arXiv:2404.00755v1 [math.AP] 31 Mar 2024

STATIONARY SOLUTIONS TO THE RELATIVISTIC BGK MODEL FOR GAS MIXTURES IN A SLAB

BYUNG-HOON HWANG AND MYEONG-SU LEE

Abstract. In a recent paper [16], the authors proposed a BGK model for relativistic gas mixtures based on the Marle-type approximation, which satisfies the fundamental kinetic properties: nonnegativity of distribution functions, conservation laws, H-theorem, and indifferentiability principle. In this paper, we are concerned with the stationary problems to the relativistic BGK model for gas mixtures in slab geometry. We establish the existence of a unique mild solution with the fixed inflow boundary data when the collision frequencies for each species are sufficiently small.

1. Introduction

1.1. History and Motivation. The Boltzmann equation is fundamental in kinetic theory. However, its practical application, particularly in simulating various flow problems, is limited due to its high computational costs. For this reason, the BGK model [8, 35] was proposed as a relaxation-time approximation of the Boltzmann equation, replacing the complicated Boltzmann collision operator with a simpler one (so-called the BGK operator). Due to the consistency with the Boltzmann equation as well as its efficiency, many researchers have developed the BGK approximation to model the gas dynamics in various physical contexts. In the relativistic framework, the BGK model was generalized by Marle [27, 28], and by Anderson and Witting [2] for a monatomic single gas. In [31], Pennisi and Ruggeri suggested a new relativistic BGK model for a polyatomic single gas by applying the generalized relativistic Maxwellian (often called the Jüttner distribution), see [32]. These models have been fruitfully used to understand various relativistic flow problems [11, 13, 23, 29, 30].

In the past decade, there have been extensive mathematical studies on the above relativistic BGK models. The earliest mathematical research can be traced back to [5] where the unique determination of equilibrium parameters, scaling limits, and linearized problems were addressed for the Marle model. In [6], the global existence and asymptotic stability for the nonlinear Marle model were established in the near-equilibrium regime. The global existence of weak solutions was studied in [9] by developing the averaging lemma in the relativistic context. Stationary problems were considered in [18] for fixed inflow boundary data in a slab. Regarding the Anderson–Witting model, the global existence and large-time behavior of classical solutions were established in [20]. The unique determination of equilibrium parameters and the existence of bounded solutions were discussed in [14]. It is found in [15] that the Anderson–Witting model is solvable explicitly in FLRW spacetime. The stationary problems were studied in [19]. For the Pennisi–Ruggeri model, the global existence and large-time behavior were studied in [17].

From a practical point of view, it is important to consider systems of gas mixtures as well as single-species gases. Despite this importance, in contrast to the extensive studies of relativistic BGK models for single-species gases, the literature for relativistic BGK models for gas mixtures has been extremely limited. The research on relativistic BGK models for gas mixtures had usually been focused on the formal computation of the transport coefficients without providing a complete presentation of the relaxation operators (see [22, 23, 24]), and thus the existence theory could not be studied yet. Motivated by this, the authors [16] recently proposed the relativistic BGK model for gas mixtures

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 34K21, 35Q20, 35Q75, 76P05, 83A05.

Key words and phrases. relativistic kinetic theory, BGK model, gas mixtures, slab problems, stationary solutions. 1

with a precise definition of relaxation operators. In this paper, we aim to establish the existence and uniqueness of stationary solutions to the recent relativistic BGK model [16] in slab geometry.

1.2. Relativistic BGK model for gas mixtures. Let us consider relativistic gas mixtures of N constituents in Minkowski space-time with metric tensor η_{μν} and its inverse η^{μν} :

η_{μν} = η^{μν} = diag(1, −1, −1, −1).

where Greek indices range from 0 to 3. We use the raising and lowering indices

η_{μν} a^ν = a_μ, η^{μν} a_ν = a^μ

and follow the Einstein summation convention so that

a^μb_μ = η_{μν} a^μb^ν = a^0b^0 − 3∑ j=1 a^j b^j = a_μb^μ.

The particles of i species (i = 1, · · · , N) are characterized by the space-time coordinates x^μ and the four-momentums p^μ_i

x^μ = (ct, x) ∈ R_+ × Ω, p^μ_i = ( √ (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2, p_i) ∈ R_+ × R^3 .

where c is the speed of light and m_i is the rest mass of i species. Let f_i(x^μ, p^μ_i ) be the momentum distribution function representing the number density of i species at the phase point (x^μ, p^μ_i ). Then the relativistic BGK model proposed in [16] reads

∂_tf_i + cp_i p^0_i

· ∇_xf_i = cm_i τ_ip^0_i (J_i − f_i) =: Q_i, i = 1, · · · , N. (1.1) ?RBGK?

Here τ_i denotes the characteristic time of order of the time between collisions and J_i is the attractor designed based on the Jüttner distribution [21], given by

(1.2) ?Juttner2? J_i = ∫ R^3 fi dp_i p^0_i ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i e^{− ~β ~U μ piμ} , with ~β := 1 k ~T where k is the Boltzmann constant, ~U^μ is the auxiliary four-velocity, and ~T = 1/k ~β is the auxiliary temperature. To define ~U^μ and ~β, we introduce the partial particle four-flow N^μ_i and the partial energy-momentum tensor T^{μν}_i :

N^μ_i = c ∫ R^3 p^μ_i f_i dp_i p^0_i , T^{μν}_i = c ∫ R^3 p^μ_i p^ν_i f_i dp_i p^0_i . According to the Eckart frame [12], N^μ_i is decomposed into

N^μ_i = n_iU^μ_i

where n_i is the (macroscopic) number density and U^μ_i is the Eckart four-velocity defined by

n_i = 1 c ∫ R^3 p^μ_i U_{iμ}f_i dp_i p^0_i = {(∫ R^3 f_i dp_i )_2 − 3∑ j=1 (∫ R^3 p^j_i f_i dp_i p^0_i

)_2}^1_2 , U^μ_i = c n_i ∫ R^3 p^μ_i f_i dp_i p^0_i

respectively. Here U^μ_i has a constant length in the following sense

U^μ_i U_{iμ} = c^2, and hence U^μ_i = (√ c^2 + |U_i|^2, U_i ) .

