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Abstract

The self-consistent Pauli-Poisswell equation for 2-spinors is the first order in 1/c semi-
relativistic approximation of the Dirac-Maxwell equation for 4-spinors coupled to the self-
consistent electromagnetic fields generated by the density and current density of a fast moving
electric charge. It consists of a vector-valued magnetic Schrödinger equation with an extra
term coupling spin and magnetic field via the Pauli matrices coupled to 1+3 Poisson type
equations as the magnetostatic approximation of Maxwell’s equations. The Pauli-Poisswell
equation is a consistent O(1/c) model that keeps both relativistic effects magnetism and spin
which are both absent in the non-relativistic Schrödinger-Poisson equation and inconsistent
in the magnetic Schrödinger-Maxwell equation.

We present the mathematically rigorous semiclassical limit ~ → 0 of the Pauli-Poisswell
equation towards the magnetic Euler-Poisswell equation. We use WKB analysis which is
valid locally in time only. A key step is to obtain an a priori energy estimate for which we
have to take into account the Poisson equations for the magnetic potential with the current
as source term. Additionally we obtain the weak convergence of the monokinetic Wigner
transform and strong convergence of the density and the current density. We also prove local
wellposedness of the Euler-Poisswell equation which is global unless a finite time blow-up
occurs.
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1 Introduction

We deal with the ”semiclassical” limit of vanishing Planck constant for nonlinear Schrödinger
equations. In particular we deal with the self-consistent Pauli-Poisswell equation as a relativistic
extension of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation in 3− d (e.g in 3 space dimensions) which keeps
magnetic and spin effects. There are 2 main techniques for such semiclassical limits:

a) Wigner transforms (see [8] for an overview) that yield global (in time) limits towards
Vlasov type equations, see e.g. Lions-Paul [21] and Markowich-Mauser [22] for the limit from
the Schrödinger-Poisson equation to the Vlasov-Poisson equation for the mixed state case in
3− d and Zhang-Zheng-Mauser [37] for the pure state case which is possible in 1− d only with
appropriate non unique measures valued solutions of the Vlasov-Poisson equation.

b) WKB methods (after Wentzel, Kramers and Brillouin) that yield local (in time) limits
to Euler type equations which correspond to monokinetic Vlasov equations for pure states. For
the WKB analysis of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation and its convergence towards the Euler-
Poisson equation we refer to the work of Zhang [35, 36] and Alazard and Carles [2, 5]. Grenier
[13] proved the semiclassical limit of the cubic NLS and recently, Gui and Zhang [14] proved the
semiclassical limit of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation using WKB analysis.

For a unified presentation of these approaches and extensions to multi-valued WKB see e.g.
[31].

The analysis for the Pauli-Poisswell equation is much harder than for the Schrödinger-Poisson
equation. Already for the linear Pauli equation (i.e. with given ”external” potentials) the
analysis is much more complicated than for the (magnetic) Schrödinger equation because of the
existence of zero modes due to the presence of the Stern-Gerlach term involving the magnetic
field B = ∇ × A, see e.g. [7], where even the case of constant magnetic fields shows hard
technical challenges. At the core of the technical difficulties, besides the Stern-Gerlach term, is
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the ”advective” term A · ∇ in the magnetic Schrödinger operator and the nonlinear coupling of
the magnetic vector potential A via the 3 additional Poisson type equations for the 3 components
of the magnetic potential with the current density as source term.

In the present work we deal with case b) , i.e. the semiclassical limit via WKB methods.
The Wigner method case a) is dealt with in [24] and the existence and uniqueness analysis of
the Pauli-Poisswell system is dealt with in [11]. The related simplified Pauli-Poisson equation
was presented in [26] where an external magnetic field is applied that is much stronger than
the magnetic self-interaction that can hence be neglected, while the electric field is kept self-
consistent by a mere coupling to the Poisson equation for V ~,c. The semiclassical limit of the
Pauli-Poisson equation to the Vlasov-Poisson equation with Lorentz force by the Wigner method
a) was proven in [25] (with some additional details in [27]), which is a first true extension of the
results for the Schrödinger-Poisson equation 30 years ago.

The Pauli-Poisswell equation for a 2-spinor ψ~,c(x, t) ∈ (L2(R3×R,C))2 and the electromag-
netic potentials A~,c : R3 → R

3 and V ~,c : R3 → R depending on two parameters ~, c reads (cf.
[23])

i~∂tψ
~,c = −1

2
(~∇− i

c
A~,c)2ψ~,c + V ~,cψ~,c − 1

2

~

c
(σ · B~,c)ψ~,c, (1.1)

−∆V ~,c = ρ~,c := |ψ~,c|2, (1.2)

−∆A~,c =
1

c
J~,c. (1.3)

where the Pauli current density is given by

J~,c(ψ~,c, A~,c) = Im(ψ~,c(~∇− i

c
A~,c)ψ~,c)− ~∇× (ψ~,c

σψ~,c), (1.4)

with initial data
ψ~,c(x, 0) = ψ~,c,0(x) ∈ (L2(R3))2. (1.5)

We denote the Pauli Hamiltonian by

H = −1

2
(~∇− i

c
A~,c)2 + V ~,c − 1

2

~

c
(σ ·B~,c) (1.6)

where B~,c := ∇ × A~,c is the magnetic field and |ψ~,c|2 := |ψ~,c
1 |2 + |ψ~,c

2 |2 the scalar charge
density. Note that we work in Lorenz gauge, which is consistent in O(1/c),

divA~,c +
1

c
∂tV

~,c = 0. (1.7)

The Stern-Gerlach term is σ ·B~,c :=
∑3

k=1 σkB
~,c
k where the σk are the Pauli matrices

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (1.8)
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The expressions ψ~,c∇ψ~,c and ψ~,c
σψ~,c are to be understood as the vectors with components

(ψ~,c
1 , ψ~,c

2 )∂k

(
ψ~,c
1

ψ~,c
2

)
, (ψ~,c

1 , ψ~,c
2 )σk

(
ψ~,c
1

ψ~,c
2

)
,

for k = 1, 2, 3. Note that using the Pauli vector identity (a ·σ)(b ·σ) = (a · b)I + i(a× b) ·σ the
Pauli Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

H = −1

2
(σ · (~∇− i

c
A~,c))2 + V ~,c, (1.9)

and we can also rewrite J~,c as

J~,c = Re

(
ψ~,c

σ(σ · (−i~∇− 1

c
A~,c))ψ~,c

)
. (1.10)

which is to be understood as the 3-vector with components

J~,c
k = Re

(
ψ~,cσk(σ · (−i~∇− 1

c
A~,c))ψ~,c

)
.

Since we are interested in the semiclassical (~ → 0) limit with c fixed we will omit the c
superscript in the sequel. The self-consistent Pauli-Poisswell equation (a portmanteau of Poisson
and Maxwell coined in [23]), arises as the semi-relativistic approximation at O(1/c) of the fully
relativistic Dirac-Maxwell equation for a 4-spinor. The Poisson equations for A~ and V ~ are the
magnetostatic approximation of Maxwell’s equation by keeping terms of order O(1/c). The two
components of the Pauli equation describe the two spin states of a charged spin-1/2-particle, in
particular a fermion, whereas the Poisson equations describe the electrodynamic self-interaction
of a fast moving particle with the electromagnetic field that it generates itself due to the finite
speed of light.

We use a scaling where the dimensionless
”
semiclassical parameter“ ε is proportional to ~

and (1.1)-(1.3) reads

iε∂tψ
ε = −1

2
(ε∇− iAε)2ψε + V εψε − 1

2
ε(σ · Bε)ψε, (1.11)

−∆V ε = ρε := |ψε|2, (1.12)

−∆Aε = Jε. (1.13)

where the Pauli current density is given by

Jε(ψε, Aε) = Im(ψε(ε∇− iAε)ψε)− ε∇× (ψε
σψε). (1.14)

Since we work in d = 3 dimensions the Poisson equation for V ε is equivalent to the Hartree
nonlinearity where the density is convoluted with |x|−1, i.e. the fundamental solution of the
Poisson equation in three dimensions:

V ε[ψε] = (−∆)−1ρε =
1

4π|x| ∗ ρ
ε =

1

4π|x| ∗ |ψ
ε|2 (1.15)
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The current density becomes

Jε =
iε

2

2∑

j=1

(ψε
j∇ψε

j − ψε
j∇ψε

j )− ρAε − ε

2
∇× (ψε

σψε). (1.16)

Note that ρ and J satisfy the continuity equation

∂tρ
ε − div(Jε) = 0. (1.17)

Remark 1. Let us briefly discuss the gauge of the Pauli-Poisswell equation (1.1)-(1.5). In the
derivation in [23] the authors use Lorenz gauge

divAε +
1

c
∂tV

ε = 0, (1.18)

where ε = 1/c, in order to transform Maxwell’s equations for the fields into a system of wave
equations for the potentials

✷Aε = −1

c
Jε, ✷V ε = −ρ, ✷ =

1

c2
∂2t −∆.

They perform an asymptotic expansion up to first order in ε = 1/c and arrive at (1.1)-(1.5).
This means that using the Lorenz gauge for the Pauli-Poisswell equation is consistent at first
order.

1.1 Notations

Let CM1,...,Mn denote a constant which only depends on some constants M1, . . .Mn. Let

A .M1,...,Mn B,

denote |A| ≤ CM1,...,Mn |B|. Also, we omit the dependence on the regularity parameter s and
use . instead of .s for simplicity, where s is the required regularity in Hs. For a m× n matrix
A and a n-dimensional vector x we use summation convention, i.e.

Aj
ixj :=

n∑

j=1

Aijxj.

For two vector-valued functions f, g : Rd → R
d, if f is differentiable, we use g · ∇f to denote

the vector (∂jfigj)1≤i≤d. Notice that here we use summation convention. For f ∈ Hs(Ω) and a
vector α = (α1, . . . , αs) with ∀1 ≤ i ≤ s, αi ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we denote its weak derivative by

∂αf(x) := ∂α1 . . . ∂αlf(x).

Let V,W be vector-valued functions with components Vj ,Wj. By V ⊗W we denote the matrix

(V ⊗W )ij = ViWj.
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For a vector α, let n(α) denote the length of α. For a matrix X ∈ R
m×n, we will define the

magnitude, the L2 norm, the Hs norm and the W s,∞ norm as

|X|2 =
∑

1≤i≤m,1≤j≤n

|Xij |2, ‖X‖L2 = ‖(|X|)‖L2 ,

‖X‖Hs =
∑

n(α)<n

‖∂αX‖L2 , ‖X‖W s,∞ = sup
n(α)<s,
1≤i≤m,
1≤j≤n

‖∂αXij‖L∞ .

For vectors v ∈ R
d we can define the respective norms regarding v as an 1× d matrix.

1.2 Outline

In Section 2 we introduce the WKB ansatz and transform the Pauli-Poisswell equation into a
system with unknowns aε and uε instead of ψǫ where aε is the amplitude and uε is the velocity,
i.e. the gradient of the phase Sε in the WKB ansatz (2.2). Then we introduce the Wigner
transform and Wigner measures. Finally we state our main results: The local wellposedness
and blow up alternative of the Vlasov-Poisswell and Euler-Poisswell equations are stated in
Theorem 1. The semiclassical limit from the Vlasov-Poisswell equation to the Euler-Poisswell
equation is stated in Theorem 2.

In section 3 we will derive an a priori estimate (Proposition 1) which allows us to bound the
Hs norm of uε and the Hs−1 norm of aε. First we obtain an estimate for the charge (Lemma 2)
and combine it with an estimate for the potentials Aε and V ε (Lemma 3). This gives an estimate
involving ε‖aε‖Hs (Lemma 4). Using energy conservation (Lemma 5) we arrive at an estimate
independent of ε. The a priori estimate is the key estimate for Theorems 1 and Theorem 2.

We will then provide existence and uniqueness for both equations using the a priori estimate
and a contraction argument. Based on these results we are able to prove the semiclassical limit
of the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5) towards an Euler-Poisswell equation in Section 6.
Some technical lemmas which we need in the analysis will be introduced in Appendix A.

2 Statement of the main result

2.1 WKB Ansatz and formal limit to the Euler-Poisswell equation

The WKB ansatz consists of assuming that the initial data ψε,0 of the Pauli-Poisswell equation
are of the form

ψε,0
j (x) = aε,0j (x)e

i
ε
Sε,0(x), j = 1, 2, (2.1)

where aε,0j are the initial amplitudes of the components of the 2-spinor. The initial phase Sε,0,

which we choose to be the same for both components, is real-valued. The gradient of Sε,0 is the
initial velocity uε,0 := ∇Sε,0 One then expects that at least for short times the solution ψε will
be of the form

ψε
j (x, t) = aεj(x, t)e

i
ε
Sε(x,t). (2.2)
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where aεj are the amplitudes and Sε is the phase. The velocity uε is defined as the gradient of

the phase, uε := ∇Sε. We can also write (2.2) in spinor notation, i.e. by writing ψε = (ψε
1, ψ

ε
2)

T

and aε = (aε1, a
ε
2)

T we have

ψε(x, t) = aε(x, t)e
i
ε
Sε(x,t). (2.3)

Remark 2. Note that the two components of ψε,0 in the ansatz (2.1) have the same phase Sε,0.
If one would choose more complicated initial data with two different phases Sε,0

j , j = 1, 2, then

also the solution ψε would have two phases and oscillatory cross terms like exp
(
i
ε(S

ε
1 − Sε

2)
)
,

would appear in (2.4).
Note that when dealing with matrix-valued Hamiltonians one usually employs the ”multi-

component WKB” ansatz (2.1) by taking a vector-valued amplitude and a scalar phase which
is a sound mathematical choice that is also usually chosen by physicists (see e.g. [19], [32]).

