2
e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t) ,

for some constants ĉ0, D̂0 > 0.

The proof of Lemma 19 is easy and hence we omit it.

Proof of Lemma 20 (Huygens wave convolved with exponential decay). We rewrite

A =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ .

We discuss the integral A in each domain Di (1 ≤ i ≤ 5) for which (x, t) belongs to.

Case 1: (x, t) ∈ D1. Direct computation gives

A ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
t

2c0
− |x−y|

c0 dydτ +

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|≤ cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

+

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

≲ e−
t

2c0 + e−
c2t

32D0

∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
|x−y|

c0 dydτ

+

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

≲ e−
t

2c0 + e−
ct

32D0 +

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ .

Note that if t
2 ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > cτ

2 , then

|x− y| ≥ |y| − |x| ≥ ct

4
−

√
1 + t ≥ ct

8
+

ct

8
−
√
1 + t ≥ ct

8
for t ≥ 40, so that ∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ
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≲ e−
ct
8c0

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) dydτ

≲ e−
ct
8c0

∫ t

t
2

(1 + τ)
−2+ 5

2 dτ ≲ e−
ct

16c0 ,

for t ≥ 40. Consequently,

A ≲ e−
t

2c0 + e−
ct

32D0 + e−
ct

16c0 ≲ e−
t+|x|

ĉ

for all t ≥ 0, where 1
ĉ = 1

2 min{ 1
2c0

, c
32D0

, c
16c0

}.

Case 2: (x, t) ∈ D2.

A ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
t

2c0 e−
|x−y|

c0 dydτ +

∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t)
−2

e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

≲ e−
t

2c0 + (1 + t)
−2 ≲ (1 + t)

−2 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e−
(|x|−ct)2

D(1+t) .

Case 3: (x, t) ∈ D3. We split the integral A into four parts

A =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ +

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ

= : A11 +A12 +A21 +A22.

Note that if |y| ≤ |x|+cτ
2 , then

|x− y| ≥ |x| − |y| ≥ |x| − cτ

2
=

|x| − ct

2
+

c (t− τ)

2
.

if |y| > |x|+cτ
2 , then

|y| − cτ >
|x| − cτ

2
=

|x| − ct

2
+

c (t− τ)

2
.

It immediately follows that

A11 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
|x−y|
2c0 e−

t
2c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 dydτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
|x−y|
2c0 e−

t
2c0

− 1
2c0

( |x|
2 − ct

4 )dydτ ≲ e−
t

2c0
− 1

2c0
( |x|

2 − ct
4 ) ≲ e−

t
2c0

− |x|
8c0 ,

A12 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) e−
t

2c0 e−
|x−y|

c0 ≲ e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) e−
t

2c0 ,

A22 ≲
∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|≥ |x|+cτ

2

(1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) .

As for A21,

A21 ≲
∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
|x|−ct
2c0 dydτ

≲ e−
|x|−ct
2c0

∫ t

t
2

(1 + τ)
−2+ 5

2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)
3
2 e−

|x|−ct
2c0 ≲ (1 + t)

3
2 e−

√
1+t
4c0 e−

|x|−ct
4c0

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e−
|x|−ct
4c0 ,

since |x| − ct ≥
√
1 + t. Now we discuss two cases: (i) |x| − ct ≤ 1

2 (1 + t), and (ii) |x| − ct ≥
1
2 (1 + t). For case (i),

|x| − ct ≥ 2 (|x| − ct)
2

1 + t
,
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which follows that

e−
|x|−ct
4c0 ≲ e

− (|x|−ct)2

2c0(1+t) .

For case (ii), it is easy to see
(1 + t) ≤ 2 (|x| − ct)

and thus

|x| = ||x| − ct+ ct| ≤ (|x| − ct) + ct ≤ (1 + 2c) (|x| − ct) < 4 (|x| − ct) ,

so that

e−
|x|−ct
4c0 = e−

|x|−ct
8c0 e−

|x|−ct
8c0 ≲ e−

(1+t)
16c0 e−

|x|
32c0 ≲ e−

t
16c0 e−

|x|
32c0 .

Hence,

A21 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2c0(1+t) + e−
t

16c0 e−
|x|

32c0 .

Combining all above estimates, we have

A ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂(1+t) + e−
t+|x|

ĉ

for some constants ĉ and D̂ > 0.

Case 4: (x, t) ∈ D4. We split the integral into two parts

A =

(∫ 2
3 t

0

+

∫ t

2
3 t

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: A1 +A2.

For A1,

A1 ≲
∫ 2

3 t

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
|x−y|

c0 e−
t

3c0 dydτ ≲ e−
t

3c0 ≲ e−
t

6c0 e−
|x|

3c0c

since
√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct/2.

For A2, we decompose R3 into two parts

A2 =

∫ t

2
3 t

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: A21 +A22.

If 2
3 t ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|+cτ

2 , then

cτ − |y| ≥ cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct

3
− ct

4
=

ct

12
≥ ct− |x|

12
.

If 2
3 t ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|+cτ

2 , then

|x− y| ≥ |y| − |x| ≥ cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct

12
≥ ct− |x|

12
.

Hence,

A21 ≲
∫ t

2
3 t

∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

144D0(1+t) ,

and

A22 ≲
∫ t

2
3 t

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

(1 + t)
−2

e−
t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 e−

ct−|x|
24c0 dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e−
ct−|x|
24c0 .

Since t ≥ 1 and ct− |x| > ct
2 ≥ c

4 (1 + t) for (x, t) ∈ D4,

c (1 + t) ≤ 4 (ct− |x|) ,
and thus

|x| = ||x| − ct+ ct| ≤ ct− |x|+ ct ≤ 5 (ct− |x|) ,
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which implies that

e−
ct−|x|
24c0 = e−

ct−|x|
48c0 e−

ct−|x|
48c0 ≲ e−

c(1+t)
192c0 e−

|x|
240c0 ≲ e−

ct
192c0 e−

|x|
240c0 .

Therefore,

A22 ≲ e−
t

96c0 e−
|x|

192c0 .

Combining this with A1 and A11, we get the desired estimate

A ≲ e−
t

6c0 e−
|x|

3c0c + (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

144D0(1+t) + e−
t

96c0 e−
|x|

192c0 .

Case 5: (x, t) ∈ D5. We split the integral A into three parts

A =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t
2+

|x|
2c

t
2

+

∫ t

t
2+

|x|
2c

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: A1 +A2 +A3.

It immediately follows that

A1 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e−
|x−y|

c0 e−
t

2c0 dydτ ≲ e−
t

2c0 ≲ e−
t

4c0
− |x|

4cc0 ,

and

A2 ≲
∫ t

2+
|x|
2c

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−2

e
− (|y|−cτ)2

D0(1+τ) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2
∫ t

2+
|x|
2c

t
2

∫
R3

e−
|x−y|

c0 e−
t−τ
2c0 e−

1
2c0

( t
2−

|x|
2c )dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e−
ct−|x|
4c0c .

