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COMPRESSIBLE EULER-MAXWELL LIMIT FOR GLOBAL SMOOTH SOLUTIONS
TO THE VLASOV-MAXWELL-BOLTZMANN SYSTEM

RENJUN DUAN, DONGCHENG YANG, AND HONGJUN YU

ABSTRACT. Two fundamental models in plasma physics are given by the Vlasov-Maxwell-Boltzmann system
and the compressible Euler-Maxwell system which both capture the complex dynamics of plasmas under the
self-consistent electromagnetic interactions at the kinetic and fluid levels, respectively. It has remained a
long-standing open problem to rigorously justify the hydrodynamic limit from the former to the latter as
the Knudsen number € tends to zero. In this paper we give an affirmative answer to the problem for smooth
solutions to both systems near constant equilibrium in the whole space in case when only the dynamics of
electrons is taken into account. The explicit rate of convergence in £ over an almost global time interval is
also obtained for well-prepared data. For the proof, one of main difficulties occurs to the cubic growth of
large velocities due to the action of the classical transport operator on local Maxwellians and we develop
new e-dependent energy estimates basing on the macro-micro decomposition to characterize the asymptotic
limit in the compressible setting.

CONTENTS

1. INTRODUCTION

The Vlasov-Maxwell-Boltzmann (called VMB in the sequel for simplicity) system is an important model in
plasma physics for describing the time evolution of dilute charged particles, such as electrons and ions, under
the influence of their self-consistent internally generated Lorentz forces, cf. [5, B]. In the physical situation,
the ion mass is usually much heavier than the electron mass so that the electrons move faster than the ions.
Hence, the ions are often described by a fixed ion background n,(z), and only the motion of electrons need
to be determined. In such one-species case, the scaled VMB system takes the form of

WF +v-V,F —(E+vxB) V,F=1Q(FF),
OE -V, XB:ngdev,

OB+ VyxE=0,

Ve E=np— [p Fdv, V,-B=0.

(1.1)

Here, the parameter € > 0 is the Knudsen number which is proportional to the mean free path and is
assumed to be small. The unknowns are F' = F(t,z,v) > 0 standing for the density distribution function
for the electron particles with position o = (21, 22, r3) € R3 and velocity v = (v, ve,v3) € R? at time ¢t > 0
and F = E(t,z) = (F1, Es, E3)(t,z) and B = B(t,x) = (B, B2, Bs)(t, z) denoting the self-consistent electric
field and magnetic field, respectively. We have omitted the explicit dependence of the solution (F, E, B) on
¢ for brevity whenever there is no confusion.
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Throughout this paper, n, > 0 is assumed to be a constant denoting the spatially uniform density of the
ionic background. Take n; = 1 without loss of generality. Note that the other physical constants such as
the charge and mass of electrons and the speed of light in system (II)) have been normalized to be one since
they do not cause essential mathematical difficulties in our one-fluid problem; cf. [3] 25].

The Boltzmann collision operator Q(-,-) in (1)) is assumed to be for the hard-sphere model, taking the
following non-symmetric bilinear form of

Q1 Fy)(v) = / 10 =) B OB ) — Fi@) o)) do o, (1.2)

where w € S§? is a unit vector in R?, and the velocity pairs (v, v.) before collisions and (v, v}) after collisions
are given by
V=0 —[(v—v) ww, V. =0+ [(v—1s)ww,

in terms of the conservation of momentum and kinetic energy: v+ v, = v’ + v’ and |v|> + |v.|? = |[v/|> + |v]|2.
We remark that one can consider more complex long-range interaction potentials in the Boltzmann case or
even the Landau operator with Coulomb potentials; see [I4], for instance. The reason why we only focus on
the hard sphere model in the current work is to present the essentials of our problem in the non-relativistic
case in an easier way and interested readers could work on the other harder situations.

Corresponding to (L]), the hydrodynamic description for the motion of electrons at the fluid level is
also given by the following compressible Euler-Maxwell system which is an important fluid model in plasma
physics:

(1.3)

VI-E:nb—ﬁ, Vx'7
Here the unknowns are the electron density p = p(¢,x) > 0, the electron velocity @ = (@1, @2, u3)(t, z), and
the electromagnetic field (E, B) = (E, B)(t,x). Moreover, p = K p°/3 is the pressure satisfying the power law
with the adiabatic exponent v = % We take the physical constant K = 1 without loss of generality.

Both the VMB system (1) and the Euler-Maxwell system ([L3]) can be viewed as two important models
in plasma physics which capture the complex dynamics of charged particles due to the self-consistent elec-
tromagnetic interactions at the kinetic and fluid levels, respectively. It has remained a long-standing open
problem to justify whether or not the compressible Euler-Maxwell system ([3]) can be derived rigorously
from the VMB system (LLIJ), as the Knudsen number € goes to zero. In this paper, we will give an affirmative
answer to the issue for smooth solutions of the Cauchy problems near constant equilibrium in the whole
space.

There have been extensive mathematical studies on the global well-posedness of the VMB system. Under
the angular cutoff assumption, Guo [25] gave the first proof for constructing the global classical solutions
near global Maxwellians in the torus, and the corresponding existence result in the whole space was proved
by Strain [52]. The optimal large-time behavior of those global solutions in the whole space were studied by
Duan-Strain [12]. Since then, the spatially inhomogeneous perturbation theory of the VMB system with or
without angular cutoff around global Maxwellians was further developed in different settings, see [9} 10} 111 [42]
and references therein.

Correspondingly, the global well-posedness of the Euler-Maxwell system has also been well-studied in
[19, 35 28, 29] 6]. Precisely, Germain-Masmoudi [19] made use of the method of space-time resonance
to construct the global smooth solutions of the one-fluid Euler-Maxwell model for electrons in the whole
space under additional generic conditions on the parameters. The generic conditions were removed and a
stronger decay was obtained later by Ionescu-Pausader [35] via a robust approach, and see also [6] for two
spatial dimensions. A great progress was made by Guo-Ionescu-Pausader [29] for constructing the small-
amplitude global smooth solutions of the two-fluid Euler-Maxwell system for both ions and electrons with
disparate masses in the whole space; see also [28] for the relativistic case. Interested readers may refer to the
introduction of [29] for more discussions on the Euler-Maxwell system and its connections to many other well-
known dispersive PDEs, such as Euler-Poisson, Zakharov, Zakharov-Kuznetsov, KdV and NLS, etc. Here we
would like to mention [8 I8, [55] and references therein for the global well-posedness of the Euler-Maxwell
system with relaxation.
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In the absence of the electromagnetic field, the VMB system is reduced to the Boltzmann equation. There
is an enormous literature on the fluid dynamic limits of the Boltzmann equation, so it is hard to give an
exhausting list. We mention some of them. For the approach based on the Hilbert or Chapman-Enskog
expansions, we refer to [4, 24, BT B2 B3] B9 40, [43]. For the method employing the abstract Cauchy-
Kovalevskaya theorem and the spectral analysis of the semigroup generated by the linearized Boltzmann
equation, we refer to [48, 53, 2]. For the DiPerna-Lions [7] renormalized weak solutions, we refer to [II, 22|
23, 7, o],

There are also some literatures on the hydrodynamic limits of the more complex VMB system in the
presence of the electromagnetic field. In the incompressible regime, a diffusive expansion to the VMB system
in the framework of classical solutions was considered in Jang [30] where the magnetic effect appears only
as a higher order. Moreover, a comprehensive and great study was made by Arsénio and Saint-Raymond
[3] to justify the various limits towards the incompressible viscous electromagneto-hydrodynamics for the
VMB system under the different scalings. In particular, they obtained the limit to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier-
Maxwell system with the Ohm’s law for weak solutions to the VMB system; see also a recent progress [38] for
classical solutions. We also mention [37] for some formal derivations of the fluid equations in the compressible
regime.

In what follows we review some specific results that are most related to the topic of this paper in connection
with the compressible Euler-Maxwell limit from the VMB system. For the study on the compressible Euler
limit of the Boltzmann equation, under the angular cutoff assumption, employing the truncated Hilbert
expansion, Caflisch [4] first showed that, if the compressible Euler system has a smooth solution which exists
up to a finite time, then there exist corresponding solutions to the Boltzmann equation with a zero initial
condition for the remainder term in the same time interval such that the Boltzmann solution converges to a
smooth local Maxwellian whose fluid dynamical parameters satisfy the compressible Euler system as ¢ — 0.
Due to such zero initial condition, the obtained Boltzmann solution may be negative.

Following the Caflisch’s strategy together with a new L? — L™ interplay technique initiated by Guo
[27], Guo-Jang-Jiang [31) [32] removed the restriction to zero initial condition so that the positivity of the
Boltzmann solution can be guaranteed. The L?— L™ interplay technique combined with the Hilbert expansion
was employed later to treat the Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann system by Guo-Jang [30] which seems a great
progress since the Euler-Poisson system can be first rigorously derived from a kinetic plasma model with the
self-consistent potential force. Unfortunately, such L? — L interplay technique fails for the VMB system,
essentially due to the complex structure of the system, for instance, the Glassey-Strauss representation of the
electromagnetic field no longer holds true for the non-relativistic case; see the detailed explanations of this
point at the beginning of Section B4

In the relativistic situation, more results on the compressible fluid limit have been obtained, for instance,
for the relativistic Boltzmann equation by Speck-Strain [51] and for the relativistic VMB system by Guo-
Xiao [34]; see also two very recent preprints [49] [50] for the case when the Boltzmann operator is replaced
by the Landau operator. For the proof, the main benefit in the relativistic situation is that the relativistic
transport velocity is bounded in contrast with the fact that the classical velocity is unbounded. In particular,
the application of Glassey-Strauss representation is a necessary tool and also [49] [50] finds that they can
disregard the use of the L? — L™ technique and rather develop an energy method in smooth Sobolev spaces
weighted with a special time-velocity function that can create the extra large-velocity dissipation; similar
mechanism was observed in some earlier works [I5] [I6] as well as in a recent work [13] in a more general way.

We notice that the L? — L™ techinque was further developed to deal with the fluid limit problems in
the half-space for the Boltzmann equation with different types of boundary conditions including specular
reflection, diffuse reflection and even the mixed Maxwell reflection by Guo-Huang-Wang [33] and Jiang-Luo-
Tang [39, [40].

It is worth noting that the L? — L framework in [31],[32] does not apply to both the Boltzmann equation
without cutoff and the Landau equation, since those long-range collision operators expose the velocity diffusion
property so that L> estimates are hard to obtain without using Sobolev embeddings. Recently, the same
authors of this article [I4] succeeded in developing a new method in terms of the pure high order energy
estimates instead of the L? — L® interplay technique to deal with the compressible Euler limit for smooth
solutions to the Landau equation with Coulomb potentials in the whole space.

In this paper, we will rigorously justify the hydrodynamic limit from the VMB system (I to the com-
pressible Euler-Maxwell system (3] in the whole space. Specifically, we can prove that there exists the
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smooth solutions of the VMB system near a smooth local Maxwellian converging global-in-time to the cor-
responding smooth solutions of the compressible Euler-Maxwell system, as the Knudsen number ¢ goes to
zero. The result is proved by elaborate energy estimates. More details will be specified later on.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we present the macro-micro decomposition of
the solution for the VMB system in order to study the compressible Euler-Maxwell limit for global smooth
solutions to the VMB system. In Section [3] we present the main results Theorem [3.3] for the compressible
Euler-Maxwell limit. For conveniences of readers we also list key points for the strategy of the proof through
the paper. To proceed the proof of main result, we first prepare in Section [ some basic estimates. Section
is the main part of the proof for establishing the a priori estimates on both the fluid part and the kinetic
part. In the end, we prove our main Theorem B3] in Section [6

Notations. For convenience of presentation in the paper, we shall use {-,-) to denote the standard L? inner
product in R? with its corresponding L? norm | - |2, and (-,-) to denote L? inner product in either R3 or
R3 x R3 with its corresponding L? norm || - ||. We also use || - |yy#.» to denote standard spatial Sobolev norm
of order k. The norm of V¥ f means the sum of the norms of functions 9®f with |a| = k. Let o and 3 be
multi indices a = (a1, az,a3) and B = (B1, B2, B3), respectively. Denote 9§ = 031052053 8511 8522 8533 If each
component of 3 is not greater than the corresponding one of B, we use the standard notation 8 < 8. And
$ < 3 means that 8 < 3 and |3| < |3]|. Cg is the usual binomial coefficient. Throughout the paper, generic
positive constants are denoted by either ¢ or C' which may change line by line. The notation A ~ B means
that there exists C' > 1 such that C™'B < A < CB. We also use (v) = /1 + [v|2.

2. MACRO-MICRO DECOMPOSITION

In order to study the hydrodynamic limit from the VMB system (III) to the compressible Euler-Maxwell
system ([L3]), we will present in this section the macro-micro decomposition of the solution for the VMB system
with respect to the local Maxwellian, that was initiated by Liu-Yu [44] and developed by Liu-Yang-Yu [45]
for the Boltzmann equation.

Indeed, associated with a solution F(¢,z,v) to the VMB system (IIJ), there are five macroscopic (fluid)
quantities: the mass density p(t,z) > 0, momentum p(¢,z)u(t,z), and energy density e(t,z) + 3|u(t, z)|?
defined by

t,iZ? = fRS 1/}0 F(t,I,U)

p(t, x)ui(t, z) = [ps Yilv F(t,x,v) dv, fori=1,2,3, (2.1)
p(t.2)le(t,2) + Sult.2)[2) = foa va(0) F(t,2,0) dv
where ¥;(v) (i = 0,1,2,3,4) are five collision invariants given by
o) =1, i) = v (=1,2,3), a(o) = 3,
and satisfy
()QEF)dv =0, fori=0,1,2,34. (2.2)

We define the local Maxwellian M associated to the solution F' to the VMB system (IT]) in terms of the fluid

quantities by
2

) o — u(t, )|
M = M, ,o(t,z,v ::— Ry 2.3
paal(b2:0) = = P SRgtta) 23)
Here 6(t,z) > 0 is the temperature which is related to the 1nternal energy e(t,x) by e = %RH = 6 with the
gas constant R = 2/3 taken for convenience, and u(t,z) = (ul(t x), uQ (t x),uz(t,x)) is the bulk velocity.
Since the L? inner product in v € R? is denoted by (h, g) = [gs h(v)g(v) dv, the macroscopic kernel space
is spanned by the following five pairwise-orthogonal base

Xo(v) = M Xl():f;%j;M, fori=1,2,3,
xa(v) = 1p('”Rg' - 3)M, (2.4)

(xi, Xﬁ> 05, fori,j=0,1,2,3,4,
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where ¢;; being the Kronecker delta. In view of (2.4]), we define the macroscopic projection Py and the
microscopic projection P; as

Poh = gm, %m, and Pih=h— Pyh, (2.5)
respectively, where the operators Py and P, are orthogonal projections, namely, it holds that
PoPo=PF,, PP=PFP, PP =PFPP=0
A function h(v) is said to be microscopic or non-fluid if
(h(v),¥;(v))y =0, fori=0,1,2,3,4. (2.6)

Using the notations above, we decompose the solution F' of (LI into the combination of the local
Maxwellian M defined in (Z3]) and the microscopic (non-fluid) component G = G(t,z,v) as

F=M+G, PRF=M PF=G. (2.7)
Thanks to the fact that Q(M, M) = 0, the first equation of (LI can be written as

1 1
OM+G)+v-V,(M+G)—(E+vxB)-V,(M+G) = gLMG + gQ(G, @), (2.8)
where the linearized Boltzmann operator Lj; around the local Maxwellian M is defined as
Lyh:=Q(h, M)+ Q(M,h). (2.9)

Its null space Ny is spanned by the macroscopic variables x;(v) (i =0,1,2,3,4).