Substituting ψε given by (2.2) into (1.11) yields

iε(∂ta
ε
j +

i

ε
aεj∂tS

ε)e
i
ε
Sε

=− ε2

2
(∆aεj +

2i

ε
∇aεj · ∇Sε +

i

ε
aεj∆S

ε − 1

ε2
|∇Sε|2aεj)e

i
ε
Sε

− iεAε · (∇aεj +
i

ε
aεj∇Sε)e

i
ε
Sε − iε

2
divAεaεje

i
ε
Sε

+ (
|Aε|2
2

+ V ε)aεje
i
ε
Sε

− ε

2

ε

Bi
ja

ε
i e

i
ε
Sε
.

Here, Bε = σ · Bε =
∑3

k=1 σkB
ε
k is a 2 × 2 matrix and we use summation convention for

ε

Bi
jai.

Rewrite the equation above as

aj

(
∂tS

ε +
1

2
|∇Sε|2 + (

|Aε|2
2

+ V ε) +Aε · ∇Sε

)

−iε
(
∂ta

ε
j −

i

2

ε

Bi
ja

ε
i −

i

2
(ε∆aεj + 2i∇aεj · ∇Sε + iaεj∆S

ε) +
1

2
divAεaεj +Aε · ∇aεj

)
= 0.

Then we have the following system:

∂ta
ε
j +Aε · ∇aεj +∇aεj · ∇Sε +

1

2
aεj(∆S

ε + divAε) =
iε

2
∆aεj +

i

2

ε

Bi
jai,

∂tS
ε +

1

2
|∇Sε|2 +Aε · ∇Sε + (

|Aε|2
2

+ V ε) = 0,

aεj(x, 0) = aε,0j (x),

Sε(x, 0) = Sε,0(x).

(2.4)

Let now uε,0 = ∇Sε,0 and uε = ∇Sε be the initial velocity and velocity, respectively. By
differentiating the second equation in (2.4) we obtain the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation

∂ta
ε
j + (Aε + uε) · ∇aεj +

1

2
aεj div(u

ε +Aε) =
iε

2
∆aεj +

i

2

ε

Bi
ja

ε
i

∂tu
ε + (Aε + uε) · ∇uε + uε · ∇Aε +∇(

|Aε|2
2

+ V ε) = 0

aεj(x, 0) = aε,0j (x)

uε(x, 0) = uε,0(x).

(2.5)
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where

−∆V ε = ρε, (2.6)

−∆Aε = εwε − εvε − ρεuε − ρεAε, (2.7)

with

ρε := |aε|2 (2.8)

vε :=
1

2
∇× (aεσ1a

ε, aεσ2a
ε, aεσ3a

ε)T , (2.9)

wε :=
i

2

2∑

j=1

(aεj∇aεj − aεj∇aεj). (2.10)

Then J is given by
Jε = εwε − εvε − ρε(uε +Aε). (2.11)

There is a one-to-one match between each solution ψε of the original Pauli-Poisswell equation
(1.11) (up to a constant eiθ) and each solution (aε, uε) of (2.5). Given (aε, uε) solving (2.5),
we can construct ψε solving (1.11) by (2.2). Inversely, if one has ψε solving (1.11) one needs
to calculate V ε and Aε. Then uε is obtained through the second equation in (2.5) and then
aε through the first equation in (2.5). This is where existence and uniqueness of solutions to
(2.5) are needed. However this approach is only local in time since (2.5) has the following
characteristics

ẋ = uε +Aε, x(0) = x0.

In general the characteristics can intersect in finite time which means that caustics appear (cf.
[31]).

Remark 3. Note that in the WKB ansatz we choose a complex-valued amplitude as opposed
to the Madelung transform where one uses a real-valued amplitude. This additional degree of
freedom allows us to avoid singular quantum pressure in the equation for the velocity uε. Instead
one obtains a skew-symmetric term in the transport equation (due to the term (i/ε)/2∆aεj ). For
more details on the Madelung transform and its connection to the hydrodynamic formulation
of nonlinear Schrödinger equations we refer to the survey in [3].

Suppose a0 and u0 are the limit of aε,0 and uε,0 in a sense to be specified later. We can
formally pass to the limit ε → 0 in system (2.5) and obtain the following pressureless Euler-
Poisswell equation,

∂taj + (A+ u) · ∇aj +
1

2
aj div(u+A) =

i

2
Bi

jai,

∂tu+ (A+ u) · ∇u+ u · ∇A+∇(
|A|2
2

+ V ) = 0,

aj(x, 0) = a0j(x),

u(x, 0) = u0(x).

(2.12)
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where

−∆V = ρ, (2.13)

−∆A = −ρu− ρA, (2.14)

and
ρ = |a|2.

Multiplying the first equation in (2.12) by aj summing over j = 1, 2, and taking the real part
yields

∂tρ+∇ · (ρ(u+A)) = 0,

∂tu+ (A+ u) · ∇u+ u · ∇A+∇(
|A|2
2

+ V ) = 0,

aj(x, 0) = a0j(x),

u(x, 0) = u0(x).

(2.15)

and

−∆V = ρ, (2.16)

−∆A = −ρu− ρA, (2.17)

since Re(ia(σ ·B)a) = 0.
The Euler-Poisswell equation (2.15) reduces to the repulsive pressureless Euler-Poisson equa-

tion when there is no magnetic field present, i.e. A = 0:

∂tρ+∇ · (ρu) = 0

∂t(ρu) +∇ · (ρu⊗ u) = −ρ∇V,
ρ(x, 0) = ρ0(x),

u(x, 0) = u0(x).

(2.18)

where

−∆V = ρ, ρ = |a|2. (2.19)

The Euler-Poisson equation arises as the semiclassical limit of the Schrödinger-Poisson equa-
tion with WKB initial data as was shown in [2]. Recently, Golse and Paul [12] showed that
the bosonic N -particle Schrödinger dynamics with Coulomb interaction converge to the Euler-
Poisson equation in the combined semiclassical and mean field limit ~ + 1/N → 0 if the first
marginal of the initial data has monokinetic Wigner measure (for the definition cf Section 2.2)
which is equivalent to the WKB formulation.

Depending on the sign in front of the term ρ∇V on the LHS of the second equation in
(2.18) the Euler-Poisson equation is called repulsive (with a negative sign) or attractive (with a
positive sign). In other words, the Euler-Poisson equation is repulsive if the sign on the LHS of
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the second equation in (2.18) and the sign on the RHS of the Poisson equation (2.19) are the
same and attractive if they are opposite.

In the repulsive case the Euler-Poisson equation is a non-relativistic self-consistent model for
the self-interaction with the electric field, coupled via the Poisson equation (2.19)), for a system
(plasma) of charged particles of charge of the same sign (e.g. electrons). This is because the
Coulomb interaction is repulsive for charges of the same sign.

In the attractive case the Euler-Poisson equation is a self-consistent model for non-relativistic
gravitational interaction, e.g. gaseous stars, which is attractive.

The analytical properties of the Euler-Poisson equation depend heavily on the sign. The
repulsive case is less delicate than the attractive case: The dispersive nature of the electric
field may prevent the formation of singularities [17]. In 3d Guo and Pausader [15, 17] proved
the global existence of small smooth irrotational flows. Recently, Hadžić and Jang constructed
global solutions for both the gravitational and electrostatic Euler-Poisson equation in [18].

However it is also possible to have blow-up even for the repulsive case, e.g. [34] or even
non-existence, e.g. [30] for the 1d case. Further references can also be found in [6].

The fully relativistic self-consistent interaction with the electromagnetic field is modeled by
the pressureless Euler-Maxwell equation, studied in [10, 16]. Following the notation in [10] it is
given by

∂tρ+∇ · (ρu) = 0

∂t(ρu) +∇ · (ρu⊗ u) = ρ(E + u×B),

∂tE −∇×B = ρu, ∂tB +∇× E = 0,

∇ · E = −ρ, ∇ · B = 0.

(ρ, u,E,B)(x, 0) = (ρ0(x), u0(x), E0(x), B0(x))

(2.20)

The non-relativistic limit c → ∞ of the Euler-Maxwell equation (2.20) to the Euler-Poisson
equation was shown in [29, 33]. In the Euler-Maxwell case there is no distinction between
repulsive or attractive interaction since the force described by Maxwell’s equations is given by
the Lorentz force FL = q(E + u×B) (for the non-relativistic Euler-Poisson equation it reduces
to the repulsive electrostatic force Fel = qE). Similar to the Euler-Poisson equation the Euler-
Maxwell equation is in fact more stable than the pure Euler system without self-interaction and
smooth solutions can exist globally without shock formation [16].

The Euler-Poisswell equation (2.15)-(2.17) is the O(1/c) semi-relativistic approximation of
the Euler-Maxwell equation which is natural since the Pauli-Poisswell equation is the semi-
relativistic O(1/c) approximation of the Dirac-Maxwell equation and the Euler-Maxwell equa-
tion is the semiclassical limit of the Dirac-Maxwell equation. Therefore the Euler-Poisswell
equation, with the repulsive sign in all Poisson type equations, is the correct semi-relativistic
self-consistent O(1/c) model of a system (plasma) of charged particles with self-interaction with
the electromagnetic field. Similar to the Euler-Maxwell equation the Euler-Poisswell equation
describes the interaction with the electromagnetic field via the Lorentz force.

Our new local existence result in Theorem 1.a for the Euler-Poisswell equation is based on
the local wellposedness of the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5).
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2.2 Wigner transform and Pauli-Wigner equation

The Wigner transform f ε(x, ξ, t) of ψε(x, t) is defined by

f ε(x, ξ, t) := (2πε)−3

∫

R3

e−iξ·yψε(x+
εy

2
, t)ψ(x− εy

2
, t)dy. (2.21)

Note that some authors use the opposite sign in the exponential or a different normalization.
More generally, we define the Wigner matrix F ε (cf. [8]) as the Wigner transform of ψε ⊗ ψε,
i.e.

F ε(x, ξ, t) = (2πε)−3

∫

R3

e−iξ·yψε(x+
εy

2
, t)⊗ ψε(x− εy

2
, t)dy,

Note that
f ε = TrF ε (2.22)

where TrF ε denotes the trace of the 2× 2 matrix F ε. A simple calculation shows that

ρε =

∫

R3
ξ

f εdξ. (2.23)

The Pauli current density Jε can be written as a first order moment of the Wigner transform,
more precisely:

Jε =

∫
Tr(Re(σ(σ · (ξ −Aε)F ε)))dξ (2.24)

where Tr denotes the 2 × 2 matrix trace. After a straightforward calculation one obtains the
self-consistent Pauli-Wigner equation for the Wigner matrix F ε,

∂tF
ε + ξ · ∇xF

ε −Fy[β[A
ε]] ∗ξ ∇xF

ε − iFy[δ[A
ε]] ∗ξ (ξF ε)

+
1

2
θ[(Aε)2]F ε − ε

2
θ[σ ·Bε]F ε + θ[V ε]F ε = 0,

−∆V ε = ρε,

−∆Aε = Jε

F ε(x, ξ, 0) = F ε,0(x, ξ),

(2.25)

where θ[·] is the pseudo-differential operator defined by

(θ[·]f ε)(x, ξ, t) := i

(2π)3

∫

R6

δ[·](x, y, t)f ε(x, η, t)e−i(ξ−η)·ydηdy. (2.26)

where

β[g] :=
1

2
(g(x+

εy

2
) + g(x− εy

2
)),

and

δ[g] :=
1

ε
(g(x+

εy

2
)− g(x− εy

2
)).
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The initial Wigner function f ε,0 is the Wigner transform of the initial wave function ψε,0, i.e.

f ε,0(x) = (2πε)−3

∫

R3

e−iξ·yψε,0(x+
εy

2
)ψε,0x− εy

2
)dy. (2.27)

TheWigner transform can attain negative values in general which corresponds to the uncertainty
principle for conjugate variables position-momentum in quantum mechanics. Thus it can only
be regarded as a ”quasi-probability density” since it has the right moments (2.23) and (2.24).
Formally passing ε→ 0 in (2.25) yields

∂tF + p · ∇xF − (∇xV + p×B) · ∇pF = 0, (2.28)

(where B = ∇×A and p = ξ +A) and

−∆V (x, t) = ρ(x, t), ρ(x, t) =

∫

R3
p

f(x, p, t)dp, (2.29)

−∆A(x, t) = J(x, t), J(x, t) =

∫

R3
p

pf(x, p, t)dp, (2.30)

verifying the initial condition
f(x, p, 0) = f0. (2.31)

If {ψε} is a bounded family in (L2(R3))2 then f ε has a weak limit f in A′ which is the dual to
the test function space (in fact an algebra) A defined by

A := {φ ∈ C0(R
3
x × R

3
ξ) : Fξ[φ](x, η) ∈ L1(R3

η, C0(R
3
x))} (2.32)

This space is specifically tailored to the Wigner transform and was introduced in [21]. One can
also show (cf. [8]) that f ǫ converges weakly to f as a tempered distribution, i.e. one can also
work in in S ′ instead of A′. In any case one then shows that the limit f is a a non-negative
Radon measure, called Wigner measure and can be interpreted as a classical phase-space density
obeying the Vlasov-Poisswell equation (2.28)-(2.31). It is related to the semiclassical measures
introduced in [9]. If we now take the WKB initial data (2.1) and assume that ρε,0 = |aε,0|2 and
uε,0 converge to ρ0 and u0 in a sense to be clarified later we observe that the corresponding
Wigner measure is

f0(x, p, t) = ρ0(x, t)δ(p − u0(x, t)), (2.33)

If we use this as initial data for (2.28) we can expect that for short times, f(x, p, t) is of the form

f(x, p, t) = ρ(x, t)δ(p − u(x, t)). (2.34)

It will be shown that f ε converges weakly in A′ to (2.34). We will closely follow an argument by
Zhang [35]. This will be a consequence of our analysis of the energy of the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB
equation (2.5).
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2.3 Main result

Define the normed space Xs by

Xs := Hs−1(Ω, (C)2)×Hs(Ω,R3), ‖(a, u)‖Xs := ‖a‖Hs−1 + ‖u‖Hs (2.35)

We also frequently write ‖(a, u)‖Xs instead of ‖(a, u)(t)‖Xs for simplicity.

