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Abstract

We consider stability of solitons of the Maxwell-Lorentz equations with extended charged
rotating particle. The solitons are solutions which correspond to a particle moving with a
constant velocity v € R? and rotating with a constant angular velocity w € R3. We consider
spherically symmetric charge density of the particle. In this case the nonzero solitons with finite
energy exist only for |v] < 1 and w satisfying either w||v or w_Lv.

Our main results are i) the orbital stability of moving solitons with |v| < 1 and w = 0 and
ii) the linear stability of standing rotating solitons with v = 0 and w € R3.

We use the Hamilton—Poisson structure of the Maxwell-Lorentz system obtained in previous
authors’ paper. The structure is degenerate and admits the Casimir invariants. We construct
the Lyapunov function as a linear combination of the Hamiltonian with a suitable Casimir
invariant. The key points are a lower bound for this function. The proof of the bound in the
case w # 0 relies on angular momentum conservation and suitable spectral arguments including

the Heinz inequality.

!Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.
2Supported partly by Austrian Science Fund (FWF) P34177


http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.00508v5

Contents

1 Introduction 2
2 The Maxwell potentials and the well-posedness 6
3 The Hamilton—Poisson structure 7
4 The canonical transformation to the comoving frame 9
5 The reduced system 10
6 The solitons 11
7 The Lyapunov function and bound below for solitons with w =0 13
8 Orbital stability of solitons with w =0 15
9 Linear stability of solitons with v =0 and w # 0 16
10 Proof of Proposition 9.4 20
11 Proof of Proposition 9.5 22
A Comments 22
B Proof of Lemma 6.2 23

1 Introduction

The paper concerns the orbital stability and instability of solitons of the Maxwell-Lorentz equations

with an extended charged spinning nonrelativistic particle. We choose the units where the speed

of light is ¢ = 1. The equations read as follows (see [43, 46]):
E(ac, t) = curl Bz, t) — w(z, t)p(z — q(t)), div E(x,t) = p(z — q(t))
B(z,t) = —curlE(z,t), divB(z,t) =0 (11)
mg(t) = p(t)a p(t) = (E(z,t + w(z,)AB(z,1), p(z — q(t))) ’
Io(t) = ((x—q(t [ x,t) +w(z, t)\B(z, t)] plx —q(t)))

where p(x — ¢) is the charge distribution of the extended particle centered at a point ¢ € R3, m > 0
is the mass of the particle and I > 0 is its moment of inertia, w(t) is the angular velocity of the
particle rotation and w(x,t) := ¢(t) + w(t)A(x—q(t)) is the velocity field. The brackets (-,-) here
and below denote the inner product in the Hilbert spaces L? := L*(R?) ® C" with any n > 1.



This model was introduced by Abraham in 1903-1905 (see [I, 2]) for the description of the it
classical extended electron coupled to its own Maxwell field. The model allows one to avoid the
“ultraviolet divergence”, that is, the infiniteness of the own energy and mass of electrons in the case
p(x) = d(x). Using this model, Abraham was the first to discover the mass-energy equivalence up to
the doubtful factor 4/3 (see [1, 2] and also [20, Section 12.9]), which was a precursor of the Einstein
theory. This system also served as the classical Landé model of spin in Old Quantum Mechanics
(1900-1924): see [7] (and also [26, Chapter 14] and [27, Appendix A]). Various approximations of
such systems were used to explain the famous radiation damping in classical electrodynamics: the
Lorentz—Dirac equation (with runaway solutions) as introduced by Dirac in [10], and many other
approximations, see [23, Chapter 16]. The detailed account on the genesis and early investigations

of the system by Dirac, Poincaré, Sommerfeld, and others can be found in [46, Chapter 3].

The system (1.1) was introduced about 1903, however, the first results of the corresponding
long-time behavior were obtained only in 1990°, see below the comments on related works. The
system plays a crucial role in a rigorous analysis of radiation by moving particles, see [6, 16, 46] and
[28]-[39]. The mathematical analysis of the system is useful in connection to the related problems
of nonrelativistic QED, see the survey [16]. In particular, the similarity in the renormalization of

mass was pointed out by Hiroshima and Spohn [13].

We suppose that the charge density p(x) is smooth, spherically-symmetric and not identically

peCF®RY),  pla)=p(al);  ple)=0 for |z > Ry p(z) £0. (1.2)

Remark 1.1. The spherical symmetry of p(z) is used always in the proofs of conservation laws
and of the Hamilton least action principle for the system (1.1), [19, 20, 25, 43, 46]. We suppose
that this requirement corresponds to the spherical symmetry of the moment of inertia in the last

equation of (1.1).

The system (1.1) is invariant under the groups of translations and rotations of the space R?
and admits solitons S, , discovered by Spohn [16]. The solitons are solutions moving with constant
speed v € R? and rotating with constant angular velocity w € R3. As is pointed out in [46], for

p(x) # 0, the solitons with finite energy exist only for (v,w) € X, where
¥ = {(v,w) € R* x R?: |v| < 1 and either wl|jv, or wlv}. (1.3)

Remark 1.2. In the case p(x) = 0 we have §(t) = w(t) = 0 and the Maxwell equations do not
depend on the motion of the particle, so the energy of the Maxwell field is conserved. The soliton
solutions read as (E(x.t), B(z,t),q(t), p(t),w(t)) = (0,0, vt +qo, mv,w) with arbitrary qo,v,w € R?,
and they are obviously orbitally stable.

Our main results are i) the orbital stability of solitons S, ¢ with |v| < 1 under conditions (1.2) and



ii) the linear stability of standing solitons with v = 0 and w € R? which are solutions to the system

E(z,t) = curlB(z,t) — w(x, t)p(z), div E(z,t) = p(x)
B(z,t) = —curlE(x,t), divB(z,t) =0 (1.4)
Io(t) = (zA[E(z,t) +w(z,t)AB(z,t)], p(z))

The system (1.4) is equivalent to (1.1) with ¢(¢) = p(t) = 0 in the case of antisymmetric E(x,t)
and symmetric B(z,t), i.e., E(—z,t) = —E(z,t), B(—z,t) = B(z,t). However, we will consider
the system (1.1) for general fields without the symmetry /antisymmetry restrictions.

We also have justified the restrictions (1.3) on the parameters of solitons. and calculated
effective moment of inertia of solitons in Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2.

The linear stability means the stability for the linearized dynamics on the tangent space to the
manifold of states with constant angular momentum. The manifold is not well defined, but the
tangent space does, see Section 9. So, the nonlinear stability problem on the manifold is not correct
contrary to the linearized problem on the tangent space. The tangent space formally is invariant

with respect to the linearized dynamics, see Appendix A.

Let us comment on our approach. We develop methods of Geometrical Mechanics that arose in
the seminal works of Arnold, Marsden, Weinstein, Holm, and others, on the stability in Hydrody-
namics, Maxwell-Vlasov system, equations of magnetohydrodynamics, and others, see [3, 4, 15, 41]
for surveys and references. The theory relies on the reduction of the systems by the action of the
corresponding symmetry groups developing the ideas of Lie and Poincaré [40, 44].