For A3, we decompose R3 into two parts

A3 =

∫ t

t
2+

|x|
2c

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ = A31 +A32.

If t
2 + |x|

2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|+cτ
2 , then

cτ − |y| ≥ cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

.

If t
2 + |x|

2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|+cτ
2 , then

|x− y| ≥ |y| − |x| > cτ − |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

.

Hence,

A3 = A31 +A32

≲
∫ t

t
2+

|x|
2c

∫
|y|≤ |x|+cτ

2

(1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

16D0(1+t) e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

+

∫ t

t
2+

|x|
2c

∫
|y|> |x|+cτ

2

(1 + t)
−2

e−
|x−y|
2c0 e−

t−τ
c0 e−

ct−|x|
8c0 dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

16D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−2

e−
ct−|x|
8c0 .

Since
√
1 + t ≤ ct− |x| ≤ ct

2 ≤ c
2 (1 + t), we have

ct− |x| ≥ 2 (ct− |x|)2

c (1 + t)
,

and thus

e−
ct−|x|
4c0c ≲ e

− (ct−|x|)2

2c0c2(1+t) , e−
ct−|x|
8c0 ≲ e

− (ct−|x|)2
4c0c(1+t) .



BOLTZMANN EQUATION 31

Consequently,

A2 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

2c0c2(1+t) , A3 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

16D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

4c0c(1+t) .

Combining this with A1, we get the desired estimate. □

Proof of Lemma 21 (Riesz wave convolved with exponential decay). We compute the integral
for two cases: |x| > ct and |x| ≤ ct.

Case 1: |x| > ct. Let 0 ≤ τ ≤ t. If |x| > ct and |y| < cτ , then

|x− y| ≥ |x| − |y| ≥ |x| − ct+ ct− |y| ≥ |x| − ct ≥ 0.

Hence, ∫ t

0

∫
R3

e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 1{|y|<cτ} (1 + τ)
−3/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3/2

dydτ

≲ e−
|x|−ct
2c0

∫ t

0

∫
R3

e−
t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 (1 + τ)

−3/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3/2

dydτ

= e−
|x|−ct
2c0

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: B1 +B2.

It immediately follows that

B1 ≤ e−
t

2c0 e−
|x|−ct
2c0

∫ t
2

0

∫
R3

e−
|x−y|
2c0 (1 + τ)

−3/2
dydτ ≲ e−

t
2c0 e−

|x|−ct
2c0 .

As for B2,

B2 = e−
|x|−ct
2c0

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|≤ |x|

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|

2

)
e−

t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 (1 + τ)

−3/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3/2

dydτ

≤ e−
|x|−ct
2c0 e−

|x|
8c0

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|≤ |x|

2

e−
t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
4c0 dydτ

+(1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

e−
|x|−ct
2c0

∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|> |x|

2

e−
t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 dydτ

≲ e−
|x|−ct
2c0 e−

|x|
8c0 + (1 + t)

−3
e−

|x|−ct
2c0 ≲ (1 + t)

−3
e−

|x|−ct
2c0 .

since |x| > ct.
Now, we consider the cases: 0 ≤ |x|−ct ≤ 2c (1 + t) and |x|−ct ≥ 2c (1 + t). For 0 ≤ |x|−ct ≤

2c (1 + t), we have

|x| − ct ≥ (|x| − ct)
2

2c (1 + t)
,

so that

e−
|x|−ct
2c0 ≤ e

− (|x|−ct)2

4cc0(1+t) .

For |x| − ct ≥ 2c (1 + t), it follows that

|x| − ct =
|x|
2

+
|x|
2

− ct ≥ |x|
2

+
ct

2
≥ |x|

2
+

t

2
,

and thus

e−
|x|−ct
2c0 ≤ e−

|x|+t
4c0 .

Consequently, ∫ t

0

∫
R3

e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 1{|y|<cτ} (1 + τ)
−3/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3/2

dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−3

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4cc0(1+t) + e−
|x|+t
4c0 .

Case 2: |x| < ct. Direct computation gives

B ≲ e−
t

2c0

∫ t/2

0

∫
R3

e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

+(1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2 ∫ t

t/2

∫
|y|> |x|

2

e−
(t−τ)+|x−y|

c0 dydτ

+(1 + t)
−3/2

e−
|x|
4c0

∫ t

t/2

∫
|y|≤ |x|

2

e−
t−τ
c0 e−

|x−y|
2c0 dydτ

≲ e−
t

2c0 + (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

≲ e−
t+|x|
4cc0 + 1{|x|<ct} (1 + t)

−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

.

To sum up,

B ≲ 1{|x|<ct} (1 + t)
−3/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

+ e−
t+|x|
ĉ0 + (1 + t)

−2
e
− (|x|−ct)2

D̂0(1+t)

for some constants D̂0, ĉ0 > 0. □

6.2. Nonlinear wave interaction.

Lemma 22 (Diffusion wave convolved with Diffusion wave).

(1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

∗x,t (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Lemma 23 (Space-time exponential decay convolved with Huygens wave).

e−
t+|x|
c0 ∗x,t (1 + t)

−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.

Lemma 24 (Riesz wave convolved with Huygens wave).

I = 1{|x|≤ct} (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

∗x,t (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Lemma 25 (Huygens wave convolved with Huygens wave).

J = (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) ∗x,t (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2
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≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Lemma 26 (Huygens wave convolved with diffusion wave).

K = (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) ∗x,t (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Lemma 27 (Diffusion wave convolutied with Huygens wave).

L = (1 + t)
−2

e
− |x|2

D0(1+t) ∗x,t (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

We omit the proof of Lemma 22 and Lemma 23. Before we proceed to the detailed proof of
Lemmas 24-27, let us present some heuristic calculations to help understand the mechanism of
nonlinear wave interactions. We use two examples for illustration: the convolution of two Huygens
waves (Lemma 25) and convolution of diffusion wave with a Huygens wave (Lemma 27).

Heuristic estimate for Lemma 25. Set c = 1 for simplicity. Then

(18) J =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− s)−5/2e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(t−s) (1 + s)−4
(
1 +

(|y| − s)
2

1 + s

)−2

dyds.

We can interpret (1+ t− s)−5/2e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(t−s) as a receiver located at (x, t) that can only receive
signals along the wave cone concentrated on |x − y| = (t − s) with thickness

√
t− s. Similarly,

(1 + s)−4
(
1 + (|y|−s)2

1+s

)−2

can be viewed as a sender located at (0, 0) that sends signals along the

wave cone concentrated on |y| = s with thickness
√
s.