Then the auxiliary four-velocity ~U^μ is defined by ~U^μ = c ∑_N i=1 m_i τ_i niU μ i √( ∑_N i=1 m_i τ_i niU μ i ) (∑_N j=1 m_j τ_j nj Ujμ ), (1.3) ?def_U?

and thus ~U^μ ~U_μ = c^2. The auxiliary parameter ~β is determined by the nonlinear relation N∑ i=1 m_i τ_i Φ_i( ~β) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 m_i τ_i n_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 m_j τ_j n_j U_{jμ} 1 2 . (1.4) ?beta identity?

where Φ_i denotes

Φ_i( ~β) = ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dp i ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i . Note from [15] that if f_i (i = 1, · · · , N) is non-negative, not trivially zero, and belongs to L^1(R^3 ), then ~β is uniquely determined by the relation (1.4). Due to (1.3) and (1.4), the attractor J_i satisfies ∫ R^3 Q_i dp_i = 0 (i = 1, · · · , N), N∑ i=1 ∫ R^3

p^μ_i Q_i dp_i = 0,

which leads to the conservation laws for the partial particle four-flows N^μ_i and the energy-momentum tensor T^{μν} of gas mixtures: ∂N^μ_i ∂x^μ = 0, ∂ ∂x^ν N∑ i=1 T^{μν}_i = 0.

Also, the standard argument gives the H-theorem: ∂S^μ ∂x^μ ≥ 0. Here S^μ denotes the entropy four-flow of gas mixtures defined by S^μ = −kc N∑ i=1 ∫ R^3

p^μ_i f_i ln ( f_ih^3 g_{si} ) dp_i p^0_i . where h is the Planck constant and g_{si} the degeneracy factor of i species with spin s_i: g_{si} = { 2s_i + 1 for m ≠ 0 2s_i for m = 0 . 1.3. Slab problems and main result. In this subsection, we briefly explain the slab problems and then state the main result of this paper. The slab problems describe the situation that gas molecules are assumed to be between two parallel planes. Simply put, these planes are positioned at x = 0 and x = 1, and are orthogonal to x−axis, and the distribution of gas molecules depend only on the direction of x. Such problems can be applied in the analysis of the Knudsen layer [33]. For more physical examples, we refer to [1, 10] and references therein.

The stationary problem of the relativistic BGK model (1.1) in slab geometry is written as: p^1_i ∂_xf_i = ω_i(J_i − f_i), (x, p_i) ∈ [0, 1] × R^3

(1.5) ?SRBGK?

for i = 1, · · · , N, subject to the fixed inflow boundary data f_i(0, p) = f_{i,L}(p_i) for p^1_i > 0, f_i(1, p) = f_{i,R}(p_i) for p^1_i < 0, where ω_i :=^{mi}_{τi} stands for the collision frequency of species i. Throughout this paper, the boundary data is often denoted as f_{i,LR} = f_{i,L}1_p1_{i >0} + f_{i,R}1_p1_{i <0} for brevity. Define the notations: a_{i,ℓ} = 1 4 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i , a_{i,u} = 2 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i, λ_i = (∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i ∫ R^3 1 (p^0_i )^2 f_{i,LR} dp_i ) 1_2 (∫

R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i )_{−1} , γ = max i=1,··· ,N {λ^{−1/4}_i }. (1.6) ?lambda?

?⟨lambda1⟩? Remark 1.1. The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, together with the fact that fi,LR and fi,LR/(p0

i )^2 are not identically equal, implies that the constants λ_i are strictly greater than 1.

We introduce our concept of solutions to the system of (1.5).

Definition 1.2. A N-tuple of functions f := (f_1(x, p_1), · · · , f_N (x, p_N )) consisting of non-negative L^1-functions is called a mild solution to the system (1.5) if each f_i (i = 1, · · · , N) is given by

f_i(x, p_i) = ( e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i >0} + ( e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i <0}.

λ_i = (∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i ∫ R^3 1 (p^0_i )^2 f_{i,LR} dp_i ) 1_2 (∫

R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i )_{−1} , γ = max i=1,··· ,N {λ^{−1/4}_i }. (1.7) ?lambda?

Then our main result is stated as follows.

?⟨main⟩?

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that the inflow boundary data satisfies f_{i,LR} ≥ 0, f_{i,LR} ∈ L^1(R^3 ), a_{i,ℓ} > 0. Then, there exists a constant ε > 0 such that if ω_i < ε for all i = 1, · · · , N, (1.5) admits a unique mild solution f = (f_1, · · · , f_N ) to the system (1.5) satisfying

(1) Each f_i satisfies f_i ≥ 0, a_{i,ℓ} ≤ ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i , ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i ≤ a_{i,u}. (2) The auxiliary parameter β̃ determined by (1.4) satisfies γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i ≤ N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β) √ λ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . The proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on the Banach fixed point approach developed in [4], so the main ingredient of the proof is to construct the solution space Ω appropriately. For a mild form of (1.5) to be a proper solution operator, i.e. contractive and it maps Ω into Ω, it is necessary to adopt some suitable solution space to control the attractor J_i of (1.2). The difficulty of this work arises here since the auxiliary parameters ~β is defined by a one-to-one correspondence via the highly nonlinear relation (1.4): N∑ i=1 m_i τ_i Φ_i( ~β) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 m_i τ_i n_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 m_j τ_j n_j U_{jμ} 1 2 , see [15, Proposition 4.2] for details. To obtain a bound of ~β, a careful and delicate constraint is required on the solution space since Φ_i is entangled with the sum of moments of f_i (i = 1, · · · , N) and the constraint must be closed in our solution map. In fact, the trivial lower bound of Φ_i( ~β), that is cm_i, do not give any information on ~β since Φ^{−1}_i (y) goes to ∞ as y approaches cm_i. To overcome this difficulty, we impose the constraint on the solution space using λ_i given in (1.7), which enables us to close our argument. Details can be found in Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 3.2.