Let’s now decompose the VMB system (I into the microscopic system and the macroscopic system in
term of (Z7). First note that Py Ly G = LG, PIQ(G,G) = Q(G,G), PLO;M = 0 and P,0,G = 9;G due to
25) and [23). On the other hand, by tedious and careful calculations, we obtain

P(E+vx B)-V,F]=(E+vx B)V,G.

With these facts, the microscopic (non-fluid) system for G is obtained by applying the microscopic projection
Py to (Z8), namely

1 1
G+ P (v-V,G)+ P (v-V,M)— (E+vxB)-V,G= ELMG + EQ(G’ Q). (2.10)
Since Ly is invertible on N}, we have from (ZI0) that
G =eLy}[Pi(v- VM) + L0, (2.11)
and
©:=c0,G+eP(v-V,G)—e(E+vxB)-V,G—-Q(G,G). (2.12)

By integration by parts, 2] and the facts that V, - (E +v x B) =0 and v - (v x B) = 0, we have the
following two identities:

—/ v[(E—i—va)-VUF]dv:/ (E4vx B)Fdv=p(E+ux B),
R3 R3

and
1
—/ ~|v|*(E + v x B)-VUde:/ v-(E+vx B)Fdv=pu-E.
R3 2 R3
Multiplying (2-8)) by the collision invariants 1, v, %|v|2 respectively, then integrating the resulting equations
with respect to v over R? and using two identities above, we have the following macroscopic (fluid) system:

dp+ Va - (pu) =0,
di(pu) + Vi - (pu @ u) + Vap + p(E+u x B) = = [pav@v-V,Gdv, (2.13)
Aelp(0 + |ul)] + V- [pu(0 + 3|ul?) +pu] + pu- E = — [os 3|v|*v - VoG dv,

where the pressure p = Rpf = %p@.



6 R.-J. DUAN, D.-C. YANG, AND H.-J. YU

Substituting (ZI1)) into (ZI3]) and using the following two identities

3
—/3%1) VLR VM) do = 30, [u(@)Dy], i =1,2,3,
R

j=1
1 3 3
_ /Re 5|v|2v VoL [Pi(v- VM) dv = Z@wj(fiw)amjﬁ) + Z 0w, [1(O)u; Dyj],
‘ j=1 ij=1
with the viscous stress tensor D = [D;;]i<i j<; given by
2

we further obtain the following fluid-type system

Oip+ Vs - (pu) = 0,
Ou(pus) + Vo - (puiu) + Ou,p + p(E +u x B); = 37, 0x, (1(0) Dij)
— Jos vi(v - VoL /O©)dv, i=1,23, (2.15)
Oi[p(0 + Slul®)] + Vi - [pu(0 + 2ul?) + pul + pu- E = 37_, 9, (k(0)0,0)
+e 0 0, (u(0)uiDij) — [os 20?0 - VL3O dv,

i,5=1 "%

where (F + u x B); represents the i-th component of (E + u x B). Moreover, from (1) and (ZT]), the
electromagnetic field (E, B)(t, x) is governed by

WE —VyxB=pu, 0,B+V,xE=0,
Ve -E=1—p, V, B=0.

(2.16)

Here the viscosity coefficient p(f) > 0 and the heat conductivity coefficient x(0) > 0 in (215 are smooth
functions depending only on the temperature 6, represented by

u(0) = — RO /Rs Bij(ﬁ)Bij( NG

0) = — R20 A,uA,ud>07
Ii() RS J(\/m) J( )’U

VRO
where A;(-) and Bj;(-) are Burnett functions, defined by

ydv >0, i#j,

N v]2 =5
Aj(v):7| |2

And A;(-) and B;j(-) satisfy PyA;(v) =0 and PyB;j(v) = 0, given by

- 1
vy and Bij (1)) = ViVj; — §5ij|v|2, for ’L,j = 1,2,3. (217)

Aj(’l)) = LX;[A] (’U)M] and Bij(’l)) = L&l[Bij (’U)M] (218)

For the convenience of readers, we list some elementary but important properties of the Burnett functions
summarized in the following lemma, cf. [54].

Lemma 2.1. The Burnett functions have the following properties:

—</L-, A;) is positive and independent of i;

(Ai,Aj> =0 for any i ;éj;A </L-,Bjk> =0 for any i, j, k;

(Bij, Brj) = (B, Bij) = (Bji, Bkj), which is independent of i, j, for fized k, I;
—(Bij, Bij) is positive and independent of i, j when ¢ # j;

(B“-, Bj;) is positive and independent of i, j when i # j;

—<Bu‘, By;i) is positive and independent of i;

(Bij, Br) = 0 unless eitheTA(i,j) = (k1) or (I,k), or i=j and k=I;

<Bii7 B”> - <Bii7 Bjj> = 2<Bij, Bij> holds fO'l“ any ) 75 j
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To make a conclusion, we have decomposed the VMB system (L)) as the coupling of the viscous com-
pressible fluid-type system (ZI58)-(2I6) and the microscopic equation (ZI0). When the Knudsen number
¢ and the microscopic part G are set to be zero, the system (ZI0)-(2I0) becomes the full compressible
Euler-Maxwell system. These fluid systems can also be derived from the VMB system through the Hilbert
expansion. This means that the macro-micro decomposition ([27)) in some sense can be viewed as a unification
of the classical Hilbert expansion up to the first order approximation. Therefore, this decomposition gives a
good framework for deriving rigorously the compressible Euler-Maxwell system from the VMB system.

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we make use of the macro-micro decomposition introduced in the previous section to
establish our main result that for well-prepared data the smooth solutions of the VMB system (IT]) exist and
converge to smooth solutions of the Euler-Maxwell system ([3]) globally in time, as the Knudsen number &
goes to zero.

3.1. Smooth solutions for Euler-Maxwell system. Now we construct the global smooth solutions for
the compressible Euler-Maxwell system (L3]). For this, we supplement it with initial data

(ﬁ,ﬁ,E,B)(O,x) = (ﬁ07ﬂ07E07BO)($)- (3.1)

Throughout this paper, we assume that (po, o, Eo, Bo)(x) satisfies the same assumptions as in [35, Theorem
1.3]. Then the Cauchy problem on the compressible Euler-Maxwell system (L3) and (3 admits a unique
global-in-time smooth solution (p, 4, F, B)(t,z). We note that the system (2I5)-(ZI6) becomes the full
compressible Euler-Maxwell system when ¢ and G are set to be zero. In order to recover the isentropic
compressible Euler-Maxwell system (I3) to the full compressible Euler-Maxwell system, we take 0(t,z) =
%ﬁw 3(t,x), then (p,u,0, E, B)(t,z) satisfies the following full compressible Euler-Maxwell system

Op+ V- (pu) =
puy + p(a - V) + Vep = (E—|—u><B)
0+ (0 V)0 + 20V, -0 =0, (3.2)

OWE —-V,xB=pu, 0,B+V,xFE=0,

vz-E:1—p, V. -B=0,

where the pressure p = p°/3 = 250. Moreover, we have the following properties of (p,u,0, E, B)(t,z), which
can be found in [35, Theorem 1 ]

CADIN

Proposition 3.1. Let (p,u, E, B)(t,z) be a global-in-time smooth solution to the compressible Euler-Mazwell

x
system (L3) and @B1), and let 0(t,z) = 3p*/3(t,z), then the following estimate holds for all t > 0:
3

1= 1,50 = 5, B B)llwso -

3 o
+(1+0)"{lI(p—1,0- 2 B)llww.e +I(a, E)|lw~+1.0 } < Cig. (3.3)

Here 9 = 101/100, g > 0 is a sufficiently small constant and Ny > 0 is a large integer, where integer N
satisfies 3 < N < Np.

We recall that the main goal of this paper is to show that the smooth solution F=(¢, x, v) in (II)) converges
to a local Maxwellian

— o(t, x lv —a(t,z)]?
M = My, o 5(t2,0) = __bey) v~ W% 2)10 (3.4)
o (2w RO(t, z))3 Pl 2R6(t, ) }

as € — 0, where (p, 4, 0)(t,x) is given in Proposition Bl For this, we shall supplement ([I]) with a specific
initial valve

F(0,2,v) = M, 5,9/(0,2,0) >0, (E°,B%)(0,z) = (E,B)(0,z), (3.5)

where (p,u, E, B)(0, z) is given in BI) and 6(0,z) = 2p%/3(0, z).
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3.2. Perturbation equations. As in [I4], associated with the constant state (1,0,3/2), we introduce a
normalized global Maxwellian

M= M[l,o,g}(”) = (27")7% exp ( - T) (3.6)
Then we define the microscopic perturbation
Vif(tz,v) = G(t,z,v) — G(t, z,v), (3.7)
and the macroscopic perturbation
(p,u,0,FE,B)(t,x) = (p— pu—1u,0 —0,E —E,B — B)(t, ), (3.8)

where G(t,z,v) is given by

v —ul?V,.0 n (v—u)-V,u
2R6? RO

Note that the similar correction function G(t,x,v) was first introduced by Liu-Yang-Yu-Zhao [46] for the
stability of the rarefaction wave to the one-dimensional Boltzmann equation.
Let’s now derive the equations of the microscopic perturbation and the macroscopic perturbation. Note

form B7) that Ly G = Ly G + Ly (y/if), we can rewrite (ZI0) as

G(t,z,v) =eLy Pi{v-( )M} (3.9)

8G + Pi(v-V,G) — (BE+vx B)-V,G = éLM(\/ﬁf) + éQ(G,G)

lv—ul2V,0 n (v—u) -Vyu
2R0? RO

—Pi{v-( )M}, (3.10)

where we have used (3.9), 23] and

v—ul?V,0  (v—u)- Vi
+

|
Pi(v- VM) = Pi{v- (—p5 RO

)M} + %LM@. (3.11)

Inspired by [26], denoting

T(h,g) = %Q(\/ﬁha VE9).  Lhi=T(h, /i) + (V7 h), (3.12)
then we can derive from this and (23] that
1 - M —pu M—p
ﬁLM(\/ﬁf) =Lf+T( i )+ T, i )- (3.13)

Hence, using (10), B12), BI3), B1) and the fact P, = I — Py in (23]), we obtain the system for f(¢,z,v)
as

8tf—|—v-me—(E+UXB)'VU(\/ﬁf+G)—1£f
Vi :
M —p 1 M—p 1. G G Bl V.(/nf)
=T o7 Sp(—, Ly 2 Ve W
S ) I T e o
P(v-V.G) oG 1 lv—ul2Val  (v—u)- Vi
i i e re M} (3.14)
Similarly, we can rewrite the first equation of (1)) as
OF v -V,F (E+uvxDB)-V,F 1 1. M—p
— — =-Lf+-T
N i LI+ E D)
Lo Mony  1p (G G 1InG
+2I(f, \/ﬁ> EF(\//T\/E) s (3.15)
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We recall the properties of the linearized operator £ defined as [B12]) in [26]. Note that £ is self-adjoint and
non-positive definite, and its null space ker £ is spanned by the basis {,/z, v\/z, [v|*\/ft}. Moreover, for any
g € (ker L)1, there exists a generic constant ¢; > 0 such that

—(Lg,g) > erlgl = e / v()\gl? do, (3.16)
]R3

where v(v) & (1 4 |v]) is the collision frequency for the hard sphere model. We also define the weighted

dissipation norms as
ol = [ [ g dvde. .17

Remark 3.2. Since G and G are purely microscopic, then the unknown f(t,x,v) in 1) is purely micro-
scopic, namely f(t,z,v) € (ker £)*. This is essentially different from the one in [26] since f(t,z,v) used in
[26] involves the macroscopic part.

By B3), I9), (ZTI4) and ([32]), we obtain the system for (p,u, 0, F, B) as

i +u- Vol + - Vyll; + 2 81 D+ %8“5—1— %(% - %)f%m
4E+uxB+ﬂxBﬁ+%§ﬁﬂ&AM®Dw
—% Jgs vi(v - VoL O©)dv, i=1,2,3, (3.18)
010 +u- V.04 20V, U+T-V,0+ 260V, -u
= el Y0 00, (K(0)0,0) + 22 507y 1u(8) D, ui Dy
—% Jzs 30?0 - V.Ly/Odv+ %u Jpsv @0 V.L3/ 0 dv,

where the electromagnetic field (E, £~3) satisfies

OE -V, xgzpu—ﬁﬂ,
9B+ V,xE =0, (3.19)
Vo -E=—p, Vy-B=0.

In the late energy analysis, we will focus on these perturbation systems.

In order to prove the almost global-in-time solutions for the VMB system (CI) and @B3), a key point is

to establish uniform energy estimates on the macroscopic part (p, u, 9 E B) and the microscopic part f. For
this, we define the instant energy as

exty= Y A10°GEOEBOP +10°r 01+ Y 1osf0l?

laf <N -1 laf+[BI<N,|B|=1

+&* Y {103 w6, B, B)0)|* + 10°f (1)]*} (3.20)

la]=N

and the dissipation rate as

Dnt)=e Y 0°GEO@ + Y (07 @I

1<|a|<N la]=N

1 o 1 feY

T D 3 (Gl RS SR 30 3:21)
la]<N -1 la+IBI<N,|8|=1

Throughout this article, we assume N > 3 corresponding to the one in ([B.3]).
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3.3. Main theorem. Our main result is given as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Let (p,u, 0,E, B)(t, x) be a global smooth solution to the compressible Fuler-Mazwell system
given in Proposition [31l Construct a local Mazwellian M50t x,v) as in BA). Then there exists a small
constant g > 0 such that for each ¢ € (0,e¢], the Cauchy problem on the Viasov-Mazwell-Boltzmann system
[CI) and B3 admits a unique smooth solution (F¢(t,x,v), E¢(t,x), BE(t,x)) for all t € [0, Tpqax] with

1 1 1

T, =— €10, -),

max 401 7’]08‘1 T E%_a fO’f' a [ 2)

where generic constant C7 > 1 and small constant 19 > 0 are independent of €. Moreover, it holds that
Fe(t,z,v) >0 and

(3.22)

I 1
En(t) + 5/ Dy (s)ds < 552—%, (3.23)
0
for any t € [0, Trnaz). In particular, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of € and Tyqn such that
Fe(t,z,v) — My, 5 9(t, 2, 0) Fe(t,z,v) — M, 4.t 2, 0)
sup  {| st lzzzs + | st lpeor2}
€0, Timas) VI Vi
+ sup {|[(E°—E,B° = B)(t,7)|lr2 + |(E° — E, B° = B)(t,2)| =} < Ce' ™. (3.24)
te[0, Tmax]

Remark 3.4. Theorem[3.3 shows that both the validity time Tyna. and the uniform com}ergence rate in small
Knudsen number e can be variable with respect to the parameter a € [0, ). If we take a € (0, %), Tae — +00
as € = 0. This implies the global-in-time convergence from the VMB system to the Euler-Maxwell system.

