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LATTICE POINTS ON CIRCLES AND DISCRETE VELOCITY
MODELS FOR THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION

LAURA FAINSILBER, PAR KURLBERG, AND BERNT WENNBERG

1. INTRODUCTION

The phase space densjfyf a dilute gas evolves according to the Boltz-
mann equation. In the physically relevant case, the gasddmitonfined to
asubsef) C R?, and thenf(z,v,t) : Q x R3 xRT — R*, wherex denotes
a position in spacey € R? is a velocity, and denotes the time. From a
mathematical point of view, it is equally natural to consittee Boltzmann
equation in any spatial dimension, and in some cases becasp@metries
of , it is also relevant to considér c R andv € R% with d; < ds.

By a dilute gas we mean one where the particles interact \&ith ether
essentially only bypairwiseinteractions. Moreover, the Boltzmann equa-
tion assumes that the particles are so small compared todithences, that
they can be considered to be points.

Under these hypothesis, one can formally derive the Boltamegua-
tion (seellF])

The left hand side describes the evolution of the densityrbg fransport,
and the right hand side describes the impact of collisioes.definition, a
collision is a pairwise interaction that takes place instaaously and at one

single point in space. Heneeandt appear only as parameters@t f, f),
and we can write

QRN = [ [ )00 = F0) 0wl cose) as(ud..
@

where the velocities “before and after a collision” are tedgby

Vo= Ho+u)+|wlu
3)
v, = v+ —|wlu,
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with w = (v, — v)/2, and withcos § = Tl dus Is the Lebesgue measure
in RY, anddS(u) is the surface measure @if~!. Note that the pair of
velocities before a collision; andv,, and the pair of velocities after the
collision,v” andv’, are the endpoints of a diameter on the sphere which has
its centre at*= and diametefv, —v|. This is exactly the condition needed
in order that the collisions preserve the momentum and grarthe pair
of particles. Forl = 2, the sphere becomes a circle, and this motivates the
title of the paper.

In a discrete velocity model (DVM), the velocities are comicated on a
(usually finite) set of points; € R? in the velocity space:

f(z,v,t) = Z Fi(@, )8y, -

The Boltzmann equatiori](1) is then changed into a nonlingstem of
conservation laws,

4) Ofi + v Vofi =Y T (fifw — file) .

kK5

where the constanléj:,f' > 0 must be chosen so thal (4) makes sense from
a physical point of view. In particular we require thag, v;,) and(v;, vy)
define two diameters on the same sphere, just as for the usltahi&ann
equation.

The first example of a discrete velocity model is that of Gadae ([4]),
which has two velocities ifR. Many other models have been proposed,
and there is a large literature on how to construct and aegpysically
realistic models (i.e., that satisfy the right conservataws and an entropy
principle), see ed.[3].

Besides offering many interesting mathematical challen@er exam-
ple, there is no general theory of global existence of sohgtito systems
like {@)) the DVM:s are also candidates for the numericalrapimation
of the real Boltzmann equatiohl (1). This leads naturallyh® following
guestion, which is the subject matter of the paper:

Suppose that we choose the discrete set of velocities t&¥hgi.e. the
integer lattice inR?, scaled by a factok, and that we take

') =" fenbomne

tezd

so thatf® — £, in some suitable sense, whefes L' (R%). Is it then true
thatQ(f", ") (v) — Q(f, f)(v) for all v € hZ? whenh — 0?

This property, which is callegonsistencytogether withstability are
main ingredients when proving that a numerical method cgese
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The answer is yes. This was proven by Bobylev, PalczewskEahdei-
der ([2]) for dimensions! > 3. In this paper, we prove that it is also true
for d = 2, and hence for all relevant cases.

Results of this kind are interesting, because they proviadengles that
are relevant to previous results of Desvillettes and Miscf|€]), who proved
that solutions to families of DVM:s can converge to DiPetnans’ solu-
tions to [1) if certain conditions are satisfied.