We also briefly review the relevant results on the stationary problems of the BGK-type models. For the original BGK model, the existence of stationary solutions of the slab problem was established in [34] where the authors used a Schauder type fixed point theorem. In [26], the existence of weak solutions for the stationary quantum BGK model in a slab was studied with a discretized condensation term. The authors of [4] obtained the existence of the unique mild solution to the stationary problem in a slab for ES-BGK model by using the Banach fixed point theorem. This argument was widely adapted to various other BGK-type models. We refer to [18, 19] for the relativistic single-species gases, [3] for the quantum gases, and [25] for chemically reacting gases.

1.4. Outline. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the solution space and several estimates for the Banach fixed-point framework. In Section 3, we present our solution operator which maps the solution space into itself. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to completing the proof of Theorem 1.3 by showing that the solution operator is contractive under our assumptions.

2. Solution space and preliminary estimates

Let us define the solution space Ω by { f = (f_1(x, p_1), · · · , f_N (x, p_N )) ∈ N∏ i=1 L^1([0, 1] × R^3 ) | | f satisfies (A) and (B) }

in which the properties (A) and (B) are given as follows:

(A) Each f_i satisfies f_i ≥ 0, a_{i,ℓ} ≤ ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i , ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i ≤ a_{i,u}. (B) Let ~β be determined uniquely by f in the relation (1.4). Then ~β satisfies γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i ≤ N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β) √ λ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . Here Ω is a closed subspace of the Banach space ∏_N i=1 L^1([0, 1] × R^3_{pi} ). Throughout this paper, we choice the norm as a sum of the usual L^1-norms: ‖f‖ := N∑ i=1 ‖f_i‖_L1 . In the rest of this section, we present preliminary estimates to set up the fixed-point argument.

?⟨11⟩? Lemma 2.1. Let f = (f

1, · · · , f_N ) be an element of the solution space Ω. Then ~U and ~β, defined by f in the relations (1.3) and (1.4), are bounded as | ~U| ≤ max i=1,··· ,N a_{i,u} min i=1,··· ,N m_ia_{i,ℓ} , min i=1,··· ,N Φ^{−1}_i (2a_{i,u}/a_{i,ℓ}) ≤ ~β ≤ max_{i=1,··· ,N}Φ^{−1}_i (γcm_i √ λ_i). For simplicity, we denote these three bounds by ~U_u, ~β_ℓ and ~β_u, respectively.

Proof. • (Estimate of ~U): By definition, (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_j U_{jμ} = c^2 ∫ R^3 ∫ R^3 (_N ∑ i=1 ω_ip^μ_i f_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j p_{jμ}f_j dp^i p^0_i dp_j p^0_j . Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that

p^μ_i p_{jμ} = √ (m_ic)^2 + |p_i|^2 √ (m_j c)^2 + |p_j |^2 − p_i · p_j ≥ m_im_j c^2, which gives (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_j U_{jμ} ≥ c^2 ∫ R^3 ∫ R^3 (_N ∑ i=1 ω_im_if_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j m_j f_j dp^i p^0_i dp_j p^0_j

= ( c N∑ i=1 ω_im_i ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i

)_2 . (2.1) ?lowerbound?

Thus, we have from (A) that

| ~U| = c | | ∑_N i=1 ω_in_iU_i | | √( ∑_N i=1 ω_in_iU^μ_i ) (∑_N j=1 ω_j n_j U_{jμ} )

≤ ∑_N i=1 ω_i ∫ R^3 |p_i | p^0_i fi dpi ∑_N i=1 ω_im_i ∫ R^3 fi dp_i p^0_i ≤ max i=1,··· ,N a_{i,u} min i=1,··· ,N m_ia_{i,ℓ} • (Estimate of ~β): By (B), we know the following inequality holds: γcm_iλ_i ≤ Φ_i( ~β) √ λ_i for at least one i ∈ {1, · · · , N}. We recall from [7, Appendix] that Φ_i is strictly decreasing on ~β ∈ (0, ∞) and its range is (cm_i, ∞). Here, due to Hölder’s inequality, λ_i is strictly bigger than 1 and hence the following holds: 1 √ λ_i γcm_iλ_i ≥ cm_iλ^{1/4}_i > cm_i. This gives that Φ^{−1}_i (γcm_i √ λ_i) is well-defined and ~β is bounded above as ~β ≤ Φ^{−1}_i (γcm_i √ λ_i). Taking maximum over i, we obtain ~β ≤ ~β_u := max_{i=1,··· ,N}Φ^{−1}_i (γcm_i √ λ_i). For the lower bound of ~β, we observe that (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_j U_{jμ}

= c^2 N∑ i=1 N∑ j=1 ω_iω_j (∫ R^3

p^0_i f_i dp_i p^0_i ∫ R^3

p^0_j f_j dp_j p^0_j − 3∑ k=1 ∫ R^3 p^k_i f_i dp_i p^0_i · ∫ R^3 p^k_j f_j dp_j p^0_j )

≤ 4c^2 N∑ i=1 N∑ j=1 ω_iω_j ∫ R^3

p^0_i f_i dp_i p^0_i ∫ R^3

p^0_j f_j dp_j p^0_j = ( 2c N∑ i=1 ω_i ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i )_2 .

(2.2) ?upperbound?

This, together with (1.4), gives that N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β)a_{i,ℓ} ≤ N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_iU^μ_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_j U_{jμ} 1 2 ≤ 2 N∑ i=1 ω_ia_{i,u}. This implies that for at least one j ∈ {1, · · · , N}, the following holds:

Φ_j ( ~β) ≤ 2a_{j,u} a_{j,ℓ} . (2.3) ?beta_l?