(a) (b)

Figure 2. Interaction between two Huygens waves
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During the interaction process, the interaction becomes strong in the following space-time region
(See Figure 2(a))

(19) E =
{
(y, s)

∣∣ ||x− y| − (t− s)| ≤ O(1)
√
t− s and ||y| − s| ≤ O(1)

√
s
}
.

Inside this region, the space decay terms in the convolution are of order O(1), and the decay
is mainly from time factor. The key point is the sharp estimate of the volume for the strong
interaction region.

If |x| > t, as s increases from 0 to t, the receiving and sending wave cones are almost disjoint,
so the interaction is very weak.

Now we focus the case where O(1)
√
t < |x| < t − O(1)

√
t. The interaction process starts at

s = (t− |x|)/2 and ends at s = (t+ |x|)/2 (See Figure 2(b)). To satisfy the condition in (19), one
has {

||x− y| − (t− s)| ≤ O(1)
√
t− s,

||y| − s| ≤ O(1)
√
s.

Let r = |y|, θ be the angle between x and y, and set O(1) = 1. The above constraints are equivalent
to

(20)

{
|
√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r|x| cos θ − (t− s)| ≤

√
t− s,

|r − s| ≤
√
s,

The first equation of (20) implies

|x|2 + r2 − (t− s)2 − (t− s)

2r|x| − (t− s)3/2

r|x| ≤ cos θ ≤ |x|2 + r2 − (t− s)2 − (t− s)

2r|x| +
(t− s)3/2

r|x|
This leads to

∆ cos θ ≈ (t− s)3/2

r|x|
.

For s large, r ≈ s, ∆r ≈
√
s. Then inside the strong interaction region, (18) is approximated by

J ≈
∫ t+|x|

2

t−|x|
2

(1 + t− s)−5/2(1 + s)−4s2
√
s︸ ︷︷ ︸

r2dr

(t− s)3/2

s|x|︸ ︷︷ ︸
sin θdθ

ds

≲
∫ t+|x|

2

t−|x|
2

(1 + t− s)−1(1 + s)−5/2ds
1

|x|

≲
(∫ t

2

t−|x|
2

(1 + t)−1(1 + s)−5/2ds+

∫ t+|x|
2

t
2

(1 + t− s)−1(1 + t)−5/2ds
) 1

|x|

≲
[
(1 + t)−1(1 + t− |x|)−3/2 + (1 + t)−5/2 ln

t

t− |x|

] 1

|x|
.

When
√
t ≤ |x| ≤ t/2, it is bounded by

(1 + t)−5/2|x|−1 ≲ (1 + t)−2
(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3/2

.

When t/2 ≤ |x| ≤ t−
√
t, it is bounded by

t−2(1 + t− |x|)−3/2 + (1 + t)−5/2 t2

(t− |x|)2
(1 + t)−1 ≲ t−5/2

(
1 +

(t− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

This is the desired estimate in Lemma 25. □

Heuristic estimate for Lemma 26. Set c = 1, and one has

K =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− s)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(1+t−s) (1 + s)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + s

)−3

dyds.
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Similar as heuristics argument of Lemma 25, we view (1 + t − s)−5/2e
− (|x−y|−(t−s))2

D0(1+t−s) as a receiver

and (1 + s)
−3
(
1 + |y|2

1+s

)−3

as a sender, to have the following figure representing the interaction:

Figure 3. Interaction between Huygens and diffusion wave

For O(1)
√
t ≤ |x| ≤ t−O(1)

√
t, the interaction occurs at s ≈ t− |x| and its duration is of the

order
√
s. So the volume of the interaction region in space-time is approximated by

s3/2︸︷︷︸
vol of space

·
√
s︸︷︷︸

vol of time

The contribution of the integrand during the interaction is approximated by

(1 + t− s)−5/2(1 + s)−3
∣∣∣
s≈t−|x|

.

So we conclude

K ≈ (1 + t− s)−5/2(1 + s)−3s2
∣∣∣
s≈t−|x|

≈ (1 + |x|)−5/2(1 + t− |x|)−1

≲

(1 + t)−1(1 + |x|)−5/2 ≲ (1 + t)−2
(
1 + |x|2

1+t

)−3/2

,
√
t ≤ |x| ≤ t/2,

(1 + t)−5/2(1 + t− |x|)−1 ≲ (1 + t)−5/2
(
1 + (t−|x|)2

1+t

)−1

, t/2 ≤ |x| ≤ t−
√
t.

This yields the desired estimate in Lemma 26. □

Other convolutions can be estimated heuristically in a similar manner. It turns out that the
convolutions in Lemmas 25 and 26 are the dominated ones among all the nonlinear wave couplings.

We now begin the rigorous proofs, transforming the previous heuristic calculations into refined
(and complex) convolution estimates!

Proof of Lemma 24. (Riesz wave convolved with Huygens wave).

Case 1: (x, t) ∈ D1. Direct computation gives

I =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−2
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

+(1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
2

∫
|x−y|≤c(t−τ)

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

+ (1 + t)
−4

(1 + t)
3/4 ≲ (1 + t)

−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Case 2: (x, t) ∈ D2. We split the integral I into two parts

I =

(∫ t
4

0

+

∫ t

t
4

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: I1 + I2.

For I2, one can see that

I2 ≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
4

∫
R3

1{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)} (1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
4

(1 + t− τ)
−1/4

dτ ≲ (1 + t)
−4

(1 + t)
3/4

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

For I1, we further decompose R3 into two parts

I1 =

(∫ t
4

0

∫
|y|≤ 2

3 |x|
+

∫ t
4

0

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|

)
(· · · ) dydτ = I11 + I12.

If |y| ≤ 2
3 |x|, then we have

|x− y| ≥ |x| − |y| ≥ |x|
3
,

and thus

I11 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

4

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

4

0

(1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

If |y| > 2
3 |x| and 0 ≤ τ ≤ t

4 ,

|y| − cτ ≥ 2

3
|x| − cτ ≥ |x|

3
+

1

3

(
ct−

√
1 + t

)
− ct

4
≥ |x|

3
+

1

24
ct

for t ≥ 40. We mention here that (x, t) ∈ D2 with t ≥ 2+2
√
1+c2

c2 (≑ 3.15) implies that |x| ≥
√
1 + t.

Hence for t ≥ 40,

I12 ≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
4

0

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|
1{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)} (1 + t− τ)

−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

· (1 + τ)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)− 1
2

dydτ
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≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
4

0

∫
{|y|> 2

3 |x|}∩{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)}
(1 + t− τ)

−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

· (1 + τ)
− 5

2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

1 + t− τ

)− 1
2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
4

0

(1 + τ)
− 5

2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)−1/2
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

and for 0 ≤ t ≤ 40,

I12 ≲ (1 + t)
− 3

2

∫ t
4

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ C ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Thereupon,

I1 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

,

and so

I ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 3: (x, t) ∈ D3. We split the integral I into two parts

I =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: I1 + I2.