Our result should not, however, be considered as relevamuimerical
analysis, because the rate of convergence is so slow thaterioal method
based on the theory presented here would hardly ever becesfd.u

The family of models considered here can be seen as coming dro
rather straightforward discretization of the collisiotegral [2). This inte-
gral should be interpreted as an average ovegdhe 1-dimensional mani-
fold defined by

(5) M, = {(v, ', v}) € R st o' + v, —v, =0
V'[? + [oif* - |U* = [v]*},

and [2) is an iterated integral over this manifold. For a fixedve write
w = (v, — v)/2, and then[{B) becomes

Vo= vt w+ |wlu

v, = v4w-—|wlu

and alsaw, = v + 2w. We then write

(6) go(w,u) = (f()f(vi) = f(0)f(v.)) q(|w], cos ),

and so (after changing variables in the integral),

N = 2 [ ([ atwwdsw) de

If ¢ is sufficiently regular (continuous), and decays suffidierdapidly for
largew, then the Riemann sum for the outer integral converges:

(2h) Z/ Wo(hC,u) dS(u)

Cezd

) o /R ) ( /S ol w) dS(u)) dw

whenh — 0. In order to construct a consistent DVM, it is then sufficient
to evaluate the inner integral in terms of the valueg oh the lattice points
hZ%, in such a way that the result converges(tp , g(w,u) dS(u). While
with the formula [(B), the collision integral should be takarer all v €
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S-1 we have here only access to thaséor which v’ and v’ belong to
hZ<. But this is automatically achieved{fe Z<, and ifu = ¢’/|(’|, where
¢’ € 24 and|(’| = |¢[; then for allv € hZ?,

v+ h¢ & h|¢|u € hZ?

However, note that with this construction, the center of gphere is re-
stricted to lie on a lattice point, and so it excludes cadesdi= (0,0),

ve = (h, h).
Giving all points on the sphere equal weight, one arrivesagekpression
1
®) > (f)FW) = f()f () a(hS], cosb),
rallP) £,
I¢I=I¢]

for approximating the inner integral il (7). The functiay{n) denotes the
number of points with integer coordinates on a sphei®‘invith center at
the origin and radiug/n, i.e. the number of integer solutions$+ - - - +
T3 = n.

We write, for allv € hZ“.

Q"(f. F)(w) =
© 'S — S (FW)F) — F(0) F ) alhC], cosb).

S ralCP) 2,
I¢=I<]

In the two-dimensional case, all the terms in the sum2argeriodic
functions off), and assuming sufficient regularity, they can be expressed a
a convergent Fourier series. It is then natural to introdheeexponential
sum

(10) Snk)y= Y et

u€Z?:|u|?=n

whered, is defined byu = |u| - (sinf,, cosf,). We will see in Sectiofl4
that to prove tha{{8) converges to the angular integrallini{ enough to
prove that fork # 0, the termsS(n, k) converge to zero sufficiently fast as
n — oo. Similar exponential sums are relevant for any dimensiad,the
work of Bobylev et al. also involves such estimates.

Here the needed estimate is given as Propodilion 6 in Sdg&tidhen in
Sectior# we put the estimates togheter to a proof of the neaint:

Theorem 1. Consider the Boltzmann equation in two dimensions. Assume
that f and ¢ are so smooth that the function(w, u) defined in[(B) is a
C2-function. Then for alb € hZ?

Q(f, H(v) — Q"(f, /)(v)| = 0
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whenh — 0.

Section[®, finally, contains a numerical illustration on thstribution
terms where the circles contain many points, and we indicaethe com-
putational cost could be reduced without loosing accuratly Without the
intention of actually giving an effective algorithm).

A more general construction of discrete velocity models calexd inte-
ger latticeshZ? consists in finding sets of integer points on the manifold
M defined in[[b). In this way, mass and energy conservationwtmraati-
cally satisfied, but one also needs to verify that these a&rerily conserved
guantities. And finally, in order that the models convergthcontinuous
model whem, — 0, it is necessary that the integer points are more or less
uniformly distributed onM.

The models studied here are constructed by discretizing abm@ time,
the iterated integral§1(2). An alternative way of writingstintegral was
introduced by Carlemai][4]. Using that— v andv, — v are orthogonal,
one can write (here we specializedoe- 3)

QS f)(v) =

[ ] G005 - 01 alw, cost)—— dEG:

o=
whereFE, ., is the plane that containsand is orthogonal to’ —v, and where
dE(v)) is the Euclidean measure on this plane. Heintz and Panfé&dv [
have analysed a DVM based on this interated integral, angedrthat the
method is consistent with the continuous model. This is $mweeasier,
because oall planes, the integer points are uniformly distributed, dreyt
are all found by solving linear Diophantine equations. Heevethe density
of points depends strongly an— v, and so it is far from trival to prove the
consistency. And again, the two-dimensional situationasendifficult, and
has not yet been studied.
Yet another approach was introduced by Rogier and Schn@dgmwho

used the theory of Farey series to discretize the angulablarin the col-
lision integral.