Remark 3.5. Although only the hard sphere model is considered in this paper, we believe that our method
can be applied to the Boltzmann operator for general soft potentials with or without angular cutoff or even to
the Landau operator with Coulomb potentials, cf. [14].

3.4. Key points of the proof. We are now in a position to make some comments on the analysis of this
paper. We shall point out main difficulties to be overcome as well as main differences of the proof compared to
the previous results [34]. Recall that by using the L2 — L™ framework developed in [31}, 32 B30], together with
the Glassey-Strauss representation of the electromagnetic field introduced in [21], 20], Guo-Xiao [34] proved
the hydrodynamic limit from the relativistic VMB system to the relativistic compressible Euler-Maxwell
system. However, the approach in [34] is again not available for the non-relativistic VMB system because
their analysis depends crucially on the Glassey-Strauss representation of the electromagnetic field, which fails
for the non-relativistic case. Indeed, in view of the Glassey-Strauss representation, the electric field E in the
relativistic case can be expressed as follows:

)(1— d
A7 E(t, x) / / (w+0)( |v| ) F(t—|y—z|,y,v) dv7y2 + other terms, (3.25)
ly—z|<t JR3 1+’U (U) |y_$|
with 0 = z and w A similar representation also holds for the magnetic field B. Interested

/1+|v]? - Iy wl

readers may refer to [2I] and [20, Chapter 5] for more detailed representation. The relativistic velocity ©
is bounded, so the expression 1+ ¢ - w is bounded away from 0. This fact is crucial in the analysis in [34].
However, the corresponding expression in the non-relativistic case is 1 + v - w. The expression 1 + v - w could
be 0 due to unbounded velocity v. This creates singularities in (3.25]), such as (1 4+ v - w)~2. Hence, the
strategy in [34] cannot be applied directly to the non-relativistic case, and ones have to develop new ideas.

Our strategy is based on nonlinear energy method in the high order Sobolev space instead of the L? — L>
method. This method is based on the macro-micro decomposition in [44, 45] with respect to the local
Maxwellian M determined by the solution of kinetic equations, namely

F=M+G. (3.26)

Under this decomposition, we can rewrite the VMB system as a compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell-type
system with the non-fluid component appearing in the conservative source terms, cf. (ZI3]), coupled with an
equation for the non-fluid component, cf. (ZI0). In this way, one advantage is that the viscosity and heat
conductivity coefficients can be expressed explicitly so that the energy analysis in the context of the viscous
compressible fluid can be applied to capture the dissipation of the fluid part. The other advantage is that
the nonlinear term Q(G, G) in (2I0) depends only on the microscopic part G.
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Similar for showing the compressible fluid limit for smooth solutions to the Landau equation in [14], we
need to consider the subtraction of G by G as ([83) to remove the linear terms, because those terms induce
the energy term ¢||(V.0, V,@)||? in the L? estimate that is out of control by O(£272%) corresponding to (I]).
Hence we set /jif = G — G and then improve the decomposition (.26 to the decomposition

F=M+G+/uf. (3.27)

One key observation is that the term G can be represented precisely by using the Burnett functions so that its
estimates can be made by using the properties of Burnett functions, cf. LemmalZ6l Another key observation
is that f € (ker £)* in (37 is purely microscopic such that the estimate

1 1
A L

holds ture, which is again not true for the one in [26]. This is convenient for obtaining the e-singularity
trilinear estimate because the macroscopic part would not longer appear.

For the integral terms involving the inverse of the linearized operator Lj,; around the local Maxwellian,
we make use of the Burnett functions and velocity-decay properties to deal with them, so that the estimates
can be obtained in a clear way, see (.22)-(B26) for details. For the N-order space derivative estimate on

the term (I ( ), I\/—"’_) in (3], we must move one derivative from the N-order derivative 0% f to

the other component of the inner product by integration by part, see ([{34]). This technique is also used for
the electromagnetic field terms, see [@G2). To overcome the difficulties caused by the electromagnetic field,
we employ some useful techniques developed by Guo [25] for a global Maxwellian. Because of the singular
factor e~ in front of the fluid part [|0%(5, @, 0)||> in [@33), one has to multiply the estimate E33) by 2 so
that the fluid term can be controlled by Dy (¢) in (B21)). Hence, this motives how we include the Knudsen
number € to the highest-order derivative |a| = N for the instant energy En(t) in (B20).

Another important ingredient of the proof is that the an e-dependent priori assumption ([£I]) involving
a parameter a € [0, 2) Under this a priori assumption, we have to handle energy estimates carefully. The
desired goal is to obtain the uniform a priori estimate ([B:23]) and then derive the convergence rate ([3.24]).

4. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give some basic estimates which will be used frequently in the later energy analysis.
We should emphasize that in all estimates below, all constants C' > 0 are independent of ¢ and sufficiently
small parameters both € and 7.

4.1. A priori assumption. To prove the global existence of the solution for the VMB system in T heorem
B3 a key point is to establish the a priori energy estimates on the macroscopic part (p, @, 9 E B) and the
microscopic part f based on the following a priori assumption:

1
sup En(t) <72 a€|0,-), (4.1)
0<t<T 2
for arbitrary time T' € (0, Tynaz] With Thnes given by (8:22). Here En(t) is given by (B20).

Remark 4.1. The range of the parameter a in [@I) will be determined by the estimate such as (€3] in the
later proof. This parameter is crucial for obtaining the almost global-in-time solution.

Remark 4.2. [t should be pointed out that the energy inequality (EI)) holds true at t = 0 under the choice
of the initial data (BH). Indeed, we can claim that the initial data [BH) automatically satisfies

SN(t) |t:0§ C’I]SEQ. (42)
In fact, by the decomposition F(t,x,v) = M, . ¢(t,z,v)+G(t, 2, v) as well as B.3)), we have M, ,, ¢(0,z,v) =
M5 = 5(0,2,v) and G(0,z,v) = 0. This implies that

[p,u,0]
(p,u,0)(0,7) = (p,u,0)(0,2), G(0,2,v) + /uf(0,2,v) = 0.

Then it holds that
G(0,2,v)

[p,w,0](0,z) =[p—p,u—1u,0 —0](0,z) =0, f(0,z,v)=— NG
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Moreover, it follows from B35 that
[E, B](0,2) = [E — E, B — B](0,z) = 0.

By the above observations together with [3:20) and Lemmal[{.0, one can see that [L2) holds true. Therefore,
letting no > 0 be small enough, @) is satisfied for t = 0.

Remark 4.3. In view of [@I) and B3), it is straightforward to verify that

. 1<l(tx) <2, (4.3)

| W

3 1
|p(t,$) - 1| + |u(t7$)| + |9(t,$) - 5' < C(T]O + El_a)u 5 < p(t,x) <
holds for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R3.
In all lemmas below, all derived estimates are satisfied for any 0 <¢ < T.

4.2. Estimates on correction term G. We shall derive some estimates on G in ([3) frequently used
throughout this paper. We first list several basic inequalities.

Lemma 4.4. For any function h = h(x) € H'(R3), it holds that
1 1
1Pllzos) < ClIVhIl,  ([hllLs@s) < ClIAIE(V LRz
For any function h = h(x) € H?(R3), it holds that
Bl o) < CIVah]* [ VER] .
The following lemma is similar to the one in [I7, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 4.5. Let Ly; defined in Z3) for any Mazwellian M = M[ﬁﬁ@](”)' Suppose that U(v) is any
(U)]T/[\ € (ker Lg;)*. For any ¢ € (0,1) and any multi-index B3, there emists

polynomial of \U/_E%
constant Cg > 0 such that
95 L= (U (v)M)| < Ca(p. 7, 9) M.

Moreover, if [@3]) holds, there exists constant Cg > 0 such that

10343l + 10 Big ()] < CoM™, (14)
where A;(-) and B;;(-) are defined in (2.18).
Based on Lemma .5 above, we can deduce that
Lemma 4.6. Let G given in [B33) and ( \/W Assume that the a priori assumption [{I) and
B3) hold. For any b >0 and || > 0, zf|a| < N — 1, we have
095 (<2l < Croe. (4.5)
Vi
If |a] = N, we have
095 (o)l < Cme' = (4:6)

Proof. Thanks to (ZI7) and ([ZI8), we can rewrite G in (3. as

-
__5%21;_;/1 v—u Zzauj _U—u)' (47)

Jj=11i=1

Then, for kK = 1,2, 3, a direct calculation shows that

3 _

v—u u, 1
o = fz ' Vrs) VE Z B, 2 P 75 g

—
P
o

=
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and

oG VR 220 v_u, 00 90  v—u
LR S By X Xy
oxy, g < Ox;0xy, R9 \/_ 896] Oz RO

Jj=1
\/f_ﬁi 20 Ou A_(v—u 289 89 _(v—u) v—u
Vb = 0x; Oy N VRO < Oz 5:% VRO 2vVR63
3 _
32uj Ou; Ou v—u, 1
'uBi'
" ”.ZZI Dw:0m Z Ow; Oy i VR0 ) VR
3 4
ou; 00 v—u, v—u
——V,Bjj(—— 7} 4.9
A=, Ox; Oy i \/RH) 2V R63 (4.9)
For any || > 0 and b > 0, using the similar expression as (L8], [@4) and [B.3]), one gets
G _
b 2 2 - 2 2.2
)0z (— < Ce?||(Veu, V.0 < Cnje”, 4.10
[I{v) 5(\/E)H It )l 0 (4.10)
where we used (L3) and sufficiently small € > 0 to claim that
()2 M€, < C. (4.11)
Similarly, if 1 < |a| < N, it is straightforward to get that
e a leY = n = 0 [eY
||<v>b35(7)||2 SC&Q/ {10%(Vatt, Vi) + [(Voia, V)| [V (1, 6)[
2 R3
+o 4 |(Vait, V,0)]10% (u, 0)| } do, (4.12)
where - - - denoting the low order nonlinear terms. To bound (£IZ), we only estimate the second term and
last term since the other terms can be treated similarly. By virtue of (@1l and 320)), one gets
> {10°(@.0, B, B)|* + |0° £} < 72 (4.13)
la]=N

Using the embedding inequality, (B3]) and [@.1), we get
IV (u, )| e < 1Va(@,0)|lLoe + Ve (@, )| 1
< Cmo(1+1)™" + C|IV2(W0)| 2 | V@, 0)| 2
< OnO+Ca%*%a5*%“ < C(n0+a%*a), (4.14)

where in the third inequality we have used (£I3) when N = 3. Hence, the second term in ([@I2]) can be
estimated as

52/ |(Voii, V)| |V (u, 0)2° da

< O Ve (u,0) |72 (Vatt, V20)|* < Cre?
Here we used the smallness of both 79 and € and chosen a € [0,1/2) such that

no+e27% < 1. (4.15)
The requirement ([@I5]) will be frequently used later on. For the last term in (£12), one has

52/ (Yo, Vo) [?10% (u, 0)|* d < Cng (ng + |0 (1, )|
RS
Therefore, for 1 < |a] < N, we obtain
(63 a (6N nd 7
0005 (2P < Cr(1-+ 0@ D)) (4.16)

If |o| = N in [@I6]), we immediately get ([@0]) by using [@I3]). Likewise, the desired estimate (L3 follows
from ([@I0), (@I6) and (@I). We thus finish the proof of Lemma F.Gl O
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4.3. Estimates on collision terms. To perform the energy estimates for the equations (B.14) and (BI5),
we need to treat those collision terms.

4.3.1. Properties of L and I'. We first list the following results on the linearized Boltzmann operator £ and
the nonlinear collision terms I'(g1,g2) defined in ([BI2). Interested readers may refer to [26] 25] for more
details.

Lemma 4.7. For |B| > 0, there exist the constants ca > 0 and C > 0 such that

—(03Lg,9p9) > c2|0pg|7 — Clgl3- (4.17)
Lemma 4.8. For || > 0, there exists the constant C' > 0 such that
(05T (g1, 92)93)| < C Y {105,9102005,921 + 195, 9111105, 9212} g1, (4.18)
Br1+pB2<p

4.3.2. Estimates on linear collision terms. For later use, we now consider the linear terms I'(f, M\/_ﬁ”) and

I‘(M\/:_L“ , /). We first deduce the mixed derivative estimates with respect to both the space variable z and the

velocity variable v.