Remark 4. In this paper we only consider the three dimensional case. However we can gener-
alize our results to cases in higher dimensions. In d ≥ 4 we just need to replace the assumption
s > 7/2 by s > d/2+2 (due to Sobolev’s embedding) and all the results still hold true. However
note that the Poisson equation for V ε is then no longer equivalent to the Hartree term.

The following two theorems are our main result. The first theorem is about the wellposedness
and blow up of the Euler-Poisswell equation (2.12) and the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5).
Theorem 1.a will be proved in Proposition 2, Theorem 1.b will be proved in Proposition 3.

Theorem 1.a. Local wellposedness of Euler-Poisswell and Pauli-Poisswell
Let ψε,0 ∈ (L2(R3),C)2 be an initial 2-spinor of the form (2.1), i.e.

ψε,0
j (x) = aε,0j (x)e

i
ε
Sε,0(x), j = 1, 2.

. Let s > 7/2 and let

‖uε,0‖Hs + ‖aε,0‖Hs + ‖u0‖Hs + ‖a0‖Hs ≤ Q,

where Q > 0 is independent of ε. Assume that (aε,0, uε,0) converges to (a0, u0) in Xs−2. Then:

(i) There exists a unique local solution (a, u) ∈ C([0, T 0),Hs−1)×C([0, T 0),Hs) to the Euler-
Poisswell equation (2.12) with initial data (a0, u0) ∈ Hs × Hs−1. Here T 0 > 0 is the
maximal (possibly infinite) time of existence.

(ii) There exists a unique local solution (aε, uε) ∈ C([0, T ε),Hs)×C([0, T ε),Hs) to the Pauli-
Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5) with initial data (aε,0, uε,0) ∈ Hs ×Hs. Here T ε > 0 is the
maximal (possibly infinite) time of existence.

(iii) There exists ε0 > 0 such that T ε has a uniform positive lower bound T for 0 < ε < ε0. In
other words, there exist ε0 > 0 and T > 0, such that

inf
0<ε<ε0

T ε > T. (2.36)

Theorem 1.b. Blow up alternative for Euler-Poisswell and Pauli-Poisswell
Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.a, either the time of existence is global, or finite time blow
up occurs. In the latter case it holds that:

(i) If T 0 is finite, then the solution (a, u) of (2.12) blows up at T 0 such that

lim
t→T 0−

(‖a(t)‖L∞ + ‖u(t)‖W 1,∞) = ∞.
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(ii) If T ε is finite, then the solution (aε, uε) of (2.5) blows up at T ε such that

lim
t→T ε−

(‖aε(t)‖H1 + ‖aε(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε(t)‖W 2,3 + ‖uε(t)‖W 1,∞) = ∞.

Furthermore, although ‖uε(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε(t)‖L∞ may not blow up at T ε like in the Euler-
Poisswell equation, we can still show the following nearly singular behavior: For ε small
enough, there exists a K = K(ε), such that

lim sup
t→T ε−

‖uε(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε(t)‖L∞ ≥ K.

Here, K goes to infinity as ε goes to zero.

The second result is about the semiclassical limit.

Theorem 2. Semiclassical limit of Pauli-Poisswell-WKB
Let T 0 and T ε be the maximal times of existence of the Euler-Poisswell equation (2.12) and the
Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.a we have:

(i) Suppose that T < T 0 is a lower bound of T ε satisfying (2.36). We have the following
semiclassical limit

‖(aε − a, uε − u)‖L∞([0,T ],Xs−2) −→
ε→0

0. (2.37)

where Xs is defined by (2.35).

(ii) For all t < T the Wigner transform f ε satisfies

f ε(x, ξ, t) ⇀
ε→0

f(x, p, t) = ρ(x, t)δ(p − u(x, t)) in A′

where A′ is the dual of A defined by (2.32). In particular, f is the solution of (2.28) with
initial data

f(0, x, ξ) = ρ0(x, t)δ(ξ − u0(x, t)). (2.38)

(iii) For the density ρε and the current density Jε it holds that

ρε = |aε|2 −→
ε→0

ρ = |a|2 in L∞([0, T ],Hs−3(R3)),

Jε = εwε − εvε − ρε(uε +Aε) −→
ε→0

J = −(ρu+ ρA) in L∞([0, T ],Hs−3(R3)),

where A is given by −∆A = −(ρu+ ρA).

(iv) If s ≥ 6, then the asymptotic behavior of the maximal time of existence T ε satisfies

lim inf
t→T ε−

T ε ≥ T 0. (2.39)

Theorem 2 will be proved in Section 6.
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Remark 5. As mentioned before the WKB ansatz only works locally in time. In order to
obtain global results one can use the Wigner transform which we introduced in 2.2. In this
paper we work with a special type of initial data for the Wigner function which is adapted to
the WKB ansatz, i.e. the monokinetic initial data (cf. (2.33)) which leads to a monokinetic
Wigner measure (2.34) obeying the Vlasov-Poisswell equation in the distributional sense for a
finite time T . For general initial data with a certain amount of regularity there is a downside:
convergence is usually only weak and the limit equation only holds in the sense of distributions.
For the linear case a general survey can be found in [8]. The semiclassical limit of the Schrödinger-
Poisson equation has been proven in [21] and [22]. The global-in-time semiclassical limit of the
Pauli-Poisswell system using Wigner methods is ongoing work [24].

Remark 6. We draw our inspiration from three different papers in which the semiclassical
limit of different nonlinear Schrödinger equations was discussed. In [13], Grenier showed the
semiclassical limit for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with Aε ≡ 0 and the nonlinearity
given by f(|ψ|2)ψ with f ∈ C∞(R+,R). In [35], Zhang established the semiclassical limit of the
Wigner-Poisson equation and in [2], Alazard and Carles showed the semiclassical limit of the
Schrödinger-Poisson equation with doping profile in d ≥ 3 dimensions.

3 A priori estimates

In this section we will prove an a priori estimate for (2.5). We will omit the ε-superscript in this
section in order to maintain readability. For

a ∈ L∞([0, T ],Hs(Ω,C)), u ∈W 1,∞([0, T ],Hs(Ω,R3))

we define the following functionals. Let µ, µ1, µ2 > 0.

Es(t) := ‖(a, u)(t)‖Xs , (3.1)

Eµ
s (t) := Es(t) + µε‖a(t)‖Hs , (3.2)

Eµ1,µ2
s (t) := Eµ1

s (t) + µ2‖∂tu(t)‖Hs−1 , (3.3)

M(t) := 1 + ‖u(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖a(t)‖L∞ + ε‖a(t)‖H1 + ε‖a(t)‖W 1,∞ + ε‖a(t)‖W 2,3 , (3.4)

N(t) := sup
0≤s≤t

M(s). (3.5)

Note that by Sobolev’s inequality, when s > 7/2, we have

M(t) . Eµ
s (t). (3.6)

Proposition 1. Suppose u and a solve (2.5). Then we have the following estimate

E1
s (t) ≤ CN(t)2s+3E1

s (0)e
CN(t)2s+3t. (3.7)

E1
s (t) is defined by (3.2) with µ = 1. C is some constant that only depends on s.
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Remark 7. This proposition is very important for the following two reasons. First, it allows
us to prove local wellposedness as well as establish the semiclassical limit ε → 0 of (2.5). In
fact, the proof of Theorem 1.a is following the spirit of the proof of Proposition 1. Second,
this proposition leads to the second part of Theorem 1.b simply by a bootstrap argument. (See
Section 5).

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition which we split into
four steps. The first step (Section 3.1) is based on charge conservation (i.e. the conservation of
‖a‖2) and is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [35]. It yields the following estimate

d

dt
Es(t) . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs) + ‖∇V ‖Hs .

If ‖A‖W 1,∞ , ‖∇A‖Hs and ‖∇V ‖Hs would not appear on the RHS one could use Gronwall’s
inequality directly. Therefore we have to bound these terms: In the second step (Section 3.2)
we will bound ‖A‖W 1,∞ , ‖∇A‖Hs and ‖∇V ‖Hs by M(t), Es(t) and ε‖a‖Hs . This is achieved by
some standard elliptic estimates. We obtain

d

dt
Es(t) .M(t)2s+1E1

s (t).

in Lemma 4. Since E1
s (t) = Es(t) + ε‖a(t)‖Hs contains ‖a(t)‖Hs , in Section 3.3 we will prove a

bound for ε‖a‖Hs . Combining it with Lemma 4, we can close the argument and prove Proposition
1.

3.1 Estimate of Es(t)

In this part we will use charge conservation to obtain a first estimate of Es(t). By multiplying
the first equation in (2.5) by aj it is easy to show that

∂t|aj|2 + (u+A) · ∇|aj|2 + |aj |2 div(u+A) =
iε

2
(∆aj āj −∆ājaj) +

1

2
Im(Bj

iaiāi).

Sum with respect to j and obtain

∂tρ+ (u+A) · ∇ρ+ ρdiv(u+A) =
iε

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai). (3.8)

Integrating over Ω and by parts yields

d

dt
‖a‖2L2 = 0, (3.9)

which is the conservation of charge. In general we have ‖a‖L2 = 1. Combining (3.9) with (3.4),
interpolation and Hölder’s inequality yields the estimate

‖a‖Lp . ‖a‖L2 + ‖a‖L∞ .M(t), 2 ≤ p ≤ +∞, (3.10)

where M(t) is defined by (3.4).
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Remark 8. There are two key observations concerning the estimate above. The first point is
that although we are not able to obtain good estimates for ∇ρ we can use integration by parts
to transfer the derivative from ρ to (u+A). The second point is that the term (iε/2)∆a cancels
due to Green’s second identity since ∆a has constant coefficients.

Since we need higher regularity for a later we need to extend the argument above to ∂αx aj
and ∂αxu which can be done by similar reasoning. To clarify the analogy between the charge
conservation and our estimate for ∂αx aj, we first show the following lemma, which is inspired by
the two observations in Remark 8.

Lemma 1. Consider the following equation,

∂ta+ (A+ u) · ∇a =
iε

2
∆a+ F,

with a complex-valued, u real vector-valued and F is a source term. Then,

d

dt
‖a‖2L2 =

∫

Ω
div(u+A)|a|2 + 2

∫

Ω
Re(F · a), (3.11)

and
d

dt
‖a‖L2 . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)‖a‖L2 + ‖F‖L2 . (3.12)

hold. If the term (iε/2)∆a is absent, the two conclusions still hold true.

Proof. Similar to (3.8), it is easy to see that

∂t|a|2 + (u+A) · ∇|a|2 = iε

2
(∆aā−∆āa) + 2Re(Fa).

Integrating on Ω and by parts, we obtain (3.11). Again, by integrating by parts, we get rid of
the terms ∇a and ∆a, for which we do not have good estimates. Noticing that

d

dt
‖a‖2L2 = 2‖a‖L2

d

dt
‖a‖L2 ,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
Re(F · a)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖a‖L2‖F‖L2 ,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
div(u+A)|a|2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (‖∇A‖L∞ + ‖u‖W 1,∞)‖a‖2L2

≤ (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)‖a‖2L2 .

(3.12) immediately follows.

Applying Lemma 1 to system (2.5), we have the following estimate.

Lemma 2. Suppose u and a solve (2.5). Then we have the following estimate

d

dt
Es(t) . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs) + ‖∇V ‖Hs . (3.13)
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Proof. Apply ∂αx to the first equation of (2.5) for 1 ≤ n(α) ≤ s− 1 and find

∂t∂
α
x ai + (u+A) · ∇∂αx ai =

iε

2
∆∂αxai −Rc

i , (3.14)

with

Rc
i = (div ∂αx ((u+A)ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αx ai)−

1

2
∂αx (ai div(u+A))− i

2
∂αx (B

j
iaj)

:=

3∑

j=1

Fj

(3.15)

for i = 1, 2. It is easy to see that Rc does not contain s-th order derivative of ai. Then due to
the Kato-Ponce inequality (Lemma 10), we have the following estimate for F1:

‖F1‖2 = (div ∂αx ((u+A)ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αxai)‖2
. ‖a‖Ḣs−1‖∇(u+A)‖L∞ + ‖a‖L∞‖u+A‖Ḣs ,

. (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs).

For F2 we have

‖F2‖2 = ‖∂αx (ai div(u+A))‖2
. ‖a‖Ḣs−1‖∇(u+A)‖L∞ + ‖a‖L∞‖u+A‖Ḣs

. (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs).

For F3 we have

‖F3‖2 = ‖∂αx (Bj
iaj)‖2

. ‖B‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1 + ‖a‖L∞‖B‖Hs−1

. (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs).

Here, we used the fact 1 ≤ n(α) ≤ s − 1. In the estimate for the last term, we also used the
following fact,

‖B‖Hs−1 . ‖∇A‖Hs−1 , ‖B‖L∞ . ‖∇A‖L∞ . (3.16)

It follows that for Rc
i , we have

‖Rc
i‖L2 . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs). (3.17)

For (3.14), we can apply estimate (3.12) in Lemma 1 to obtain

d

dt
‖∂αx ai‖L2 . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)‖∂αx ai‖L2 + ‖Rc

i‖L2 ,

Adding up with respect to i = 1, 2 and plugging in (3.17), it follows that

d

dt
‖∂αx a‖L2 . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs).
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Summing for all 1 ≤ |α| ≤ s− 1 yields

d

dt
‖a‖Hs−1 . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs). (3.18)

The estimate for ‖u‖Hs is similar and we obtain

d

dt
‖u‖Hs . (M(t) + ‖A‖W 1,∞)(Es(t) + ‖∇A‖Hs) + ‖∇V ‖Hs . (3.19)

Combining (3.18) and (3.19) finishes the proof.