For I1, we decompose R3 into two parts as follows:

I1 =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|≤ 2

3 |x|
+

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|

)
(. . .) dydτ =: I11 + I12.

If |y| ≤ 2
3 |x|, then

|x− y| ≥ |x|
3
,

and thus

I11 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

If |y| > 2
3 |x| and 0 ≤ τ ≤ t

2 , we have

|y| − cτ ≥ 2

3
|x| − ct

2
=

1

6
|x|+ 1

2
(|x| − ct) ≥ 1

6
ct,
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so that

I12 ≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|
1{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)} (1 + t− τ)

−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

· (1 + τ)
− 5

2

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)− 1
2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
2

0

∫
{|y|≥ 2

3 |x|}∩{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)}
(1 + t− τ)

−2
(1 + τ)

− 5
2 ·

(
1 +

|x− y|2

(1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)
− 5

2 ·
∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

(1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)−1/2
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

≲ (1 + t)−1/2

(
1 + t

2
+

|x|2

2

)− 3
2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

since |x| ≥
√
1 + t. Therefore,

I1 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

For I2, we decompose R3 into two parts

I2 =

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

+

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

)
(· · · ) dydτ = I21 + I22.

If |y| − cτ ≤ |x|−ct
2 , we have

|x− y| ≥ |x| −
(
|x| − ct

2

)
− cτ ≥ |x| − ct

2
,

and thus

I21 ≲
(
1 + (|x| − ct)

2
)− 3

2

∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)−1/2 (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
− 3

2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−1/2 (1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

If |y| − cτ > |x|−ct
2 , then

I22 ≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t

t
2

∫
{|x−y|≤c(t−τ)}

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−1/2 ln (1 + t− τ) dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.
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Therefore,

I2 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Combining all the estimates, we get desired estimate

I ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Case 4: (x, t) ∈ D4. In this region
√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct

2 . We split the integral I into three parts:

I =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

(1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{|y|≤cτ}dydτ

=

(∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

+

∫ t− |x|
2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

+

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, we decompose R3 into two parts

I1 =

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

(∫
|y|≤ c(t−τ)−|x|

2

+

∫
|y|> c(t−τ)−|x|

2

)
=: I11 + I12.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
2 − |x|

2c and |y| ≤ c(t−τ)−|x|
2 , then

c (t− τ)− |x− y| ≥ c (t− τ)− |x| − |y| ≥ ct− |x|
4

,

so that

I11 ≲ (1 + t+ |x|)−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|≤cτ

(1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

(1 + t)
3/4 ≲ (1 + t)

−13/4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
2 − |x|

2c and |y| > c(t−τ)−|x|
2 , then

|y| > c (t− τ)− |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

,

and thus

I12 ≲

(
1 +

t

2
+

|x|
2c

)−4 (
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)− 3
2

∫ t
2−

|x|
c

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)−1/2

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)− 3
2

∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)−1/2 (1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
(ct− |x|)2

2
+

1 + t

2

)− 3
2

(1 + t)
7
2 ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

since ct− |x| ≥ ct
2 . Therefore,

I1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.
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For I2, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

I2 ≲
∫ t− |x|

2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−4

1 +

(√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ − c (t− τ)

)2

1 + t− τ


−2

· (1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|r|2

(1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{r≤cτ}r
2 sin θdθdrdτ

≲
∫ t− |x|

2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t− τ)

−4

(
1 +

(z − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

z (1 + τ)
−2

·
(
1 +

r2

(1 + τ)

)− 3
2 r

|x|
1{r≤cτ}dzdrdτ

≲ |x|−1
∫ t− |x|

2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

(1 + t− τ)
−4+ 3

2 (1 + τ)
−2 · r

(
1 +

r2

(1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{r≤cτ}drdτ

≲ |x|−1
∫ t− |x|

2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2 (1 + τ)
−1

dτ

≲ |x|−1

(
1 +

|x|
2c

)− 3
2
(
1 +

t

2
− |x|

2c

)−1

≲ (1 + t)−1/2 (1 + |x|)−3 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

by setting z =

√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ and sin θdθ = z

r|x|dz.

For I3, we decompose R3 into two parts

I3 =

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
=: I31 + I32.

If t− |x|
2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ |x|

4
.

If t− |x|
2c ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|y| > |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ |x|

4
.

Hence,

I31 ≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2 (1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)−1/2
(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

,

since |x| ≥
√
1 + t, and

I32 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2 ∫ t

t− |x|
2c

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

.

Therefore,

I3 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

.

Combining all the estimates yields

I ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 5: (x, t) ∈ D5. In this region ct/2 ≤ |x| ≤ ct −
√
1 + t. Now we split the integral I into

three parts

I =

∫ t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

(1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{|y|≤cτ}dydτ

=

(∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

+

∫ 1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

t
2−

|x|
2c

+

∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, the estimate is the same as the I1 of Case 4, so

I1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For I2, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

I2 =

∫ 1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−4

1 +

(√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ − c (t− τ)

)2

1 + t− τ


−2

· (1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

r2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{r≤cτ}r
2 sin θdθdrdτ

=
1

|x|

∫ 1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t− τ)

−4

(
1 +

(z − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

z (1 + τ)
−2

·r
(
1 +

r2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

1{r≤cτ}dzdrdτ

≲ |x|−1
∫ 1

2 (t+
3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

t
2−

|x|
2c

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2 (1 + τ)
−1

dτ

≲ |x|−1

(
1 +

3 |x|
4c

− t

4

)− 3
2
(
1 +

t

2
− |x|

2c

)−1

≲ |x|−1
(1 + t)−1/2

(
1 +

t

4
− |x|

4c
+

|x|
c

− t

2

)−1(
1 +

t

2
− |x|

2c

)−1

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

by setting z =

√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ and sin θdθ = z

r|x|dz.
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For I3, we decompose R3 into two parts

I3 =

∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: I31 + I32.

If 1
2

(
t+ 3

2

(
t− |x|

c

))
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ ct+ |x|

8
=

ct− |x|
8

+
|x|
4
.

If 1
2

(
t+ 3

2

(
t− |x|

c

))
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|y| > |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ ct− |x|

8
+

|x|
4
.

Hence,

I31 ≲
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

∫
|y|≤cτ

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(1 + τ)−1/4dτ

≲ (1 + t)−1/4
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−9/4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

.

On the other hand,

I31 ≲
(
1 + |x|2

)−2
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

∫
|y|≤cτ

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(1 + τ)
−2

(
1 +

|y|2

D0 (1 + τ)

)− 3
2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)−17/4.