Lemma 4.9. Assume that B3) and @I hold. For |al+ |8] < N and |8] > 1, one has

1 M —pu 1 M —p 1
(05T (f, ——), 9% (05T (—— Y1) < DDy (t). 4.1
ZI(95T (Y, NG ), 05 F)l + Z (95T ( 7 1), 05 1)1 < Clo +e27)Dn (1) (4.19)
Proof. Let |a| 4+ |8] < N and |B| > 1, we have from (£Ig)) that
1 M —pu
- ar le
SI@3T( ), o5
1 o M — 1 o M —
=¢ [ g salegs B o Ao (ol de. (@20
agaﬁlggﬁs RS B1 B2 \/ﬁ B1 B2 \//_L B
J1
For any || > 0 and any b > 0, by (@3], there exist R; > 0 large enough such that
[ wlon (R do < O+,
lv[=R1
and
M — 3 a
[ @y (R do < Cllp = 11+ ul + 10 - 51 < Clm + 1P,
lv|<R:
which yields immediately that
M — —a
mw%«vmﬁbsam+& ) (4.21)

It is clear that |o] < N — 1 in (£20) since |a| + |5| < N and |3| > 1. Note that the norm |- |, is stronger
than |- |2. If | — ay| = 0, then we get from this, (@21]) and B21)) that

1 e M —
JSO—/ o5t flu105, ™
1 c R3|31f||32 ( \/ﬁ

Nollz=l195, fll. 195 fll

)|u|8§f|ud‘r
M—p
Vi

—a 1 (o5 (6%
< C(no + &' )2 1195, 1l 1195 £l

< Clno + =)Dy (8):

2

1
< C-|l|og >
< C 195

By a simple computation, one has the following identity

—u) - Oy, u (|U—u|2_§)8m6‘}
RO 2R0 2709 7

0y, M = M{aﬂzp G (4.22)
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Then for |a| > 2 and 9* = 9 9,,, we easily obtain

Oy, p +(v—u)~8o‘l8miu lv—u? 3.00,,0

oM M{ R9 (Sme "2 }
(05} al 0(7041 [e%} v—= 04*011
Z cor{o( a O+ 0 (M —5 .9 Oy,
1< <o’
aq |v—u| o —ay
+ 0" (M spar ~ Mag )a 0,0} (4.23)

If 1 <|a—ai] <N —1, using the Young’s inequality, the embedding inequality, (33)), (Z1I), (@I4) and
(#13), one has

10971 (p, u,0)|| s < C|IO°~ (p, 1, 0)[| s + C||0* = (5,7, 0)]| s
< Cio + 10 (5,0,0)|| 7| V.0°~ (5, @, 0)||2

< O+ Ce3(17e739 < Oy +£779), (4.24)
and
[1Va(p.u, )1~ | s < Clno +€27). (4.25)
Then, for 1 < | — a1| < N — 1, we get by (@I1), E22), (£23), [E24) and [@27]) that
a—a M — 1_4
1195 ( ﬁ“mnm < Clio +27%). (4.26)

Hence, for the cases 1 < |a— 1| < N —1in [@20), then |a;| < |a|—1 and |a1|+|61] < |a]+]8]—1 < N -1,
we use L® — L3 — [? Hélder inequality, (E206) and (321) to get

1 M —pu
JgC—/ 9! flulog, !

1 95 1u108 (=
M—p

<C—Illaa a1(7)|U||L3”|8alf| vl Lsll105 flull L2

< Clno + 22 *) Dy ().

)|u|3§f|ud$

Putting the estimates on J; into ([£20), one gets

2050, T2, 05 )] < Clm + 5 Dv). (.27

N
The second term on the LHS of (£I9) has the same bound as [27)). This ends the proof of Lemma 9 O

Similar arguments as in [I9), we have the following estimates.
Lemma 4.10. For || < N — 1, it holds that

M —pu M—u)

4 [e% 1 e « 1_4
ST £, )|+ 20T, 0 f) < Cluo + £+~ (r). (4.28)
Note that LemmalZ.9land Lemmal[£I0ldo not include the Nth-order space derivatives. Since the Nth-order
space derivatives in £y (t) are much more singular, we need to derive the N-order space derivative estimates

separately.

Lemma 4.11. For any « with |a| = N, it holds that

M—p , 0°F. 1, . M—pu. 0°F
af)v—)|+_|(8 F(fv
Vi R T Vi R

1 1 1
< Clno+e27") D) + Climo + elmMez (4.29)

Lo
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Proof. Let |a] = N, we easily see that

ST T =§<r<M¢‘E“,aaf>7 )
+ K;@ oy 28 (\/ﬁ 1) pae ). aa\/g)'
In view of the decomposition F' = M + G + /if, one has
SR o), T =2 o), )
e )

Let us carefully deal with the first term on the RHS of @3I). For |a| = N, denoting 9% = 8% 9,,

|o/| = N — 1, we have from (23] that

u)-9°u  Ju—ul2 3.0°0

o _ 6(15 (’U—
aM_M{p + RO ( 2R0 2)
0%p  (v—u)-0%u lv—ul?> 3 0%
P - D)
(71 o2 l o/foq (6%} v— 04*061
+ ) oo (Mp)8 Oap+ 0% (Mg Uy 9oy, y
1< <o’
oy |’U_’u’|2 o —an
+ 0" (M — Mo )a 0,0}
32114-[24—]3.
By the definition of I; in (£32), (@I8), (EI11), (@21) and E2I), one has
M —p Il M —pu M —p
S o), 2ol < 07 [ IR0+ I o ) o
Vi \/_ Vi VH
M I o~
SC—/ SN0% fl10%(p,a, 0)| dx
ERgI(\/ﬁ)II 1010 (5.7,9)

< Clmo+e"")= (10" 7112 + 16° 5. . B) )
< C(no +51*“)€—12DN(t).

Recalling that 0“ = 80/8“ with |o/| = N — 1, we have from the integration by parts that

1 M_lu « 1_2
S o), 22
0 v—u)- 0% v —ul? ol
- L0 o (S T e 500
/ 0 V—U ‘U v — ul? g
_é(r(a“[M\/ﬁM] 70 \Aﬁ{a T4 R)oa (| 2R9| _g)¥})’

which can be further bounded by
1 / __ Gf= — A
c: [ e f|y{|azia°‘<p, 0.0)| +10°(5,,0)]10r, (p, 1, 0)]}
1
< Ol +<' )2 (5107 712 +€)

1
<C(no + 517“)5—2@N(t) +C(no +&' %),

(4.30)

(4.31)

with

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)
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according to (EI8), (E11), (@21), B3), @EI) and @21). As for the term I3 in {32), we write I3 = I3 + I3

with

=3 0;‘:%(8“1<M%>8a’*mazﬁ+aa1< Yy o m,a

1<a <o’

RO

aq |U_u|2 3 o’ —aq
+ 0" (M spe ~ Mog )a 9..0),
and
(e %} al afoq (o5} v—u . Ot,*(ll 77
S (o )a i+ O (M) - 070,
1<a <o’
o1 |v—u| o' —an
+ 0" (M sme Mg )a 9:,0).

For 1 < oy < o with |[o/| = N — 1, we get by ({I8) and (Iﬂ:l]) that

1 M 1 1 /
~|(r 0™ (M =)0~ 19,
S Al 7
1 M —p 1 Lo o
SO—/ v|0%f || —=0“ (M =)0 ~*10,,pl|, dx
T e 0 7
7(11 le% o’ —on 1
<C(no+&""") 10" flu 2210 (M;)Iullm

1
<Clm + %) 5D (1),

where in the last inequality we have used the similar argument as ([£20), (321) and ([EI3]). The other terms
in I} can be handed similarly, it follows that

et e, ) < o+ 7 Sow )
N N "o 2N
Similar arguments as ([{£35)), one gets
M —p I3 1-ay L 1-
- 0U0), =) < Cno +& )5 Dn(t) + Clno +& e
I( (——— i ) \/ﬁ)l ( )=
Thanks to I = I} + I3, we deduce from the aforementioned two estimates that

1, M—pu I
(T L0 f),
I o), 2
Combining ([A36)), (IBEI) and ([{38) yields that

)| < Clno + 51*“)6—12DN(1€) + g+ 2. (4.36)

M—pu 0o M il
- L0%f), —)| < C(no + ") =Dn(t) + Clno + e+ %)e. 4.37
|((\/ﬁ )\/ﬁ” ( )= Pr(t) +0( )e (4.37)
The second term on the RHS of (£31)) has the same bound as (£37)). Hence, one gets
Lo M—p O°F 1-ay L 1—ay_1-2
—-|(r ¢ <C “Y=Dn(t) +C @ “. 4.38
S ), T < Ol + 1) D (1) + Clam + ') (4.38)
It remains to compute the last term in ([@30). Note that the norm |- |, is stronger than |- |2, we have from
@I]) that
1 0% (M — p)
I B R S IECl) Sy =ML e
1< <a € \/'E 1<aq <a \/—
J2

To bound J3, we first give the following two estimates for |a| =

R M
1ZE), <o, + 122 IIwL I—=1I
Vi Vi Vi

< C([0° Il + 110%(B, @, 6)| + 1o + €=, (4.39)
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and

0*M
l < C10*(3, 7, 0)| + 1m0 + =)
7R
<Ce“+n+e™) <Ce (4.40)

Here we have used (£23), (@0), @II), G3), @I) and (II5). If |o1| = N, we have from [@40), [@39) and
B21) that

1. 0M o“F
J2 <Ol || 0™ flulloe | —=II»
Vi Vi
1 . s , 9 F
<( =g @ 2 2
<C-e(e IVl V2 F ] + 22 i I12)

ng%—“E—DN(t) +Cno +e' "%z

If N/2 < |a1| < N —1, then by LS — L3 — L? Holder inequality, (@26]), 39), EIH) and B21), we arrive at
1,0MM O*F
J2 <O 2o sl 25,
N NG

2 2°F o
II\/EII)

1
<C(no + s%*a)E—QDN(t) +C(np 4+ €%z

<C(mo + Ef_a)g(g Vo0 f[|12 +

If 1 < |ay| < N/2, then by the similar calculations as (£26]), one has

oM 1
I Vi ol < Clno +37°), (4.41)

which together with (£39), (LI5) and B2I), yields

J2§Ci 0“F

v W
1 1 1
<Clm +4 =)D () + Clno +&1~)ed .

Il

Collecting the above estimates on Jo, we conclude that

S e @ oo ) O < g 40 ZD ) + Gl + et

1<ai<a € \/'E \/'E
Hence, putting this and (£38) into (@30) and taking a € [0,1/2), we obtain
1 le% M — 8 F —a 1 l1—a\_.1—a
21O T 1), D00 < Clm + 4 )5Da(0) + Clom <42 (4.42)
The second term on the LHS of ([@29]) has same bound as [@42]). So the desired estimate (£29) follows. This
completes the proof of Lemma [£.1T] O

4.3.3. Estimates on non-linear collision terms. Next we consider the nonlinear collision terms T'(-&- i f)
As before, we first derive the mixed derivative estimates with respect to both the space variable x and the

velocity variable v.

Lemma 4.12. For |a| + |5] < N and |5] > 1, it holds that

1 G G
a5
I(F(\/_\/_

Proof. Let |a| +|B8] < N and |B| > 1, we use G = G + \/if to write
G G

ap(_— T\ _ Ao E E @
aﬁr(\/ﬁ,\/ﬁ) aﬁr(\/_ \/_) + 05 (\F,f)+8ﬁF(f,

), 03 )| < Clno + €2 =)Dy (t) + Cee 2. (4.43)

\/_)+8§F(f7f)-
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We take the inner product of the above equality with %8@‘ f and then compute each term. By (@I8), Lemma
L3l the embedding inequality, we arrive at

G G

1
—|(09T(—=, —=), 0%
-5 (\/ﬁ \/ﬁ) 5
1 G G
<C- /|8O‘11(—)|l,|8°‘2_°‘1(—)|,,|8°‘f|,,d:1:
Ealzs:aﬁ1+25;<ﬁ w CVE R
< CnyDn(t) + Cee® 24, (4.44)

Using ([I8) again, it is clear that

1 G 1 G
—[(05T(—=, f), 05 [)| < C —/ 105, (—=)|v105, “* flu105 flv dx .
=V ’ alzs:aﬁ1+252:<65 g e ’

J3

To compute J3, first note that |a;| < |a] < N — 1 in J3 since we only consider the case ||+ [3] < N and
|8 > 1. If |an| + | B1] < N/2, one gets from Lemma [L.6] and (321]) that

é o — (0% —a
ﬁ)luHLwH%2 o105 £ll < Cnoe’ =D (2).

If N/2 < |ai| + |1] < N, we get by [@H) and (B2I)) that

1
Js < C I8

1 G
< _ 102 WA a—aq - «
J3 _Csll%(\/ﬁ)llulll% Flullz= 1195 £l
a—Q] a—Q] 1 (67
< Cno(e)| 95, Va flIullog, Vil + <105 £117)
< CnoDn(t).
Therefore, we conclude from the above estimates on J3 that
1 €]
—[(0§T(— )| < =Dy (t). 4.4
~1(93 (\/ﬁ,f)ﬁgf)l_c(nwre )Dn () (4.45)
Similar to (£45]), one has
1 G
—|(0F —),05)| <C L=ayD (). 4.46

From ([@I8), we can easily see that

1 1
@ N8NSC Y Y 2 /Rg{|ag;f|2|ag;alf|y+|ag;f|,,|ag;a1f|z}|agf|ydw.

a1 <a B1+PB2<5p8

Ja

The term Jy; can be treated in the similar way as J3. We consider two cases |a1| + |81 < N/2 and N/2 <
laq| + [51] < N. For the first case, one has from (1)) and B.21]) that

1 [e731 a—oy (o751 a—Qg [63
Jo < C{lll05, Flzllz=1105, fllo + 105, flvllz=1105,"" FIIHIOZ f1I»

1 2 1
1 1_4 a—ao —a fe «
<C—{e2 705, fllv + =" M105 Flull o }195 £l

1., oo o a a
< C—ex7{19g, VI + el V205t I IVEO5! fIl + 108 £
< Ce? "Dy (t).
The second case has the same bound as above. It follows that
1 5—a
ZI@8T(f, 1), 05 )| < Ce* "D (2).