3.2 Estimates for the Poisson equations

In (3.13) we need to eliminate ‖∇A‖Hs and ‖∇V ‖Hs in order to use Gronwall’s inequality. Thus
in this part, we will estimate ‖∇A‖Hs and ‖∇V ‖Hs . Recall that V and A are given by (2.6)
and (2.7). The result is following.

Lemma 3. Let s ≥ 0. For V and A given by (2.6) and (2.7), we have the following estimates,

‖∇V ‖Hs .M(t)‖a‖Hs−1 , (3.20)

‖∇A‖Hs .M(t)2sE1
s (t), (3.21)

‖A‖W 1,∞ .M(t)5. (3.22)

where E1
s (t) is given by (3.2) with µ = 1 and M(t) is given by (3.4).

Remark 9. Unfortunately, we have no estimate for ‖A‖L2 , which means we have to avoid using
‖A‖L2 to bound other terms in the analysis.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Estimate of ‖∇V ‖Hs . By definition, we have

‖∇V ‖Hs = ‖∇V ‖L2 + ‖∇2V ‖Hs−1

For ‖∇V ‖L2 , we need the help of Sobolev inequality and then use the W 2,p estimate for the
Poisson equation. For ‖∇2V ‖Hs−1 , we use theW 2,p estimate directly. Sobolev’s inequality gives

‖∇V ‖L2 . ‖∇2V ‖L6/5 .

By Lemma 11 and Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖∇2V ‖L6/5 . ‖|a|2‖L6/5 . (‖a‖5/6
L2 ‖a‖1/6L∞)2 .M(t)‖a‖L2 . (3.23)

Applying Lemma 11 to (2.6), we get

‖∇2V ‖Hs−1 . ‖|a|2‖Hs−1 . ‖a‖Hs−1‖a‖L∞ .M(t)‖a‖Hs−1 . (3.24)
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In the second step we used Lemma 10. From (3.2) and (3.23), we get

‖∇V ‖L2 .M(t)‖a‖L2 .

Combining the equation above and (3.24), we get (3.20).

Step 2: Estimate of ‖A‖W 1,∞ . By Lemma 9, we know that

‖A‖L∞ . ‖A‖α1

L6‖A‖1−α1

Ẇ 2,6
, ‖∇A‖L∞ . ‖A‖α2

L6‖A‖1−α2

Ẇ 2,6
.

For some α1, α2 ∈ [0, 1]. Then ‖A‖W 1,∞ is bounded by

‖A‖W 1,∞ . ‖A‖L6 + ‖A‖Ẇ 2,6

From (1.13), (2.11) and Lemma 11, we know that

‖A‖Ẇ 2,6 . ‖J‖L6

. ε‖w‖L6 + ε‖v‖L6 + ‖ρu‖L6 + ‖ρA‖L6 .

Recalling (2.9) and (2.10), with the help of Hölder inequality, it follows that

‖A‖Ẇ 2,6 . ε‖a‖L6‖a‖W 1,∞ + ‖ρ‖L6‖u‖L∞ + ‖ρ‖L∞‖A‖L6

= ε‖a‖L6‖a‖W 1,∞ + ‖a‖2L12‖u‖L∞ + ‖a‖2L∞‖A‖L6

.M(t)2(1 + ‖A‖L6).

In the last step, we use (3.10) to bound the norms of a and u. By the Sobolev inequality,

‖A‖L6 . ‖∇A‖L2 , (3.25)

which leads to
‖∇A‖L2 . ‖ε(v − w) + ρu‖L6/5 .

Thus ‖A‖W 1,∞ is bounded by

‖A‖W 1,∞ .M(t)2(1 + ‖ε(v − w) + ρu‖L6/5).

Since

‖ε(v −w) + ρu‖L6/5 ≤ ‖ρu‖L6/5 + ε‖v −w‖L6/5

. ‖|a|2‖L6/5‖u‖L∞ + ε‖a‖L3‖∇a‖L2

.M(t)3.

we can conclude.

Step 3: Estimate of ‖∇A‖Hs . Multiplying (1.13) by A and integrating by parts yields

‖∇A‖2L2 =

∫

Ω
(ε(v − w) + ρ(u−A))Adx ≤

∫

Ω
(ε(v −w) + ρu)Adx

. ‖ε(v − w) + ρu‖L6/5‖A‖L6 .
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Recalling the Sobolev inequality (3.25) and the definition of v and w via (2.9) and (2.10), by
Hölder inequality, we can get

‖ε(v − w) + ρu‖L6/5 ≤ ‖ρu‖L6/5 + ε‖v − w‖L6/5

. ‖|a|2‖L3‖u‖L2 + ε‖a‖L3‖∇a‖L2

.M(t)2E1
s (t).

In the last step we used (3.10). It follows that

‖∇A‖L2 .M(t)2E1
s (t). (3.26)

We obtain the estimate of ‖∇A‖L2 . The next step is to estimate ‖∇A‖Hs . For s ≥ 1, thanks to
Lemma 11, we know that

‖∇A‖Hs . ‖∇2A‖Hs−1 + ‖∇A‖L2

. ε‖v − w‖Hs−1 + ‖ρu‖Hs−1 + ‖ρA‖Hs−1 + ‖∇A‖L2 .

‖∇A‖L2 is bounded by (3.26). ε‖v − w‖Hs−1 and ‖ρu‖Hs−1 are bounded by

ε‖v − w‖Hs−1 . ε‖a‖L∞‖∇a‖Hs−1

.M(t)E1
s (t), (3.27)

and

‖ρu‖Hs−1 . ‖ρ‖L∞‖u‖Hs−1 + ‖u‖L∞‖ρ‖Hs−1

. ‖a‖2L∞‖u‖Hs−1 + ‖u‖L∞‖a‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1

.M(t)2E1
s (t). (3.28)

We still need to estimate ‖ρA‖Hs−1 and the key point is that we should avoid ‖A‖L2 , for which
we have no upper bounds. Since

‖ρA‖Hs−1 .
∑

n(α)+n(β)≤s−1,n(β)≥1

‖∂αρ∂βA‖L2 +
∑

n(α)=s−1

‖∂αρA‖L2

. ‖ρ∇A‖Hs−2 +
∑

n(α)=s−1

‖∂αρ‖L2‖A‖L∞ ,

by Lemma 10, ‖ρA‖Hs−1 is given by

‖ρA‖Hs−1 . ‖∇A‖Hs−2‖ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇A‖L∞‖ρ‖Hs−2 + ‖ρ‖Hs−1‖A‖L∞

. ‖∇A‖Hs−2‖a‖2L∞ + ‖A‖W 1,∞‖a‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1 .

By the definition of the Hs norm via the Fourier transform and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

‖∇A‖Hs−2 ≤ ‖〈ξ〉s−2∇̂A
s−2
s−1‖ 2(s−1)

s−2

‖∇̂A
1

s−1 ‖2(s−1) . ‖∇A‖
s−2
s−1

Hs−1‖∇A‖
1

s−1

2 .
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Then we get

‖ρA‖Hs−1 . ‖∇A‖
s−2
s−1

Hs−1‖∇A‖
1

s−1

L2 ‖a‖2L∞ + ‖A‖W 1,∞‖a‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1 . (3.29)

Plugging (3.27),(3.28) and (3.29) into (3.2) yields

‖∇A‖Hs . ε‖v − w‖Hs−1 + ‖ρu‖Hs−1 + ‖∇A‖L2

+ ‖∇A‖
s−2
s−1

Hs−1‖∇A‖
1

s−1

L2 ‖a‖2L∞ + ‖A‖W 1,∞‖a‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1

. ε‖v − w‖Hs−1 + ‖ρu‖Hs−1 + (1 + ‖a‖2(s−1)
L∞ )‖∇A‖L2 + ‖A‖W 1,∞‖a‖L∞‖a‖Hs−1

. M(t)(‖A‖W 1,∞ +M(t))E1
s (t) +M(t)2s−2‖∇A‖L2 .

In the second step we used the following fact (which is just Young’s inequality for products),

C1‖∇A‖
s−2
s−1

Hs−1(‖∇A‖L2‖a‖2(s−1)
L∞ )

1
s−1 ≤ 1

2
‖∇A‖Hs−1 +C2‖∇A‖L2‖a‖2(s−1)

L∞ .

Moreover, we absorbed (1/2)‖∇A‖Hs−1 into the LHS by the trivial estimate ‖∇A‖Hs−1 ≤
‖∇A‖Hs . Then we can apply (3.26) and get

‖∇A‖Hs .M(t)(‖A‖W 1,∞ +M(t))E1
s (t) +M(t)2sE1

s (t). (3.30)

To finish the proof of (3.21), we only need (3.22).

Combining Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 leads to

Lemma 4. Suppose u and a solve (2.5). Then we have the following estimate

d

dt
Es(t) .M(t)2s+1E1

s (t), (3.31)

where Es(t) is defined by (3.1).

3.3 Estimate of ε‖a‖Hs in E
1
s (t)

To apply Gronwall’s inequality to (3.31) we need to estimate the term ε‖a‖Hs in E1
s (t). We

have the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Suppose S and a solve (2.4). Then we have the following estimate. For any vector
α with n(α) = s,

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS∂t Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx .M(t)2s+2E1

s (t). (3.32)

where E1
s (t) is defined by (3.2).

Lemma 5 in combination with Lemma 4 will yield Proposition 1 which will be shown in the
last part of this section. In the following section we will motivate Lemma 5 by an analogous
result for the Schrödinger-Poisson equation.
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3.3.1 Motivation of Lemma 5

Consider the case A ≡ 0. Then (1.11) becomes

iε∂tψ = −ε
2

2
∆ψ + V ψ, (3.33)

where ψ = (ψ1, ψ2). By abuse of notation we use ψ and all other original notations for the
respective quantities of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation. For the Schrödinger-Poisson equation
the WKB equation (2.5) becomes

∂taj + u · ∇aj +
1

2
aj div u =

iε

2
∆aj

∂tu+ u · ∇u+∇V = 0

aj(x, 0) = aε,0j (x),

u(x, 0) = uε,0(x).

(3.34)

While ρ and w are still defined by (1.12) and (2.10), the current density J becomes

J = −Re(ψ̄(−iε∇)ψ),

or equivalently
J = εw − ρu. (3.35)

Then (3.8) becomes

∂tρ+ div(ρu) =
iε

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai). (3.36)

Then with the help of energy conservation, we will show the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Suppose u and a solve (3.34). Then we have the following equation

−2ε

∫

Ω
u · ∂twdx+ ε2

d

dt
‖∇a‖2L2 = 0. (3.37)

Remark 10. To see why Lemma 6 motivates Lemma 5, replace u = ∇S by ∂αS and ∇a by
∂αa on the LHS of (3.37) where α is some vector satisfying n(α) = s. Recall that w is defined
by (2.10). Then w should be replaced by i

2

∑2
j=1(āj∂

αaj −aj∂αāj). The LHS of (3.37) becomes

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αa‖2L2 − iε

∫

Ω
∂αS · ∂t

2∑

j=1

(āj∂
αaj − aj∂

αāj)dx. (3.38)

This is exactly the LHS of (3.32) in Lemma 5. In fact, inspired by Lemma 6, we tried to estimate
(3.38) and finally obtained Lemma 5. The difficulty is now that for the Pauli-Poisswell equation,
A 6= 0 and we have to modify our calculations in the proof of Lemma 6.
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Proof. The proof is split into three steps. First, we show that the energy of the Schrödinger-
Poisson equation (3.33) is conserved and obtain (3.39). Then we will use the WKB system (2.5)
to obtain a similar conclusion (3.40). Finally we combine (3.39) and (3.40) and finish the proof.

Step 1. First let us show energy conservation. Let

E(t) = ‖ − iε∇ψ‖2L2 + ‖∇V ‖2L2 ,

denote the energy of the Schrödinger-Poisson equation (3.33). Multiplying (3.33) with ∂tψ and
taking the real part, we will get

2Re

(
∂tψ

[
1

2
(−iε∇)2 + V

]
ψ

)
= 0.

Using 2Re(V ∂tψψ) = V ∂t|ψ|2 yields

0 = Re(∂tψ(−iε∇)2ψ) + V ∂t|ψ|2.

Now, −∆V = |ψ|2 and integration by parts yields

0 =

∫

Ω
Re(∂tψ(−iε∇)2ψ)dx+

∫

Ω
V ∂t|ψ|2dx

= Re

∫

Ω
∂t(−iε∇ψ)∗(−iε∇ψ)dx +

∫

Ω
∂t(∇V ) · ∇Vdx

=
1

2
∂t

(∫

Ω
|ε∇ψ|2dx+

∫

Ω
|∇V |2dx

)

=
1

2
∂tE(t).

We can plug our ansatz (2.2) into E(t) and it follows that

E(t) =

∫

Ω
ρ|u|2dx+ ‖∇V ‖2L2 + 2ε Im

∫

Ω
a(u · ∇)adx+ ε2‖∇a‖2L2 .

Recall w defined by (2.10). Then (d/dt)E(t) = 0 becomes

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρ|u|2dx+

d

dt
‖∇V ‖2L2 − 2ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
u · wdx+ ε2

d

dt
‖∇a‖2L2 = 0. (3.39)

Step 2. Now we consider the WKB system (3.34) and try to get another form of energy
conservation. From (3.34), we know that

∂t|u|2 + u · ∇|u|2 + 2u · ∇V = 0.