In [31], we have applied the reduction by the symmetry groups of translations and rotations
to construct the Hamilton—Poisson structure for the system (1.1). The construction relies on the
Hamilton least action principle and the Lie—Poincaré calculus [3, 15]. The structure is degenerate
and admits Casimir invariants (3.6). Hence, the theory of orbital stability [12] is not applicable
in our case. We reduce the system via the canonical transformation to a comoving frame. The
Hamilton functional of the reduced system depends on the parameter P which is the conserved
total momentum. Thus, we restrict the Hamiltonian to the states with the fixed P.

To prove the orbital stability in the case w = 0, we use the Hamiltonian as the Lyapunov
function and prove an appropriate lower bound. To prove the linear stability in the case w # 0,
we construct the Lyapunov function as the sum of the Hamiltonian with a Casimir functional.
Such strategy is known as the energy—Casimir method [14, 12]. We establish a lower bound for the
Lyapunov function restricted to the tangent space to the manifold of states with constant angular
momentum. The bound is proved by suitable spectral arguments including the Heinz inequality

from the theory of interpolation [24] and the closed graph theorem.

Let us comment on related works. The Maxwell-Lorentz system (1.1) was in the focus of
theoretical physics since 1903 till the discovery of Quantum Electrodynamics in 1927. However,
the corresponding mathematical theory started only after Nodvick’s paper [43], where the Hamilton
least action principle and conservation laws for the system (1.1) have been established in the Euler

angles representation. The coordinate-free proof of the conservation laws was given by Kiessling



[25]. The coordinate-free proof of the Hamilton principle was given in [19] using the technique of
[5, 44] which relies on the Lie algebras and the Poincaré equation. This technique was developed in
[20], where the general theory of invariants was constructed for the Poincaré equations on manifolds
and applied to the system (1.1).

In [6], Bambusi and Galgani proved the existence and orbital stability of solitons for the
Maxwell-Lorentz system (1.1) without spinning (w(¢) = 0). The proof relies on the transition
to a comoving frame and a lower bound for the reduced Hamiltonian. The global convergence to
solitons for the same system with relativistic kinetic energy of the particle was proved in [16]. In
[36], the global attraction to stationary states was established for such system in presence of an
external confining potential. Similar results were established in [35, 37] for a particle coupled to
the scalar field instead of the Maxwell field. All these results were obtained under the Wiener

condition on the Fourier transform of the charge density:

p(k) == (2m) =3/ /e“mp(x)dx #0, kcR? (1.5)

which allows us to apply the Wiener Tauberian theorem. The condition means a strong coupling

kz of the continuous spectrum of the free field.

of the charged particle to the eigenfunctions e’
The results [16, 35, 36, 37] provide the first rigorous proof of the radiation damping in classical
electrodynamics. For the surveys, see [16] and [28, 29].

The global convergence to rotating solitons was established in [17] for the spinning charge
remaining at rest (¢(t) = 0) in the case of sufficiently small charge density p. In [38], Kunze
extended the result to the same system without the smallness and the Wiener conditions. The
conditions are replaced by the assumption that the mass of the particle does not belong to a
sequence of resonances.

In [18], the asymptotic stability of the solitary manifold was proved for the Maxwell-Lorentz
equations without spinning: any solution with initial state, close to the solitary manifold, for large
times is close to the sum of a soliton and a dispersive wave. The proof relies on the Buslaev—
Perelman—Sulem method of symplectic projection onto solitary manifold [3, 9] and use the Wiener
condition (1.5). Similar results were obtained for the particle without spinning coupled to the
scalar, Klein—-Gordon, and Dirac fields [21, 22, 33].

The adiabatic effective dynamics of solitons was proved in [34] for a relativistic particle coupled
to a scalar field in presence of a small external field: for initial states, close to the solitary manifold,
the solution remains forever in a small vicinity of the manifold, and its projection onto the manifold
moves for large time according to an effective Newton equation. The result was extended in [39] to

the Maxwell-Lorentz equations (1.1) without spinning.

Let us comment on related open questions. The orbital stability of solitons S, ., with general
(v,w) € ¥ when w # 0 remains an open question. We suppose that the solitary manifold S =
{Syw : (v,w) € B} is a global attractor of the system (1.1), and at least the component of S/l with
v||w is asymptotically stable in a local convergence. We expect that an adiabatic effective dynamics

holds for solutions close to S!l in presence of a weak external magnetic field. We suppose that this



dynamics agrees, on the classical level, with the precession of quantum spin in a magnetic field
orthogonal to the velocity. In this case, the precession was observed experimentally and shows that
the directions of the spin and velocity coincide [45, p. 115], [11].

2 The Maxwell potentials and the well-posedness

As is well known [23], the second line of the system (1.1) implies the expressions of the Maxwell
fields in the potentials A(x,t) = (Ai(x,t), As(z,t), A3(z,t)) and P(z,1):

B(z,t) = curl A(z,t),  E(z,t) = —A(z,t) — V®(x,1). (2.1)

We choose the Coulomb gauge
div A(z,t) = 0. (2.2)

Now the first line of the system (1.1) becomes
i@, t) = VO t) = —AA(, 1) —w(ep(z — alt),  Ad(@,t) = plz—q(t)).  (2.3)

1 —q(t '
_ L [pw=a®) o The gradient Vé(a, 1)
47 |z —y|

in the first equation of (2.3) can be eliminated by the application of the orthogonal projection P in

Hence, ®(z,t) is the Coulombic potential ®(x,t) =

L? onto the divergence-free vector fields. The system (1.1) after the substitution of the expressions
(2.1) becomes

Az, t) = AA(z,8) +P([4(t) + w)A(x — q(t)lp(z - a(t)))
mi(t) = (—A(z,t) + [ + wA(z — @) Acurl A(z, 1), p(z—q(t))) . (24)
I { A

(t) = {(z—a(O)A| = Az, 1) + [§(t) + wA(z — g(t)]Acurl A(z, 1) |, p(z—q(t)))

In the last two equations, the terms with ®(x,t) cancel because

(Ve(a, 1), pla—a)) = (kPR 5(k)) =0, (@) V(1) plo—a)) = ~(VAKERD o)) = 0

Indeed, the first identity holds since the function p(k) is even. The second identity follows from
the rotation-invariance (1.2) since VAk = (0,,,0py, 0py ), Where ¢ is the angle of rotation about

the axis k;.
Denote the Sobolev spaces of real functions H* = H*(R?) @ R? with s € R, and H' = H'(R*)®
R3 being the completion of C§° := C§°(R?) ® R? with the norm ||A(z)| ;1 = [|[VA(z)| 2.

Definition 2.1. The Hilbert spaces FO:={Ac L?: div A(z)=0}, and F':={Ac H': div A(x)=0}.

Denote the Hilbert spaces

Y=FlaF'oR*eRa R3, V=L’ H 'aoR*aoR*aR%. (2.5)



The following proposition was proved in [31].