Since the right hand side of (2.3) is bigger than 16cm_i by definition, we can take the inverse Φ^{−1} on both sides to obtain min j=1,··· ,N Φ^{−1}_j ( 2a_{j,u} a_{j,ℓ} ) =: ~β_ℓ ≤ ~β, which completes the proof. □

?⟨22⟩? Lemma 2.2. Let f = (f

1, · · · , f_N ) be an element of the solution space Ω. Then, there exist positive constants C_1 and C_2 depending on the quantities given in (1.7) such that

J_i ≤ C_1e^{−C2p0i} for all i = 1, · · · , N,

where J_i is given as (1.2).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that 0 ≤ ∫ R^3 fi dp_i p^0_i ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i ≤ a_{i,u} ∫ R^3 e −c ~β_up^0_i dpi p^0_i

=: C_1.

Also, one can obtain ~β ~U^μp_{iμ} = ~β (√ c^2 + | ~U|^2p^0_i − ~U · p_i )

≥ ~β (√ c^2 + | ~U|^2 − | ~U| ) p^0_i ≥ ~β_ℓ (√ c^2 + ~U^2_u − ~U_u ) p^0_i

=: C_2p^0_i ,

where we used the fact that √ c^2 + x^2 − x is decreasing on x ∈ [0, ∞). Therefore we conclude that

J_i = ∫ R^3 fi dp_i p^0_i ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i e^{− ~β ~U μ piμ} ≤ C_1e^{−C2p0i} . □ ?⟨phi2⟩?

Lemma 2.3. Let f = (f_1, · · · , f_N ) be an element of the solution space Ω. Assume that ω_i ∈ (0, 1) for every i ∈ {1, · · · , N}. We then have ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dydp_i ≤ C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i ) .

Proof. Due to the symmetry, it is sufficient to prove only the case p^1_i > 0. It is straightforward that ∫ R^2 e^{−C2} √_{(cmi)2+|pi|2} dp^2_i dp^3_i ≤ ∫ R^2 e^{−C3(|p1i |+|p2i |+|p3i |)} dp^2_i dp^3_i = e^{−C3|p1i |} ∫ R^2 e^{−C3(|p2i |+|p3i |)} dp^2_i dp^3_i = 4 C^2_3 e^{−C3|p1i |} where we used the elementary inequality in the first line, √ C + |x|^2 + |y|^2 + |z|^2 ≥ |x| + |y| + |z| √ 3 , and we denote C_3 as C_2/ √ 3. This, together with Lemma 2.2, gives that ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i p^1_i ∫_x 0 e^− ωi p1i (x−y) J_i(y) dydp_i ≤ C_1 ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i p^1_i ∫_x 0 e^− ωi p1i (x−y) e^{−C2} √_{(cmi)2+|pi|2} dydp_i ≤ 4C_1 C^2_3 ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i p^1_i ∫_x 0 e^− ωi p1i (x−y) e^{−C3|p1i |} dydp^1_i = 4C_1 C^2_3 ∫ p^1_i >0 ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) e^{−C3|p1i |} dp^1_i . (2.4) ?p1>0?

We split the domain into three cases p^1_i ∈ (0, ω_i], p^1_i ∈ (ω_i, 1/ω_i], and p^1_i ∈ (1/ω_i, ∞) and estimate them separately: ∫ p^1_i >0 ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) e^{−C3|p1i |} dp^1_i = {∫ p^1_i <ω_i + ∫ ω_i≤p^1_i <1/ω_i + ∫ 1/ω_i≤p^1_i } ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) e^{−C3|p1i |} dp^1_i . • (Case of p^1_i ∈ (0, ω_i]): For the first case, we can easily obtain

(2.5) ?I1? ∫ 0<p^1_i ≤ω_i e^{−C3|p1i |} ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) dp^1_i ≤ ∫ 0<p^1_i ≤ω_i dp^1_i ≤ ω_i. • (Case of p^1_i ∈ (ω_i, 1/ω_i]): We use the inequality (2.6) ?inequality? 1 − e^{−x} ≤ x for all x ∈ [0, ∞) to see that ∫ ω_i<p^1_i ≤^1_{ωi} e^{−C3|p1i |} ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) dp^1_i ≤ ∫ ω_i<p^1_i ≤^1_{ωi} e^{−C3|p1i |} ω_i p^1_i x dp^1_i ≤ ∫ ω_i<p^1_i ≤^1_{ωi} ω_i p^1_i dp^1_i = 2ω_i ln 1 ω_i . (2.7) ?I2?

• (Case of p^1_i ∈ (1/ω_i, ∞)): It follows from (2.6) that ∫ p^1_i >^1_{ωi} ( 1 − e^− ωi p1i x) e^{−C3|p1i |} dp^1_i ≤ ∫ p^1_i >^1_{ωi} ω_i p^1_i xe^{−C3|p1i |} dp^1_i ≤ ω^2_i ∫ p^1_i >^1_{ωi} e^{−C3|p1i |}dp^1_i

= ω^2_i C_3 e^{− C3ωi} . (2.8) ?II?

Going back to (2.4) with (2.5), (2.7) and (2.8), we get the desired result: ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i p^1_i ∫_x 0 e^− ωi p1i (x−y) J_i(y) dydp_i ≤ C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cωi} ) . □ 3. Solution operator mapping into itself Let us define the solution operator Ψ = (Ψ_1, · · · , Ψ_N ) by

Ψ_i(f)(x, p_i) = ( e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i >0} + ( e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i <0}.

The aim of this section is to show that the operator Ψ maps the solution space Ω into itself, i.e., Ψ(f) satisfies (A) and (B) for f ∈ Ω. The proof consists of the following two lemmas. Lemma 3.1. Let f = (f_1, · · · , f_N ) be an element of the solution space Ω. Then, for sufficiently small ω_i, we have Ψ_i(f) ≥ 0, ∫ R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i ≥ a_{i,ℓ}, ∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i ≤ a_{i,u} for every i ∈ {1, · · · , N}. Proof. • (Non-negativity): By the second condition of (A), we readily check

Ψ_i(f) = ( e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i >0} + ( e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R + ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dy ) 1_p1_{i <0} ≥ e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L1_p1_{i >0} + e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R1_p1_{i <0} ≥ 0.