This, (£44), [@4H) and (46) together, gives the desired estimate (Z43). We thus complete the proof of
Lemma [4.17] 0

The rest parts, we only consider the derivative estimates with respect to the space variable x.
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Lemma 4.13. For || < N — 1, it holds that

G G 1
|(aa (—,—=),0%f)| < C(no + 2~ *)Dn(t) + Cee® . (4.47)
NV
Proof. The proof of (A7) follows along the same lines as the proof of (£43]), and we omit its proof for
brevity. O
Lemma 4.14. For || = N, it holds that
1 G G, 0°F 1 1 1
—|o*(r C Y SDy(t) +C 1m0z, 4.48
Z10° (N, 20, )1 < Clom +470) 5D (1) + Clom + =17 (1.48)
Proof. For |a] = N, since G = G + \/iuf, the term on the LHS of ([@48) is equivalent to
1 G G G G O°F
—[(0°T(—=, —=) + 0°T(—=, /) + 0°T(f, —=) + 0°T(f, f), —=)I. (4.49)
€ Vi VB Vi Vi Vi

Let’s carefully deal with the terms in (£49). Note that the norm |- |, is stronger than |- |2. By this, (ZI3),
Lemma [£6] [A39) and [@I5), we arrive at

1 « E 131 G a—alg I*F T
S E T Th< el 3 [ o (Coblor (oS

a<a

< CWOEDN( )+ Clio + ')t
For the second in [@49)), from [@IF)), we easily see that

_ B
01 (—=) |9 o d
oy f Z /| )l fllfl v

Js

S (-

To bound J5, we consider two cases || < N/2 and N/2 < |ay| < N. For the first case, we deduce from

Lemma (6] (£39), (@IH) and B21) that

1 €] *F
Js < C-[|0* (—=)lull=ll0*™** Fllu | —=Il.
£ VH VI
1 G 0°F
< oo 3+O—— o - 2
<o Sl nogl\l (ﬁ)l ol \FH

1
< C(no+e' =) 5 Dn(t) + Cl + glm)ez e,
For the second case, J5 has the same bound as above. We thereby obtain

O T 1. T < Clm + =) 5 x(0)+ Ol 424700k (1.50)

For the third term in ([@49), we use the similar arguments as [@50) to get the same estimate. For the last

term in ([49), the (@I8) yields

0“F
O f L]0 fly 4 10 F1u]0° 7 fla}]
Oc1<0c \/_

Je

e - de
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If |ay| = 0, then by (£39), (IH) and B200), we get

Jo< O ~ANO% flz L= 10%7% fllo + [[10% flo [l 2w 10 I ==l
f
1 0*F
< C={e 0% f|ly + e IV fIZIIVES v
o G L VL FIZIV2 £} NG I
11 o0*F
< C=ez= |0 fII7 + e 2V fILIVESIL
—er{llo% | IV VA i
1
< Ca%*agDN(t) +C(no + &'~z
The case |ay| = |a] = N can be treated in the similar way as above. If 1 < |ay| < N — 1, then by the
LS — L3 — L? Holder inequality, (£39), (ZI) and [3.21)), one has
Jo < C—{l10% flallolllO®™** Flull .o + 0% flullze [10%7% Fl2ll o }i NG Il
l—a 1 —a\.s—a
< Ce> 5_2DN(t) +C(no + e 7%)ez2,
Collecting the above estimates on Jg, we conclude that
1 0°F 1a —ay.i-a
1@, )l < e D)+l + )t
Therefore, we can get the desired estimate ([A4f]) by substituting the above estimates into (£49). This
completes the proof of Lemma [£.14] O

4.4. Estimates on electromagnetic field terms. To make the energy estimates for the equations (314])
and (3I3)), one has to deal with the complicated nonlinear terms involving with the electromagnetic fields.

Lemma 4.15. Assume B3)) and (I hold. For |a| = N, it holds that
O“[(F+vx B)-V,F] 0“F

( \/ﬁ , \/ﬁ)
1d 1d
< Y a Ot (0% (0%
= 2dt(R98 O°E) - 2dt(R6‘a B,9°B)
1 1 1
+C(no+227") D (t) + Clio(1 + )77 + moe?® + g2 e, (4.51)

Proof. For |a| = N, we denote
O*[(E+v x B)-V,F] 0°F

, =1y + I5 + I, 4.52
( N N ) a4+ Is + I (4.52)
where I, I5 and Ig are given by
— ((E4+vxB)-V,0F 9*F
L=
Zl<a1<a (8 = V\/g lFa 8\/_ ) (453)
vX9*1B).V,0° *1F p=
Zl<o¢1<a (( = )\/ﬁ ’ 8\/5)

We compute each I; (i = 4,5, 6) in the following way. Since V, - (E+v x B) =0 and v- (v x B) =0, we get
by integration by parts that

0%F 1 0YF
=1 [ [ @rexn) oG wan < cppim i ZE e,
R3 JR3 2p VI
which together with (39), (Z13) and the following simple fact
IE| L= < | Bl + | Ellz= < Clio(1+1)~? + 79, (4.54)

yields that

1
[la] < Clno + &7 - D (t) + Clno(1+4) ™" 47,
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In order to estimate I5, we write Iy = >°, ., ., C3*(I5 + I3) with

OME - 9°" MV, F §°F y OME-3°"V,F 9°F

I} = , ), I2= , ). (4.55)
Vi VI VH VH
For 1 < a; < a, we easily see that the term I51 is equivalent to
O E - 9*= 1V, M aaM) N (aalﬁ-aa—mva 0°(G + \/ﬁf))
Vi LV Vi VB
alﬁ_ a—aq 'u_ ap - @ [ ~ Ly
OB 0V BVG OF | o Eonmarw, g, L5y - (Lo g, ZE) 0 (4se)
Vi Vi Vil Vi
where we used F = M + G + Viuf and
OTNV,F = 99UV, M + 09"V, G + V0 MV f — g\/ﬁao‘*o‘lf. (4.57)

To present the calculations for the first term of ([@50]), we first consider the case a3 = « and split it into two
parts as follows

O E .91y M 9 M ~ 11 - 1
, = (0°E -V, M, [~ — —0*M) + (0°E - V, M, —0°M). 4.58
7 7 ) =( [u i )+ ( i ) (4.58)

We begin to compute the second term on the RHS of ([A58]), since the first term is more easier and is thus
left to the end. In view of (23] and ([21]), a direct computation shows that

~ 1 ~
(0°E - VM, —9*M) :_/ °E -2 M dv da
M R3 JR3

:—/Rsma - [0%(pu) — ud*p) dx

= —(EBO‘E 0% (pu — pu)) — (E(?O‘E 9% (pu) — ud“p). (4.59)

Since &, F — V x B = pu — pui in (B19), the following identities hold true

—(=0"E, 0" (pu — )

RO

= (—aaE 9,0°F — Vy x aaé)
1 d o F 90 f 1d o B 908
1
(3t[ ]3“E 0°E) + (3t[ ]3“3 0°B) + (Val5g] x 0°E,0°B), (4.60)
where in the last identity we have used
(iaaﬁ V. x 0°B) = (V, x [iaaé],aaé)
(6% Ot 1 (6% Oé

(RHV x 0“E, 0 ) (Va [Re]xa E,0 )
. —(—ataafa’, 0°B) + (vx[%] « 0°F,0°B)
= 25(@3 B,o"B) + (f%[ 710°B B,0"B) + (V, (g % 9°E,0°B),

due to the fact ;B + V, x E =0 in (Z19). By @3), B2), @I3) and Lemma @IT we get
|l 55 ]30‘]3 0°E)| < C([00] o + [10:0] ) [0 E||?

< Clnp(1+1)™" + g2 %2,
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The last two terms of (£60) can be treated similarly. It follows from (£60) that

1 ~
— (550" B, 0% (pu — )
1d ~ 1d \ ot 2a

<____o¢ o — &3 B — 5—a
< (0B, B) — L (0B, B) + Clo(1 4+ 1) 7+ <h e

As before, we denote 9% = 3*'8,,, with |a/| = N —1 due to |a| = N. By integration by parts, (33) and @I,
one gets

(4.61)

1 ar aaf=— o o = i o =—
(0" B, 0% (00))] = |0 B 0, [ 50" (o))
. 1 .
< Cllo% El|0s.[50%(pu)lll < Cnoe' ™. (4.62)
The rest term in [@59) can be estimated as
1 _ _
(550" E,ud?p)| < CllullL=[0°El[0%|
< Clo(+4)77 + &2 + o).

Hence, substituting this, (£.62) and (L&) into (£59), one gets

OLN 1 (6% 1 d Ot OL 1i _ OL (6%
(0 E~VUM,M8 M) < QE(ﬂa , 0 ) 2dt(R98 , 0 B)
+ Clno(1+8)~? + g2~ %20, (4.63)

Recall 9*M = I + I + I3 given in (£32), we easily see that the first term on the RHS of ([5])) is equivalent
to

(0“E -V, M, [% - %]11) + (0“E -V, M, [i - ﬁ]m + (0“E -V, M, [% — %]13). (4.64)
Recall I given in ([@32]), we use (IIZII), @I and B2ZI) to get
(0°F - VM. = 371001 < Cloo -+ &=)]0" B0 (7. 7.0)|
< Clm + &) 10" GBI + <o BI1?)
< Clmo + 517“)(6—12DN(t) } el-2a),
Recall I given in [A32]), we use the similar arguments as (£62)) to get
(0°F - VM. = 37| < 0% B0 AV ML, = 37171 < Clm 1)1~
The last term of (£G4) can be handed similarly. We thereby obtain
(0°F - V.M, |- = 3710°M)| < Ol + =) 5Dy (8) + Clom + 1)1,

For the case oy = «, we substitute this and [@LG3]) into [@EE)) to obtain

9 E - 9* "V ,M 9*M 1d 1d
<——— —8“E 0°F —(=08°B,9*B
N/ ’ \/ﬁ)_ 2d( )- 2dt(R9 B)
00+ £ D (D) + Clio(1 +0)7 b0, (4.65)

where we have used ([LIH) such that

(7’]0—|—<€ ) 1—2a <E——a —2a
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For the case 1 < a1 < a, we get by (41]), @I5) and B21)) that

O E . 9oV, M o*M 0%V, M
I( )| < Cl0™ B ]| alleol EL o)
Vi VR vz vz
o VeV M 9OM
< Cezm (]| I”+1 %)
vz Vi
< Cs%faE%DN(t) + C(no —i—sl*‘l)s%*a, (4.66)

where in the last inequality we have applied the same argument as in the first line of (£40). Then the above
estimate combined with (LGH) immediately gives

5 gor (DN E 9V M M

)

1< <« : \/ﬁ , \/ﬁ
1d of gapy  Ld W o
< 5?0 B) ~ 535 g B.0° D)
1 ;
+C(no + sT“)E—QDN(t) + Clno(141)77 4+ 27922, (4.67)

For the second term in [@50). If a/2 < a1 < a, then by (Z41)), (ZI3), (L0) and B2I), we get
O E -9*=V,M 9°(G + \/uf)

VH 7 VI
<C€2+a”aa1E”2+C€ 2 aH ( +\/_f)||
NG
1
< Cg%—“E—QDN(t) +Ceze,
The case 1 < ay < «/2 can be treated similarly. It follows that
OME - 9o~ v, M (G + 1
> : ( \/ﬁf))| < Ce¥79Dy(t) + Cet e (4.68)
1<ai1<a \/ﬁ \/ﬁ €

The third term of ([@56]) has the same bound as (£68)). For the fourth term in (@350). If 1 < oy < a/2, then
by (CT), (I3, E3) and @21, we have

0“F
(M E -0V, = ") < cpoo Bl oo, 712 + 1 22 2)
VH Vi
< Caf_“g’DN(t) +Ce2e,
If |a|/2 < a1 < o — 1, then we take L? — L? — L® Holder inequality to get
~ o*F ~ 0*F
O E - 0%V, f, S C||0E||ps|||0" Vo f
I( N )< l[zsll] 2| NG |
1
< Ca%_“gl? (t) + Cez 2.
The rest case a; = « has the same bound as above. So one gets
~ 0“F 1 .1 1
OME - 0%V, f, < Cez ™ *=Dy(t) + Cez™4. 4.69
> £, 7 )| < Ot 5D (t) + Ot (4.69)

1<ao <«

The last term of (@50 can be treated in the same way as ([@L69). All in all, collecting the estimates above,
we can conclude from (£56) that

1d 1d
%1 1<__ le% « « «
>, CrR<- 5o (—a B,0°F) — 2_dt(_96 B,0°B)

1<o <«

1 1 1
+Clmo +77") 5D () + Cluo(1+1) 7" +e73 77" (4.70)
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Next we compute I2 given in ([5H), we write [2 = I2! + 122 with
OME-9°" NV, M 0°F OUE -9V, (G + Jiaf) 0°F

I21 = ) ) I22 = ’ !
o Vi i B Vi Vi)
To bound 2!, if a; = «, we employ (@I1), (Z39), B3) and (IZ:EI) to get
_OYF
1121 < ClloEll| H < Cno— DN( )+ Co.
If 1 <oy <a—1, making use of {11, 3, (IBQI) and (LI0) again, one gets
- oY~V ,M OF 1
131 < Cllo™ Ellp< || Il H < Cno—Dn(t) + Cno.
It follows from the aforementioned two estimates that
1
I3 < CﬁogDN(f) + Cno.
Similar estimate also holds for I22. Therefore, we conclude that
1
> CIE| < Co=Dn(t) + Cro. (4.71)
1< <« €
Thanks to Is = 2, ., <o C5* (I3 + I2), we deduce from @T0) and @TI) that
1d ~ 1d
—(==0°E,0°E —(==0°B,0°B
e 2dt(R9 )~ 2dt(R9 )

1_4 — a i—aj.—2a
+ Ol + 2 5D (0) + Clin(1 +0)7 + e + e,
It remains to estimate I given in ([@53]). By the similar calculations as [@69) and [LTI]), we can arrive at
(vx M B) -9~V ,M §*F

IG - 1§;Sa Ca {( \//_14 ’ \//_14 )
N ((v X 9*1B) - 9*~ (VG + iV, f) aaF)
Vi VR
N ((v x 0“1 B) - 90°~(V,M + V,G + \/iV,f) aaF)}
Vi v/

1
< C(no + 6%’“)§DN(L‘) + Cno(1+ 1)~ 4+ noe® + e3~ %20

In summary, we can obtain (LX) by substituting the estimates on I, I5 and I into ({52). This completes
the proof of Lemma [£.15] O

Lemma 4.16. For |a| + |3] < N and |5] > 1, it holds that
(F+vxB)-V
Vi

Proof. Let |a| +|8] < N and |3] > 1, it is straightforward to get that
(E+U x B)vv(\/ﬁf)
g , 0%
(051 N 1,05 f)
(63 (63 [e3 v (63 (63 (63
= O5[E-Vofl,05f) = (9515 - Bf], 05 f) + (95[v x B - Vo f], 05 ), (4.73)
where we have used v - (v x B) = 0. The first term on the RHS of ([@.73)) is equivalent to

(E-V,05£,080)+ Y Ca'(0ME-V,05 ' f,05 ).

1<ai<a

@51 oD, e 1)) < o + £5-) D (1), (4.72)
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Here if |o| = 0, the last term vanishes and if || > 1, the last term exists. Note that |a| < N — 1 since we

only consider |a| + |f] < N and || > 1. If 1 < || < N/2, we use B.3), (1) and B2I) to get
(0 E - V05 f, 05 f)| < CllO" Bl 1= [ VW05~ FIIIOF £
< C(o +e2~*)Dn ().

95 fll

If N/2 <|a1| < N —1, it holds that
L6

(0 E - V05~ f, 05 )| < CIlOM Bl s [ Ve 05~ fl2]
< C(’I]O + Eéia)'DN(t).

We thus deduce from the aforementioned two estimates that
Y CONOME V05 £,051)] < Clio + €2 ) Dy (1),
1< <a
which, together with the identity (£ -V, 03 f,05 f) = 0, yields that
((O51E - Vo f],05 ) < Clno + 2~ *)Dn (1),
The last two terms on the RHS of (73] has the same bound as [@.74]). Therefore, the desired estimate (72l
|

(4.74)

follows. This ends the proof of Lemma [£16

Similar arguments as [@72)) lead to the following estimate.