Proposition 2.2. i) For any initial state Y(0) = (A(z,0), A(z,0),¢(0),p(0),w(0)) € Y, the system

(2.4) admits a unique solution
V(t) = (A(z,t), A(x, 1), q(t), p(t),w(t)) € C(R,Y) N CR,V).

ii) The map W (t) : Y(0) — Y(t) is continuous in Y for everyt € R, and the energy and momentum

are conserved:

Et) = %/[fp(a:,t) + |curl A(z, t)|?]dx + %qu(t) + %Iwz(t) = const, teR, (2.6)
P(t) = —(A(xz,t),V, Az, t)) + mq(t) + (p(xz — q(t)), A(z,t)) = const, teR. (2.7)

Here the differentiation V, is defined by
(A, V,A)y = (A, V,A), n=1,23. (2.8)

The differentiation (2.8) is a suitable version of the basic operation [3, (10)] from the theory of

coadjoint representation.

3 The Hamilton—Poisson structure

In this section we recall the Hamilton—Poisson structure of the system (2.4) which has been con-
structed in [31]. Denote by p and 7 the momentum and angular momentum of the particle in the
Maxwell field,

p=mq+(Alg+y)p(y), m=Iw+ (YNA(g+y)py)). (3.1)

In [19, 43], the Hamilton least action principle is established for the system (2.4). Using this
principle and the Lie-Poincaré technique [3, 15], we have shown in [31] that the system (2.4) is

equivalent to

A =TI, II=AA+Plj+wA(z — ¢)|plz — q)

mq=p—(Alqg+y),p(y), p=/d+wAylpy), ViA(g+y)) |- (3.2)
T = WAT

Let us denote the Hamiltonian

H(A L, q,p,7) = %(H,H) + %(curlA,curlA) + %m(f + %Iw2
— 5 M (el 4P+ (A), plo— )P+ rln— (- OAA) o), (33)

which coincides with the energy (2.6). The Hamiltonian is well defined and Fréchet differentiable
on the Hilbert phase space Y defined in (2.5). It is easy to check that the system (3.2) admits the



representation in the Hamiltonian form
Y =J(Y)DH(Y), Y =(AILgqp,7), (3.4)

where J(Y) is a skew-symmetric operator

0 1 0 0
-1 0 0 0
JY)= 0 0 0 1 0 (3.5)
0 0 -1 0 0
0 0 0 0 —7A
Note that the operator J(Y) is not invertible for all Y = (A,II, ¢, p, 7), and
1 0
dimKer J(v)={ b 7
3, #w=0
In detail, the system (3.4) reads as
A= DyH, II=-DusH
¢=DyH, p=-D,H
m=-—-aAD;H
The system admits the Casimir invariants
CY)=|r|, Y =(ATLgp,m). (3.6)

Their presence is due to the fact that the matrix J(Y') is not invertible. It suffices to prove the

conservation of C(Y') for m # 0. In this case D,C = 7> and so

2,C(Y (1) = (DO(Y (#)),Y (1)) = (DC(Y (1)), T (Y (t)DH(Y (1))
—(T*(Y (1)) DC(Y (1)), DH(Y (t))) = 0 (3.7)

since the structural operator J(Y') is skew-symmetric by (3.5), and

J(Y)DC(Y) =T*(Y)

P o o o o
I

S o o oo
I

o o o o o

B

El
El



4 The canonical transformation to the comoving frame
Denote the fields in the comoving frame
Ay t) = Alg+y,t), Ty, 1) =g +y,1). (4.1)
We are going to change the variables in the system (3.4) via the map
T:(A1qp7)— (ATILq, P ). (4.2)
Here P is the conserved total momentum (2.7): using (2.8), P can be written as
P=p-—(II,V.A). (4.3)
Hence, we can define
H(A,I1,q,P,7) := H(A,1I,q,p,7), p=P+ (II,V.A). (4.4)

Lemma 4.1. The system (3.4) in the new variables is equivalent to similar system with the Hamil-
tonian H:
Y () = J(YR)DH(Y(?),  Y(t) = (A(t),TL(t), q(t), P(t), 7 (t)), (4.5)

where J(Y) is given by (3.5).
Proof. First, the map (4.2) is canonical, i.e., it leaves the canonical form unchanged:
ILAY+P-4+m-w= (LA +p -+ w. (4.6)
Indeed, differentiating A(y,t) := A(q(t) + y,t) in time, we obtain
Ay,t) = Alg +y.t) +4(t) - VA(g +y,1).
Hence, the identity (4.6) reduces to
(g +y),q-VAlg+y) +P-4=p-q,

which holds by (4.3). Second, the identities (4.6) and (4.4) imply that the Lagrangians correspond-

ing to the Hamiltonians H and H are related via the map 7"
l(A‘7 q7 A‘7 q.7 w) = l(A7 q7 A? q.7 w)'

Therefore, the Lagrangian actions also coincide:

b b
/ I(A, g, A, d,w)dt = / I(A,q, A, g, w)dt.
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Hence, the solutions of the systems (3.4) and (4.5) also are related by this transformation since
they are critical trajectories of the action. O

Remark 4.2. Similar canonical transformations have been applied in [0, 16] to the systems of type
(1.1) without spinning and in [35] to the system of the particle coupled to the scalar field.
5 The reduced system

The Hamiltonian (4.4) does not depend on the variable q. Hence, the equations for ¢ and P in the
system (4.5) reduce to
¢ = DpH, P =0,

which correspond to the conservation of the conjugate momenta P. As the result, the system (4.5)

reduces to the following family of the Hamiltonian systems with the parameter P € R3:
Z(t) = J(Z(t)) DzHp(Z(t)),  Z(t) = (A1), TL(t), 7 (1)), (5.1)

where Hp denotes the reduced Hamiltonian Hp (A, II, 7) := H(A,II, ¢, P, )

0 1 0
JZ)y=| -1 0 0 , Z=(AIIm).
0 0 —mA

According to (4.4) and (3.3),

Hp (AT )= | / [T+ (curl A)?]dy + 5~ [P+ (L, V. A)—(A, o)+ 5 [r— (A A ), o)) - (5.2

21 oTid
In detail, the system (5.1) reads as

A(y,t) = DuHp(Z(1)) = Iy, ) + (v(t)

I(y,t) = —DaHp(Z(t)) = AA(y, 1) +

(t) = —m(t)AD-Hp(Z(t)) = —m(t) Aw(t)
where v(t) and w(t) are given by
() = —[P = (I1(2), VL A1) = (A(y, 1), p(w))],  w(t) = %[ﬂ(t) — WAA(y, 1), p(y))]. (5:4)

The Hamiltonian (5.2) is well defined and Fréchet differentiable on the reduced phase space

Z=F'oF aR?

and it is conserved along trajectories of the system (5.3).
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6 The solitons
Here we calculate the solitons of the system (3.2) which are solutions of the form
Spw(t) = (Ayw(z —vt), IL, , (x — vt), vt, Py, Ty ). (6.1)
The second line of (3.2) and the definition (3.1) imply that
Po=mv+ (Apu(¥), (), Tow=Iw+ (YA Avw(qg+y), p(y))- (6.2)
The corresponding conserved (total) momentum is given by (2.7):
Pow ==y, VeAyu(t)) +mv + (p(y), Avw(y))- (6.3)
In the comoving frame, the solitons become stationary solutions
Svw = (Avw, Iy, Tow) € Z
of the reduced system (5.3):

0= DnHp, ,(Suw) Hv, (y) (v-V)Ayu(y)

0=—-DaHp, ,(Svw) = AAyw(y) + (v V)ILu(y) + Plop(y) + yAwp(y)] |- (6.4)
(Sv

0= —mywADx pr ) — Ty /AW

The first two equations imply that
AA,(y) = (0- V) Auu(y) = —Plop(y) + wAyp(y)]. (6.5)

Note that PlyAwp(y)] = yAwp(y) due to the spherical symmetry (1.2), and in the Fourier tranfsorm
P[vp](k‘) (v— (G k))ﬁ(k:). Hence, solving (6.5) in the Fourier transform, we obtain

) (v — BB oAV (k)

Ay (k) = .
7() k‘2—(?)-k)2 (66)
The conditions (1.2) imply that

A,, €F for |v| <1, w € R (6.7)

Lemma 6.1. Let conditions (1.2) hold, v,w € R® and |v| > 1. Then A, & F" .