(3.1) ?phi?

• (Lower bound): It follows from (3.1) that

Ψ_i(f) ≥ e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L1_p1_{i >0} + e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R1_p1_{i <0} ≥ e^− ωi |p1i | f i,LR, (3.2) ?Psi lower?

which leads to ∫

R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i ≥ ∫ R^3 e^− ωi |p1i | f i,LR dp_i p^0_i . For sufficiently small r > 0, we have ∫ R^3 e^− ωi |p1i | f i,LR dp_i p^0_i ≥ e^{− ωir} ∫ |p^1_i |>r f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i ≥ e^{− ωir} 2 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . (3.3) ?1/4?

Thus, choosing ω_i small enough to satisfy e^{− ωir} >^1_2 , we get ∫ R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i ≥ 1 4 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i = a_{i,ℓ}. (3.4) ?1/4-2?

• (Upper bound): Recall from Lemma 2.3 that ∫ R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i = ∫ R^3 e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L1_p1_{i >0} + e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R1_p1_{i <0} dp_i + ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dydp_i ≤ ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i + C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i ) . We then choose a sufficiently small ω_i again so that C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cωi} ) ≤ ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i which gives ∫

R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i ≤ 2 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR}dp_i = a_{i,u}. □ In the following lemma, to avoid confusion, we will denote the momentum moments of Ψ(f) by n^Ψ_i and U^Ψ_i :

U^{Ψμ}_i = c n_i ∫ R^3

p^μ_i Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i , n^Ψ_i = 1 c ∫ R^3

p^μ_i U^Ψ_{iμ}Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i , and ~β^Ψ is also determined by the following relation: N∑ i=1 m_i τ_i Φ( ~β^Ψ) ∫ R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 m_i τ_i n^Ψ_i U^{Ψμ}_i ) N∑ j=1 m_j τ_j n^Ψ_j U^Ψ_{jμ} 1 2 . (3.5) ?beta into?

?⟨222⟩? Lemma 3.2. Let f = (f1, · · · , fN ) be an element of the solution space Ω. Then, for sufficiently small

ω_i, Ψ(f) = (Ψ_1(f), · · · , Ψ_N (f)) satisfies γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i ≤ N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β^Ψ) √ λ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . Proof. To investigate the lower bound of the right-hand side of (3.5), we observe that

U^{Ψμ}_i U^Ψ_{jμ} = √ c^2 + |U^Ψ_i |^2 √ c^2 + |U^Ψ_j |^2 − U^Ψ_i · U^Ψ_j ≥ c^2

due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Using this, one finds (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in^Ψ_i U^{Ψμ}_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n^Ψ_j U^Ψ_{jμ} 1 2 = (_N ∑ i=1 ω_iω_j n^Ψ_i n^Ψ_j U^{Ψμ}_i U^Ψ_{jμ}

)^1_2

≥ c N∑ i=1 ω_in^Ψ_i

= c N∑ i=1 ω_i (∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i )_2 − 3∑ j=1 (∫ R^3

p^j_i Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i

)_2 1 2 .

(3.6) ?RHS?

In the last line, we used the definition of n^Ψ_i . Applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain (∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i )_2 − 3∑ j=1 (∫ R^3

p^j_i Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i

)_2

≥ (∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i )_2 − ∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i ∫ R^3 |p_i|^2 (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2 Ψ_i(f) dp_i = ∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i ∫ R^3

(cm_i)^2 (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2 Ψ_i(f) dp_i,

(3.7) ?Holder?

where we recall (p^0_i )^2 = (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2. As in (3.3) and (3.4), we can take ω_i small enough so that ∫ R^3 Ψ_i(f) dp_i ∫ R^3

(cm_i)^2 (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2

Ψ_i(f) dp_i ≥ γ(cm_i)^2 ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i ∫ R^3 1 (cm_i)^2 + |p_i|^2 f_{i,LR} dp_i. (3.8) ?gamma1?

Combining (3.2), (3.6), (3.7), and (3.8), we get 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in^Ψ_i U^{Ψμ}_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n^Ψ_j U^Ψ_{jμ} 1 2 ≥ γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_i {∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i ∫ R^3 1 (p^0_i )^2 f_{i,LR} dp_i } 1_2

which, together with the definition of λ_i (see (1.7)), gives 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in^Ψ_i U^{Ψμ}_i ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n^Ψ_j U^Ψ_{jμ} 1 2 ≥ γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . (3.9) ?beta into3?

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that ∫ R^3

Ψ_i(f) dp_i p^0_i = ∫ R^3 e^− ωi |p1i | xf i,L1_p1_{i >0} + e^− ωi |p1i | (1−x)f i,R1_p1_{i <0} dp_i p^0_i + ∫ p^1_i >0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_x 0 e^− ωi |p1i | (x−y)J i(y) dy dp_i p^0_i + ∫ p^1_i <0 ω_i |p^1_i | ∫_1 x e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)J i(y) dy dp_i p^0_i ≤ ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i + C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i ) . (3.10) ?beta into2?

Going back to (3.5) with (3.10) and (3.9), we have N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β^Ψ) {∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i + C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i )}

≥ γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . We choose sufficiently small ω_i satisfying C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i ) ≤ (√ λ_i − 1 ) ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i

where λ_i is strictly bigger than 1 for all x ∈ [0, 1] (see Remark 1.1). Thus we have γ N∑ i=1 cm_iω_iλ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i ≤ N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β^Ψ) √ λ_i ∫ R^3 f_{i,LR} dp_i p^0_i . □

4. Contraction mapping

This section is devoted to showing the Lipschitz continuity of the solution operator Ψ in the solution space Ω, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.3 due to the Banach fixed-point theorem. For this, we first estimate auxiliary parameters consisting of J_i.