Lemma 4.17. For || < N — 1, it holds that
0*[(E +v x B)-V, . 1_,

I( NG

4.5. Estimates on fluid quantities. Now we are devoted to deriving some estimates on the fluid quantities.

(4.75)

Lemma 4.18. For |a| < N — 1, one has
d _ _ ~
5%(80‘% V.0°p) + ce{||V0%p||* + | Vs - 0“E||?}
(4.76)

< Ce{|(V20%U, Vo 0%0)||2 + || V20 f||*} + Cee?~ 2

Moreover, for |a] < N — 2, one has
(4.77)

t
E/ {IIV20°B(s)II” + [|Va - 0*E(s)|*} ds < C(e + te)e .
0

Proof. We subtract system ([B.2) from system (ZI3]) to obtain
Wp+u-Vep+pVy - U+0-Vep+pVy-u =0,
O+ u- Vol + 2V, 5+ 2V,0 + - Vo + 2(2 = L)V,p
—i—(E—i—ufo?—l—ﬂxB):—%ngv@)v-Vmde, (4.78)
00 +u-V,0+ 20V, U+ Vil + 20V, -u
= —% ng %|v|2v -V.Gdv + %u . ng v®v- V.G dv,

where the electromagnetic field (E, B) satisfies (319). Applying ° with |a| < N — 1 to the second equation

of [@ETY), then multiplying the resulting identity by V,0%p and integrating over R by parts, one has
b 20 ~
)V 0% p, V.0%p)

an ~ « 20 o~ fe a1 (9o
(070, V00*P) + (35V20°P. V0 ﬁ)+1<§a <aca 0 (5
é -~ OLN (63
—)Vap), Vo 0°p) — (0%E, V,9°p)

Wl N
I

- (0%(u- V) + gvzaa% 0 (i1 - V1) + 0O
v VG dv),V,0%). (4.79)

—(0°(ux B+ x B),V,0°p) — (aa(%/
R3
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Here if |a] = 0, the last term on the LHS of (£79) vanishes and if |o| > 1, this term exists. By integration
by parts and the first equation of (LT8]), one has

- d o~ -
(0“0, V50%p) :a@o‘u, V0%p) + (Vo0%u, 0%0.p)
d, o~ - ~ .
:a(aau, V:090) — (V2 0%, 0%u - Vup+ pVa -t + 0 - Vep + pVy - ul)
d, o~ - -
> (0%, V40°p) = Cnl| Va0 BI|* = Cy | Vo0l = Clnpo + 27022,
where in the last inequality we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the embedding inequality, 3], @I,
(@I4) and @IH). From V, - E = —p in BI9), one gets by integration by parts that
—(0%E,V,0°p) = (Vy - 0°E,0°p) = —(Vy - 0“E,V, - 0“E).
The other terms of ([@79) can be controlled by
(n+ ") V20°B)1* + Co{ [ (V20°T, V20°0)|* + | Vo0 (7} + Cy(mo + £ 4)e> ",
Hence, for |a| < N — 1, substituting the above all estimates into ([79), one gets
d ~ (% (6209 (0% i
7078, V20°p) + e[|V 0° Pl + |V - 0 EJ?)
< C{I[(V20°T, V40°0)||* + || V20 £]|*} + C=2721,

by choosing a small 7 > 0 and using [@I5). This gives the desired estimate ([@76]). Integrating (A770) with
respect to ¢ and using Ex(0) < Cn3e?, we can prove that (ETT) holds. This ends the proof of LemmalEI8 [

Note that the norms in (320) do not include the temporal derivatives, we have to use the pure space
derivative norms to bound those estimates on the fluid quantities involving with the temporal derivatives.

Lemma 4.19. For || < N — 1, it holds that

10° (045, 040, 040)|* <C{[|0%(V oy, Vall, Va0) || + 07V f]|?} + C>2. (4.80)
In particular, for |a] < N — 2, one has
10%(8,5, 0,0, 9,0)||> <Ce2~22. (4.81)
For |a] = N — 1, one has
10%(0:p, 0ya, 0:0)||> < Ce—20. (4.82)

Proof. Let || < N — 1, applying 0% to the second equation of (£78)), then multiplying the resulting identity
by 0%0,u and integrating over R3 by parts, one has

(00,1, 0° 0,0

(0% (u- Va00), 09040 — (01221 2V it Vaa+ (2 = Oy, 000,
3p 3 3°p
C(0°(E +u x B+ x B),0°0ii) — (aa(l/ v @0 VaGdv),0°0,0). (4.83)
P Jrs

Making use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the embedding inequality, (83)), (1) and (@I, one gets
|(0%(u - Vi), 0°0,)| < | 0°0uul|* + Cy|0(@ - Vat)||* + Cy[|0%(@ - V)|
< n)|0“owul|* + C,|0*V . u)* + Cpe® 2.
The other terms of (83) can be treated similarly, we thus arrive at
[0°0,]|* < Cl|0*0eil|* + Co{||0° (Va, Vali, Vab) | + |0V fI°} + Cpe >, (4.84)

Similar estimates also hold for 0“0;p and 9°9,0. Hence, choosing n > 0 small enough, we can prove that

(#30) holds true. From (@II), (@I3]) and ([AI0), we can obtain the desired estimates (LRI and (£82). Thus

the proof of Lemma [£.19]is complete. O
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At the end of this section, we give the characterization of low bound of the N-order energy norm || BGL\/E(” |2
in terms of [|0%(p, w,0)|* + || f]|*.
Lemma 4.20. For || = N, there exists a constant cg > 0 such that
I 2 eallor G DR + 10 1) = Clm + £272) (1.85)
Proof. The proof is similar to the one in [I4] Lemma 5.10], we thus omit the details for brevity. O

5. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we aim to establish the a priori energy estimates ([B:23]) on the solution step by step in a
series of lemmas in order to close a priori assumption ([&I]).

5.1. Space derivative estimates up to (N — 1)-order. In this subsection, we are devoted to obtaining
the space derivative estimates for both the fluid part and the non-fluid part up to (N — 1)-order.

5.1.1. Space deriwative estimates on fluid part up to (N — 1)-order. We first make use of the dissipation
mechanism for the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell-type equations [B.I8])-([B.19) to derive the space derivative estimates

on the fluid part (5,4, #) and the electromagnetic field (E, B).

Lemma 5.1. Let [F(t,x,v), E(t,z), B(t,x)] be the solution to the VMB system (1)) and B3H). Suppose
that B3) and [@I) hold, one has

S GEEEBOE e Y [ 10 Ga i

la|<N-1 1<]|a|<N
<Ce? Y (|0°B OB + 10 FBID) +Ce > /||aaf (s)||? ds
|a|=N 1<|a|<N
t
+C(ny +e279) / D (s)ds + Clno + & + (1pe® + 2~ )t]e? 20 (5.1)
0

Proof. We split the proof into four steps.
Step 1. Estimate on ||0%p||?. Let |a] < N — 1, we apply 9% to the first equation of ([3I8) and take the inner

product of the resulting equation with 29 80‘p to get

~ e} o 2 [e% o 2§ e}
2dt(f?“ —3 @——(8 p,at(—g)a p)+ (pVa -0 u,—,a p)
+ ) CY(0™pV. - 07T, —aaﬁ>+(aa(u vzm aam
1< <a
20, N 20 .,
—(3Q(U'Vzp)a3—ﬁ23 p) — (0% (pVa 'u)ag_ﬁza p)- (5.2)

Here if || = 0, the fourth term on the LHS of (2] vanishes and if |a] > 1, this term exists.
Let’s estimate each term in (52). In view of (B3), 32) and (I, we get

_ 20 ~ 9 924
1(0%P, 0e( 5= )5"‘ﬁ)l < Cll(81p, 0:0)|| L= ]|0°pII* < Cro(1 +1)~7e>72%, (5.3)
and

20
N CE (0™ Y, - 90N T, 5 0D)
32
1<a <«
<C Y 0% bl Ve - 0% @[ 0 < Cmo(1 + 1)~ P>, (5.4)

1< <a
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The last term on the LHS of ([&.2)) is equivalent to

(6% 2§ e} [e%% a1~ a—oy T 29— [e%
— (@ Ved"p 55070 = D, O O™ Va0, 5=50%)

1<ai <«
D DR AT Al —aaﬁ) (5.5)
1<a; <«

where if |a| = 0, the last two terms of (51 vanish and if |a| > 1, those terms exist. For the first term in
(E3), we get by integration by parts, (B.3]) and ([T that

(V.07 550 = |05V (a3 )0"7)
< C(IVa(p, @, 0)l| = + [ Vot o) [|0%5]>
< Clpo(1+ )77 477220,
where we have used the fact that
[Vaiillze < CIIVZI V3T * < Ced3oem3e = Ceae. (5.6)
For the second term in (B.5]), we use similar arguments as (54 to get the same bound. The third term in

(3] can be controlled by

_ _ 20
ST O8N0 a - V00T p, a5 0p)| < Cebract e (5.7)
1<o <« 3p2

Hence, the last term on the LHS of (Iﬂl) is bounded by
(0% (u- vmm aazm < Clo(1+1)7" 2772, (5.8)
For the first term on the RHS of (52)), we use B3]) and ([@I]) again to get

(0 V), = aazm <O Y VL0 Bl 0™ |0°5] < Cmo(1 + D722 (5.9)

a1 <a

Similar to (5], the last term on the RHS of (IBII) is equivalent to
— (0%(pV. - 1), —5‘15) (PVz - 0%u, —3aﬁ)

Y ey (0™ PV, - 0, ﬁaaﬁ). (5.10)

1< <a

Here if |o| = 0, the last term of (EI0) vanishes and if |a] > 1, this term exists. For this term, we can use
the similar arguments as (5.7) to get the same bound. The first term in (B.I0) has the same bound as (59).
For the second term in (BI0), using (@), it is straightforward to get

e 20 o 1, - o~
(Ve -0 u,ﬁﬁ P < nellVey - 0 u||2+Cng||p||%oo||a pll?
S nEHVm . 6&,&:”2 4 Cn81—2a€2—2a-
Hence, using a € [0,1/2), the last term on the RHS of (5.2]) is bounded by
20 - _ 1_ _
PVag - U) = pP)l = Lne T (7 n 2 2 . .
[(0%(pV . - u) 3p2aa~)|<c |Va - 0|2 4+ Cy[no(1 + 1) 77 4 g2 792720 (5.11)

In summary, for [a] < N — 1 and any small > 0, we substitute (2.3]), (54), (&.8), G9), (E11) into (E2) to

get
1d
2 dt
< cngnm - OOT|% + Cylno(1 + )77 4 e3>, (5.12)

20 20
/ s 0 o+ (V07 220°7)
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Step 2. Estimate on ||0%u|?*. Applying 0® with |a] < N —1 to the second equation of ([3.I8) and taking the
inner product of the resulting equation with 0%w;, one gets

_ 20 e 2 ~
||aa 1”2 ( ﬁaaamipaaaui)+(gaaazievaaui)

N =
&‘|Q‘

> 031(8”@—2)8““% 0°T) — (0% (u - Vi), 0°T0;) — (0% (@ - Votis), 0°701)
1<ai<a

~ @2 Do pl, 00 — (@B 0vin) — (0°(ux B+t x B, 0%)
p

il

+£Z 0 ( 1 ]),aam)—(aa(l/ viv - V. Ly} O dv), 0°%;). (5.13)
=1 P P Jrs

Here if || = 0, the first term on the RHS of (5I3) vanishes and if || > 1, this term exists.
Let’s estimate (BI3]) term by term. Using the similar manner as (5.8)), (2.9) and (5I1I), we can obtain
that the first four terms on the RHS of (513)) are bounded by

Onel| 0, 0Tl |* + Cylio (1 + )77 + 27422, (5.14)
To bound the electric field term in (B.I3]), we note from the first equation of (319) that
8,0°E — VY, x 8°B = 8°(pil) + 0°(pu),

which leads us to obtain

3
> (0°E:, 0°;) :(%aaE, pO°Tl) = (%aaE, 8,0°E — V, x 8°B)
=1
- (laaE, 9% (pu)) — (laaE, D> O™ paT ). (5.15)
P P 1<a; <«

Here if || = 0, the last term of (5I5) vanishes and if |a| > 1, this term exists. For the first term on the
RHS of ([&I5), we get by the similar arguments as ([L60) and (LGI) that

0°E,0,0°E — V, x 9°B)

1d 1 _,~ .~

]aaE 0°F) — (8y] ]aaé,aaé)—(vm[l] x 0°E,9°B)
p

- ( 9°B,0“B) — Cno(1 + 1)~ + 2922,

Q.|&‘
VDI |+~

The last two terms of (IH]) have the same bound as (B.8]) and (B9, it follows that

3
> (0 E;, 0°t;)

i=1

> O°E,0“E) + =—(=0"B,8°B) — C[no(1 +t)™" 4 £379]27 2, (5.16)

DO —
Sl
=

(

N =
Sl
Dl

For the magnetic field term in (BI3]), we easily get by (3] and (1)) that

1(0%(u x B+ x B)y, 0°U;)| < Clno(1+¢)~? +e29)e222, (5.17)
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For the viscosity coefficient term in (5.13]). Recall the definition D;; in (2.14)), one has

EZ ]) 0%u;)

Jj=1
3
=) (0” (0) (8, s + Do,y — 5ijvz-a)]),aaai)
Jj=1
+EZ aa (0)(Dy, Wi + Do,y — 5ijvm -4)]), 0°T;)
:—I7+Ig.

Since both p(0) and k(0) are smooth functions of 6, there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that u(0),x(0) €
[C5 !, Oy]. Moreover, derivatives of u(#) and x(6) are also bounded. Making use of this, the integration by

parts, 33), (@I), @I3), (@Id) and (@I5), we arrive at

3
I < — EZ(lu(e)(aaawjai +0%0,,T, — gaijvm L 0°T0), 0%y, ;)

+ Clno(1+ )77 437222,

As for the term Ig, we have
1 2
Iy ZEZ(—M(H)(aQa;m + 000,02, = 30V - 0% 0y, 1), 0°;)

(o3 Otl x—Q] — — 2 — (05
+ EZ > oo (9)]3 (02 1 + Oa, 0,15 — 30V + O, ), 0°Ti)
j=1 1< <«
+ az 8“ ) (O, i + On, Uy — 5isz -u)], 0%u;)
_C[n0(1 + )77 4 e 2, (5.18)
We thereupon conclude from the estimates on I7 and Ig that
& 1
ey (0%(=0u, [1(0) Dij)), ")
= P
—EZ YOV O, Ui + 0% Oy, 0 — 51-ij -0%), 0% 0y, Us)

+c[n0(1 +1)77 4 e + 3722, (5.19)

It remains to compute the last term of ([I3]). We shall carefully deal with it. First of all, we have the
following identity

w0, MLy} Ly { Py (viv; M
/mijﬁ@dv:/ R A M@dv:/ w AP MO
R3 R3 R3

M M

_ —1 AoV U Z = S v—u O v
_/RSLM{ReBU(\/ﬁ)M} d R@/ By 37 4o (5.20)
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for i,j = 1,2,3, where we have used the self-adjoint property of L}/, &3H), @I1) and 2ZI8). We use (5.20)
to write the last term of (B13)) as

= VRO'M
1 v—u, O
= o0“ —/ ROB;,; — dv], 00, u;
+3 (%10, ROBi; ("= 2 qu), 003,
/ R3 VRO M
::Ig + 110, (521)

where in the second identity we have used the integration by parts.
Before computing (521]), we shall give the following desired estimate that

/ [ VRO AR / |(v) /1103 Bij (47|
R3 ]\42 R3 M2

dv < C, (5.22)

for any multi-index 5 and b > 0, where (A3) and ([@4]) have used. Recall © in [2.12]) given by
0 =c0,G+¢eP(v-V,G)—e(E+vxB) - V,G—-Q(G,G).