By interpolation, one has

I31 ≲ (1 + t)−13/4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For I32,

I32 ≲
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

(1 + |x| − c (t− τ))
−3

(1 + τ)−1/2

·
∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

1 + t− τ

)−2

dydτ

≲
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

(1 + |x| − c (t− τ))
−3

(1 + t− τ)
−4+ 5

2 (1 + τ)
− 1

2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2 ≲ (1 + t)−1/2 (1 + |x|)−3 ≲ (1 + t)

−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

,

so that

I3 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

To sum up,

I ≤ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

(1 + t)

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.
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□

Proof of Lemma 25. (Huygens wave convolved with Huygens wave).

Case 1: (x, t) ∈ D1 ∪D2. Direct computation gives

J ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

+

∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ + (1 + t)

−4
∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

.

Case 2: (x, t) ∈ D3. We split the integral J into four parts

J =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

+

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

)
(· · · ) dydτ +

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

+

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

)
(· · · ) dydτ

= J11 + J12 + J21 + J22.

Note that if |y| − cτ ≤ |x|−ct
2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − ct

2
.

Hence,

J11 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) (1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2
e
− (|x|−ct)2

D0(1+t) .

For J12, we have

J12 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 (1 + τ)

−2
(
1 + (|x| − ct)

2
)−2

dτ

≲ (1 + |x| − ct)
−4

,

and

J12 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2

(1 + |y| − cτ)
−4

dydτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2
∫ ∞

cτ+
|x|−ct

2

(1 + r − cτ)
−4

r2drdτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2
∫ ∞

|x|−ct
2

(1 + r)
−4

(r + cτ)
2
drdτ

≲
∫ t

2

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2
[
r−1 + cτ · r−2 + (cτ)

2
r−3
]
r=

|x|−ct
2

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

[
(1 + |x| − ct)

−1
+ ln (2 + t) (1 + |x| − ct)

−2
+ t (1 + |x| − ct)

−3
]
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≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + |x| − ct)
−1
[
1 + ln (2 + t)

(
1 +

√
1 + t

)−1
+ t
(
1 +

√
1 + t

)−2
]

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + |x| − ct)
−1

,

which implies that

J12 = (J12)
1
3 (J12)

2
3 ≲

[
(1 + |x| − ct)

−4
] 1

3
[
(1 + t)

−5/2
(1 + |x| − ct)

−1
] 2

3

≲ (1 + t)
− 5

3 (1 + |x| − ct)
−2

≲ (1 + t)
− 8

3

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

For J21 and J22, it follows that

J21 ≲
∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t) e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

2D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t)

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t) ,

J22 ≲
∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲
∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 (1 + t)

−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.

Gathering all the estimates, we can conclude that

J ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 3: (x, t) ∈ D4. We split the integral into four parts

J =

(∫ t
4−

|x|
4c

0

+

∫ t
2

t
4−

|x|
4c

+

∫ t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

t
2

+

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ

= : J1 + J2 + J3 + J4.

For J1, we decompose R3 into two parts

J1 =

∫ t
4−

|x|
4c

0

(∫
|y|≤ ct−|x|

2

+

∫
|y|> ct−|x|

2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: J11 + J12.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
4 − |x|

4c , |y| ≤
ct−|x|

2 , then

c (t− τ)− |x− y| ≥ c (t− τ)− |x| − |y| ≥ ct− |x|
4

≥ ct

8
.

Hence,

J11 ≲
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

∫
|y|≤ ct−|x|

2

(1 + t− s)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t)

∫ t
4−

|x|
4c

0

(1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2
e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t) ,
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and

J12 ≲
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

∫
|y|> ct−|x|

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−2
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 (1 + τ)

−2
dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4 ≲ (1 + t)

−1
(1 + |x|)−3 ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

since
√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct

2 , so that

J1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

For J2 and J3,

J2 ≲
∫ t

2

t
4−

|x|
4c

∫
R3

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

t

4
− |x|

4c

)−4 ∫ t

0

∫
R3

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ)

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + t)
−4

(1 + t)
3 ≲ (1 + t)

−7/2 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

J3 ≲
∫ t

2+
1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲

(
1 +

1

4

(
t− |x|

c

))−5/2

(1 + t)
−4
∫ t

0

∫
R3

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ)

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−13/2

(1 + t)
3 ≲ (1 + t)

−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

due to Lemma 5.4 of [24].
For J4, we decompose R3 into two parts

J4 =

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+ct

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+ct

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: J41 + J42.

If t
2 + 1

4

(
t+ |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|+ct

2 , then

cτ − |y| ≥ ct

2
+

1

4
(ct+ |x|)− |x|+ ct

2
≥ ct− |x|

4
≥ ct

8
.

If t
2 + 1

4

(
t+ |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|+ct

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |y| − |x| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x|+ ct

2
− |x| − ct+

ct

2
+

1

4
(ct+ |x|)

≥ ct− |x|
4

≥ ct

8
.

Hence,

J41 ≲
∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

∫
|y|≤ |x|+ct

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

(1 + t)

≲ (1 + t)
−5 ≲ (1 + t)

−2
(1 + |x|)−3 ≲ (1 + t)

−7/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

J42 ≲
∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

∫
|y|> |x|+ct

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

2D0(1+t) e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

2D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

e
− (ct−|x|)2

2D0(1+t)

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2+
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

e−
t
C ≲ (1 + t)

−7/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

for some C > 0, so that

J4 ≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

As a result,

J ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

2D0(1+t)

for (x, t) ∈ D4.

Case 4: (x, t) ∈ D5. We split the integral J into five parts

J =

(∫ t
4−

|x|
4c

0

+

∫ t
2

t
4−

|x|
4c

+

∫ |x|
2c + 1

4 (t+
|x|
c )

t
2

+

∫ t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

|x|
2c + 1

4 (t+
|x|
c )

+

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =:

5∑
i=1

Ji.

For J1, we decompose R3 into two parts

J1 =

∫ t
4−

|x|
4c

0

(∫
|y|≤ ct−|x|

2

+

∫
|y|> ct−|x|

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: J11 + J12.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
4 − |x|

4c , |y| ≤
ct−|x|

2 , then

c (t− τ)− |x− y| ≥ c (t− τ)− (|x|+ |y|) ≥ ct− |x|
4

.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
4 − |x|

4c , |y| >
ct−|x|

2 , then

|y| − cτ ≥ ct− |x|
4

.

Hence,

J11 ≲
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

∫
|y|≤ ct−|x|

2

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

D0(1+t) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

D0(1+t)

∫ ct−|x|
4

0

(1 + τ)
−4+ 5

2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

D0(1+t) .