2. NUMBER THEORETIC BACKGROUND

2.1. Points on spheres; Asymptotics. To prove that[(B) converges to the
correct limit whenh — 0, one has to study the set

{¢/I¢l ¢ ez [¢]* =n}

and to show that the points of this set are sufficiently wedtributed on
S?=1 whenn is large; it is here that the number theoretical issues ¢neer
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game. Indeed, we can view the set of points with integer doatels on a
sphere of squared radiuscentered at the origin,

d
{(x1,...2q) € Zd,Zx? =n},
i=1

as the solution set for a quadratic form, and use the theoinytegral qua-
dratic forms to get estimates on the number of points (se@$tancel[13]).
The expected number of points with integer coordinates grhare clearly
depends on the dimensian The naive approach to find the order of mag-
nitude for a given dimension is to use the volume of a balljddd by
the number of spheres contained in the ball. The volume oflleobaa-
dius \/n grows asn®/? whilst the number of spheresis Ford = 2, this
leads us to expect a constant number of lattice points ofesirtord = 3

a growth proportional ta/n, etc. However, for small this approach is
misleading; the growth is quite irregular, and depends erdiftisor struc-
ture ofn. Ford = 2, we will see below that only values af of the form

n = 2°¢*p}* ... p°, whereq is a product of primes of the forat: + 3 and
thep;’s are primes of the formk + 1 (see below), yield circles with lattice
points, and thus most circles have no points at all. In faghdau proved
in 1908 that the number of circles with at least one latticefof integer
squared radius smaller than grows asC'z/+/log z. Moreover, there are
also infinite families of circles with very few lattice pogtradii that are a
power of 2 yield 4 points for instance, and radii that are tipgase root of
a prime of the formp = 4k + 1 yield exactly 8 points. On the other hand,
the number of lattice points on a circle is not bounded, fetance a circle
withn = p; ... p, as above where all the are distinct from each other has
4 - 2" points.

In dimension 3, all values of not of the formn = 4°(8k + 7) yield
spheres containing points with integer coordinates. Ttilidesave a fairly
large number of spheres with no points on, but for our purpdisis does
not really matter, as such spheres do not appear in the suomfi@atmulas
(there is no relevant value f@r) Among the spheres with lattice points,
multiplying the radius by a power of 2 does not increase thaler of
points, but if we correct for this fact, the ratio betweenrlienber of points
and the naive estimate is bounded, up to constants only depeone,
from above byn, and below by~ for all ¢ > 0 (seel[13] Ch. 4 for exact
formulas involving class numbers érseries.)

The higher-dimensional cases behave in a somewhat morkardgsh-
ion. Lagrange proved that every positive integer can beevrias the sum
of four squares, and thus for dimension> 4, every sphere whose squared
radius is an integer, has lattice points. ot 4 the number of points still
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oscillates rather wildly, with spheres with radius a powke daving just
24 points, but for greater dimensions, the naive estimatesgive correct
asymptotic growth of the number of points.

Getting circles (or spheres) with “sufficiently many” |latipoints, how-
ever, is not quite enough for our purposes: we also need liealattice
points are sufficiently uniformly distributed when projedton the unit
sphere. In dimensiorsand higher, this follows from estimates on Fourier
coefficients of modular forms. The cage> 4, with some restrictions
on the set of numbers in which tends to infinity whend = 4, is due
to Pommerenke [23]. Faf = 3, Duke [11] and Golubeva-Fomenka [14]
used Iwaniec’s [19] estimates on Fourier coefficients of inéegral weight
forms to obtain uniform distribution. Unfortunately, tleetechniques do
not apply in dimensioR. Moreover, there are circles with large number of
lattice points that are poorly distributed:

Theorem 2. (Cilleruelo [6]) For anye > 0 and for any integert, there
exists a circler? + y? = n with more thank lattice points such that all the
lattice points are on the arcg/ne™2+9)i with || < ¢,t € {0,1, 2, 3}.