Together with (3.36), we get

∂tρ|u|2 + div(|u|2ρu) + 2ρu · ∇V =
iε

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai)|u|2.

24



Recalling the expression of J (3.35), we can rewrite the equation above as

∂tρ|u|2 + div(|u|2ρu)− 2J · ∇V + 2εw · ∇V =
iε

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai)|u|2.

Integrating on Ω, it follows that

∂t

∫

Ω
ρ|u|2dx− 2

∫

Ω
J · ∇V dx =

∫

Ω

(
−2εw · ∇V +

iε

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai)|u|2
)
dx.

By (1.17), we obtain

∫

Ω
J · ∇V dx = −

∫

Ω
div(J)V dx = −

∫

Ω
∂tρV dx =

∫

Ω
∂t(∆V )V dx = − d

dt
‖∇V ‖2L2 .

Then (3.40) becomes

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρ|u|2dx+

d

dt
‖∇V ‖2L2 = ε

∫

Ω

(
−2w · ∇V +

i

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai)|u|2
)
dx. (3.40)

This equation could be seen as an analogy of the energy conservation.

Step 3. Combining (3.40) with (3.39), we can easily see that

ε

∫

Ω

(
−2w · ∇V +

i

2

∑

i

(∆aiāi −∆āiai)|u|2
)
dx− 2ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
u · wdx+ ε2

d

dt
‖∇a‖2L2 = 0.

Integrating by parts, we will get

−2ε

∫

Ω
w ·
(
∇V +

1

2
∇|u|2

)
dx− 2ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
u · wdx+ ε2

d

dt
‖∇a‖2L2 = 0.

Since

∇V +
1

2
∇|u+A|2 = −∂tu,

it follows that

2ε

∫

Ω
w · ∂tudx− 2ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
u · wdx+ ε2

d

dt
‖∇a‖2L2 = 0.

This immediately leads to (3.37) and finishes the proof.

3.3.2 Proof of Lemma 5

Now we return to the original system (1.11), which means that A 6= 0.
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Proof of Lemma 5. We need to estimate two terms in Lemma 5 which we denote by I1 and I2:

I1 = −iε
∫

Ω
∂αS · ∂t

2∑

j=1

(āj∂
αaj − aj∂

αāj)dx,

and

I2 = ε2
d

dt
‖∂αa‖2L2 .

It turns out that when estimating I1 and I2 separately, two terms will cancel each other when
adding I1 and I2. This leads to an estimate for ‖∂αa‖2L2 .

Estimate of I2. First, we rewrite (3.14) as

∂t∂
α
x ai + (u+A) · ∇∂αxai +

1

2
ai∂

α
x div(u+A) +Ra =

iε

2
∆∂αx ai, (3.41)

with

Ra =(∂αx ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αx aj)−
i

2
∂αx (B

j
iaj)

+
1

2
(∂αx (ai div(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A)).

(3.42)

Applying (3.11) in Lemma 1 leads to

d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 +

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(ai∂

α
x div(u+A)∂αx ai)dx

=

2∑

i=1

(∫

Ω
|∂αx ai|2 div(u+A)dx−

∫

Ω
Re(Ra∂

α
x ai)dx

)
.

Using Lemma 10 and (3.16), (3.21) gives the following estimates. For the second term on the
LHS of the equation above we have

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(ai∂

α
x div(A)∂αx ai)dx . ‖a‖L∞‖∂αx a‖L2‖∂αx div(u+A)‖L2

.M(t)‖a‖Hs‖∇A‖Hs ,

.
M(t)2s+1

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

For the first term on the RHS we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
|∂αx ai|2 div(u+A)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖∂αx a‖2L2‖u+A‖W 1,∞

.
M(t)5

ε2
E1

s (t)
2.
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For the second term on the RHS we have to considerRa, cf. (3.42). We can write
∫
ΩRe(Ra∂

α
xai)dx

as
∫

Ω
Re(Ra∂

α
x ai)dx =

∫

Ω
Re((∂αx ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αxaj)∂αx āi)dx

+
1

2

∫

Ω
Im(∂αx (B

j
iaj)∂

α
x āi))dx

+

∫

Ω
Re((∂αx (ai div(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A))∂αx āi)dx

:=

3∑

j=1

Fj

The estimate for F1 is given by

|F1| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
Re((∂αx ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αx aj)∂αx āi)dx

∣∣∣∣
. (‖a‖Hs‖u+A‖W 1,∞ + ‖u+A‖Hs‖∇a‖L∞)‖∂αx a‖L2

.
M(t)2s+1

ε2
E1

s (t)
2.

For F2 we have

|F2| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
Im(∂αx (B

j
iaj)∂

α
x āi))dx

∣∣∣∣
. (‖a‖Hs‖B‖L∞ + ‖B‖Hs‖a‖L∞)‖∂αx a‖L2

. (‖a‖Hs‖∇A‖L∞ + ‖∇A‖Hs‖a‖L∞)‖∂αx a‖L2

.
M(t)2s+1

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

And for F3 we have

|F3| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
Re((∂αx (ai div(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A))∂αx āi)dx

∣∣∣∣
. (‖a‖Hs‖u+A‖W 1,∞ + ‖u+A‖Hs‖∇a‖L∞)‖∂αx a‖L2

.
M(t)2s+1

ε2
E1

s (t)
2,

Applying the estimates above and multiplying by ε2 yields

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 + ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(ai∂

α
x div(u)∂αx āi)dx .M(t)2s+1E1

s (t)
2. (3.43)

Since the term
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(ai∂

α
x div(u)∂αx āi)dx
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contains a (s + 1)-th order derivative of u, we cannot apply Lemma 10. Otherwise, we will get
‖u‖Hs+1 . But if we add (3.43) to the estimate of I1, which we will show in the next step, this
tricky term will cancel with another term in the estimate of I1.

Estimate of I1. Multiplying (3.41) by āi, we get

āi∂t∂
α
x ai + āi(u+A) · ∇∂αx ai +

1

2
|ai|2∂αxdiv(u+A) + āiRa =

iε

2
āi∆∂

α
xai.

Multiplying the first equation in (2.5) by ∂αx āi and complex conjugation yield

∂αxai∂tāi + ∂αx ai(A+ u) · ∇āi +
1

2
āi∂

α
x aidiv(u+A) = − iε

2
∆āi∂

α
x ai −

i

2
Bj

i āj∂
α
xai.

Adding the two equations above together yields

∂t(ai∂
α
xai) + (u+A) · ∇(ai∂

α
x ai) +

1

2
|ai|2∂αx div(u+A) +Rb =

iε

2
ai∆∂

α
xai −

iε

2
∆ai∂

α
x ai,

where Rb is defined as

Rb := aiRa +
1

2
ai∂

α
x aidiv(u+A) +

i

2
Bj

iaj∂
α
xai.

Recall that Ra was defined as

Ra =(∂αx ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αx aj)−
i

2
∂αx (B

j
iaj)

+
1

2
(∂αx (aidiv(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A)).

Now take the imaginary part and multiply with ∂αxS:

∂αxS∂tIm(ai∂
α
x ai) + ∂αxS(u+A) · ∇Im(ai∂

α
x ai) + ∂αxSIm(Rb)

=− ε

2
∂αxS Re(ai∆∂

α
x ai −∆ai∂

α
x ai).

Integrate by parts:

∫

Ω
∂αxS∂tIm(ai∂

α
x ai)dx−

∫

Ω
div(∂αxS(u+A))Im(ai∂

α
x ai)dx+

∫

Ω
∂αxSIm(Rb)dx

=− ε

2

∫

Ω
∂αxS Re(ai∆∂

α
xai −∆ai∂

α
xai)dx

=− ε

2

∫

Ω
∆∂αxS Re(āi∂

α
x ai)dx− ε

∫

Ω
∇∂αxS · Re(∇āi∂αx ai)dx

=− ε

2

∫

Ω
∂αx div(u)Re(āi∂

α
x ai)dx− ε

∫

Ω
∂αxu · Re(∇āi∂αx ai)dx.
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The first term on the LHS is the term we want to estimate. The first term on the RHS is the
term that will cancel with the tricky term in I2. That means we have to estimate the remaining
terms. For the second term on the LHS we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
div(∂αxS(u+A))Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖∂αx ai‖2‖ai‖∞‖div(∂αxS(u+A))‖2

. ‖∂αx ai‖2‖ai‖∞‖∂αxS‖H1‖u+A‖W 1,∞

.
M(t)6

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

The next five inequalities give the estimate for the third term on the LHS, i.e.
∫
Ω ∂

α
xSIm(Rb)dx.

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxS Re(āi∂

α
x (B

k
i ak)−Bk

i āk∂
α
x ai)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖∂αxS‖2(‖ai‖∞‖∂αx (Bk
i ak)‖2 + ‖∂αx ai‖2‖Bk

i ak‖∞)

. ‖u‖Hs‖ai‖∞(‖B‖Hs‖ai‖∞ + ‖ai‖Hs‖B‖∞)

. ‖u‖Hs‖ai‖∞(‖∇A‖Hs‖ai‖∞ + ‖ai‖Hs‖∇A‖∞)

.M(t)2s+2‖u‖Hs(‖u‖Hs + ‖ai‖Hs)

.
M(t)2s+2

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxS Re(∆āi∂

α
xai)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖∆ai‖L3‖∂αxS‖L6‖∂αx ai‖2

. ‖∆ai‖L3‖∇∂αxS‖2‖∂αx ai‖2

.
M(t)

ε2
E1

s (t)
2.

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxSIm(āi∂

α
x ai)div(u+A)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖div(u+A)‖∞‖ai‖∞‖∂αx ai‖2‖∂αxS‖2

.
M(t)6

ε
E1

s (t)
2,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxSIm(āi(∂

α
x (aidiv(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A)))dx

∣∣∣∣
.‖∂αxS‖2‖ai‖∞‖∂αx (aidiv(u+A))− ai∂

α
x div(u+A)‖2

.‖u‖Hs(‖ai‖W 1,∞‖div(u+A)‖Hs−1 + ‖div(u+A)‖∞‖ai‖Hs)

.
M(t)

ε
‖u‖Hs((‖u‖Hs + ‖∇A‖Hs−1) + ε‖ai‖Hs)

.
M(t)2s+1

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

29



∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxSIm(āi(∂

α
x ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αxaj))dx

∣∣∣∣
.‖∂αxS‖2‖ai‖∞‖∂αx ((u+A) · ∇ai)− (u+A) · ∇∂αxaj‖2
.‖∂αxS‖2(‖∇(u+A)‖∞‖∇ai‖Ḣs−1 + ‖∇ai‖∞‖u+A‖Ḣs)

.
M(t)2s+1

ε
E1

s (t)
2.

For the last term on the RHS we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxu · Re(∇āi∂αx ai)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖u‖Hs‖∇ai‖∞‖ai‖Hs

.
M(t)

ε
‖u‖Hs‖a‖Hs

.
M(t)

ε2
E1

s (t)
2.

Combining all estimates yields

−2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS∂tIm(āi∂

α
x ai)dx− ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx div(u)Re(āi∂

α
x ai)dx .M(t)2s+2E1

s (t)
2. (3.44)

Notice that the second term of the equation above will cancel with the second term of (3.43).
We can use this observation to finish the estimate of ‖a‖2Hs .

Combining I1 and I2. Adding (3.43) and (3.44) immediately yields (3.32).

3.4 Proof of Proposition 1

Now we will use Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 to derive the a priori estimate in Proposition 1.

Proof of Proposition 1. Notice that

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS∂t Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx

=ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

d

dt

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx+ 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂t∂

α
xS Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx.

First we estimate the third term. By the second equation in (2.4), we have

2ε
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂t∂

α
xS Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx . ε‖∂t∂αxS‖L2‖∂αx a‖L2‖a‖L∞

. ε‖∂tu‖Hs−1‖a‖Hs‖a‖L∞ .
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Using

‖∂tu‖Hs−1 . ‖(A + u) · ∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖u · ∇A‖Hs−1 + ‖∇|A|2‖Hs−1 + ‖∇V ‖Hs−1

. (‖u‖L∞ + ‖A‖L∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖A‖Ḣs) + ‖∇V ‖Hs−1

.M(t)2s+1E1
s (t). (3.45)

yields

2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂t∂

α
xS Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx .M(t)2s+2E1

s (t)
2.

Now we use Lemma 5 and rewrite (3.32) as

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖22 − 2ε

d

dt

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx .M(t)2s+2E1

s (t)
2.

Integrating from 0 to t, we get

ε2‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS Im(ai∂

α
x ai)dx

−ε2‖∂αx aε,0‖2L2 + 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS

ε,0 Im(aε,0i ∂αxa
ε,0
i )dx .

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+2E1

s (r)
2dr. (3.46)

It is easy to see that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
∂αxS Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖a‖L∞‖∂αxS‖L2‖∂αx a‖L2

.M(t)‖u‖Hs−1‖a‖Hs

.M(t)(Es(t)
2 + Es(t)‖a‖Ḣs),

and similarly that

ε2‖∂αx aε,0‖2L2 + ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αxS

ε,0 Im(āε,0i ∂αx a
ε,0
i )dx

∣∣∣∣∣ . ε‖uε,0‖Hs−1‖aε,0‖Hs‖aε,0‖L∞ + ε2‖aε,0‖2Hs

.M(0)E1
s (0)

2.

Plugging the two estimate above into (3.46), it follows that

ε2‖∂αx a‖2L2 .M(0)E1
s (0)

2 + εM(t)Es(t)‖a‖Ḣs +M(t)Es(t)
2 +

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+2E1

s (r)
2dr.