For J12, we have

J12 ≲
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

∫
|y|> ct−|x|

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−2
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + (ct− |x|)2

)−2
∫ ct−|x|

4

0

(1 + τ)
−2

dτ
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≲ (1 + ct− |x|)−4
,

and

J12 ≲
∫ t

4−
|x|
4c

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2
∫ ∞

ct−|x|
2

(1 + r − cτ)
−4

r2drdτ

≲
∫ ct−|x|

4

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−2

(1 + ct− |x|)−1
dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + ct− |x|)−1
,

which implies that

J12 ≲ (J12)
1
3 (J12)

2
3 ≲

[
(1 + ct− |x|)−4

] 1
3
[
(1 + t)

−5/2
(1 + ct− |x|)−1

] 2
3

≲ (1 + t)
− 5

3 (1 + ct− |x|)−2 ≲ (1 + t)
− 8

3

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

Therefore, we get

J1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

D0(1+t) + (1 + t)
− 8

3

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For J2, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

J2 ≲
∫ t

2

t
4−

|x|
4c

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (

√
|x|2+r2−2r|x| cos θ−c(t−τ))

2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

r2 sin θdθdrdτ

≲
∫ t

2

t
4−

|x|
4c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t− τ)

−5/2
e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

rz
1

|x|
dzdrdτ

≲
∫ t

2

t
4−

|x|
4c

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

rz
1

|x|
dzdrdτ

≲
∫ t

2

t
4−

|x|
4c

∫ ∞

0

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2+
3
2 (1 + τ)

−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2
r

|x|
drdτ

≲ (1 + t)
− 5

2+
3
2 |x|−1

∫ t
2

t
4−

|x|
4c

(1 + τ)
−4+ 3

2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(1 + ct− |x|)−
3
2 ≲ (1 + t)

−2
(1 + ct− |x|)

1
2 (1 + ct− |x|)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

,

by setting z =

√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ and sin θdθ = z

r|x|dz.

For J3, we use the spherical coordinates again to obtain

J3 ≲
∫ 3|x|

4c + t
4

t
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (

√
|x|2+r2−2r|x| cos θ−c(t−τ))

2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

r2 sin θdθdrdτ

≲
∫ 3|x|

4c + t
4

t
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t− τ)

−5/2
e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

rz
1

|x|
dzdrdτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4 |x|−1

∫ 3|x|
4c + t

4

t
2

∫ ∞

0

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2+
3
2

(
1 +

(r − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

rdrdτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

∫ 3|x|
4c + t

4

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−1

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

[
ln

(
1 +

t

2

)
− ln

(
1 +

ct− |x|
4c

)]

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For J4, similar to J3, we have

J4 ≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

∫ |x|
4c + 3t

4

3|x|
4c + t

4

(1 + t− τ)
−1

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

[(
1 +

3(ct− |x|)
4c

)−1(
1 +

(ct− |x|)
2c

)]

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For J5, we decompose R3 into two parts

J5 =

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

(∫
|y|≤ |x|+ct

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|+ct

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: J51 + J52.

If t
2 + 1

4

(
t+ |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|+ct

2 , then

cτ − |y| ≥ ct

2
+

1

4
(ct+ |x|)− |x|+ ct

2
≥ ct− |x|

4
.

If t
2 + 1

4

(
t+ |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|+ct

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |y| − |x| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x|+ ct

2
− |x| − ct+

ct

2
+

1

4
(ct+ |x|) ≥ ct− |x|

4
.

Hence,

J51 ≲
∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

∫
|y|≤ |x|+ct

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

(ct− |x|)

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−2

,

J52 ≲
∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

∫
|y|> |x|+ct

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

2D0(1+ct−|x|) e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

2D0(1+t−τ) (1 + t)
−4

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

e−
(ct−|x|)

2D0

∫ t

t
2+

1
4 (t+

|x|
c )

(1 + t− τ)
− 5

2+
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

e−
(ct−|x|)

2D0 .

Gathering all the estimates, we have

J ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

□



BOLTZMANN EQUATION 49

Proof of Lemma 26. (Huygens wave convolved with diffusion wave).

Case 1: (x, t) ∈ D1. Direct computation gives

K ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

+(1 + t)
−3
∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x− y| − c (t− τ))
2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)
−3

(1 + τ)
3
2 dydτ + (1 + t)

−3
∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

+ (1 + t)
−3

(1 + t) ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Case 2: (x, t) ∈ D2. We split the integral K into two parts

K =

(∫ 3
4 t

0

+

∫ t

3
4 t

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: K1 +K2.

For K1, it is easy to see

K1 ≲
∫ 3

4 t

0

∫
R3

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲
∫ 3

4 t

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−3

(1 + τ)
3
2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

For K2, we decompose R3 into two parts

K2 =

∫ t

3
4 t

(∫
|y|≤ |x|

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: K21 +K22.

It readily follows that

K22 ≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3 ∫ t

3
4 t

∫
|y|> |x|

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3 ∫ t

3
4 t

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3

.

If 3
4 t ≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x|
2

− ct

4
≥ 1

2

(
ct−

√
1 + t

)
− ct

4

≥ ct

8
+

(
ct

8
−

√
1 + t

2

)
≥ ct

8

for t ≥ 11. Hence, there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that

K21 ≲ (1 + t)
−3

e−
t
C

∫ t

3
4 t

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−3

e−
t
C

∫ t

3
4 t

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
3
2 dτ

≲ e−
t
C ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

for t ≥ 11, and

K21 ≲ (1 + t)
−3
∫ t

3
4 t

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲ C ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

for 0 ≤ t ≤ 11. Therefore we can conclude that

K ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 3: (x, t) ∈ D3. We split the integral K into four parts

K =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ +

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ

= K11 +K12 +K21 +K22.

If |y| ≤ |x|−c(t−τ)
2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − c (t− τ)

2
=

|x| − ct+ cτ

2
.

Hence,

K11 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2+(cτ)2

4D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t)

∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)
−3

(1 + τ)
3
2 dydτ ≲ (1 + t)

−5/2
e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) ,

K12 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(
1 + τ + |y|2

)−3

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

∫ ∞

|x|−c(t−τ)
2

(1 + r)
−6

r2drdτ ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2

0

(1 + |x| − ct+ cτ)
−3

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + |x| − ct)
−2 ≲ (1 + t)

−7/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

,

K21 ≲
∫ t

t
2

∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2+(cτ)2

4D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲ e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) e−
t
C

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
− 3

2 dτ ≲ e−
t
C e

− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t)

for some C > 0, and

K22 ≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2
+ c2t2

1 + t

)−3 ∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t
+ t

)−3 ∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

It implies that

K ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 4: (x, t) ∈ D4. First note that
√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct/2 in this region. Now we split the integral

K into three parts

K =

(∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

+

∫ t− |x|
2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

+

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: K1 +K2 +K3.

For K1, we decompose R3 into two parts

K1 =

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

(∫
|y|≤ c(t−τ)−|x|

2

+

∫
|y|> c(t−τ)−|x|

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: K11 +K12.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
2 − |x|

2c , |y| ≤
c(t−τ)−|x|

2 , then

c (t− τ)− |x| − |y| ≥ c (t− τ)− |x|
2

≥ ct− |x|
4

.