On the other hand, we may use some other techniques fromtiamalyn-
ber theory to show that lattice points on circles are eqtribistedon aver-
age and this is good enough for our purpose.

2.2. From points on circles to Gaussian integers. In the plane, we can
view lattice points on a circle of radiugn, centered at the origin, as com-
plex numbers with integer real and imaginary parts, andregLraodulus:.

It might seem as a trivial restatement, but doing so allowts use use some
techniques from algebraic number theory. T®a&ussian integers.e., the
set

Z[i) = {x +iy € C, (z,y) € Z°},

is the ring of integers of the fiel@(:). It shares an important property
with the ordinary integers, namely unique factorizatiare., just as every
integer inZ factors into prime numbers, and the factorization is unigpe
to ordering the primes and multiplying byl, Gaussian integers factor into
Gaussian primes, uniquely up to ordering and multiplicaty —1, 7, —i
(these and are the units, i.e. the elements having a multiplicativerse
in Z[:]). For a more thorough introduction to primes in quadratimbar
fields, see for instance [117], Ch. XV.

The Gaussian primes (i.e. the element& pf that cannot be written as a
product of Gaussian integers with smaller modulus), aréreft types:

This is rather unusual, the ring of integers in most numbéddigvill not have this
property.
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e the prime numberg € Z such thay = 3 mod 4 remain prime in
Z[i] (e.9. 3,7,11,19,...);

e for prime numberg € Z such thatp = 1 mod 4, there exists
r,y € Z s.t. p = 22 + y%. Hencep factors inZ[i] as a product of
two Gaussian primes

p=(z+iy)(z —iy)

(e.g.5 factors into(2 + 4)(2 — 4) in Z[i])

e last (and least!)] + i is prime (note thatl +¢)(1 —¢) = 2 and that
1 —i = —i(1+ 1) is merely “another form of the same prime” just
as3 and—3 represent the same prime).

If n is the sum of two squares, then it can be factored|in
n=X>"+Y?=(X+iY)(X —iY).

If 2 = = + iy is a prime factor ofX + iY, thenz = z — iy must be a
prime factor of X — ¢Y". It follows that prime factorg = 3 mod 4 of n
must appear in even powers. In addition, multiplyingpy an even power
of a primeqg that is congruent witB mod 4 changes neither the number of
solutions ton = X2+ Y2 nor the distribution of arguments of the solutions.

Suppose now that contains a factop®, wherep =1 mod 4. The num-
berp can be factored iZ[i] as(x + iy)(x — iy), and hence the multiplicity
of z 4 iy as a factor ot is o, and the same is true far— iy. It follows that
the multiplicity of z 4 iy in X + ¢Y can be any integer, with 0 < 5 < a,
and the multiplicty ofr — iy is thena — ;.

The same calculation can be done for powers of 2; howevesditions
given by different choices of in that case differ by a multiplication by a
power ofi, and so the power of 2 does not influence the number of sokition

All solutions ton = X2 + Y? can now be expressed as + iY =
v/nexp(if), where all possible values of the argumérdgan be computed
as sums of terms deriving from the different factors:ah the following
way:

(1) X + Y can be multiplied by any unit, i.e. b¥1 or +i. This gives
atermkr /2 in the argument; =0, 1,2, 3.
(2) If the multiplicity of 2 inn is odd, then the argument must contain
7 /4, the argument of +i; the number of solutions does not change.
(3) For each prime factgr =1 mod 4 in n, let o, be the multiplicity
of pinn, letp = 22 + y2, and setd, = arg(x, + iy,). For a
particular choice of, 0 < j < «,, the argument added t& + Y
is 70, — (o — 7)0, = (2] — )b,
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Since the choices df, and of the differenj’s are independent, the number

of different solutions is 4 H (ap +1).
p=1mod4

2.3. Results on the distribution of primes and on the angular distribu-
tion of points. We will need the following results:

Theorem 3 (Merten’s Theorem, see [17], Ch. 22.8)
[T @-1/p)~e/loga,

p<z
p prime

wherey ~ 0.57 is Euler’s constant.