Summing over all α such that n(α) = s, we get

ε2‖a‖2
Ḣs .M(0)E1

s (0)
2 + εM(t)Es(t)‖a‖Ḣs +M(t)Es(t)

2 +

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+2E1

s (r)
2dr. (3.47)
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Noticing that for any constant C > 0, we have

CεM(t)Es(t)‖a‖Ḣs ≤ 1

2
ε2‖a‖2

Ḣs +
1

2
C2M(t)2Es(t)

2,

it follows that

ε2‖a‖2
Ḣs .M(0)E1

s (0)
2 +M(t)2Es(t)

2 +

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+2E1

s (r)
2dr. (3.48)

From Lemma 4, i.e. (3.31), it follows that

d

dt
Es(t)

2 .M(t)2s+1E1
s (t)

2.

The integral form of this inequality is

Es(t)
2 .M(0)2s+1E1

s (0)
2 +

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+1E1

s (r)
2dr. (3.49)

Plugging (3.49) into (3.48), we get

ε2‖a‖2
Ḣs .M(t)2M(0)2s+1E1

s (0)
2 +M(t)2

∫ t

0
M(r)2s+1E1

s (r)
2dr. (3.50)

Adding (3.49) with (3.50) and recalling the definition of N(t) given by (3.5), we get

E1
s (t)

2 . N(t)2s+3

(
E1

s (0)
2 +

∫ t

0
E1

s (r)
2dr

)
.

By the Gronwall inequality we can conclude that (3.7) holds. This finishes the proof.

4 Existence and Uniqueness of Solutions

In this section we discuss existence and uniqueness of solutions for the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB
system (2.5), i.e. Theorem 1.a. Proposition 2 is equivalent to the last two parts in Theorem
1.a. By the same argument, we can easily prove the first part in Theorem 1.a, i.e. the local
wellposedness of the Euler-Poisswell equation (2.12).

We use a fixed point argument to show existence and uniqueness in the space Y T,s
µ1,µ2 defined

by (4.1) for some subtly selected µ1, µ2. For the fixed point argument we need that the solution
map Ψ is an involution on a suitable subset of Y T,s

µ1,µ2 and that it is a contraction on that set.
The first part is shown in Lemma 7, the second part in Lemma 8.

Proposition 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.a there exists a unique solution (aε, uε)
of (2.5), such that aε ∈ L∞([0, T ],Hs), uε ∈W 1,∞([0, T ],Hs) for some T > 0 that only depends
on Q, s. In particular, T is independent of ε.
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We will close the argument the space Y T,s
µ1,µ2 :

Y T,s
µ1,µ2

:= L∞([0, T ],Hs(Ω,C))×W 1,∞([0, T ],Hs(Ω,R3)), (4.1)

equipped with the following norm:

‖(a, u)‖
Y T,s
µ1 ,µ2

:= sup
t∈[0,T ]

Eµ1,µ2
s (t)

= sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖(a, u)(t)‖Xs + µ1ε‖a(t)‖Hs + µ2‖∂tu(t)‖Hs−1),

where 0 < µ1, µ2 < 1. In order to improve readability we will simply write ‖(a, u)‖Y . Define the
operator Ψ as:

Ψε
aε,0,uε,0 : Y

T,s
µ1,µ2

→ Y T,s
µ1,µ2

, (ã, ũ) 7→ (a, u),

where (a, u) is the solution at time t of the following linear system

∂taj + (Ã+ ũ) · ∇aj +
1

2
aj div(ũ+ Ã) =

iε

2
∆aj +

i

2
B̃

i

jai,

∂tu+ (Ã+ ũ) · ∇u+ u · ∇Ã+∇(
|Ã|2
2

+ Ṽ ) = 0,

aj(x, 0) = aε,0j (x)

u(x, 0) = uε,0(x).

(4.2)

−∆Ṽ = ρ̃, (4.3)

−∆Ã = εw̃ − εṽ − ρ̃ũ− ρÃ, (4.4)

where
ρ̃ = |ã1|2 + |ã2|2, (4.5)

and

ṽ =
1

2
∇× (ã∗σ1ã, ã

∗σ2ã, ã
∗σ3ã)

T ,

w̃ =
i

2

2∑

j=1

(ãj∇ãj − ãj∇āj).

with B̃ defined similarly. Let B = Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L denote the ball of radius L in Y :

Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L :=
{
(a, u) : ‖(a, u)‖

Y T,s
µ1 ,µ2

≤ L
}
.

Proof of Proposition 2. Lemma 7 shows that Ψ maps B into itself and Lemma 8 shows that it
is indeed a contraction. Then we can conclude by Banach’s fixed point theorem.
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Lemma 7. Let (aε,0, uε,0) satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.a. Then there exists L > 0
only depending on Q and s and µ0 > 0 such that for all µ1, µ2 ∈ (0, µ0) there is a T0 =
T0(µ1, µ2, L, s) > 0 independent of ε such that for all T ∈ [0, T0)

Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L) ⊂ Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L.

In other words, Ψε
aε,0,uε,0 maps Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L into itself.

Lemma 8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.a and for any L > 0, there exist µ10 =
µ10(L, s) > 0 and µ20 = µ20(µ1, L, s) > 0 such that for all 0 < µ1 < µ10 and 0 < µ2 <
µ20 there exists T0 = T0(µ1, µ2, L, s) > 0 independent of ε such that for all T ∈ [0, T0) and
(ã1, ũ1), (ã2, ũ2) ∈ Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L we have

‖Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(ã

1, ũ1)−Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(ã

2, ũ2)‖
Y T,s
µ1,µ2

≤ τ‖(ã1, ũ1)− (ã2, ũ2)‖
Y T,s
µ1,µ2

. (4.6)

Here, τ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant.

Proof of Lemma 7. We need to show that for (ã, ũ) such that ‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ≤ L the image Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(ã, ũ)

also satisfies ‖Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(ã, ũ)‖Y ≤ L. We have

∂t∂
α
x ai + (ũ+ Ã) · ∇∂αx ai =

iε

2
∆∂αxai − R̃c

i ,

with

R̃c
i = (div ∂αx ((ũ+ Ã)ai)− (ũ+ Ã) · ∇∂αxai)−

1

2
∂αx (ai div(ũ+ Ã)) − i

2
∂αx

(
B̃

j

iaj

)
.

Step 1: Estimate for ‖(a, u)‖Xs . Let us first look at the Xs-norm of (a, u) which we have to
estimate in terms of the Y -norm of (ã, ũ). Similarly to (3.18), we can apply Lemma 1 and prove
that

d

dt
‖a‖Hs−1 . (M(ã, ũ)(t) + ‖Ã‖W 1,∞)‖(a, u)‖Xs +M(a, u)(t)(‖(ã, ũ)‖Xs + ‖∇Ã‖Hs)

. (E1
s (ã, ũ)(t) + ‖∇Ã‖Hs)‖(a, u)‖Xs .

The second inequality follows from (3.6) and Sobolev embedding. Similarly to (3.19), we can
prove that

d

dt
‖u‖Hs .(‖∇Ã‖Hs + ‖ũ‖Hs)‖u‖L∞ + ‖u‖Hs(‖ũ‖W 1,∞ + ‖Ã‖W 1,∞)

+ ‖∇Ã‖2Hs + ‖∇Ṽ ‖Hs

.(‖∇Ã‖Hs + E1
s (ã, ũ)(t))‖(a, u)‖Xs + ‖∇Ã‖2Hs + ‖∇Ṽ ‖Hs

Now we have to estimate the potential terms. Due to Lemma 3, we know that

‖∇Ṽ ‖Hs .M(ã, ũ)(t)‖ã‖Hs−1 . ‖(ã, ũ)‖2Y ,

‖∇Ã‖Hs .M(ã, ũ)(t)2sE1
s (ã, ũ)(t) .

‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1
Y

µ1
,

‖Ã‖W 1,∞ .M(ã, ũ)(t)5 . ‖(ã, ũ)‖5Y
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Here we used (3.6) and the fact that

E1
s (ã, ũ)(t) .

‖(ã, ũ)‖Y
µ1

, ∀0 < t < T.

Now we get a first estimate for ‖(a, u)‖Xs :

d

dt
‖(a, u)‖Xs .

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ1

)
‖(a, u)‖Xs +

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2

Y + 1

µ21

)
.

Multiply both sides with ‖(a, u)‖Xs and get

d

dt
‖(a, u)‖2Xs .

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ1

)
‖(a, u)‖2Xs + ‖(a, u)‖Xs

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2

Y + 1

µ21

)

.

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ1

)
‖(a, u)‖2Xs +

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖8s+4

Y + 1

µ41

)
.

Writing the estimate in integral form and using the assumptions of Theorem 1.a we obtain

‖(a, u)‖2Xs . Q2 +

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ1

)∫ t

0
‖(a, u)(r)‖2Xsdr + t

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖8s+4

Y + 1

µ41

)
. (4.7)

Step 2: Estimate for ‖a‖Hs . Applying the proof of (3.43) and (3.44) to system (4.2) yields

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 + ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(ai∂

α
x div(ũ)∂αx āi)dx

.
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1
)
(ε‖a‖Hs + ‖(a, u)‖Xs)2

.

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ21

)
Eµ1

s (a, u)(t)2,

and

− 2ε
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃∂t Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx− ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx div(ũ)Re(āi∂

α
x ai)dx

.
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1
)
(ε‖a‖Hs + ‖(a, u)‖Xs )2

.

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ21

)
Eµ1

s (a, u)(t)2.

In the last step of both estimates, we used

E1
s (a, u)(t) .

Eµ1
s (a, u)(t)

µ1
.
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Adding both estimates leads to the following estimate

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃∂t Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx .

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1

µ21

)
Eµ1

s (a, u)(t)2,

which is the analogue of (3.32). Since

d

dt

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx =

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃∂t Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx+

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂t∂

α
x S̃ Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx

and

ε

∣∣∣∣∣
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂t∂

α
x S̃ Im(āi∂

α
xai)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ . ε‖∂t∂αx S̃‖L2‖∂αx a‖L2‖a‖L∞

. ε‖∂tũ‖Hs−1‖a‖Hs‖a‖L∞

.
1

µ1µ2
‖(ã, ũ)‖Y Eµ1

s (a, u)(t)2,

we have

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε

d

dt

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(āi∂

α
x ai)dx .

(‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2
Y + 1)Eµ1

s (a, u)(t)2

(µ1 ∧ µ2)µ1
.

Integrating from 0 to t yields

ε2‖∂αx a‖2L2 − 2ε
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(ai∂

α
x ai)dx− ε2‖∂αx aε,0‖2L2

+2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃(0, t) Im(aε,0i ∂αx a

ε,0
i )dx .

1

(µ1 ∧ µ2)µ1
(‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1)

∫ t

0
Eµ1

s (a, u)(r)2dr.

Similar to (3.47), we can use

ε2‖a‖2Hs . (ε‖(aε,0, uε,0)‖Xs‖(ã, ũ)(0)‖Xs‖aε,0‖Hs + ε2‖aε,0‖2Hs)

+ ε‖a‖Hs‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ‖(a, u)‖Xs +

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1

(µ1 ∧ µ2)µ1

)∫ t

0
Eµ1

s (a, u)(r)2dr.

Due to the assumption of Theorem 1.a we know that

ε2‖a‖2Hs . Q2(‖(ã, ũ)(0)‖Xs + 1) + ε‖a‖Hs‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ‖(a, u)‖Xs

+

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1

(µ1 ∧ µ2)µ1

)∫ t

0
Eµ1,µ2

s (a, u)(r)2dr. (4.8)
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Step 3: Estimate for ‖∂tu‖Hs−1 . For ∂tu, a similar estimate to (3.45) is given by

‖∂tu‖Hs−1 . (‖ũ‖L∞ + ‖Ã‖L∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖Ã‖Ḣs) + ‖u‖L∞(‖ũ‖Hs + ‖Ã‖Ḣs) + ‖∇Ṽ ‖Hs−1

. (‖ũ‖Hs + ‖Ã‖Ḣs + ‖Ã‖L∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖Ã‖Ḣs) + ‖(ã, ũ)‖2Y

.
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1
) (

‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1
Y + 1 + ‖(a, u)‖Xs

)
. (4.9)

Step 4: Estimate for ‖(a, u)‖Y . Since ‖(a, u)‖Y = suptE
µ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t) we have to combine

(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9):

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 .‖(a, u)‖2Xs + µ21ε

2‖a‖2Hs + µ22‖∂tu‖2Hs−1

.Q2(µ21‖(ã, ũ)(0)‖Xs + 1) + t

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖8s+4

Y + 1

µ41

)

+

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1

Y + 1

µ1
+
µ1
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1
)

(µ1 ∧ µ2)

)∫ t

0
Eµ1,µ2

s (a, u)(r)2dr

+ µ21ε‖a‖Hs‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ‖(a, u)‖Xs

+ µ22
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2

Y + 1
) (

‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2
Y + 1 + ‖(a, u)‖2Xs

)
.

Using

‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+1
Y + 1

µ1
+
µ1
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1
)

(µ1 ∧ µ2)
.

‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2
Y + 1

µ1 ∧ µ2
,

yields

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 .Q2(µ21‖(ã, ũ)(0)‖Xs + 1) + t

(
‖(ã, ũ)‖8s+4

Y + 1

µ41

)

+
‖(ã, ũ)‖2s+2

Y + 1

µ1 ∧ µ2

∫ t

0
Eµ1,µ2

s (a, u)(r)2dr + µ21ε‖a‖Hs‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ‖(a, u)‖Xs

+ µ22
(
‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2

Y + 1
) (

‖(ã, ũ)‖4s+2
Y + 1 + ‖(a, u)‖2Xs

)
.