We easily see that

3
u. e0:G -
I :E 80‘/ —ROB; dv] 0“0, u; + dx
9 = RS{ RS P ](\/ﬁ) M ] j }

3
Pl(’UVzG) ~
+ aa/ ZROB, UyE v 90, ;) d
D J O OB ) = ] 070, T de

3
| u.e(E4+vxB)-V,G an ~
_Z {o /}R3 pRon(\/ﬁ) 7 dv] 8% 0y, u; } da

3
G,G) _
- 8 / ~ROB, u, QA dv) 9°8,, ;) da
j; ]R3{ RrR3 P J(\/_) M ] ! }
=I5 + 15 + I3 + I3

We compute each I{ (i =1,2,3,4) in the following way. We use G = G + Vitf to write

ol 1 v—u, e0;G o~
Z {a / ~ROB;( )]\2 dv] 0“8, ; } dx

VRO
o 1 v —u EHOf oy~
+Z o / SROBy(—=) =5 dv]d By, 1; + d
;:z;1+1;2.

To bound 14!, we note that 9;G has the similar expression as {1, then for o] < N — 1 and any b > 0, it
holds by the similar arguments as (6] that

b 80‘8,56

[I{v) Vi

| < Cnoe' . (5.23)
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Making use of this, (£22)), 33), {@.I)), (1) and [{@IH), one gets
v—u, G

|13 <nsZ/ 10%0,, |2 da + C,) sZ/ R@sz(@)tw]dvﬁdx

< el 0 Va@l|? + Cylno(1+1) 77 4 7772,

For the term 2, we use an integration by parts about ¢ to get

12 of u 5\/_ N
Ig Zdt /]RB» R36 ReBz](\/_ M f}a amj’u,ldvdx

—u.¢€
_Z/]Rg ‘/]R'g 8‘1{&5 RHBU \/_ ]\\2_ f}aaam]uldvd;v

a u E\/_ o
_Z/RS ]R38 R@Bz](\/— M f}a 8%8tuzdvdx_

The last term of m is bounded by

Z / / 90, {] RHBU v 5\/_ 1£10° 0, dv da
’3 JR3 9

<ne||0%0yt;||? + Cre / 0% 0y, RGBl fYdv|? dx
o | g| { J<FM}|

<Onel| 0oV (5,0, 0)||2 + Crel| 0V f1I? + Cylno(1 + )70 + 379?720,

where (£22)), (£30), B3), (@I), (AI13), @I4) and [@I5) have used in the last inequality.
The second term of (5.24]) can be handed similarly. We thereby obtain

12 a u E\/_ le%
1, Zdt /RS RS[) R@BU(\/_ M }8 Op,;u; dv dx

+ Cne|0*V z(p,u,9)||2—I—CnEH({?O‘VIfHQ—|—C'n[770(1—|—t) +ed” Ye2 2,
which along with the estimate I3! shows that
I3 0] R@Bl
o= Z dt /]Rs RS { s
‘y/ 2 a 2 -9 1-a1.2-2a
+C77€||5 Vo (B, @ )| + Coe |0V f|I* + Cylno (1 +8) 77 + e3>,

Using (5:22), (@30), B3), @EI), @I3) and EI5) again, we can bound I3 and I3 by
I3] + 15| < Cne[| 07V 4il|* + Crel| 0V fI|? + Cylio (1 + 1) ™7 + 22722,
As for the term I, we use (BI2) to write

3
1 Vi G G
=— 0°“|-ROB; dv 00y, u; dx.
;/ [ ROB (SR ) dvoar,
If [a] = 0 in I3, we get by @I8), GZ2), @), @), @I and GZI) that
|19|<OZ/ |—|| ||azjuz|dx

~ G
< el Vaul* + Cng sup (|—=|3 + [ [2)(l
z€R3

—Uu

= )6\/_f]8°‘8w] U} dvdx

G
— I + I£1I3)

Vi Vi

< el | Va2 4 Cp(no + €2 =)D (t) + Cylno(1 + 1)~ + e 79222,

33

(5.24)
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Similar estimate also holds for the cases 1 < |a| < N — 1, it follows that
|I5] < Cel|0°V@> + Cy(no + €2 ~*) D (1) + Cy o (1 + )77 + €2 7%)> 2,

Therefore, collecting the estimates form I3 to I3, one gets

u, € .
Zdt /Rg /M {070, R9Bw(\/—9) \/_f 9%, } dv dzx + Cel| 9%V . (5, @, 0) |2

+ Coell 0V fII> + Cylo + €7~ *) D (t) + Colno(1 + 1) ™7 4 €2 7%)* >, (5.25)

The term Iy in (B21]) can be treated in the similar way as Iy, so it holds that

Ilo_zdt /RS RS@ O, ( R@B”(\/_ ]\\g_f}[) w; dv dx + Cnel|0“V . (p, u, 0) ||

+ Coel| 0V o f112 + Clio + €2 =)D (t) 4 Cp[no(1 + 1)~ + £ 74222,

Hence, substituting the estimates Iy and I;o into (B21) yields

—(aa[/—l) /R viv - Vo L3O do), 0°1,)

NG ~ N -
_Zdt /3 {80‘ Oz; RHBU(\/_) ]\\/4—]” )]0%T; } dv dz + Cnel|0°V, (p,u,0)|?
r3 JRS

+ Chel| Va2 + Cono + 2 =)D (t) + Cylno(1 + )7 + 3922, (5.26)

In summary, substituting (&14), (16), (&17), (EI9) and (&26) into (BI3) and summing ¢ from 1 to 3, we

have established that for |« < N — 1 and any small n > 0,

1d a~12 1d 1 a el li 1 an aan
§d—|\a il + 5 B0 E) + 5 509" B, 0" B)
U E\/_f -
+ / 80‘ Oz, (ROB; )]0“U; | dv dx
£ 41 L e

2 _
+ (3—ﬁ@avmﬁ, o%u) + (gaavmo, %) + cel|0*V |
< Cne)|0°V o (5, W, 0)||* + Coe |07V £
+ Cp(no + sé_a)DN(t) + Cplno(1 + t)_ﬂ + 10 + E%_a]€2_2a. (5.27)

Here we have used the fact that

IS Z aa e, Ui —|— o« 8I1’U4] 6ZJVLE . 6(117),6&(91]51)
3,j=1
> ca||aavma||2 — Clpo(1+1)"" + 37422,



EULER-MAXWELL LIMIT FOR VMB SYSTEM 35

Step 3. FEstimate on ||80‘5||2. As before, applying 0% with |a] < N — 1 to the third equation of (BI]) and
taking the inner product of the resulting equation with %—80‘6‘, one gets

(3t<9“5,%—8“67)+(§9_vm~8“~,%8a5)+ 3 cgl( 910V, - 9y aa)
1<ai<a

— (0°(u-V.B), %aaé) —(0°( - V.u0), ~0°8) — (3aa(§vw ), %aaé)

0
+e Z aa (0)d,,u; Dij, aae +EZ aa p (n(e)amjo)],%aaé)
4,j=1 j=1

ard [1 _ 1.~
-0 /R slofv- VaLyj@ du], 500)
+(8a[%u-/ v®v-vx/:;;@dv],%_aa§). (5.28)
R3

Here if || = 0, the third term on the LHS of (528)) vanishes and if |a| > 1, it exists.
We will estimate (5:28)) term by term. The third term on the LHS of (28] has the same bound as (54).
The first four terms on the RHS of (528) are bounded by

Cnel| 0V - @ll + Cylno(1 +1) 77 427>,
The fifth term on the RHS of (5.28) has the same structure as the viscosity coefficient term in (GEI3]).
Therefore, we can perform the similar arguments as (5.19) to get

3

e (0", (+(0)0,,0).

Jj=1

1~
=0%0
9 )

60‘8%.5) + Clno(1+1)~7 + noe® + 5%_“]62_2“.

S

3
<-—¢ Z(ln(e)aaamj 9,
= r

It remains to compute the last two terms in (528). By the self-adjoint property of L}, X)), @I1) and

[213), one has

/(lvi|v|2—viu-v)L&1®dv:/ 1{P1( vl|v| viu-v)M}gdv

3 v—u . 3 ‘v—u 9 ;
:/Rs {(ROZA (m)M}Mdv—(RG) [ A ) g (5.29)

In view of (B20) and (B29)), the last two terms of (B.28) are equivalent to
ol 1 1,
SO0 GloPu - ue v Liie o), 50%)
=1 P R3 2 0
3

1 1.~
— o“ Og,u - VU L 71@ dv], =00
>t |, 50°0)

le

=1
3
Z aa Dy, ((R)

] AA“‘“)% o)), 50°9)

VRO
1 ~
— Z Call BmluJRﬁ/ i dv], =8°0)
0
i,j=1
d (0% ~ ~ (0%
<—E(t) + Cnel|0°V. (5,1, 0) > + Cpel| 02V f |12

—dt
Gyl + 47D (t) + Cy (1 +1) ™0 + 23022,
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where in the last inequality we used the similar calculations as (5:26]) an

« % v—u E\/_ « v dr
Z/R3 R m((Re) A ST a 0} dvd
v eV gl |0°0} dv da. (5.30)

- Z/RS g {aa Lo, uJRGBU(\/_

1,j=1

In summary, putting all the above estimates into (5:28), we have established that for o] < N — 1 and any

small > 0,

M

(80, (%vm - 0%, 0°0) + g(lﬁ(e)aavﬁ, %aavﬁ)

9°0) +
P

|~

4

dt
d & PRl «

< th( ) + Cnel|0°V 4 (5, 0, 0)]|2 + Cyyel| 0 Vo f ||

+Cy(no + €2 )D (1) + Cylno(1 +1) 7 + o + 27

N | =

g22e, (5.31)

Step 4. Estimate on ||0*(p, 1, 0)||2. For |a] < N — 1, we get by integration by parts, (33) and EI) that

20 20 oy = o (2 2 .
(V- 077, 52075) + (3-0°Vap, 0°0) + (50790, 070) + (5 V. 0°%, 0°F)

=[(0%q, Vz(3—ﬁ)3aﬁ7| < CVa(p, O)llz=[0°all0°p] < Cmo(1 + 1)~ 772

Adding (&12), (B27) and (3T) together, and using the aforementioned estimate, then the summation of
the resulting equation over |a| through a suitable linear combination gives

~ ~ 1 ooz 1 .= 1 .5
5 5 o [ 0 LT Lo B+ L0 B da
dt 0 p p
\a|<N 1
d o~ |2
+ 2 Balt) ez D [0°(@,0)]
1<|a|<N

<Cne Y 0°@.w0)+Coe Y 0°f]?
1<|a|<N 1<]al<N
+ Cy(no + 22D (t) + Cylno(1 + )7 + noe® + e3 4222, (5.32)

Here E,(t) is given by

o v —u, E\/I
Ba(t) = Z/W [ ol 8%(1%931](@) 10° ) dvde — B(t)). (5.33)

|o¢\<N 1 4,7=1

On the other hand, we can easily get by ([{.70) that
[e%4 feY a2
€ Z dt(@uvaﬁ)—i-cs Z [0l
la]<N—1 1<|a|<N

<Ce > (l(0°w,0°0)|* + [[0°fII*) + Cee?

1<[a|<N

—2a, (5.34)
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In summary, adding (£32) x C5 to (B.34) and firstly choosing C5 > 1 sufficiently large, then taking n > 0
small enough, one gets

300 X [ (D10 0 + 510°0 + 210 B+ Ly B da

la |<N 1
d % [} (>~ gy)2
+03%Ea(t)+a > 5 (0%, V,0°0) + c= > 0% u,0)
o] <N—1 1<]al<N
<Ce Y [0fIP + Clo +e2 =)Dy (t) + Clyo(1 + )™ +mpe® + £~ ")e722. (5.35)
1<|a|<N

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (3.3), (1) and ([@IH), we get
[Ea®)l <Cn 3 110°(G0)7 +Coe® 3 (1@ O + |0°|17) + Cyee® >,

la|<N-1 la|=N

Integrating (5.35) with respect to ¢ and using Ex(0) < Cnge? and ¥ > 1 as well as the aforementioned
estimate, we can prove that (I holds true. This completes the proof of Lemma (1] O

5.1.2. Space derivative estimates on non-fluid part up to (N —1)-order. Next we make use of the microscopic
equation (BI4) to derive the space derivative estimates up to (N — 1)-order for the non-fluid part f. We
should emphasize that the fact that f € (ker £)* is crucial in the estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Under the conditions listed in Lemmali ], it holds that

S R et S [leea

la|<N-—-1 la|]<N-1
<ce Y /{naa ()% + [0°7(s)]2) ds
1<|a|<N
t
+C(no + a%—“)/ Dy (s)ds + Clng + e~ 4)2 72, (5.36)
0

Proof. Applying 0% with |a] < N — 1 to (8I4]) and then taking the inner product of the resulting identity
with 0% f, one gets

Lo 5P + (v Va0 0% ) — Z(£0°F, %)

i(dzg “[(E + vjﬁB) : V”a],aaf) N (8“[(E +v xfﬁ) - VU(\/ﬁf)]vaaﬂ
LT p) o S o) 4 LT ) o)
# (CROETA) oy - T gy Z0E ey
- (%(T‘Pl{v (b —2252%5 Y ng v””E)M}, 2°f). (5.37)

Let’s now compute (537) term by term. The second term on the LHS of (537) vanishes by integration by
parts. For the third term on the LHS of (&.31), we have from (B.I6) that

1 1
—2(L0°[.0°f) > er—[|o° f1.

For the first term on the RHS of (&31), we get by ([@3), BI7), B3) and (@I that
0°[(E +v x B) - V,G] 0[(E +v x B)-V,G|
{ 5 7
< O 0 FI2 + Cofio(1 4+ )77 + 4=, (5.39)

I?