As for the angular distribution of Gaussian primes, a relsylKubilyus
gives that the angle¥, } =1 moa 4 are equidistributed if0, /4] in the fol-
lowing sense:

Theorem 4 (Kubilyus, [21]). The number of Gaussian primesn the sec-
tor0 < a < arg(w) < B8 < 2m, |w|? < wis equal to

26-a) [ o+ 0 (uexpl-bviogw)
whereb is an absolute positive constant.
From Kubilyus’ Theorem, itis straightforward to deduces(§EZ], p. 92):
Corollary 5. If k € 4N andlog k < by/log z, then

k6 1
Z | cos(k6y,)]| < —loglogz + (1 —2/7)loglogk + O(1).
D T

p<z
p=1 mod 4

3. EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF LATTICE POINTS ON CIRCLES

What is needed for the proof of consistence of the discrdteitg model
are estimates on the equidistribution of lattice pointsicties.

The aim of this section is to show that lattice points on escre equidis-
tributedon averagen the sense that the exponential susiis:, k) converge
to zero whenm goes to infinity. We recall the definition &f(m, k):

S(m, k) = Z kb

jw[2=m
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Proposition 6. If 4 1 k then|S(m, k)| = 0. If 4|k andk # 0, there exisC
andb > 0 such that

1 log X
log (Y > 1S(m, k;)|> < C—(1-2/n)log <W)

m<X
for X sufficiently large andog |k| < by/log X.

Remark:The mean discrepancy of the angles of Gaussian integers were
studied by Katai and Kornyei in[20], and by Erdés and Hial[12]. Our
method is similar to theirs, except that they bound

1 3 [S(m, k)|
X/+/log X = r(m)

instead of

1
< > Is(m. k)l

The proof is based on the observation tftin, k)| /4 is amultiplicative
function, i.e. a functiory : N — C such thatf(mn) = f(m)f(n) for all
m,n such thatm,n) = 1. It turns out that the mean value of a multiplica-
tive function, under fairly general circumstances, can dendled in terms
of an exponential of a sum over primes. To make the paper natirean-
tained, we include a weak form of thi¢alberstam-Richert inequalit{cf.

[15]).
Theorem 7. Let f be a nonnegative multiplicative function such that

(11) Y f(n)=0(x),

n<x

and f(p*) = O(k) for all primesp andk > 1. Then there exist§’ > 0
such that

X s <o () o

m<X p<X

for all sufficiently largeX.
Proof. Following Wirsing [25], let

F(t)=)_ f(n).

n<t

/1X—dt:F(X)logX—i—O(1) — Zf(n)logn.

n<X
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On the other hand, by assumption, we h&ye) = O(t), thus
X
/ @ dt = O(X),
1

and hence
F(X)log X <O(1 +X+Zf )logn .

n<X

Usinglogn =}, A(d), whereA is the von Mangoldt functionwe have

Y fmlogn=73 f(n)) Ad)=) Ad) Y fldm)

n<X n<X dln d<X m<X/d
(12) :ZA(d) Z f(dm)+ZA(d) Z Fldm).
d<X mgX/d, d<X mSX/d,
(m7d):1 (m,d)>1

Now, sinceA(d) = 0 unlessd is a prime power, we have

13) Y A(d) D fldm)= > loglp) > f*'m

d<X m<X/d, pEti<Xx m< X /phtl
(m,d)>1 E>1 (p,m)=1
k—i—l
> log(p)f > f(m
pk+l§X mgx/pk+l
ki1 (pm)=1

By the assumptions o),

YD fm)<Ook+D) > f(m <(k:+1)iil),

m(SX/)p"“ m<X/pktt
p,m)=1

and thus the second term [0112) is

since

ZZlog n’p" < Z log Z +m)*27™ < 00.

p n>2 m>0

Thatis,A(d) = log p if d = p* andk > 1, otherwiseA (d) =
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As for the first term in[(12), we have (recall thAis multiplicative and
nonnegative)

STAM) Y fldm) =D Ad)f(d) > f(m)

d<X m<X/d, d<X m<X/d,
(m,d)=1 (m,d)=1
<Y fm) D AA)f(d).
m<X d<X/m
Now,
Yo OAD@) = Y log(p)fF) < D log(p)O(k) = O(X/m)
d<X/m kaX/m kaX/m
k>1 k>1
since
> log(p) = O(X/m)
p<X/m
by the Prime number theorem, and
> klog(p) = O ((X/m)*1og®(X/m)) = O(X/m).
pF<X/m
k>2
Thus,

> fm) > Ad)f(d) =0 (Z f(m)%> .
m<X d<X/m m<X

But sincef is nonnegative and multiplicative, we have

Zf <H (1+ 7)o+ FGP) /P +...)