Proof. The real part of the function (6 6) equals R(k) = %ﬁ(kz), where f(k) = v — k(,;k) and

g(k) = k> — (v-k)? = k2(1 — v? cos (k‘ v)). It suffices to show that R ¢ LIOC( 3\ 0).
In the case |v| > 1, the denominator g(k) vanishes on the cone |cos (k:,v)| = 1/|v| while the
nominator f(k) vanish only on the line k[v. Hence, R € L (R?\ 0) only if p(k) = 0 on the cone
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which implies that p(k) = 0 by the spherical symmetry (1.2). This contradicts the last condition
of (1.2).
In the case |v| = 1, both functions f(k) and g(k) vanish on the same line k || v. However,

—

k(v-k v|k| — kcos (k,v L
k)] = o — FOE) _ Pk = keos(bo)l g 775,
k ||
while |g(k)| = k% — (v - k)? = k(1 — cos? @) = k?sin? @ Hence, R € L _(R3\ 0) only if
p(k) = 0 for k||v, so p(k) = 0 by the spherical symmetry (1.2). O

Further, the first equation of (6.4) implies that
I, w(y) = —v- VA, ,(y). (6.8)

Hence, (6.7) gives
(Apw, T, ,) €F,  wvweR3 |y <1

It remains to check the last equation of (3.2). It is equivalent to the relation
Tow||w, (6.9)

where 7, , is given by (6.2). We will deduce these relations from the identity
Tow = Lo (V)w, (6.10)

which holds for (v,w) € ¥ and fails for (v,w) ¢ 3. Here I.g(v) is the effective moment of inertia of

the soliton expressed by

kS +k
51”(”):/W’Pi(\k’)’2dka wllv

Ig = Ig(v) := 1 +0I(v), dI(v)= , (6.11)

k3 + k3
§I+(v) = | o | A ([K])[dk, wl
(U) /[k‘2—|’[}|2k‘%]|k’|2 p1(| |)| , Wlv

where pu(|k]) == p(k). By (1.2),
Ig > I. (6.12)

The next lemma, is proved in Appendix B.

Lemma 6.2. Let all conditions (1.2) hold. Then
i) For (v,w) € X, the relation (6.10) holds, and hence, the soliton S, ., € Z exists and is unique.
i1) The solitons do not exist if (v,w) ¢ 3.
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7 The Lyapunov function and bound below for solitons with w =0

To prove the stability of a soliton S, ,,, we must construct a Lyapunov function A(Z) which is an

invariant and admits the lower bound
OA := A(Sy. +0Z) — A(Sy.) > #|0Z|3,  0Z € Z, 10Z]]z < 1 (7.1)

with some » = 3(v) > 0. In particular, the soliton must be critical point. In the case w = 0, the

solitons S, o are critical points of the Hamiltonian H, o := H Pyo:
DaH, o(Sv0) =0, DH,0(S.0) = 0, D:H,,0(Sv0) = 0. (7.2)

Indeed, the first and second identities hold due to the first two equations of (6.4). The last identity
follows from (5.2), (6.2) and (6.10):

DeHp, (8u0) = o — (WA Aualy), p(0)] = o (3)

So, in the case w = 0 we take the Hamiltonian as the Lyapunov function.
Lemma 7.1. Let conditions (1.2) hold, w =0 and |v| < 1. Then (7.1) holds for A = H, .

Proof. First, let us calculate 6H,,, = H, ,(Syw + 0Z) — Hy ,(Syw). Denote 6Z = (o, 5,7), so
A=A, +o, II=11,,+ B, 7 =my, + 7, where

div a(y) =div B(y) =0 (7.4)
by (2.2). We have
H,, = %/an,w + B2 + |curl (A, + )] dy — %/HHW‘A2 + |curl A, %] dy
by Pos (T B,V (Ao +0)) — (Ausly) + 0, p(y))]
1
_%[Pv,w + <Hv,w= V*Av,w> - <Av7w(y)7p(y)>]2
1 1
57w +7 = WA(Aww () + @), pW) = 7 Mo — WA Awe (), p()].

After rearrangements, we obtain

1
oH,,, = 3 /(!ﬁF + [eurl of?) dy + /(vaw - B+ curlA,, - curla) dy

i 2 2 i 2 2
+2m [(pv,w + 5]7) pv,w] + 2[ [(Mv#d + 5M) Mv,w]? (75)
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where
Pow = Pow+ Iy, ViAyw) — (A u(y), py)) = mo
5p = (B, ViAyu) + (M, Vi) + (8, Vi) — (a(y), p(v)) (7.6)
My = Tow— (YN AL L(Y), p(y)) = Tw
oM = v —(yAa,p(y))

due to (6.3) and (6.2). Using the first two equations of (6.4) and taking into account (7.4), we

obtain

/(va - B4 curl A, ,, - curla) dy = (I, B) — (AA, o, @)

= —((v-V)Ayu, B) — (Iyw, (v-V)a) + (vp(y) + yAwp(y), )
=—v-dp—w-OM+w-v+ (B, (v-V)a).

Substituting into (7.5), after rearrangements, we get
5Hv,w =J + Jo, (77)
where
1
no= 5 [(BR+ VaPdy + (50 Va, (78)
_ m 2 2 { 2 2
Jy = 5 [(v+0p/m)° —v* —2v-dp/m] + 5 (w+OIM/I)* — w” = 2wIM /] +w -~v. (7.9)
The first term .J; admits the lower bound
Ll I QPP 2
nz= 2 152+ VaP) dy (7.10)

since diva = 0. Using (7.6), the second term reads as

_(6p)? | (6M)?  (6p)* | 1
R YT +ﬁ[

v = (yAa, p(y)]* +w - 7. (7.11)

Now we can finish the proof of Lemma 7.1. Due to (7.7)—(7.11) with w = 0, it suffices to check
that

L [19aP dy+ oo — twnatu). s = #(190l + ) (7.12)

with some s > 0. Denote p:= v — (xAa(z), p(z)). Then (7.12) can be rewritten equivalently as

Va2 + [+ (yra(y), p(y)])? < C(p,vaf)(/ IVa(y)* dy + 11°).