If 0 ≤ τ ≤ t
2 − |x|

2c , |y| >
c(t−τ)−|x|

2 , then

|y| > ct− |x|
4

.

Hence, we have

K11 ≲

(
1 +

t

2
+

|x|
2c

)−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

16D0(1+t)

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

∫
|y|≤ c(t−τ)−|x|

2

(1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

16D0(1+t)

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

(1 + τ)
−3+ 3

2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x|−ct)2

4D0(1+t) ,

K12 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

∫
|y|≥ c(t−τ)−|x|

2

(1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

∫ ∞

c(t−τ)−|x|
2

r−6r2drdτ ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + ct− |x|)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

,

so that

K1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

For K2, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

K2 =

∫ t− |x|
2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (

√
|x|2+r2−2r|x| cos θ−c(t−τ))

2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3

r2 sin θdθdrdτ

=

∫ t− |x|
2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t− τ)

−5/2
e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3

r2
zdz

r |x|
drdτ
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≲
∫ t− |x|

2c

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + |x|)−5/2

e
− (cτ−(ct−z))2

D0(1+t) (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

r
zdz

|x|
drdτ

≲
1

|x|

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + |x|)−5/2 √

1 + t (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

rzdzdr

≲ (1 + |x|)−7/2
(1 + t)

− 5
2

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

rzdzdr

≲ (1 + |x|)−7/2
(1 + t)

− 5
2

[∫ |x|

0

∫ |x|+r

|x|−r

zr

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

dzdr +

∫ ∞

|x|

∫ r+|x|

r−|x|
zr

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

dzdr

]

≲ (1 + |x|)−7/2
(1 + t)

− 5
2

[∫ |x|

0

r2 |x|
(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

dr +

∫ ∞

|x|
r2 |x|

(
1 +

r2

1 + t

)−3

dr

]

≲ (1 + |x|)−7/2
(1 + t)

− 5
2

[
|x| (1 + t)

3
2 + |x| (1 + t)

3
2

(
1 +

|x|√
1 + t

)−3
]

≲ (1 + |x|)−5/2
(1 + t)

−1 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

by setting z =

√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ and sin θdθ = z

r|x|dz.

For K3, we split R3 into two parts

K3 =

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: K31 +K32.

If t− |x|
2c < τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ |x|

4
.

If t− |x|
2c < τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|y| > |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ |x|

4
.

Hence,

K31 ≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 5
2

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲
(
1 + |x|2

)− 5
2

∫ t

t− |x|
2c

(1 + τ)
− 3

2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

,

K32 ≲

(
1 + t− |x|

2c

)−3
(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3 ∫ t

t− |x|
2c

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) dydτ

≲

(
1 + t− |x|

2c

)−3
(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3 ∫ t

t− |x|
2c

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + t− τ)
5
2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−3

,
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so that

K3 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

To sum up,

K ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 5: (x, t) ∈ D5. We split the integral K into three parts

K =

(∫ t
2−

|x|
2c

0

+

∫ 3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

t
2−

|x|
2c

+

∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: K1 +K2 +K3.

For K1, the estimate is the same as the term K1 of Case 4 and so

K1 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

For K2, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

K2 ≲
∫ 3

2 (t−
|x|
c )

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫
R3

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

|y|2

1 + τ

)−3

dydτ

≲
∫ 3

2 (t−
|x|
c )

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t)
−5/2

e
− (

√
|x|2+r2−2r|x| cos θ−c(t−τ))

2

D0(1+t) (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3

r2 sin θdθdrdτ

≲
∫ 3

2 (t−
|x|
c )

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
(1 + t)

−5/2
e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t) z (1 + ct− |x|)−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3
r

|x|
dzdrdτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(1 + ct− |x|)−3
∫ 3

2 (t−
|x|
c )

t
2−

|x|
2c

∫ ∞

0

∫ |x|+r

||x|−r|
e
− (cτ−(ct−z))2

D0(1+t) z

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3

rdzdrdτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(1 + ct− |x|)−3
(1 + t)

1
2

·

[∫ |x|

0

∫ |x|+r

|x|−r

z

(
1 +

r2

1 + ct− |x|

)−3

rdzdr +

∫ ∞

|x|

∫ r+|x|

r−|x|
z

(
1 +

r2

1 + ct− |x|

)−3

rdzdr

]

≲ (1 + t)
−3

(1 + ct− |x|)−3

[∫ |x|

0

r2 |x|
(
1 +

r2

1 + ct− |x|

)−3

dr +

∫ ∞

|x|
r2 |x|

(
1 +

r2

1 + ct− |x|

)−3

dr

]
≲ (1 + t)

−3
(1 + ct− |x|)−3

[
|x| (1 + ct− |x|)

3
2 + |x| (1 + ct− |x|)3 (1 + |x|)−3

]
≲ (1 + t)

−2
(1 + ct− |x|)−

3
2 ≲ (1 + t)

−2
(1 + ct− |x|)

1
2 (1 + ct− |x|)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

For K3, we decompose R3 into two parts

K3 =

∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

(∫
|y|≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2

+

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

)
(· · · ) dydτ = K31 +K32.

If 3
2

(
t− |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| ≤ |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|x− y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − |y| − c (t− τ) ≥ |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ ct− |x|

4
.
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If 3
2

(
t− |x|

c

)
≤ τ ≤ t, |y| > |x|−c(t−τ)

2 , then

|y| > |x| − c (t− τ)

2
≥ ct− |x|

4
.

Hence, we use the spherical coordinates to obtain

K31 ≲
∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

∫ |x|−c(t−τ)
2

0

∫ π

0

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t−τ) e
− (

√
|x|2+r2−2r|x| cos θ−c(t−τ))

2

2D0(1+t−τ)

· (1 + τ)
−3

(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3

r2 sin θdθdrdτ

≲ e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t)

∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

∫ |x|−c(t−τ)
2

0

∫ |x|+r

|x|−r

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (z−c(t−τ))2

2D0(1+t−τ) z (1 + τ)
−3

·
(
1 +

r2

1 + τ

)−3
r

|x|
dzdrdτ

≲
1

|x|
e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t)

∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + τ)
−3

(1 + t− τ)
3
2 (1 + τ) dτ

≲
1

|x|
e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t)

(∫ 1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

+

∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

)
(1 + t− τ)

−1
(1 + τ)

−2
dτ

≲
e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t)

|x|

[(
1 +

3 |x|
4c

− t

4

)−1(
1 +

3

2

(
t− |x|

c

))−1

+ (1 + t)
−2

ln

(
1 +

3|x|
4c

− t

4

)]

≲
e
− (ct−|x|)2

32D0(1+t)

1 + t
(1 + t)