< I (@+ Fw)/p)- (L4 FGR /P2 + FH /P +..))
and sincepSX
S (/P + )+
we find :r?;t r
> o <1<IX<1 +f(p)/p)> |

Thus,
F(X)logX =0 (X +Xx-JIa+ f(p)/p)) :

p<X
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hence

F(X) 1 Hpgx (L+ f(p)/p)
T:O<logX+ log X ) '

Now, by Merten’s theorem, we have

[T0-vn~i.

p<X
and thus
FX) 1 flp)—=1  f(p)
X _O<logX+p<X<1jL p P ))

1 f(p)—1
ofstem(2)

Proof of Propositiorib.To see thatS(m, k) /4| is a multiplicative function,
it is enough to recall the factorization of into Gaussian primes. Namely,
if p*,...p5" are all prime factors ofn withp =1 mod 4,

§ : kZE : 2 :6219(90-!- a1—251)0p, +...+(ay— 2]7)9p])

Ji1=1 Jr=1
Hered, is a multlple of /4 which comes from powers df in m, and
the 6,, can be computed from the Gaussian factorization as desciibe
Sectior ZP. Also, because;_, i** = 4if 4| k and zero otherwise,

U

ai
|S m, k)| Z Z k(01 =241)0p, +...+ (g =2].1)0p ;)
=1 Js=1

and this sum clearly factorizes, each factor containingna stiterms cor-
responding to one of the prime factgrsHence

) = 152

is a nonnegative multiplicative function, as stated. Initold it satisfies
fr(m) < r(m)/4 for all m. Thus, since

S r(n) = oy €Z:a® +y? < T} N?T(\/T)Z:WT

n<T

we have

> fln) =

n<T
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Moreover, ifp =3 mod 4 then

i J1ifliseven,
14 fil#') = {0 if 1is odd,

andifp =1 mod 4 then

l

Z oik(1=27)0

J=0

(15) frlp) =

Y

and thusf(p') < [+ 1 for all primep and! > 1. The assumptions in in
Theorenl) are thus satisfied, and we obtain

w(p) —1 1
—Z|Smk Xsz <Cexp<2%>—l—0<ng,).

m<X m<X p<X

Now, by (14) and[(T5), we have

2| cos(k6 if p=1 mod 4,
gy = {2eosthBl ifp=
0 ifp=3 mod4.

Hence

ka —1 Z 2|Cos Z_

p<X p<X p<X
p=1 mod 4

By Corollary[3,

S 2] 2405108 x + 2(1 — 2/m) loglog k + O(1).
p<X b "
p=1 mod 4

if log k < by/log X. By Merten’s theorem,

1
Z — =loglog X + O(1),

p<X
and thus
ka < (2/m —1)loglogz + 2(1 —2/m)loglogk + O(1).
p<X
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4. PROOF OFTHEOREM[

Here we carry out the steps of the proof as indicated in thedniction.
First recall that the collision operator can be written

a U =4[ ([ awow)aw

—T

where, if we identifyu € S* with 6 € [—7, 7],

go(w,0) = q(|w], cos(9)) (f (V') f(vi) — f(v)f(vs)),
and
vo= v+ w+ Ryw
v, = v+w— Ryw;

as beforew = (v. —v)/2, andRy denotes a rotation by an angleWriting
the Boltzmann equation for two-dimensional velocities¢ofirse we have
already stepped away from the physically realistic casé dismegarding
this, a common assumption gns that

q(fwl,cos(0)) = q(|lwl)g(0),

wheregq, (|w|) ~ |w|* for somea € [0, 1], and wherey(6) ~ |6~ for
some~y €]1,3[. This corresponds to a molecular interaction by hard in-
verse power law forces. With the stronger assumption ¢has smooth
and strictly positive, it is possible to prove that there snaoth solution
f(v,t) to the Boltzmann equation (se€e [10]), and then this alsosgieene
regularity tog(w, #), in spite of the singularity ofs.

However, much work on the Boltzmann equation has been dotheting
hypothesis that is bounded or continuous with respecté&o With that
assumption, the solutiofi(v, t) keeps exactly the regularity of the initial
data.