It remains to note that

A ALY (2
tunaly). plu)| = (VaRIAG)] = TR Akl < [¥alls [ 5 0
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8 Orbital stability of solitons with w =0

Let us formulate the definition of the orbital stability of solitons (6.1) in terms of reduced trajectories
Z(t) == (A(y,1), I(y, 1), 7(t)) € C(R,Z),

corresponding to solutions Y (t) = (A(z,t),I(z,t),q(t),p(t),n(t)) € C(R,Y) of the system (3.2).

Introduce the distance
d(Y,500(0) == Z = Svullz + 1 —vl, Y =(A1TLgpm), Z=(ATx), (81
where A and IT are defined according to (4.1):
Aly) = Alg+y),  Iy):=T(g+y)
Suppose that the initial data Y (0) is close to S, ,(0) in the following sense:
d(Y(0),5,,(0)) <e. (8.2)

Definition 8.1. The soliton S, (-) is orbitally stable if for any r > 0 there is an € > 0 such that,
for any solution Y (t) of the system (3.2), the inequality (8.2) implies

d(Y(t), Sow(0)) <r,  teR. (8.3)

Obviously, for p(z) = 0 all solitons are orbitally stable, see Remark 1.2. The main result of the

present paper is the following theorem.
Theorem 8.2. Let all conditions (1.2) hold, and |v| < 1. Then the soliton S, is orbitally stable.

Proof. The proof requires a modification of the general scheme of [6], [35] and [16]. Namely, the
inequality (8.2) with sufficiently small € > 0 implies that the momentum P of the solution Y'(¢) is
close to P, o:

|P — P,o| — 0, e —0. (8.4)

Lemma 7.1 implies that the soliton S, is a nondegenerate local minimizer of A,y = Hp. This
point is nondegenerate since the Hessian is positive definite by the lower bound (7.1). Now consider
the Hamiltonian Ap(Z) corresponding to the momentum P. It is important that
i) Hp(Z) is the invariant of the system (5.3) with the parameter P.
ii) for small |P — P, o|, there exists a critical point Sp = (Ap,IIp,mp) of Hp, which is close to the
soliton S, o:

DAp(Sp) =0, ISP — Syollz — 0, 90— 0. (8.5)

Lemma 8.3. For sufficiently small € > 0, the point Sp is a strict local minimizer of Hp, and the



lower bound of type (7.1) holds:
Hp(Sp +0Z) — Hp(Sp) > x||6Z|3, 0Z € Z, 16Z]|z < 1,

where 2 > 0.

16

(8.6)

Proof. All equations of solitons (6.4) hold with S, replaced by Sp. Moreover, w = 0 by (7.3).
Hence, Sp is a soliton S, o with v defined by (6.3) with P, ,, A, w,II,, replaced by P,Ap,IIp
respectively. Hence, for small ¢ > 0, the bound (8.6) follows by the arguments from the proof of

Lemma 7.1.

Combining (8.5) with (8.2), we obtain
|Z(0) — Spljz — 0, e—0.

Therefore,
0 <Ap(Z(0)) — Ap(Sp) < ey, €1 — 0 as ¢ —0.

Now the conservation of Ap(Z(t)) for the system (5.3) with the parameter P implies that
OﬁAP(Z(t))—AP(Sp) <e, teR.
Hence, by the lower bound (8.6),

sup ||Z(t) — Sp|lz — 0 as € — 0.
teR

Finally, combined with (8.5), this inequality gives

sup ||Z(t) — Sypollz = 0 as ¢ = 0.
teR

It remains to show that the last term in (8.1) is small uniformly in time:

sup |¢(t) —v| — 0 as € — 0.
teR

This follows from (5.4) together with (8.4) and (8.7).

9 Linear stability of solitons with v =0 and w # 0

Now we consider the system (1.4), whose Hamiltonian form is

{ Aly, ) =T(y,t),  T(y,t) = AA(y,t) +w(t)Ayp(y)
w(t) = —w(t) Aw(t)

O
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This system is identical to the one (5.3) with v(¢) = 0 and w(t) given by (5.4). The Hamiltonian
reads as

H(A I, 7) = %/[H2+(CUTIA)2]CL’E+%[T—(:E/\A(l’),p(:E)>]2, (9.2)

which, by (5.4), is identical to (5.2) with v(¢) = 0. The system (9.1) also can be written in the

form (5.1). The Casimir |7| is conserved that follows just as in (3.7).

Remark 9.1. The Hamiltonian (9.2) is a quadratic form unlike (5.2), however the last equation

in (9.1) is nonlinear.

Solitons of the system are their stationary states S, := Sq,, so
Sy = (Atw IL,, 7Tw) = (AO,wa 0, 7TO,u.J) (93)

since Iy, = 0 by (6.8). However, in the case w # 0, the solitons are not critical points of the
Hamiltonian H since D;H(S,) = w by (7.3). Now we construct the Lyapunov function as a
perturbation of the Hamiltonian by a Casimir invariant:

A(Z) = H(Z) - ”;‘%2, Z=(ATIL7),  veg:=1/Lg(0). (9.4)

Obviously, this function is an invariant for the system (5.3) and the solitons S, are its critical points

since D-H(S,) = w and [D- %272 —r, , = ;rf‘;—’(‘*’o) = w by (6.10). Repeating the calculations (7.5)—

(7.11) with the Lyapunov function (9.4) and v = 0, we obtain

SA = A(Syw +0Z) — A(S,,,) = 6H — %ff((w +)% - 72)
1 €
= 5 B + IVaP)y+ b = twnap@) - B =L (99)

The presence of the last negative term breaks down the positivity of the form, so the estimate
of type (7.1) now does not hold. Indeed, this follows immediately from the fact that the solitary
manifold S, := {S,, : w € R3} is the set of critical points of A and §A, and hence, JA(S,) = 0 for
all w € R3. Note that any modification of the Lyapunov function as A(Z) = H(Z) — f(|x|) does
not help, see Appendix A.

We will prove the linear stability of all solitons S, applying angular momentum conservation

for solutions to (9.1): formally,
J(Z(t)) := (A(z,t)A\II(x,t)) — ((xAV) Az, 1), II(z,t)) + 7(t) = const, t € R. (9.6)

The conservation holds for a class of solutions which must be specified. The problem is the con-
vergence of the middle term with xAV. In particular, the convergence and the conservation hold

for solutions with compact supports. Indeed, denote

Ze={Z=(AXI,m)€Z:A(x) =II(z) =0, |x|> const}.
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Then for solutions with Z € Z. we have
A(z,t) =1I(x,t) =0, |z| > const +|t|. (9.7)

For such solutions, the conservation (9.6) follows by the method of [25] or by the application of
momentum map [32].
To prove the linear stability, it suffices to verify the bound (7.1) with v = 0 on the manifold of

states with constant angular momentum:
M, :={Ze€Z:J(Z)=J(Su)} (9.8)

However, the manifold is not well defined as we mentioned above. On the other hand, the tangent

space T,, := Tg M, does. Indeed, the tangent space can be defined by the equation
T, :={0Z €Z:(dJ(S,),0Z) = 0}. (9.9)
By (9.6), the differential dJ(S,,) acts on the vector 0Z = («, 3,7) € Z as follows:

(dJ(S0),0Z) = (Au(@)AB(x)) = (2AV)Au (), B(x)) +7
= (Au(R)AB(K)) + (VAK)Au (), B(K)) + (9.10)

because IT,, = 0 by (9.3). It remains to note that the functional dJ(S,) is defined on the entire space
Z and even on the Hilbert space Z° := F* @ F° @ R3 since A, (z) € F' N L? and (zAV),A,(z) €
F1'N L2. This follows from the asymptotics

A, =00k,  (VAR)LAL, =0(k™), k=0 (9.11)

which hold by (6.6) with v = 0. Expanding d.J(S,,) = 33 e,d.J,(S,) (with e; = (1,0,0), etc), we

rewrite (9.9) as
T, :={0Ze€Z: (E,,0Z) =0, n=1,2,3}, E, = e,dJ,(S,) € ZNZ. (9.12)

Hence, the vectors E,, generate the three-dimensional orthogonal space N, to Ty, in Z°. Thus, T,,
is the closed linear subspace of codimension three in Z. Denote by T the closure of T, in Z°.
Then T is the closed linear subspace of codimension three in Z°. On the other hand, formula (6.6)
with v = 0 shows that S, is a linear three-dimensional subspace in Z and 79.