?⟨lip⟩? Lemma 4.1. Let f = (f

1, · · · , f_N ) and g = (g_1, · · · , g_N ) be elements of the solution space Ω. We then have | ~U_f − ~U_g| + | ~β_f − ~β_g | ≤ C N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

Proof. • (Estimate of ~U): For notational convenience, we define

A^μ_f := N∑ i=1 ω_in_{fi} U^μ_{fi} . (4.1) ?A?

Then we have | ~U_f − ~U_g | = c | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ}A_g − √ A^μg A_{gμ}A_f | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ}A^μg A_{gμ} . (4.2) ?Ulip?

For the numerator, we get | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ}A_g − √ A^μ_g A_{gμ}A_f | | | ≤ √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} |A_g − A_f | + |A_f | | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} − √ A^μ_g A_{gμ} | | |

≤ √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} |A_g − A_f | + |A_f | |A^μ_f (A_{f μ} − A_{gμ})| + |A^μ_g (A_{f μ} − A_{gμ})| √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} + √ A^μ_g A_{gμ} ≤ √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} |A_g − A_f | + |A_f | (A^0_f + A^0_g )|A_{f 0} − A_{g0}| + (|A_f | + |A_g |)|A_f − A_g | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} + √ A^μg A_{gμ} .

(4.3) ?numerator?

It follows from (2.1) and (2.2) that ( c N∑ i=1 ω_im_ia_{i,ℓ} )_2 ≤ ( c N∑ i=1 ω_im_i ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i

)_2 ≤ A^μ_f A_{f μ} ≤ ( 2c N∑ i=1 ω_i ∫ R^3 f_idp_i )_2 ≤ ( 2c N∑ i=1 ω_ia_{i,u} )_2 . (4.4) ?AA?

Also, due to the property (A), we have

|A_f | + A^0_f ≤ c N∑ i=1 ω_i (∫ R^3 |p_i|f_i dp_i p^0_i + ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i ) ≤ 2c N∑ i=1 ω_i ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i ≤ 2c N∑ i=1 ω_ia_{i,u}. (4.5) ?AAA?

Obviously, these observations hold true for A_g . Thus, these observations (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), and (4.5) give | ~U_f − ~U_g| ≤ C|A_f − A_g | ≤ C | | | | N∑ i=1 ω_ic ∫ R^3 f_i − g_i dp_i p^0_i | | | |

≤ C N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

• (Estimate of ~β): We recall that ~β_f and ~β_g satisfy N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β_f ) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_{fi} U^μ_{fi} ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_{fj} U_{fj μ} 1 2

N∑ i=1 m_i τ_i Φ_i( ~β_g ) ∫ R^3 g_i dp_i p^0_i = 1 c (_N ∑ i=1 ω_in_{gi} U^μ_{gi} ) N∑ j=1 ω_j n_{gj} U_{gj μ} 1 2 . From this and the notation (4.1), we can obtain c N∑ i=1 ω_i ( Φ_i( ~β_f ) − Φ_i( ~β_g ) ) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = c N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β_g ) (∫ R^3 g_i dp_i p^0_i − ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i )

+ √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} − √ A^μ_g A_{gμ}. (4.6) ?tri?

We recall that each Φ_i is monotone decreasing so that all the signs of Φ_i( ~β_f ) − Φ_i( ~β_g ), (i = 1, · · · , N), are same. This, together with (4.6), gives that c N∑ i=1 ω_i | | |Φi( ~βf ) − Φi( ~βg ) | | | ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i = | | | | c N∑ i=1 ω_i ( Φ_i( ~β_f ) − Φ_i( ~β_g ) ) ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i | | | | ≤ c N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β_g ) | | | ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i − ∫ R^3 g_i dp_i p^0_i | | | + | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} − √ A^μ_g A_{gμ} | | | .

(4.7) ?ineq111?

Here we used Lemma 2.1 to obtain c N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β_g ) | | | ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i − ∫ R^3 g_i dp_i p^0_i | | | ≤ c N∑ i=1 ω_iΦ_i( ~β_ℓ)‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_p

≤ C N∑ i=1 ω_i‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_p where C = c max_{i=1,··· ,N} Φ_i( ~β_ℓ) > 0 in the last line. Also, for the second term of the last line (4.7), it follows from (4.3), (4.4), and (4.5) that | | | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} − √ A^μ_g A_{gμ} | | | ≤ (A^{0f} + A^{0g} )|A^{f 0} − A^{g0}| + (|A^f | + |A^g |)|A^f − A^g | √ A^μ_f A_{f μ} + √ A^μ_g A_{gμ} ≤ C|A_f − A_g | = C | | | | | N∑ i=1 ω_ic ∫ R^3

p_i(f_i − g_i) dp_i p^0_i | | | | | ≤ C N∑ i=1 ω_i‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_p . Combining these estimates with the property (A), we have c ( min i=1,··· ,N a_{i,ℓ} )_N∑ i=1 ω_i | | |Φi( ~βf ) − Φi( ~βg ) | | | ≤ C N∑ i=1 ω_i‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_p , which implies that for at least one j ∈ {1, · · · , N}, | |Φj ( ~βf ) − Φj ( ~βg ) | | ≤ C‖fj − gj ‖_L1_p . By the mean value theorem, there exists a positive value θ ∈ [ ~β_ℓ, ~β_u] such that | | | | ∂Φ_j ∂ ~β (θ) × ( ~β_f − ~β_g ) | | | | ≤ C‖f^j − g^j ‖^{L1}p . We note that min θ∈[ ~β_ℓ, ~β_u] | | | | ∂Φ_j ∂ ~β (θ) | | | | > 0, which concludes that | ~β_f − ~β_g| ≤ C‖f_j − g_j ‖_L1_p ≤ C N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_p . □ ?⟨JJ⟩? Lemma 4.2. Let f = (f