1
DI <007 FI + Coe
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By (@A), (A28) and [@A4D), it is clear that the second, third, fourth terms on the RHS of (5.37)) are bounded
by

C(no + €2~ “) Dy (t) + Cec? 20,
For the fifth term on the RHS of (537), making use of (21, ([@IT), the similar arguments as ([@20]), (17,
B, () and EIF), one gets

|(3aPo(v\//7-me) =1
Vi f

Zaa (ov/ii - Vo, 30X 0 )]
1 Xi
<Clofllll—= > OUvv/1t - Vaf, S=)Xi
<C| f||||\/ﬁ; {ovie- Vaf, 3l
1 — i—aj.2—2a
<0 FI1% + Coell 0V |I* + Cylno (1 44)77 + 7772,
For the sixth and seventh terms on the RHS of (5.31), in view of (2], Lemmal[L6] (5.23), B.I7) and (£I5),

one gets

8Py (v -V, 0) 0°0,C .
O SR o Sl
0 G 0°0,G
< nénaafnf“wns(n%n‘z IR

1 — 5—a —2a
< Oz 0115 + Oyl (1 +1)77 + 27>,

For the last term on the RHS of (537)), we can bound it by

v —ul>V,0 . (v—u)-Vzu
2R0? RO

1 (03 1 [e3
=119 f||2+Cn5||ﬁa Pi{v-( )M}

1 ~ n° - t—-a1.2-2a
< Cn_[|10°fII} + Cyell 0 (Vi Vab) |* + Colno(1 + £)77 4 2 77) 7%,

Consequently, substituting all the above estimates into (537) and choosing n > 0 small enough, then the
summation of the resulting equation over |a| with |a] < N — 1, we have

d
> (I + L0 12)

la|<N -1
<Ce > ([0%(Vait, Vab) | + [0°Vaf]?)
lo|<N-1
+C(no + 2Dy (t) + Clno(1 + 1)~ + e3 7] 20, (5.39)

Integrating (5.39) with respect to t and using Ex(0) < Cn3e? as well as J > 1, we can obtain the desired
estimate (B.30). This completes the proof of Lemma [5.2] O

With the help of Lemma (] and Lemma (2] we immediately obtain the space derivative estimates for
both the fluid part and the non-fluid part up to (N — 1)-order.

Lemma 5.3. It holds that
S {llo° (5.0, E,B)(0)|* + [0°F ()]}

la|]<N-1
Y /||a (7,7, 0)(s ||2ds+c— > /||aa (s)|12 ds
1<|a\<N la|<N-1
<Ce* > (10°(3 w0 @) + [0°FB)IP) + Ce > / 10% f ()17 ds
la|=N la|=N

t
+ C(no + E%_“) / Dn(s)ds+ Clno + &+ (noe® + E%_“)t]£2_2“. (5.40)
0
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Proof. By multiplying (5.1 with a large positive constant C' and then adding the resultant inequality to
[BE34)), the estimate ([40) follows by letting £ be small enough. We thus finish the proof of Lemma 53 [

5.2. N-order space derivative estimates. To complete the estimates on space derivatives of all orders,
we still deal with the highest N-order space derivatives.

Lemma 5.4. Under the conditions listed in Lemmal2 1, one has

@S P GaEEBOP 100 ve Y[ 1)1z

la]=N \a| N
t
<C(no + 5%_“)/ Dy (s)ds + Clio + €7 + (noe® + e2 =)t ~2%, (5.41)
0
Proof. Applying 0% to [B.I13) with || = N and then taking the inner product of the resulting equation with
é)"‘_F, one gets
Ji
O0“F 0*[(E+vxB)-V,F| 0°F 1 ., 0YF
Al LY P8y Lgor g, ZE
sl 7 N Vi) e
1 9oF. 1 M—p, 9°F
=—(0°T , —(0°T(f, ,
ST ), T+ S 22 T
G . 0“F 1 0%LyG O%F
+—(8 I(—,—), )+ —(—==, )- (5.42)
€ VIECVET BT e i T i

We will compute each term for (5.42]). From (EI]), it obviously holds that
L O0%(E+vxB) VI 0°F

( NG ; \/ﬁ)
1d 1 .~ ~ 1d

S22 (o> 1eY - leY leY

> (550" B, 0°E) + 5 (5 L 925,00 B)
—C(no+e27*)5Dn(t) — Clno(1 + 1)~ +1pe2® 4 £379e 20,

In view of the decomposition F' = M + G + VI, it is easy to see

o0F 1 oM, 1 1 0°G
)= —Z(£0%f, ) = Z(LO"f,0%f) — = (Lo f,
NG N e NG
Let’s carefully treat (2.43). For the first term on the RHS of (543), we first note that 0°M =1 + Ir + I3
in terms of ([@32). The linear term %(580‘ 7 %) presents significant difficulty so it cannot be estimated

directly. The key technique to handle this term is to use the properties of the linearized operator £ and the
smallness of M — p. For this, we denote

_é(gaaﬁ ). (5.43)

v —ul? _3,0%

0% (v—u)-0%
Lot dy =p(=—= + ——pa——+ (Gpg —5) )
95 (v—wu)-0°u |v—ul> 3 .00
(M=) (= 4 s g ~3279)
0°p  (v—u)-0%u |Jv—ul> 3 0%
(M =) (== + s Sme 375
=T+ I* + I°.

Since % € ker £, it follows that (Lf, %) =0. Recall Lf =T (i, f) + T(f, /1) given in FI2), we use the
similar arguments of (£33) to get

Licos, \/—)|<C(770+61 Y0 712 + 07 5.7, 6) )

<C(no+ El’a)éDN(t). (5.44)
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The same arguments as (£34) yield that

i “f,f>|<0<no+sl )LD (t) + Ol +2 =)z

It follows from the estimates I*, I and I that
P 1 .
—|( =) £ Clip + ) 5Dy () + Clno + ') (5.45)

Recall I3 given in ([{32]), we use the similar arguments as ([@30]) to get

1 1
EK af’ =)< Clpp+227) QDN(t)+C(770+51_a)57

f
which along with (5.45]) and the fact 0“M = I} + I + I3 shows that
L pag g M 1 .
-l(cotf, NG )| < Clo +227%) S Dn(8) + Clno +&"7)e.

For the second term on the RHS of (5.43), since f € (ker £)*, one gets by (BI0) that
1 [e3 [e3 1 (0%
—g(ﬁa f,0%0) = ClgHa 2
For the third term on the RHS of (5.43)), using Lf = I'(\/i, f) + I'(f, /1), @EIF) and @), one gets

0% G C1 1
o9« Z1g« Y o« 2 C 2a-
EI( f; \/ﬁ)l || Fllvl \/—II < o5 Z 971 + Cnoe
Hence, putting the aforementioned three estimates into (543]), we obtain
1 0°F, a1l 10 1 s 1—2a
2 (L0, ) 2520 I = Ol + £37) 5D (B) = Ol 7)™ (5.46)

In view of ([A29) and ([@4]]), we can bound the first three terms on the RHS of (5.42]) by
1
Clno +e2 =) 5D () + Cling +&' 7).

For the last term on the RHS of (5:42), by (3.9), 235), (£39) and (ZI3), it holds that

1,0LyG 0°F 1, v—ul?V.0 (v—u)-V,u 0°F
LG Oy o) Loy g (LYl 00 NVt 08
BN N N 2R R NG
1
< OEDN(t) +Cno +e'7%).
In summary, substituting all the above estimates into (.42) and using (EI3), we get
S 1~ 1
2 — O%E.O%E — 9*B.O*B - leY 2
575 2 TP+ (0" B0 E) 4 (o BBl + ez Y 10772
la|=N la|=N
1
< Clno+e7*) 5D (t) + Cl(1+ )77 +moe + e3> (5.47)

Multiplying (5.4T) by €2 and integrating the resulting equation with respect to , we can obtain the desired
estimate (541 by using (@A) and En(0) < Cnde? as well as the following the fact

0“F(0) 1
g2 ——2 < Clny +e2" e
|aZ_:NH i I (no )

This completes the proof of Lemma [5.4] O

Combining those estimates in Lemma [5.3] and Lemma [5.4] we are able to conclude the energy estimate on
solutions without velocity derivatives.



EULER-MAXWELL LIMIT FOR VMB SYSTEM 41

Lemma 5.5. It holds that
S {0 (5,w.0. B, B)0)|* + [0°F ()12 +e* > {10%(5. w0, B, B)(1)||* + 0° (1) ]1*}

la|<N-—-1 lal=N
(6 Y aodiind 7 1 Ot Ot
+c/{a 102w A+ 2 S 10 @I e Y 105 ()I2) ds
1<|a|<N la|<N—1 lo|=N
t
< Ol + e+ / Di(s)ds + Cliio +£¥ + (noe® + £2~4)e> . (5.48)
0

5.3. Mixed derivative estimates. Notice that Lemma 5.5 does not include the velocity derivative, we shall
derive the mixed derivative estimates on solution in this subsection.

Lemma 5.6. Under the conditions listed in Lemmal2dl, one has

> {lagf(t>||2+c§/0 103 £(s)]2 ds)

le|+[BI<N,|5]21

[0 7 1 (63 [e3
<o [te X @Rt X el X 10l s
1<|a|<N la|]<N-1 la|=N
t
+ C(no + g%*a) / Dy (s)ds 4+ C(no + ' ~)e? 2. (5.49)
0

Proof. Let |a| + || < N and [B] > 1, we apply 05 to ([B.14) and take the inner product of the resulting
equation with 95 f to obtain

jossi? + (0 7,087, 8§f) (O] a5 £.050) — S(0BL1.95 )
M 0 _e: <f,%>,agf>
R
%}ﬁgﬁ—(a (?)am G [W
v —ul2Va0  (v—u)-V,u

1
— (05{—=P1[v - M]},05f). 5.50
O Pl (P + ) o) (5.50)
Here 5;; =1life; <Bor 5;; = 0 otherwise.

We will compute each term for (E.50). The second term on the LHS of (5.50) vanishes by integration by
parts, while the third term on the LHS of (B.50) can be estimated as

2dt
e 60(
(5T (

1,05 f)

- (951 1,05 1)

e; ce; na+e; 1o 1 (el a+te;
(C3 85052 105 1) < =IO FI° + Cell 525 111
For the fourth term on the LHS of (A0, one has from [@IT) that
1 1 1
~2(08L1,080) 2 a2 0B 11 — O~ 07 I

The first three terms on the RHS of (550) can be controlled by C (1o + €2 ~)Dy (t) + Cee? 2% in terms of
(#19) and [Z3). The fourth, fifth and sixth terms on the RHS of (550) are bounded by

1 5—a — —al.2—2a
C= 95 £1I7 + Clio + €YD () + Cylo(1 + 1) + €' ]2,
For the last two terms of (B50), we can bound them by

1 ~ an « —2a
C?]gH(?E‘fH,%—I—CnEH(Vmaau,Vza 0)[1? + Cyel| V0% f|12 + Cyee® 2.
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In summary, for all |o| + |8] < N and |5]| > 1, substituting all the above estimates into (5.50) and choosing
a small n > 0, then the suitable linear combination of resulting equations, one gets

d e 2 1 e 2
S g+ eZlogfI)

laf+|BI<N,|B|=1

s 1
<Ce Y. (10 FIZ + 0% @, 6)l*) + O > sl

1<|a|<N lo|<N-1
+C(no + €2~ MDn(t) + Clno(1 + )7 4 14224, (5.51)

Integrating (5.51]) with respect to ¢ and using Ex(0) < Cn3e? as well as J > 1, we can obtain the desired
estimate (B.49). This completes the proof of Lemma [5.6] O

6. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Based on those estimates in Lemma and Lemma [5.6] in this section, we are now in a position to
complete the

Proof of Theorem[3.3: By a suitable linear combination of (5.48) and (549), there exists C; > 0 as stated in
Theorem such that

ﬁN(t)—i—/O Dn(s)ds SCl(no—l—a%_“)/O Dn(s)ds

+ Cylno + £z 4 (noe® + E%_“)t]£2_2“. (6.1)

Here En(t) and Dy (t) are given by [B20) and [B2I)), respectively. In order to close the a priori assumption
@D, we need to require that

1 1
Crlmo+e2™) < 5, Cilo+e? + (noe” +e2 7)) < 5. (6.2)
In fact, the desired estimate (6.2]) holds true by choosing both 7y and ¢ small enough and taking
1 1 1
a€l0,2), and ¢t <Tpa = (6.3)

2 Enosa—i—s%*a-

That is why one has to choose the range of the parameter a and time T4, in (£I)) which we start with.
Thanks to (G.I)) and (G.2]), we immediately obtain

1/ 1
gN(t) + —/ DN(S) ds < Zg272 (6.4)
2/, 2
Then (6.4) implies that for a € [0, 1) and T € (0, T}44), one has
1
sup En(t) < =g?72, (6.5)
0<t<T 2

which is strictly stronger than ([Tl). Hence we have closed the a priori assumption (I).

Since the local existence of the solutions to the VMB system near a global Maxwellian is well known in
[25] for the torus and in [52] for the whole space, by a straightforward modification of the arguments there
one can construct a unique short time solution to the VMB system ([LI) and (B3] under the assumptions
in Theorem B3l The details are omitted for simplicity of presentation. Therefore, by the uniform a priori
estimates and the local existence of the solution, the standard continuity argument, we can immediately
derive the existence and uniqueness of almost global-in-time smooth solutions to the VMB system () and
B3). Moreover, the desired estimate (8:23) holds true in terms of ([G.4]).

To finish the proof of Theorem [33] we are going to justify the a uniform convergence rate as in (3.24).
Making use of the Taylor expansion, [@IT)), (65) and the embedding inequality, we obtain

(Mipuo) — My 0 )(0) o »
sup |2l BTy <O sup (|5 8)() | nee < O
t€[0, Tomac] Vi £€[0, Tras]
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Similarly, we get by Lemma [£6] and (6.5]) that

Gt By
sup (1D e 4 17O p2s) < C2.

t€0.Tnas] VI
Combining the aforementioned two estimates and using F = M + G + VIS, we get
sup || (F' = My .0)()

1€[0,Trnac] VH

‘ (F_M[ﬁ,ﬁ,é])(t)

”Lg"L% S CElia. (66)

Similar estimate also holds for sup,c(o 7,,...] | I. Moreover, one has

\/ﬂ
sup {”(E - EuB - B)(tux)n + ”(E - EuB - B)(tax)”Lf} S C‘El_a7
t€[0,Tmax]
which together with (6.6 and the fact that (F, E, B) = (F*, E°, B®), immediately gives the desired estimate
B24). And the proof of Theorem B3lis complete. O
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