The following theorem is our main result for solitons with w # 0. It implies, in particular, that

the space S, is transversal to T,,. Denote by P,, the orthogonal projection of Z° onto TY:

3
Py=1- polE){(En], (9.13)
1
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where p,, are suitable normalization factors.
Theorem 9.2. Let conditions (1.2) hold. Then

1

i = 5 [+ IVa@Pldy + 5vly — raw). s - v’

> s [0+ Va@Ply +92], (@5 € T 0.14)

Remark 9.3. The bound implies that the solitons are stable for the equations (9.1) linearized at

the soliton S, and restricted to the invariant subspace T, see Appendix A.

Note that the quadratic form dA is continuous on the space Z. Hence, it suffices to prove the
bound (9.14) on the space of smooth functions T := T, N [C§° ® C§° @ R3] which is dense in T,
in the norm of Z. For X = (o, 8,7) € T2, the quadratic form JA can be written as A = (X, QX),
where @ is a linear selfadjoint operator in the Hilbert space Z° and the brackets denote the inner

product in Z°. For the smooth functions, (9.14) becomes
(X, QX) = 2(X,QoX), XeT7F, (9.15)

where we denote (using the “Dirac notation”),

—A+vm*(z)p(x))(p(y)m(y)] 0 —vim*(z)p(x)) -A 0 0
Q= 0 1 0 . Qo= 0 1 0 |, (9.16)
—v{p(y)m(y)| 0 J 0 090

where 6 := v — veg > 0 by (6.12), and m(z) denotes the operator a — zAa, o € R3. The

corresponding skew-symmeric matrix reads as

0 —XI3 )
— 3
m(x) = x3 0 -z |, x e R,
—xI2 Tl 0

The operator Qg is positive definite and selfadjoint in Z° with a domain DY. Hence, @ also is the
selfadjoint operator in Z° with the same domain since the difference Q — Qg is a bounded finite-rank
operator in Z° by (9.16) and (1.2). The common domain Z° of both operators @ and @ contains
the space

D® =ZNI[C5 & C @ R?) C Z°.

The domain is dense in Z°. Further we denote by TY the Hilbert space which is the closure of
T, in Z° endowed with the inner product of Z°. In the next section, we will prove two following

propositions.

Proposition 9.4. Let conditions (1.2) hold. Then
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i) the operator Q is nonnegative:
(X,QX) >0, X € D™ (9.17)

ii) ker Q N'TY = 0.

Consider the restrictions of the quadratic forms (X, QX) and (X,QoX) onto T?, and denote

by Q and Qg the corresponding nonnegative selfadjoint operators in TO:
(X,QX) = (X,QX), (X,Q0X)=(X,QX), Xe&Db*nNT, =T (9.18)
The space T is dense in T? and the operators can be expressed as
Q=P,QP,, Qo= P,QoP,. (9.19)

where P, is the projection (9.13).

Proposition 9.5. Let conditions (1.2) hold. Then Q > uQo with sufficiently small > 0, i.e.
QX Ixo > pl|QoX |0, X €T (9.20)

Proof of Theorem 9.2. Proposition 9.4 implies that Q is a selfadjoint nonnegative operator in

TY, similarly to Qo. Therefore, Proposition 9.5 and the Heinz inequality [24, Theorem 2] imply

that Q% > ,usQS for all s € [0,1], i.e.,
1Q° X |lx0 > | Q5 X [0, X € TS (9.21)

Finally, this bound with s = 1/2 obviously implies (9.15) with s = pu. O

10 Proof of Proposition 9.4
It suffices to prove the nonnegativity (9.17) for the case 8 = 0:
B:= / IValdy + vy — (m(y)a(y), p)]* — very® =0, (a,y) € Y™ := [F' NCF]@R?. (10.1)
This form can be written as
B(Y)=(Y,BY), Y = (a,y) € Y,

where B is a selfadjoint operator in the Hilbert space YV := FY @ R3, and the brackets (-,-) now

denote the inner product in Y°. From (9.16), we obtain

o ( —o A+ vlm*p(@))p(y)m| —vim*p(x)) ) | (10.2)
—v{pm(y)| 0
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Proposition 9.4 i) follows from the next lemma.
Lemma 10.1. Let conditions (1.2) hold. Then the operator B is nonnegative.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the resolvent R(\) = (B —\)"1: Y? — Y? is a bounded operator for
A < 0. The operator B — X is a finite-dimensional perturbation of an invertible for A < 0 operator.

Hence, it remains to check that
ker(B — \) =0, A < 0. (10.3)

The calculation of the kernel reduces to a finite-dimensional problem. Indeed, the equation
(B—A\)Y =0 with Y = (a, ) € Y reads as

{ (—A = Na +vm*p{pm|a) — vm*py (10.4)
—vi{pmla) + (6 —A)y = 0
Using the last equation, we rewrite the first one as
(A =XNa(z) = —m"(x)p(x)(d — ANy +vm*(z)p(x)y = m"(x)p(z)(Vegg + Ny, A€ R.  (10.5)
Now
a=(—A =N m*(@)p(@)(veg + M7, A <0. (10.6)

Remark 10.2. For any vector w € R3, the vector field m*(z)p(x)w is divergence free by the
spherical symmetry (1.2).

Substituting (10.6) into the second equation of (10.4), we obtain that
AN)y =0, (10.7)
where we denote the matrix
AR = v {p(y)m(y), (=0 = )7 G)p)]) (ver +A) + (5= N). (10.8)
The matrix is Hermitian for A € R, so it is defined uniquely by its quadratic form:

Y (AN = —m* (V) (k2 — )7 m* (V)Y (et + A) + (5 = A)y?
— (VRN (0 = NIV AR A (et + A) + (6 — Ay
[V (k)% sin? (k,7)
e [ 17

2
oy k(e + X) + (6= M)y

= —a- (A +ar(M) (10.9)
Thus, the matrix A(\) is the scalar —a_(\) + a4 (\), and (10.3) is equivalent to

a—(A) # ar(N), A <0. (10.10)
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Note that the function a_ () is strictly increasing, while a () is strictly decreasing for A < 0, and

both functions are continuous. Hence, (10.10) is equivalent to the inequality

a_(0) < a,(0) (10.11)
or o
A 2 . 2
Weﬁ/ Vo) sin” (k1) o (10.12)
ok?