1, · · · , f_N ) and g = (g_1, · · · , g_N ) be elements of the solution space Ω. For sufficiently small w_i, we have |J_i(f) − J_i(g)| ≤ Ce^{−Cp0i} N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

Proof. For brevity, we rewrite J_i(f) ≡ J_i(α, ~β, ~U) = α ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i e^{− ~β ~U μ piμ} . By the mean value theorem, there exists a constant θ ∈ [0, 1] such that |J_i(f) − J_i(g)| = |J_i(α_{fi} , ~β_f , ~U_f ) − J(α_{gi} , ~β_g, ~U_g)| = |∇_{α, ~β, ~U} J_i(θ) · (α_{fi} − α_{gi} , ~β_f − ~β_g, ~U_f − ~U_g)| where J_i(θ) denotes

J_i(θ) = J_i ( (1 − θ)α_{fi} + θα_{gi} , (1 − θ) ~β_f + θ ~β_g, (1 − θ) ~U_f + θ ~U_g ) , and α_{fi} , α_{gi} are given by α_{fi} = ∫ R^3 f_i dp_i p^0_i

, and α_{gi} = ∫ R^3 g_i dp_i p^0_i . Then, we have from Lemma 4.1 that |J_i(f) − J_i(g)| ≤ C|∇_{α, ~β, ~U} J_i(θ)| N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

By simple computations, we find ∂J_i ∂α = 1 α J_i, ∂J_i ∂ ~β = ( cΦ_i( ~β) − ~U^μp_{iμ} ) J_i, ∂J_i ∂ ~U = ~β k ( p_i − ~Up0_i ~U 0 ) J_i, where we used the fact that ∂ ∂ ~β 1 ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i = c ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dp i (∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i

)_2 = cΦ_i( ~β) ∫ R^3 e −c ~βp^0_i dpi p^0_i .

Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, together with α_{fi} , α_{gi} ≥ a_{i,ℓ}, give | | | ∂J_i ∂α | | | ≤ Ce^{−Cp} 0 i , | | |∂J^i ∂β | | | ≤ cΦ_i( ~β_ℓ)J_i + 2 ~U_up^0_i J_i ≤ Ce^{−Cp0}i , | | | | ∂J_i ∂ ~U | | | | ≤ 2 ~β_u k p^0_i J_i ≤ Ce^{−Cp0i} , where we used the elementary inequality xe^{−x} ≤ Ce^{−Cx}. □

Proposition 4.1. Let f = (f_1, · · · , f_N ) and g = (g_1, · · · , g_N ) be elements of the solution space Ω. For sufficiently small ω_i, there exists a constant 0 < δ < 1 such that ‖Ψ_i(f) − Ψ_i(g)‖ ≤ δ N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖. Proof. By definition of Ψ, we see that ∫ R^3 |Ψ_i(f) − Ψ_i(g)|dp_i = ∫ p_1>0

|Ψ_i(f) − Ψ_i(g)|dp_i + ∫ p_1 <0 |Ψ_i(f) − Ψ_i(g)|dp_i ≤ ∫ p_1>0 ∫_x 0 ω_i p^1_i e^− ωi p1i (x−y) |J_i(f) − J_i(g)|dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0

∫_1 x ω_i |p^1_i | e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)|J i(f) − J_i(g)|dydp_i. Applying Lemma 4.2, we obtain ∫ p_1>0 ∫_x 0 ω_i p^1_i e^− ωi p1i (x−y) |J_i(f) − J_i(g)|dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0

∫_1 x ω_i |p^1_i | e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)|J i(f) − J_i(g)|dydp_i

≤ C {∫ p^1_i >0 ∫_x 0 ω_i p^1_i e^− ωi p1i (x−y) e^{−Cp0i} dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0

∫_1 x ω_i |p^1_i | e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)e−Cp 0 i dydp_i }_N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

In the almost same manner as in the proof of Lemma 2.3, we can further estimate the last term of the above as follows: {∫ p^1_i >0 ∫_x 0 ω_i p^1_i e^− ωi p1i (x−y) e^{−Cp0i} dydp_i + ∫ p^1_i <0

∫_1 x ω_i |p^1_i | e^− ωi |p1i | (y−x)e−Cp 0 i dydp_i }_N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_)

≤ C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cω}i )_N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_),

which gives

‖Ψ_i(f) − Ψ_i(g)‖_L1_{(R}3_) ≤ C ( ω_i ln 1 ω_i + ω_i + ω^2_i e^{− Cωi} )_N∑ i=1 ‖f_i − g_i‖_L1_{(R}3_).

Therefore, integrating in x ∈ [0, 1], adding over i = 1, · · · , N, and letting w_i sufficiently small, we obtain the desired results. □

Acknowledgement B.-H. Hwang was supported by Basic Science Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) funded by the Ministry of Education (No. 2019R1A6A1A10073079). Myeong-Su Lee was supported by Basic Science Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) funded by the Ministry of Education (RS-2023-00244475).

References

ATK [1] Aoki, K., Takata, S., and Kosuge, S.: Vapor flows caused by evaporation and condensation on two parallel plane

surfaces: Effect of the presence of a noncondensable gas. Physics of fluids, 10(6), 1519-1533 (1998).

AW [2] Anderson, J. L., and Witting. H. R. : A relativistic relaxation-time model for the Boltzmann equation, Physica 74

(1974) 466

BaeY [3] Bae, G. C., and Yun, S. B.: Stationary quantum BGK model for bosons and fermions in a bounded interval.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 178, 845-868 (2020).

BY [4] Bang, J., and Yun, S. B.: Stationary solutions for the ellipsoidal BGK model in a slab. Journal of Differential

Equations, 261(10), 5803-5828 (2016).

BCN [5] A. Bellouquid, J. Calvo, J. Nieto, J. Soler, On the relativistic BGK-Boltzmann model: asymptotics and hydrody-

namics, J. Stat. Phys. 149 (2012) 284–316.

BNU [6] ] A. Bellouquid, J. Nieto, L. Urrutia, Global existence and asymptotic stability near equilibrium for the relativistic

BGK model, Nonlinear Anal. 114 (2015) 87–104.