Now suppose that ‖(ã, ũ)‖Y ≤ L. Then the estimate above leads to

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 ≤ Cs

(
Q2(µ21L+ 1) +

t(L8s+4 + 1)

µ41
+

(
L2s+2 + 1

µ1 ∧ µ2

)∫ t

0
Eµ1,µ2

s (a, u)(r)2dr

+ µ22(L
4s+2 + 1)2 +(µ1L+ µ22(L

4s+2 + 1))Eµ1 ,µ2
s (a, u)(r)2

)
,

for some constant Cs. If we choose L large enough and µ1, µ2 small enough such that

Cs(µ1L+ µ22(L
4s+2 + 1)) ≤ 1/2,

Cs(Q
2(µ21L+ 1) + µ22(L

4s+2 + 1)2) ≤ L2/4,
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we can get

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 ≤ L2

2
+ 2Cs

((
L2s+2 + 1

µ1 ∧ µ2

)∫ t

0
Eµ1,µ2

s (a, u)(r)2dr +
t(L8s+4 + 1)

µ41

)
.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 ≤

(
L2

2
+

2C(s)(L8s+4 + 1)

µ4
t

)
exp

(
2Cs

(
L2s+2 + 1

µ1 ∧ µ2

)
t

)
.

Then there is a T small enough such that

‖(a, u)‖2Y = sup
t∈[0,T ]

Eµ1,µ2
s (a, u)(t)2 ≤ L2.

It follows that ‖(a, u)‖Y ≤ L.

Proof of Lemma 8. We want to estimate the difference between the image of two solutions
(ã1, ũ1) and (ã2, ũ2) to the linearized system. Let

(aj , uj) = Ψε
aε,0,uε,0(ã

j , ũj), j = 1, 2.

By definition, (aj, uj) satisfies

∂ta
j
k + (Ãj + ũj) · ∇ajk +

1

2
ajk div(ũ

j + Ãj) =
iε

2
∆ajk +

i

2
B̃

j,i

k a
j
i ,

∂tu
j + (Ãj + ũj) · ∇uj + uj · ∇Ãj +∇(

|Ãj |2
2

+ Ṽ j) = 0,

ajk(x, 0) = aε,0k (x), k = 1, 2

u(x, 0) = uε,0(x).

(4.10)

where Ãj, B̃
j
and Ṽ j are defined as above with every variable added with a superscript j. Define

δa := a1 − a2.

The quantities δu, δA, δV, δB, δρ and δã, δũ, δÃ, δṼ, δB̃, δρ̃ are similarly defined. Now substract
(4.10) with j = 2 from (4.2) with j = 1:

∂tδaj + (δÃ + δũ) · ∇a1j + (Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇δaj

+
1

2
a1j div(δũ+ δÃ) +

1

2
δaj div(u

2 +A2) =
i

2
δB̃

i

ja
1
i +

i

2
B̃

2,i

j δai +
iε

2
∆δaj ,

∂tδu+ (δÃ+ δũ) · ∇u1 + (Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇δu

+δu · ∇Ã1 + u2 · ∇δÃ+∇(
δÃ · (Ã1 + Ã2)

2
+ δṼ ) = 0,

δaj(x, 0) = 0,

δu(x, 0) = 0.

(4.11)
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Here, δṼ and δÃ are given by

−∆δṼ = δρ̃, (4.12)

−∆Ã = εδw̃ − εδṽ − (δρ̃ũ1 − ρ̃2δũ) + δρ̃Ã2 − ρ̃1δÃ. (4.13)

Again we have to split the proof into multiple steps since we have to estimate the difference in
Y , so we have to estimate ‖(δa, δu)‖Xs , µ1ε‖δa‖Hs and µ2‖∂tδu‖Hs−1 .

Step 1. Apply ∂α with 0 ≤ n(α) ≤ s− 1 to the first equation in (4.11) which yields

∂t∂
αδaj + (Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇∂αδaj +Rd,j =

iε

2
∆∂αδaj ,

where Rd,j is defined as

Rd,j := ∂α((δÃ + δũ) · ∇a1j ) + ∂α((Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇δaj)− (Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇∂αδaj

+
1

2
∂α(a1j div(δũ+ δÃ)) +

1

2
∂α(δaj div(u

2 +A2))− i

2
∂α
(
δB̃

i

ja
1
i

)
+
i

2
∂α
(
B̃2,i

j δai

)

:=
7∑

j=1

Fj .

Then Lemma 1 implies

d

dt
‖∂αδaj‖L2 . (M(ã2i , ũ

2)(t) + ‖Ã2‖W 1,∞)‖∂αδaj‖L2 + ‖Rd,j‖L2

.µ1,µ2,L ‖∂αδaj‖L2 + ‖Rd,j‖L2 .

In the second step, we used (ã2, ũ2) ∈ Bs,µ1,µ2,T,L. With the help of Lemma 10 and (3.16) we
obtain the following estimates. For F1 in Rd,j we have the following estimates. If n(α) ≥ 1,

‖F1‖L2 . ‖δÃ + δũ‖Ḣn(α)‖∇a1j‖L∞ + ‖a1j‖Hs−2‖δÃ + δũ‖L∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖δÃ + δũ‖Ḣn(α) + ‖δÃ+ δũ‖L∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 + ‖δũ‖Hs .

If n(α) = 0 then

‖F1‖L2 . ‖a1j‖H1‖δÃ+ δũ‖L∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 + ‖δũ‖Hs .

Now consider F2 − F3. If n(α) ≥ 1,

‖F2 − F3‖L2 . ‖Ã2 + ũ2‖Ḣn(α)‖∇δaj‖L∞ + ‖δaj‖Hs−1‖Ã2 + ũ2‖W 1,∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖δaj‖Hs−1 .
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And if n(α) = 0 then ‖F2 − F3‖L2 = 0. For F4 we have

‖F4‖L2 . ‖δũ+ δÃ‖Ḣn(α)‖∇a1j‖L∞ + ‖a1j‖Hs−1‖δũ + δÃ‖W 1,∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 + ‖δũ‖Hs .

For F5 we have

‖F5‖L2 . ‖u2 +A2‖Ḣn(α)‖∇δaj‖L∞ + ‖δaj‖Hs−1‖u2 +A2‖W 1,∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖δaj‖Hs−1 .

For F6 and F7 we have

‖F6‖L2 . ‖δB̃‖Hs−1‖a1‖L∞ + ‖a1‖Hs−1‖δB̃‖W 1,∞

. ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1‖a1‖L∞ + ‖a1‖Hs−1‖∇δÃ‖W 1,∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 ,

and

‖F7‖L2 . ‖B̃2‖Hs−3‖δa‖L∞ + ‖δa‖Hs−1‖B̃2‖W 1,∞

.µ1,µ2,L ‖δa‖Hs−1 ,

For ‖∂α((δÃ + δũ) · ∇a1j)‖L2 and ‖∂α((Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇δaj) − (Ã2 + ũ2) · ∇∂αδaj‖L2 , we used two
different estimates in two different cases, i.e. n(α) ≥ 1 and n(α) = 0, because we need to avoid
the term ‖A‖L2 (See Remark 9). Collecting the estimates above, similar to (3.18), we can easily
prove that

d

dt
‖δa‖Hs−1 .µ1,µ2,L ‖δa‖Hs−1 + ‖δũ‖Hs + ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 .

For δu, similar to (3.19), we have

d

dt
‖δu‖Hs .µ1,µ2,L ‖δu‖Hs + ‖δũ‖Hs + ‖∇δÃ‖Hs−1 + ‖∇δṼ ‖Hs .

For δṼ , similar to (3.20), we can prove that

‖∇δV ‖Hs .µ1,µ2,L ‖δa‖Hs−1 .

For δA, similar to (3.26) and (3.30), from (4.13) we can derive

‖∇δA‖L2 .µ1,µ2,L ‖δu‖L2 + ‖δa‖L2 + ε‖∇δa‖L2 ,

and

‖∇δA‖Hs−1 .µ1,µ2,L ‖δu‖Hs + ‖δa‖Hs−1 + ε‖δa‖Hs + ‖∇δA‖L2

.µ1,µ2,L ‖δu‖Hs + ‖δa‖Hs−1 + ε‖δa‖Hs
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It follows that
d

dt
‖(δa, δu)‖Xs .µ1,µ2,L ‖(δa, δu)‖Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖Y .

The integral form of this estimate is

‖(δa, δu)‖Xs .µ1,µ2,L

∫ t

0
‖(δa, δu)(r)‖Xsdr + t‖(δã, δũ)‖Y . (4.14)

This completes the estimate in Xs.

Step 2. Similarly to (3.43), we can prove that

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx δa‖2L2 + ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(δai∂

α
x div(ũ2)∂αx δāi)dx .µ1,µ2,L ‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖2

Y T,s
µ1 ,µ2

.

Similarly to (3.44), we can prove that

− 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃∂t Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx− ε2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Re(δai∂

α
x div(ũ2)∂αx δāi)dx

.µ1,µ2,L ‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y .

Then similarly to (3.32), adding the two estimates above yields

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx δa‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃∂t Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx .µ1,µ2,L ‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y .

It follows that

ε2
d

dt
‖∂αx δa‖2L2 − 2ε

d

dt

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx .µ1,µ2,L ‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y .

Integrating from 0 to t gives

ε2‖∂αx δa‖2L2 − 2ε

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx

.µ1,µ2,L

∫ t

0
‖(δa, δu)(r)‖2Xsdr + t‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y . (4.15)

Notice that the second term of the LHS is bounded by

∣∣∣∣∣2ε
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CL,sε‖(δa, δu)(r, ·)‖Xs ‖∂αx δa‖L2

≤ CL,s

µ1
(‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + µ21ε

2‖∂αx δa‖2L2),
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for some constant CL,s. Then if we choose µ1 small enough such that

µ1CL,s|{α : n(α) = s}| ≤ 1

2
,

we have the following estimate,

∑

n(α)=s

µ21

∣∣∣∣∣2ε
2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ .
1

2
(‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + µ21ε

2‖∂αx δa‖2L2).

Summing (4.15) with respect to α yields

ε2‖δa‖2
Ḣs −

1

2µ21
(‖(δa, δu)(r)‖2Xs + µ21ε

2‖∂αx δa‖2L2)

.
∑

n(α)=s

ε2‖∂αx δa‖2L2 − 2ε
∑

n(α)=s

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω
∂αx S̃ Im(δāi∂

α
x δai)dx

.µ1,µ2,L

∫ t

0
‖(δa, δu)(r)‖2Xsdr + t‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y .

Combine this estimate and (4.14) and it follows that

‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + µ21ε
2‖∂αx δa‖2L2 .µ1,µ2,L

∫ t

0
‖(δa, δu)(r)‖2Xsdr + t‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y . (4.16)

Step 3. For ∂tδu, we have the following estimate

‖∂tδu‖Hs−1 ≤ Cµ1,L (‖(δa, δu)‖Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖Y )

We can choose µ2 small enough, which depending on µ1 and L, such that

µ2Cµ1,L ≤ 1

4
.

Then it is obvious that

µ22‖∂tδu‖2Hs−1 ≤ 1

4

(
‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + ‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y

)
.

Step 4. Combine this estimate with (4.16) and get

‖(δa, δu)‖2Xs + µ21ε
2‖∂αx δa‖2L2 + µ22‖∂tδu‖2Hs−1

≤1

2
‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y +Cµ1,µ2,L

(∫ t

0
‖(δa, δu)(r)‖2Xsdr + t‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y

)
.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we know that

‖(δa, δu)‖2Y ≤
(
1

2
+ Cµ1,µ2,LT

)
exp(Cµ1,µ2,LT )‖(δã, δũ)‖2Y .

By choosing T small enough we can get (4.6).

42



5 Behavior at Blowup Time

In this section, we are going to prove Theorem 1.b. We only prove the second part of 1.b, i.e. the
blow up of the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5). It is equivalent to Proposition 3. Again,
by a similar but simpler argument, we easily obtain the first part in Theorem 1.b, i.e. the blow
up of the Euler-Poisswell equation (2.12).

Proposition 3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2 there exists a unique local solution
(aε, uε) to the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation (2.5). Suppose the solution is defined on a maximal
time interval [0, T ∗). Then we have

lim
t→T ∗−

M(aε, uε)(t) = +∞.

where M is defined by (3.4). Furthermore, when ε is small enough, there exists a K = Kε,Q,T ∗,
such that

lim sup
t→T ∗−

‖uε(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε(t)‖L∞ > K.

Here, for fixed Q and T ∗, Kε,Q,T ∗ goes to infinity as ε goes to zero.

Proof. Suppose that T ∗ is the maximal time of existence of the solution. Then E1
s (t)(a

ε, uε)
blows up as t ↑ T ∗. If N(aε, uε)(t) would remain bounded when t ↑ T ∗, then by Proposition 1
and the assumption of Theorem 1.a, E1

s (a
ε, uε) would remain bounded when t ↑ T ∗ which is a

contradiction. Thus,
lim
t↑T ∗

N(aε, uε)(t) = +∞.

On the other hand, it is obvious that N(aε, uε)(t) remains bounded when t < T ∗. It follows that

lim
t↑T ∗

M(aε, uε)(t) = +∞.

For the second part we are going to use a bootstrap argument. If for all times

‖uε(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε(·, t)‖L∞ ≤ K, (5.1)

for some constant K to be assigned we also assume that

‖a(t)‖H1 + ‖a(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖a(t)‖W 2,3 ≤ K/ε, (5.2)

for all times. Here we also require that

‖aε,0‖H1 + ‖aε,0‖W 1,∞ + ‖aε,0‖W 2,3 ≤ K/ε. (5.3)

Then it follows that for all 0 < t < T ∗,

N(aε, uε)(t) ≤ 2K + 1.