For v = (0,0, |7y]), this inequality can be written as

1 IVp(k)|? (k3 + k3) 1 1 61
dk < — — = . 10.1
1(1+51)/ oTH ST T3l I(I+6D) (10.13)
Now (6.11) with v = 0 shows that both sides of the inequality (10.13) coincide. O

Proof of Proposition 9.4. The nonnegativity (9.17) follows from Lemma 10.1. For (o, 3,7) €
ker @) we have f = 0. Now (9.9) and (9.10) imply that v = 0 for (a, 8,7) € ker @ N'T,,. Then also
a =0 by (10.5) with A = 0. As the result, ker @ N'T,, = 0.

11 Proof of Proposition 9.5

It suffices to prove that the operator QuQ " : T — TY is bounded. Indeed, Qo = QuQ71Q, so we
obtain [|QoX |lx0 < C||QX ||xo for X € T which is equivalent to (9.20).

The difference Q — Qq is a finite-rank bounded operator in Z°. Hence, Q — Qq is a finite-rank
bounded operator in the Hilbert space T, by (9.19) and (9.13) since E,, € Z° by (9.12). Therefore,
the selfadjoint operators Q and Qg have an identical domain D°. Moreover, Proposition 9.4 implies
that Q is positive definite, and hence, it is a bijection of DO onto TY. Therefore, the operator
QoQ ! is well defined on the entire Hilbert space TY, so the operator is bounded by the closed

graph theorem.

A Comments

L. In the case v = 0 and w # 0 the lower bound (7.1) fails because of the three-dimensional kernel

of the quadratic form (9.5). One can try to improve the Lyapunov function (9.4) as follows:
AMZ) =H(Z) - f(x]),  Z=(AILm). (A1)

The identity (7.3) implies that the function f must satisfy the identity Dy f(|m,|) = w: using (6.10)

with v = 0, we obtain

Flmol) 22 = F(Imu))—

= w, (A.2)
7] @l
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that is, f'(|mw]) = |w|- In (9.4), we have chosen a particular function satisfying this condition,
however, any modification of f does not help. Indeed, the difference f(|m, +v|) — f(|7w|) = 0 on
the sphere |1, + 7| — |7,| = 0 which contains the point v = 0. The tangent plane to this sphere at
the point v = 0 is orthogonal to w by (6.10). Accordingly, for any f, the function (A.1), restricted
to the plane {S,, + (0,0,7) : 7Lw} has a degenerate Hessian: for y_Lw, we have

[ZA(Aw, Ty, 7 + €)]lem0 = OZ[H(Au, T, w0y + €7) = f(Im + e7)]le=0
= O:[w-e]le=0 — B2 (Im + €7])]le=0 = 0. (A.3)

II. The tangent space Ty, formally is invariant with respect to the dynamics (9.1) linearized at the
stationary point S,,. Indeed, the linearized equation reads & = dF (Sw)&. The invariance means
that the identity (dJ(Sy),§) = 0 implies

(dJ(Sw)a dF(Sw)S) =0. (A4)

Let us write the system (9.1) as Z(t) = F(Z(t)). Then the conservation of angular momentum
(9.6) implies that
(dJ(Z(1)), (1)) = (dJ(Z(t)), F(Z(t))) = 0.

Hence, (dJ(Z), F(Z)) = 0 for Z € M.,,. Applying the differentiation L¢ in the direction of a vec-
tor & € Ty, we obtain (LgdJ(Sy), F'(Sy)) + (dJ(Sw), Le F(Sy)) = 0. However, the soliton S,
is the stationary solution, so F/(S,) = 0 and (dJ(S.),L¢F(S,)) = 0 which implies (A.4) since
dF(Sy,)§ := LeF(Sy).

III. The bound (9.15) follows from the estimate (9.21) with s = 1/2 for the square roots Q'/2
and Qé/ ? which are pseudodifferential operators. Our method of proof of Theorem 9.2 reduces the
problem to calculations with differential operators and allows us to avoid calculations of pseudod-

ifferential ones.

B Proof of Lemma 6.2

ad i). Substituting (6.6) into (6.2), we obtain

WAV p w §
T = & —{Auw()AYP(Y)) = I 4% v /k2 AR) Ak: LA IR

(KD dky [ kG- R (KD B ep
:w<I+ m) /k2(k2_(;.k)2)dk:w<1+ m) Qow, (B.1)

where we denote p;(|k|) := p(k). We consider two cases w|jv and w_Lv separately.

The case w|v. We may assume that w = (Jw|,0,0) and v = (£[v],0,0). Then

k(w - k)|p} (Vf\ \2 / kik|py ([E)|? k21 o4 (k]2
v (= = k= — Z __dk. B.2
Qu, 2(k2 — (v- dk jw] K2(k2 —v2k?)2 )d wle K2 (k2 — Uzk%)d (B.2)
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Substituting into (B.1), we obtain

k3 + k3

Moo = T, T0) =T+ (05~ s PRI (B.3)

The case wlv. We may assume that w = (Jw],0,0) and v = (0, |v[,0). In this case

BIAGKDE

Qow = |wler R2(k2 — 02k2)

and
k2 + k2
_ 7l 1 _ 2 3 . 2
Mo = L), Th(0) = T+ (s A GKDP) (B.4)

by (B.1). Now Lemma 6.2 i) is proved.

ad ii). Now we consider the case (v,w) ¢ 3. We may assume that v = (|v|,0,0) with |v| # 0, and
w = (w1,we,0), where wy # 0 and wg # 0. In this case

k:%wl

w10 .
[ (i) e (S0 AR
Quw = 2W2 k2(k}2—?}2k%) - 202 ) j = /<:2(k2—v2k%)’ ] =12

It remains to show that o > s since then g, ., }f w, so (6.9) breaks down by (B.1). Calculating in

spherical coordinates, we get

2rC, 1 +|v| e 1+ v
- 1 _9 ) :—”( 2_ 1) P )
a BE < no— v az = (v )In = + 2y

where C, > 0 due to the last condition of (1.2). Hence,

mC, oy, 1+ |v]
g = (3~ )1 —6 )
o1 =0y = T2 ((3 = o) 1~ o
Expanding into the Taylor series for |v| < 1, we obtain
1+ [v] P Pl
2 2
e — 6] = (3 (2 o7 1 ol 4 oI ) -
(3 —1|v|?) no— o] 6lv] = (3= |v]*)(2|v] + 3 + 5 + - + 6|v|
6 2 5 6 2, = 3 1 2k+1
- (2_Zz 2_“ o149 _
(=2l + G = Dol + -+ 25 — P 4 >0

. 3 1 4k—4
SINCe 9p — 251 = PR > 0 for k > 2. Hence, ay — ag > 0.

Remark B.1. The inequality ay > az and the formulas (B.3), (B.4) easily imply that I5(v) >
14 () for p(x) 0.