Because of this, it is relevant to assume whatever regylafithe so-
lutions that is needed for the computations. With the aim akimg the
calculations easy, Theorellh 1 has been written with unnadBsstrong
hypothesis.

To simplify notation a little, let

™

Go(w) = / gu(w,0) b

in the continuous case, and for the discrete case (then weassf course,
thatv € hZ?)

Ghe) = —— 3 gu(hC,0).

2
P &,
1<’ 1=I<]
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whered is the angle betweefi and(. As before;(|¢|?) denotes the number
of integer points on a sphere with radigs.

Let
a7) Znr={2€Z* st |z| < R/h}

for someR > 0 (this is the most natural example, but other choices might
be more efficient, as we shall see later). We want to prove that

(18) QUf, Hw) = (2h)* >~ Gi(h¢) =0

CEZ}L
whenh — 0, and also make as precise a statement as possible about the
rate of convergence.
Theorem 8. Suppose thag, (w, 6) in [I8) satisfies

(1) go(w, ) is aC*-function w.r.t.w

(2) g,(w, 0) is aC?-function w.r.t.0

) llgu( A+ [ 1) lLr(aw) < C
(This holds e.g. if the functiofi and the crossection are C2.) For given
R > 0andh > 0, let Z, i be as in[I¥). Then given> 0 there are reals
R > 0andh > 0 such that

Q(f, (v 2 Ghe)

CE€Zn,R

Proof. We still considerQ(f, /) as an iterated integral, and write (fore
hZ.2)

Q(f, f) ) Y GG

CEZ}L

_ /R Gu(w)dw — (202 Y Gy(hC)

CE€EZn,R

(19) +(2h)* D (Gu(h¢) — Gh(RQ)) -

CE€EZn,R

From the third part of the hypothesis gr{which is implied by a decay
of f(v) for large velocities), it follows that for alR > 0,

Cy
(20) /|w>RG (w)dw < =

Continuity of G,,(w) would be enough to conclude that

/| | RGv(w)dw—(%)z > G(h¢)| =0

CE€EZn,R
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whenh — 0. The hypothesis op, (w, §) implies that actually7,(-) € C*,
and there is a constaft, such that the difference is smaller than

(21) CyR?h = C max |0, G, (w)| R*h.
w’J
Next we turn to the differenc@v(hg) — GMh¢), i.e. of
22 - / gu(hC,0)d Z 6u(hC.0).
i
\M I<]

(recall that in the second termi,is the angle betweegf and (). We first
write the periodic functiom, (h(, 6) as a Fourier series,

90(h¢,0) = >~ 9u(C, k)™,

keZ

where
p — 1 " —ik6
Gu(C, k) = o /_ﬂgv(hC,G)e do.

The assumptions opimply the existence of a constafif so that

(23) 190(C, B)| <

Then [22) becomes

§0(¢,0) — <|<|> > ¢ |<| > Gu(C k)™

/ Z2 CI Z2 k;éo
K\K| I¢'1=1¢

where the first terms cancel out, and only last sum remainsnéXesplit
that sum into a part withk| < M, and a remainder, which can be made
small by choosingV/ large, if g is sufficiently smooth with respect th

Using (23),
. Cs
IC\ Z nggk k9<2M

¢’'ez? |k|>M
I¢"1=[¢]

To find the contribution of this term t@{1L9), we multiply 69/)? and sum
over¢ € Zy r to find a bound of the form
R*C,

T

(24)
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For the remaining part, using{[23) again, we find a bound ofdha

) 153]527‘(‘;2) > < S, ) =

0<|k|<M ez? ~o<kl<m | r(|C]?) 14+ k2
I<'|=I¢]

0<|k|<M
(25)
Adding the error term${20)_(R1],(24) aidi25) gives
QUf, F)(w) = Q(f", ) (v)]
< =L+ CR*h+ FCy C5(2h)? max > [Zh

(26)
In the sum on the right hand side,

Z M‘: Z ‘S(n,k‘)},

CE€ZnR T(KP) n<(R/h)2
and this can be estimated by using Proposiion 6 \kite= (R/1)%. To do
this, we must require that
(27) R/h > exp (log(M)?/b)
for some positive constaht Then there is a consta@} such that

> S k)| < 6’5((%)2@@ (_(1 _ %)%) .

n<(R/h)?