Since s > 7/2, by the Sobolev embedding, we can immediately get

‖a(t)‖H1 + ‖a(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖a(t)‖W 2,3 . ‖a‖Hs ,
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where the constant only depends on s. Due to the a priori estimate we know that

‖a(t)‖H1 + ‖a(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖a(t)‖W 2,3 . E1
s (a

ε, uε)(t)

. N(aε, uε)(t)2s+3QeCN(aε,uε)(t)2s+3t

≤ C(2K + 1)2s+3QeC(2K+1)2s+3T ∗

. (5.4)

where C = Cs. If we have

C(2K + 1)2s+3QeC(2K+1)2s+3T ∗

<
K

ε
, (5.5)

then (5.4) is a stronger estimate than (5.2). By the bootstrap argument, we can actually obtain
that (5.4) holds true all the time. Then (5.1) implies that N(aε, uε)(t) is bounded for all times,
which contradicts the fact that T ∗ is maximal. Thus we only need to show that when ε is small
enough, there exists K = K(ε,Q, T ∗) such that (5.5) holds true. And we also require that
K > CQ. It is easy to see that such a K exists. In fact, we can take

K =
1

2

(∣∣∣∣log
√
ε

CT ∗

∣∣∣∣
1/(2s+3)

− 1

)
.

Then the LHS of (5.5) is

CQ
∣∣∣log

√
ε

CT ∗

∣∣∣
√
ε

,

and the RHS of (5.5) is

1

2ε

(∣∣∣∣log
√
ε

CT ∗

∣∣∣∣
1/(2s+3)

− 1

)
.

It is obvious that when ε is small enough, (5.5) and (5.3) hold true and K goes to infinity as
ε→ 0+. This finishes the proof.

6 Semiclassical limit

In this section, we are going to prove our main result, Theorem 2. Note that in equation (2.5)
the semiclassical parameter ε only appears in the terms (iε/2)∆aj and εw− εv. In Proposition
1 established the regularity of a and u in Xs = Hs−1 × Hs by the a priori estimate. Now we
can directly pass to the semiclassical limit ε → 0 by taking the difference between (aε, uε) and
(a, u) in Xs.

Proof of Theorem 2. We split the proof into three parts. In the first part we estimate the differ-
ence between the solution (aε, uε) of the Pauli-Poisswell-WKB equation and the solution (a, u)
of the Euler-Poisswell equation. Here we use the machinery developed so far (i.e. charge and
energy conservation and the Poisson estimates). In the second part we show the semiclassical
limit of the density ρε, the current density Jε and the monokinetic Wigner transform f ε. In the
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third part we prove the statement about the time of existence in the theorem.

Let (aε, uε, Aε, V ε) be the solution of (2.5) and (a, u,A, V ) the solution of (2.12). Let

δa := aε − a, δu := uε − u, δA := Aε −A,

δV := V ε − V, δB := Bε −B, δρ := ρε − ρ.

Subtracting (2.12) from (2.5) yields

∂tδa+ (δA + δu) · ∇aεj + (A+ u) · ∇δaj

+
1

2
aεj div(δu + δA) +

1

2
δaj div(u+A) =

i

2
δBi

ja
ε
i +

i

2
Bi

jδai +
iε

2
∆aεj ,

∂tδu + (δA + δu) · ∇uε + (A+ u) · ∇δu+ δu · ∇Aε

+uε · ∇δA+∇(
1

2
δA · (A+Aε) + δV ) = 0,

δaj(x, 0) = 0

δu(x, 0) = 0.

(6.1)

Similarly, δV and δA are given by

−∆δV = δρ, (6.2)

−∆δA = εwε − εvε − (δρuε − ρδu) + δρA− ρεδA. (6.3)

Apply ∂α with 0 ≤ n(α) ≤ s− 3 to the first equation in (6.1), we obtain

∂t∂
αδaj + (A+ u) · ∇∂αδaj +Rd = 0,

with

Rd := ∂α((δA + δu) · ∇aεj) + ∂α((A + u) · ∇δaj)− (A+ u) · ∇∂αδaj

+
1

2
∂α(aεj div(δu + δA)) +

1

2
∂α(δaj div(u+A))

− i

2
∂α(δBi

ja
ε
i ) +

i

2
∂α(Bi

jδai)−
iε

2
∆∂αaεj .

:=

8∑

j=1

Fj

Thanks to Lemma 1, we obtain

d

dt
‖∂αδaj‖2L2 =

∫

Ω
div(A+ u)|∂αδaj |2dx−

∫

Ω
Re(Rd∂

αδaj).

Step 1: Estimate for Rd. With the help of Lemma 10 and (3.16), we get the following estimates.
If n(α) ≥ 1,

‖F1‖L2 = ‖∂α((δA + δu) · ∇aεj)‖L2 . ‖δA + δu‖Ḣn(α)‖∇aεj‖L∞ + ‖aεj‖Hs−2‖δA + δu‖L∞

.Q,T ‖δA + δu‖Ḣn(α) + ‖δA + δu‖L∞

.Q,T ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs ,
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and

‖F2 − F3‖L2 = ‖∂α((A+ u) · ∇δaj)− (A+ u) · ∇∂αδaj‖L2

. ‖A+ u‖Ḣn(α)‖∇δaj‖L∞ + ‖δaj‖Hs−3‖A+ u‖W 1,∞

.Q,T ‖δaj‖Hs−3 .

If n(α) = 0,

‖F1‖L2 = ‖∂α((δA + δu) · ∇aεj)‖L2 . ‖aεj‖H1‖δA+ δu‖L∞

.Q,T ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs ,

and

‖F2 − F3‖L2 = ‖∂α((A+ u) · ∇δaj)− (A+ u) · ∇∂αδaj‖L2 = 0,

Moreover,

‖F4‖L2 . ‖∂α(aεj div(δu + δA))‖L2 . ‖δA+ δu‖Ḣn(α)‖∇aεj‖L∞ + ‖aεj‖Hs−1‖δA+ δu‖W 1,∞

.Q,T ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs

For F5 we have

‖F5‖L2 . ‖∂α(δaj div(u+A))‖L2 . ‖A+ u‖Ḣn(α)‖∇δaj‖L∞ + ‖δaj‖Hs−3‖A+ u‖W 1,∞

.Q,T ‖δaj‖Hs−3 .

For F6 we have

‖F6‖L2 . ‖∂α(δBi
ja

ε
i )‖L2 . ‖δB‖Hs−3‖aε‖L∞ + ‖aε‖Hs−3‖δB‖W 1,∞

. ‖∇δA‖Hs−3‖aε‖L∞ + ‖aε‖Hs−3‖∇δA‖W 1,∞

.Q,T ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 .

For F7 we have

‖F7‖L2 . ‖∂α(Bi
jδai)‖L2 . ‖B‖Hs−3‖δa‖L∞ + ‖δa‖Hs−3‖B‖W 1,∞

.Q,T ‖δa‖Hs−3 ,

And for F8, by Proposition 2, we have

‖F8‖L2 . ε‖∆∂αaεj‖L2 . ε‖aε‖Hs−1 .Q,T ε.

For ‖∂α((δA+δu) ·∇aεj)‖L2 and ‖∂α((A+u) ·∇δaj)− (A+u) ·∇∂αδaj‖L2 , we used two different
estimates in two different cases, i.e. n(α) ≥ 1 and n(α) = 0, because we need to avoid the term
‖A‖L2 (See Remark 9). Similar to (3.17), we can combine the estimates above together and get

‖Rd‖L2 .Q,T ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs−2 + ‖δa‖Hs−3 + ε.
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Step 2: Estimates for ‖δu‖Hs−2 and ‖δa‖Hs−3 . It is obvious that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
div(A+ u)|∂αδaj |2dx

∣∣∣∣ .Q,T ‖δa‖2Hs−3 .

Similar to (3.18), it follows that

d

dt
‖δa‖Hs−3 .Q,T ‖δa‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs−2 + ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ε. (6.4)

Similarly, for δu, we can obtain

d

dt
‖δu‖Hs−2 .Q,T ‖δu‖Hs−2 + ‖∇δA‖Hs−3 + ‖∇δV ‖Hs−1 . (6.5)

Step 3: Estimates for δV and δA For δV , similar to (3.20), we can prove that

‖∇δV ‖Hs−1 .Q,T ‖δa‖Hs−3 . (6.6)

For δA, similar to (3.26) and (3.30), we can prove that

‖∇δA‖L2 .Q,T ‖δu‖L2 + ‖δa‖L2 + ε,

‖∇δA‖Hs−3 .Q,T ε+ ‖δu‖Hs−3 + ‖δa‖Hs−3 + ‖∇δA‖L2 .

It follows that
‖∇δA‖Hs−3 .Q,T ε+ ‖δu‖Hs−3 + ‖δa‖Hs−3 . (6.7)

Combining (6.4), (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7), we finally get

d

dt
(‖δa‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs−2) .Q,T ‖δa‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs−2 + ε.

Applying the Gronwall inequality, we immediately get

‖δa‖Hs−3 + ‖δu‖Hs−2 .Q,T ‖aε,0 − a0‖Hs−3 + ‖uε,0 − u0‖Hs−2 + ε.

(2.37) immediately follows from the assumption of Theorem 1.a. This finishes the proof of the
first part of Theorem 2.

Now we turn to the second part of Theorem 2, which is the semiclassical limit of the density
ρε, the current Jε and the Wigner transform f ε. Recall that ρε and Jε are given by

ρε = |aε|2,
Jε = εwε − εvε − ρε(uε +Aε).

Since aε and uε are uniformly bounded in Hs−1 and Hs respectively, we can pass to the limit
ε→ 0, which yields

ρε −→
ε→0

ρ = |a|2,
ρε(uε +Aε) −→

ε→0
J = −(ρu+ ρA),

εwε − εvε −→
ε→0

0.
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in Hs−3. The semiclassical limit Jε → J as ε→ 0 immediately follows. Finally, we come to the
semiclassical of f ε. First, by [8], for any fixed t < T , there exists a subsequence {f ε} (we still
denote it by f ε for convenience) and a non-negative Radon measure f , such that

f ε ⇀
ε→0

f in A′.

It is easy to see that
‖ε∇ψε‖L2 ≤ C,

for some constant C independent of ε. Due to [21], it follows that
∫

R3

f(x, ξ, t)dξ = lim
ε→0

ρε(x, t) = ρ(x, t).

It is easy to see that
‖(u(x, t) − iε∇)ψε‖L2 −→

ε→0
0.

Then using the argument in [35], we know that
∫

R3×R3

|ξ − u(x, t)|2f(x, ξ, t)dξdx = 0,

and that
f(x, ξ, t) = ρ(x, t)δ(ξ − u(x, t)).

It is easy to see that f satisfies (2.28) and (2.38).
The last part of Theorem 2 is proved by a bootstrap argument. For any T < T 0, there exists

K = K(T ) > 0, such that for all 0 < t < T ,

‖(a, u)(t)‖Xs +N(a, u)(t) ≤ K.

Suppose that
E1

s (a
ε, uε)(t) ≤ K ′, (6.8)

for all 0 < t < T with K ′ to be determined. By virtue of the first part of Theorem 2, it follows
that for all 0 < t < T ,

‖(a, u)(t) − (aε, uε)(t)‖Xs−2 .K,K ′,T ε.

Using Sobolev embedding, we obtain

‖u− uε‖W 1,∞ + ‖a− aε‖H1 + ‖a− aε‖W 1,∞ + ‖a− aε‖W 2,3 .K,Q,T ε.

When ε is small enough, this estimate yields for all 0 < t < T ,

‖N(aε, uε)(T )‖Xs ≤ 2K,

By Proposition 1 we know that for all 0 < t < T ,

E1
s (a

ε, uε)(t) ≤ C(2K)2s+3QeC(2K)2s+3T .

If we take K ′ larger than C(2K)2s+3QeC(2K)2s+3T , then the above estimate is sharper than (6.8).
By the bootstrap argument, we know that (6.8) holds true and (aε, uε) does not blow up at T .
It follows that for all T < T 0,

lim inf
t→T ε−

T ε ≥ T,

which immediately leads to (2.39) and finishes the proof.
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A Some inequalities

Lemma 9 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg). Suppose n, j,m ∈ N, 1 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞ and α ∈ [0, 1] such
that

1

p
=
j

n
+

(
1

r
− m

n

)
α+

1− α

q
,

and
j

m
≤ α ≤ 1.

Suppose that u : Rn → R is a function in Lq(Rn) with Dmu ∈ Lr(Rn). Then Dju ∈ Lp(Rn) and
there exists a constant C depending on m,n, j, q, r and α but independent of u such that

‖Dju‖Lp ≤ C‖Dmu‖αLr‖u‖1−α
Lq .

The result has two exceptional cases:

1. If j = 0,mr < n and q = ∞, then it is necessary to make the additional assumption that
either lim|x|→∞ u(x) = 0 or that u ∈ Ls(Rn) for some s <∞.

2. If 1 < r <∞ and m− j − n
r is a non-negative integer, then it is necessary to assume also

that α 6= 1.

Cf. [4].

Lemma 10 (Kato-Ponce). Assume that f, g ∈ Hn(Rd). Then for any multi-index α, |α| = n,
we have

‖∂α(fg)‖L2 ≤ Cn(‖f‖L∞‖g‖Ḣn + ‖g‖L∞‖f‖Ḣn),

‖∂α(fg)− f∂α(g)‖L2 ≤ Cn(‖∇f‖L∞‖g‖Ḣn−1 + ‖g‖L∞‖f‖Ḣn).

Cf. Appendix in [20].

Lemma 11. Let u ∈ S(Rd) solve the Poisson equation −∆u(x) = f(x) for a.e. x ∈ R
d. Then

sup
1≤i,j≤d

‖ ∂2u

∂xi∂xj
‖Lp ≤ C‖f‖Lp

for any 1 < p <∞ and

sup
1≤i,j≤d

[
∂2u

∂xi∂xj
]α ≤ C[f ]α

for any 0 < α < 1. Here [·]α denotes the Hölder seminorm and C depends only on p and d.

Cf. Corollary 7.7 in [28].
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