BCNS [7] Bellouquid, A., Calvo, J., Nieto, J., and Soler, J. : On the relativistic BGK-Boltzmann model: asymptotics and

hydrodynamics. J. Stat. Phys. 149 (2012) 284–316.

BGK [8] Bhatnagar, P. L., Gross, E. P., and Krook, M. : A model for collision processes in gases. Physical Revis, 94 (1954),

511-525

CJS [9] V J. Calvo, P.-E. Jabin, J. Soler, Global weak solutions to the relativistic BGK equation, Comm. Partial Differential

Equations 45 (3) (2020) 191–229.

cer [10] Cercignani, C.: Rarefied gas dynamics: from basic concepts to actual calculations (Vol. 21). Cambridge university

press (2000).

CKT [11] Chen, Y., Kuang, Y., Tang, H.: Second-order accurate genuine BGK schemes for the ultra-relativistic flow simu-

lations. J. Comput. Phys. 349 (2017), 300-327.

Eckart [12] Eckart, C.: The thermodynamics of irreversible processes. III. Relativistic theory of the simple fluid. Phys. Rev.

58 (1940) 919.

DHMNS [13] Denicol, G. S., Heinz, U., Martinez, M., Noronha, J., Strickland, M.: New exact solution of the relativistic

Boltzmann equation and its hydrodynamic limit. Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 202301

Hwang [14] Hwang, B.-H.: Global existence of bounded solutions to the relativistic BGK model. Nonlinear Anal. Real World

Appl. 63 (2022) 103409.

HLY [15] Hwang, B.-H., Lee, H., Yun, S.-B.: Relativistic BGK model for massless particles in the FLRW spacetime. Kinet.

Relat. Models (in press)

HLY2 [16] Hwang, B. H., Lee, M. S., and Yun, S. B.: Relativistic BGK model for gas mixtures. arXiv preprint

arXiv:2306.05349. (2023)

HRY [17] Hwang, B.-H., Ruggeri, T., Yun, S.-B.: On a relativistic BGK model for polyatomic gases near equilibrium. Preprint

arXiv:2102.00462.

HY3 [18] Hwang, B. H., and Yun, S. B.: Stationary solutions to the boundary value problem for the relativistic BGK model

in a slab. Kinetic and Related Models, 12(4), 749-764 (2019).

HY4 [19] Hwang, B. H., and Yun, S. B.: Stationary solutions to the Anderson–Witting model of the relativistic Boltzmann

equation in a bounded interval. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 53(1), 730-753 (2021).

HY2 [20] Hwang, B. H., and Yun, S. B. (2019). Anderson–Witting model of the relativistic Boltzmann equation near equi-

librium. Journal of Statistical Physics, 176, 1009-1045.

Juttner [21] Jüttner, F.: Das Maxwellsche Gesetz der Geschwindigkeitsverteilung in der Relativtheorie. Ann. Phys. 339 (1911)

856–882.

 Kremer [22] Kremer, G. M.: Diffusion of relativistic gas mixtures in gravitational fields. Physica A 393 (2014) 76–85.
Kremer2 [23] Kremer, G. M.: Relativistic gas in a Schwarzschild metric. J. Stat. Mech. (2013) P04016.
Kremer3 [24] Kremer, G. M.: Relativistic Ohm and Fourier laws for binary mixtures of electrons with protons and photons.

arXiv preprint arXiv:1207.3978 (2012).

KLY [25] Kim, D., Lee, M.-S., and Yun, S.-B.: Stationary BGK models for chemically reacting gas in a slab. Journal of

Statistical Physics, 184(2) (2021) 1-33.

Nouri [26] Nouri, A.: An existence result for a quantum BGK model. Mathematical and computer modelling, 47(3-4), 515-529

(2008).

Marle [27] Marle, C. : Sur l”etablissement des ’equations de l’ hydrodynamique des fluides relativistes dissipatifs, I. L”equation

de Boltzmann relativiste, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincar’e, (1969) 10-67

Marle2 [28] Marle, C : Modele cinétique pour l’établissement des lois de la conduction de la chaleur et de la viscositéen théorie

de la relativité. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 260 (1965) 6539–6541.

MBHS [29] Mendoza, M., and Boghosian, B.M., Herrmann, H.J., Succi, S.: Derivation of the lattice Boltzmann model for

relativistic hydrodynamics. Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 105008.

MNR [30] Molnár, E., Niemi, H., and Rischke, D. H.: Derivation of anisotropic dissipative fluid dynamics from the Boltzmann

equation. Phys. Rev. D. 93 (2016) 114025

PR [31] Pennisi, S., and Ruggeri, T. : A new BGK model for relativistic kinetic theory of monatomic and polyatomic gases.

J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1035 (2018) 012005.

PR2 [32] Pennisi, S., and Ruggeri, T.: Relativistic extended thermodynamics of rarefied polyatomic gas. Ann. Phys. 377

(2017) 414–445.

SAY86 [33] Sone, Y., Aoki, K. and Yamashita, I.: A study of unsteady strong condensation on a plane condensed phase with

special interest in formation of steady profile. Rarefied Gas Dynamics, vol. 2, Teuber, (1986), 363–383.

Ukai [34] Ukai, S.: Stationary solutions of the BGK model equation on a finite interval with large boundary data. Transport

Theory and Statistical Physics, 21(4-6), 487-500 (1992).

W [35] Welander, P. : On the temperature jump in a rarefied gas. Ark. Fys, 7 (1954) 507-553.

Department of Mathematics Education, Sangmyung University, 20 Hongjimun 2-gil, Jongno-Gu, Seoul 03016, Republic of Korea

Email address: bhhwang@smu.ac.kr

Department of Mathematical Science, Korean Advanced Institute of Science and Technology, Daehakro 291, Yuseong-gu, Daejeon, Republic of Korea Email address: msl3573@kaist.ac.kr