The last term in[{26) will always be the dominating one, anthistpoint,
it does not give much to try to optimise the choices®fM andh. Hence
to achieve an error of magnitudeve

(1) takeR = \/4C" /¢,

(2) observe that we must havie< ¢/(4R*Cy) = &2 /(4C,Cy),

(3) chooseM = 4R*C, /e = 64C,Cy /2.
With these choises at and M, the last term can then be bounded by

4 2 log(4 h?
(28) 40305ﬂexp (_(1 = 2 10g 0g(4Cy/(eh?)) 2) 7
€ 7T (10g(640104/62))

which converges to zero whén— 0, and so there is alnso small that also
the last term in[(26) is smaller thar4. We see that in order to achieve an
error of maginitude, one must také very small:h = o <exp(—2 (loge)® 5‘2/(1‘%>)>
(note that[(2I7) is then satisfied).

U
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5. SOME EXAMPLES AND REMARKS

From a numerical point of view, the discretization discussgove would
be far too costly: a discrete velocity model withvelocities would at least
correspond to a computational cost@fN) per time step, because one
needs to compute a value for each velocity. When the callisgom is
computed by the suri{IL8), the costi$N?) times some logarithmic factor
of NV (which comes from the summation over the points on the @jcle
And the calculation above showed thgtgrows exponentially in terms of
the accuracyN ~ 1 >> exp(¢~°) for some positive constant

However, rather than estimating the computational coseims of the
number of discretization points used, it is more relevargive the cost in
terms of the desired accuracy, given that the discretizgimnts are used
in an optimal way. The discussion aroufidl(18) suggests ti@tan reduce
the computational cost considerably without compromisivegorder of ac-
curacy. The poor rate of convergence is due to the approxmet G, (w).
Generalizing the formuld{18) slightly, we can write

(29) [ Gutwydu~ - 3 Guhe)
R2 Ph ez
wherepy, is the local density o,,. ForZ, = {¢ € Z* s.t. || < R},
one hasy, = h=2. Of course, even more generally one could take a local
density which is not constant.
The procedure for constructing a DVM would then be

e Choose a density;, so that the sun{{29) is approximated to the
desired order.

e Chooseh so small that there exist a sBf with this density so that
for all ¢ € Z, the angular integral is well approximated by the sum.

For such a model, the computational cost for each velocityldvbbe
of the order==* (this estimate is based on the assumption that the cost of
evalutating the angular integral is!, and that the number of velocities
is O(¢72); lower cost can be acheived if higher order formulas are used
for approximating the integrals). The problem remainst thaery large
number of velocities are needed, and hence the total cotmaacost is
still excessive. A more challenging task would be to diluté anly the set
75, but to choose in a systematic way subdéisc hZ? for the discrete
velocity model, so tha®)( f, f)(v) would be well approximated for all €
Uy, and to do this in a way that does not require too large tablestbring
all possible collisions.

In the last part of this paper, we wish to illustrate the disttion of good
radii. We then considef = (¢1,() € Z? st. 0< ¢ (i=1,2) (| <
20000}. This is an extremely large set of points, which correspdods
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huge number of velocities (th@(N?) factor would in this case be of the
order10'”, which is of course absurd)

Among the circles with radji| in this set, the largest number of points on
one circle, is 384. In Fidl1, we show all poirts= ({1, () with 0 < ¢; <
2000, such that the circle passing throughas more than 72 points. There
are 36163 points in this set. This is a small fraction of thtaltaumber
of integer points, but they are seemingly well distributexicept near the
origin.

Figure[2 shows points in the ran@g@000 < ¢; < 12000. Here the small
dots denote points on circles having at least 72 points, lamdarger dots
denote points on circles with at least 192 points (there 4i&62 and 1120
points respectively in these sets).

2000

1800
1600
1400
1200
1000

800

600
400

200

0 1 yotE
o] 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

FIGURE 1. Lattice points such that circles containing these
points, contain at least 72 lattice points
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:’ ; G ct s M RN ;
1 1.0 104 106 1.08 1.1 112 114 116 1.18 1.2

FIGURE 2. Lattice points such that circles containing these
points, contain at least 72 lattice points (small dots), tor a
least 192 points (the larger dots)
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