25

References

[1]
2]

3]

[11]

[12]

M. Abraham, Prinzipien der Dynamik des Elektrons, Ann. Phys. (Leipz.) 10 (1903) 105-179.

M. Abraham, Theorie der Elektrizitat, Bd.2: Elektromagnetische Theorie der Strahlung, Teub-
ner, Leipzig, 1905.

V. L. Arnold, Sur la géométrie différentielle des groupes de Lie de dimension infinie et ses
applications a 1’hydrodynamique des fluides parfaits, Ann. Institut Fourier 16 (1966), no. 1,
319-361.

V.I. Arnold, B.S. Khesin, Topological Methods in Hydrodynamics, Springer, New York, 1998.

V.I. Arnold, V.V. Kozlov, A.l. Neishtadt, Mathematical Aspects of Classical and Celestial
Mechanics, Springer, Berlin, 1997.

D. Bambusi, L. Galgani, Some rigorous results on the Pauli-Fierz model of classical electro-
dynamics, Ann. de 'ILH.P., section A 58(1993), no. 2, 155-171.

M. Born, Atomic Physics, Blackie & Son, London—Glasgow, 1951.

V.S. Buslaev, G. Perelman, On the stability of solitary waves for nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tions, Amer. Math. Soc. Trans. 164 (1995), no. 2, 75-98.

V.S. Buslaev, C. Sulem, On asymptotic stability of solitary waves for nonlinear Schrédinger
equations, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Anal. Non Linéaire 20 (2003), no. 3, 419-475.

P. A. M. Dirac, Classical theory of radiating electrons, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 167 (1938),
148-169.

E. Gibney, Muons’ big moment could fuel new physics, Nature 544 (2017), 145-146.
https://doi.org/10.1038/544145a

M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, W.A. Strauss, Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of
symmetry, I; II. J. Func. Anal. 74 (1987), 160-197; 94 (1990), 308-348.

F. Hiroshima, H. Spohn, Mass renormalization in nonrelativistic quantum electrodynamics,
Journal of Mathematical Physics 46 (2005), 042302.

D. Holm, J. E. Marsden, T. S. Ratiu, A. Weinstein, Nonlinear stability of fluid and plasma
equilibria Physics Reports 123 (1985), 1-116.

D. Holm, T. Schmah, C. Stoica, Geometric Mechanics and Symmetry, Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 2009.

V. Imaykin, A. Komech, N. Mauser, Soliton-type asymptotics for the coupled Maxwell-Lorentz
equations, Ann. Inst. Poincaré, Phys. Theor. 5 (2004) 1117-1135.


https://doi.org/10.1038/544145a

[17]

[18]

[19]

26

V. Imaykin, A. Komech, H. Spohn, Rotating charge coupled to the Maxwell field: scattering
theory and adiabatic limit, Monatsh. Math. 142 (2004), no. 1-2, 143-156.

V. Imaykin, A. Komech, H. Spohn, Scattering asymptotics for a charged particle coupled to
the Maxwell field, J. Math. Phys. 52 (2011), no. 4, 042701.

V. Imaykin, A. Komech, H. Spohn, On the Lagrangian theory for rotating charge in the
Maxwell field, Physics Letters A 379 (2015), no. 1-2, 5-10.

V. Imaykin, A. Komech, H. Spohn, On invariants for the Poincaré equations and applications,
J. Math. Phys. 58 (2017), no. 1, 012901-1 — 012901-13.

V. Imaikin, A. Komech, B. Vainberg, On scattering of solitons for the Klein-Gordon equation
coupled to a particle, Comm. Math. Phys. 268 (2006), no. 2, 321-367.

V. Imaikin, A. Komech, B. Vainberg, Scattering of solitons for coupled wave-particle equations,
J. Math. Analysis and Appl. 389 (2012), no. 2, 713-740.

J.D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, 3rd edition, Wiley, New York, 1999.

T. Kato, Notes on some inequalities for linear operators, Math. Ann. 125 (1952), no. 1, 208
212.

M. Kiessling, Classical electron theory and conservation laws, Phys. Lett. A 258 (1999), 197
204.

A. Komech, Quantum Mechanics: Genesis and Achievements, Springer, Dordrecht, 2013.

A. Komech, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics and Attractors, World Scientific, Singapore,
2022.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, Attractors of nonlinear Hamiltonian partial differential equations,
Russ. Math. Surv. 75 (2020), no. 1, 1-87.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, Attractors of Hamiltonian Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations,

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2022.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, On orbital stability of solitons for 2D Maxwell-Lorentz equations
with spinning particle, submitted to Comm. Pure Appl. Anal., 2023.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, On the Hamilton—Poisson structure and solitons for the Maxwell—
Lorentz equations with spinning particle, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 522, no. 2, 15 June 2023,
126976.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, Momentum map for the Maxwell-Lorentz equations with spinning
particle, submitted to Dynamics PDE, 2023.

A. Komech, E. Kopylova, H. Spohn, Scattering of solitons for Dirac equation coupled to a
particle, J. Math. Analysis and Appl. 383 (2011), no. 2, 265-290.



[34]

[35]

[36]

27

A. Komech, M. Kunze, H. Spohn, Effective dynamics for a mechanical particle coupled to a
wave field, Comm. Math. Phys. 203 (1999), 1-19.

A. Komech, H. Spohn, Soliton-like asymptotics for a scalar particle interacting with a scalar
wave field, Nonlinear Analysis 33 (1998), no. 1, 13-24.

A.I. Komech, H. Spohn, Long-time asymptotics for the coupled Maxwell-Lorentz equations,
Comm. Partial Differential Equations 25 (2000), 559-584.

A.I. Komech, H. Spohn, M. Kunze, Long-time asymptotics for a classical particle interacting
with a scalar wave field, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 22 (1997), 307-335.

M. Kunze, On the absence of radiationless motion for a rotating classical charge Advances in
Mathematics 223, no. 5, 1632—-1665.

M. Kunze, H. Spohn, Adiabatic limit for the Maxwell-Lorentz equations, Ann. Henri Poincaré
1 (2000), 625-653.

S. Lie, Theorie der Transformationsgruppen, Teubner, Leipzig, 1890.

J.E. Marsden, G. Misiolek, J.-P. Ortega, M. Perlmutter, T.S. Ratiu, Hamiltonian Reduction
by Stages, Springer, 2007.

E.T. Matsui, An equivariant Liapunov stability test and the energy-momentum-Casimir
method, Symplectic Geometry 1 (2002), no. 4, 683-693.

J.S. Nodvik, A covariant formulation of classical electrodynamics for charges of finite exten-
sions, Ann. Phys. 28 (1964), 225-319.

H. Poincaré, Sur une forme nouvelle des équations de la mécanique, C. R. Acad. Sci. 132
(1901), 369-371.

J.J. Sakurai, Advanced Quantum Mechanics, Pearson Education, Incorporated, 2006.

H. Spohn, Dynamics of Charged Particles and Their Radiation Field, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2004.



	Introduction
	The Maxwell potentials and the well-posedness
	The Hamilton–Poisson structure
	The canonical transformation to the comoving frame
	The reduced system
	The solitons
	The Lyapunov function and bound below for solitons with =0
	Orbital stability of solitons with =0
	Linear stability of solitons with v=0 and =0
	Proof of Proposition 9.4
	Proof of Proposition 9.5
	Comments
	Proof of Lemma 6.2