−3/2 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− x)
2

1 + t

)−1

,

by setting z =

√
|x|2 + r2 − 2r |x| cos θ and sin θdθ = z

r|x|dz. As for K32, direct computation gives

K32 ≲
∫ t

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ)

(
1 + |y|2

)−3

dydτ

≲

(∫ 1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

+

∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

)∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(· · ·)dydτ

= K321 +K322 ,

we then have

K321 ≲
∫ 1

2 (t+
3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ)

(
1 + |y|2

)−3

dydτ

≲
∫ 1

2 (t+
3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

3
2 (t−

|x|
c )

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

(1 + |x| − c (t− τ))
−3

dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(1 + ct− |x|)−2

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

.

and

K322 ≲
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

∫
|y|> |x|−c(t−τ)

2

(1 + t− τ)
−5/2

e
− (|x−y|−c(t−τ))2

D0(1+t−τ)

(
1 + |y|2

)−3

dydτ
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≲
∫ t

1
2 (t+

3
2 (t−

|x|
c ))

(1 + |x| − c (t− τ))
−6

dτ

≲ (1 + |x|+ ct)
−5

≲ (1 + t)
− 7

2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

It implies that

K3 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

+ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

As a consequence,

K ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(ct− |x|)2

1 + t

)−1

+ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

□

Proof of Lemma 27. (Diffusion wave convolution with Huygens wave).

Case 1: (x, t) ∈ D1. We split the integral into two parts to obtain

L =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

+(1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2
∫ t

2

0

(1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ + (1 + t)

−4
∫ t

t/2

(1 + t− τ)
− 1

2 dτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2 ≲ (1 + t)

−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

Case 2: (x, t) ∈ D2. We split the integral into two parts:

L =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: L1 + L2.

First one can see

L2 ≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

As for L1, we further decompose R3 into two parts:

L1 =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|≤ 2

3 |x|
+

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|

)
(. . .) dydτ =: L11 + L12.

If |y| ≤ 2
3 |x|, then we have

|x− y| ≥ |x| − |y| ≥ |x|
3
,
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and thus

L11 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|≤ 2

3 |x|
(1 + τ)

−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t
2

0

(1 + τ)
−4

(1 + τ)
5
2 dτ ≲ (1 + t)

−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−2

.

If |y| ≥ 2
3 |x| and 0 ≤ τ ≤ t

2 , then

|y| − cτ ≥ 2

3
|x| − cτ ≥ 2

3

(
ct−

√
1 + t

)
− ct

2
≥ ct

12
+

ct

12
− 2

3

√
1 + t ≥ ct

12

for t ≥ 40. Hence,∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|≥ 2

3 |x|
(1 + t− τ)

−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

(1 + τ)
−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−9/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

whenever t ≥ 40, and∫ t
2

0

∫
|y|≥ 2

3 |x|
(1 + t− τ)

−2

(
1 +

|x− y|2

D0 (1 + t− τ)

)−2

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ C ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

whenever 0 ≤ t ≤ 40. Therefore, we get

L12 ≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Combining all the estimates, we have

L ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−1

.

Case 3: (x, t) ∈ D3. We split the integral into two parts

L =

(∫ t
2

0

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(· · · ) dydτ =: L1 + L2.

For L1, we further decompose the space domain into two parts:

L1 =

∫ t
2

0

(∫
|y|≤ 2

3 |x|
+

∫
|y|> 2

3 |x|

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: L11 + L12.

If |y| ≤ 2
3 |x|, then

|x− y| ≥ |x|
3
,

and thus

L11 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

2

0

∫
R3

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ
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≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

.

If |y| ≥ 2
3 |x| and 0 ≤ τ ≤ t

2 , we have

|y| − cτ ≥ 2

3
|x| − ct

2
=

1

6
|x|+ 1

2
(|x| − ct) ,

so that

L12 ≲
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|≥ 2

3 |x|
(1 + t− τ)

−2
e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−2
(
1 + τ + (|x| − ct)

2
)−2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + (|x| − ct)

2
)−2

∫ t
2

0

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−2

dydτ

≲
(
1 + (|x| − ct)

2
)−2

(1 + t)−1/2 ≲

(
1 + t

2
+

(|x| − ct)
2

2

)−2

(1 + t)−1/2

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

since |x| − ct ≥
√
1 + t for (x, t) ∈ D3. Therefore, we obtain

L1 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.

Next for L2, we decompose R3 into two parts

L2 =

∫ t

t
2

(∫
|y|−cτ≤ |x|−ct

2

+

∫
|y|−cτ>

|x|−ct
2

)
(· · · ) dydτ =: L21 + L22.

If |y| − cτ ≤ |x|−ct
2 , we have

|x− y| ≥ |x| −
(
|x| − ct

2

)
− cτ ≥ |x| − ct

2
,

so

L21 ≲

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

2D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

,

and

L22 ≲

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2 ∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.

Therefore,

L ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

(|x| − ct)
2

1 + t

)−2

.

Case 4: (x, t) ∈ D4 ∪D5. Observe that
√
1 + t

2c
≤ |x|

2c
≤ t

2
.
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We split the integral into three parts:

L =

(∫ |x|
2c

0

+

∫ t
2

|x|
2c

+

∫ t

t
2

)∫
R3

(. . .) dydτ =: L1 + L2 + L3.

For L1, we decompose R3 into two parts {|y| ≤ 3
4 |x|} and {|y| > 3

4 |x|}. If |y| ≥ 3
4 |x| and

0 ≤ τ ≤ |x|
2c , then

|y| − cτ ≥ 1

4
|x| .

Thus,

L1 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2 ∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|≤ 3|x|

4

(1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

+
(
1 + |x|2

)−2
∫ t

2

0

∫
|y|> 3|x|

4

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)− 3
2

+

(
|x|2

2
+

1 + t

2

)−2

(1 + t)−1/2

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|
1 + t

)− 3
2

.

As for L2 and L3, it immediately follows that

L2 ≲
∫ t

2

|x|
2c

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) (1 + τ)
−4

(
1 +

(|y| − cτ)
2

1 + τ

)−2

dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|
2c

)−2 ∫ t
2

|x|
2c

(1 + τ)
−2
∫
R3

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|
2c

)−3

(1 + t)
3
2

≲ (1 + t)
−5/2

(
1 +

|x|2

1 + t

)−2

,

and

L3 ≲ (1 + t)
−4
∫ t

t
2

∫
R3

(1 + t− τ)
−2

e
− |x−y|2

D0(1+t−τ) dydτ

≲ (1 + t)
−7/2 ≲

(
1 + |x|2

)− 3
2

(1 + t)−1/2 ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|
1 + t

)− 3
2

,

since
√
1 + t ≤ |x| ≤ ct. Therefore, we have

L ≲ (1 + t)
−2

(
1 +

|x|
1 + t

)− 3
2

.
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