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THE GLOBAL DYNAMICS FOR THE MAXWELL-DIRAC SYSTEM

YONGGEUN CHO AND KIYEON LEE

Abstract. In this paper, we study the global existence and modified scattering of solutions to

(1+3) dimensional massive Maxwell-Dirac system in the Lorenz gauge. We employ a vector-field

energy method combined with a delicate analysis of the space-time resonance argument. This

approach allows us to establish decay estimates and energy bounds crucial for proving the main

theorem. Especially, we provide an explicit phase correction arising from the strong nonlinear

resonances.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Maxwell-Dirac system. In this paper we consider (1+3)-dimensional Maxwell-Dirac sys-

tem: 


iαµDµψ = mβψ,

∂νFµν = −〈ψ, αµψ〉 ,
(MD)

where the spinor field is ψ : R1+3 → C4, the gauge fields are Aµ : R1+3 → R, the covariant

derivative Dµ denotes ∂µ − iAµ for µ = 0, 1, 2, 3, and ∂0 = ∂t. The curvature is defined by

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. α
µ and β are Hermitian 4× 4 matrices. In particular, α0 denotes the 4× 4

identity I4 and α1, α2, α3, β have the relation

αjαk + αkαj = 2δjkI4, αjβ + βαj = 0 (j, k = 1, 2, 3), and β2 = I4.
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2 YONGGEUN CHO AND KIYEON LEE

We use the standard Pauli-Dirac representation [2, 44] in this paper. The Greek indices indicate

the space-time components µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 and Roman indices mean the spatial components

j = 1, 2, 3, in the sequel. The Einstein summation convention is in effect with Greek indices

summed over µ = 0, · · · , 3 and Roman indices summed over the spatial variables j = 1, 2, 3.

We lower and raise indices with Minkowski metric η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Thus αµ = ηµνα
ν and

∂µ = ηµν∂ν . The 〈φ, ψ〉 = φ†ψ denotes a standard complex inner product. We call massive and

massless (MD) if the mass parameter is m > 0 and m = 0, respectively.

Maxwell-Dirac system is the Euler-Lagrange equations for S[Aµ, ψ], where

S[Aµ, ψ] =

∫

R1+3

[
−
1

4
FµνFµν + i 〈ψ, αµDµψ〉 −m 〈ψ, βψ〉

]
dxdt.

The system (MD) models an electron in electromagnetic field and form a fundamental system in

quantum electrodynamics. For detailed description, we refer to [2, 42].

One of the basic features of (MD) is the gauge invariance. Indeed, (MD) is invariant under the

gauge transformation (ψ,A) 7−→ (eiχψ,A − dχ), for a real-valued function χ on R × R3. For the

sake of concreteness of discussion, let us choose the Lorenz gauge

∂µAµ = 0. (1.1)

Under (1.1), the system (MD) becomes



(−i∂t + α ·D +mβ)ψ = Aµα

µψ in R1+3,

−�Aµ = 〈ψ, αµψ〉 ,
(1.2)

The momentum operator D = (D1, D2, D3) is defined by Dj = −i∂j (j = 1, 2, 3) and α =

(α1, α2, α3) and � = −∂2t +∆. We will consider a Cauchy problem of (1.2) with initial data

ψ(0) = ψ0, Aµ(0) = aµ, ∂tAµ(0) = ȧµ. (1.3)

If the solution to (1.2) with (1.3) is sufficiently smooth, the system possesses the charge conservation

law

‖ψ(t)‖L2 = ‖ψ0‖L2.

1.2. Previous works. There is a large amount of literature dealing with the local and global

well-posedness, and the asymptotic behavior of solutions of IVP to (MD). For early work in

[3, 21], the authors considered the local well-posedness of (MD) on R1+3 and Georgiev [17] proved

the global existence for small, smooth initial data in the Lorenz gauge. Later, D’Ancona-Foschi-

Selberg [8] obtained an almost optimal regularity (ψ0, aµ, ȧµ) ∈ Hε × Hε+ 1
2 × Hε− 1

2 on R1+3 of

local solution in the Lorenz gauge. They exploited the spinorial null structures, which stem from

Dirac projection operators. D’Ancona-Selberg [9] extended their previous approach to (MD) on

R1+2 and proved the global well-posedness in the charge class L2 × H
1
2 × H− 1

2 . Regarding the

local well-posedness for (MD) in the Coulomb gauge (∂jAj = 0), we refer to [1, 34]. Moreover,

Masmoudi and Nakanishi [35] showed the unconditional uniqueness results for (1+3) dimensional

(MD) in the Coulomb gauge.

Concerning the asymptotic behavior of global solution to (MD) in the R1+3 Minkowski space,

we refer to [14, 39]. In [14], Flato et al considered a final state problem of (MD) in the Lorenz

gauge and they showed the asymptotic behavior and asymptotic completeness which leads to the
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global well-posedness of IVP to massive (MD) for a data set in Schwartz class and also to a

modified scattering. The result of [14] seems to be the first nonlinear scattering result obtained

without compact support condition. Later, Psarelli [39] showed the global behavior for the IVP

to massive (MD) in the Lorenz gauge with compactly supported initial data. Regarding (MD)

with vanishing magnetic field, in [6, 7], the authors established the modified scattering results in

the Lorenz gauge, independently. Recently, Herr, Ifrim, and Spitz [26] considered (MD) in the

Lorenz gauge and showed the global existence and modified scattering based on the method of

testing with wave packets. Especially, they investigated the asymptotic behavior of the solutions

via asymptotic expansion inside the light cone.

For other problems related to (MD), we first refer to [16] for a modified scattering in the energy

critical space on R1+d (d ≥ 4) in the Coulomb gauge and also [33] for a linear scattering on R1+4 in

the Lorenz gauge. As a scalar counterpart of (MD), the Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (MKG) has

been also studied by many authors. Regarding the global well-posedness for the (1+4) dimensional

massless (MKG), we refer the reader to [32, 41]. In [31, 36, 37], the authors studied independently

the scattering results for massless (MKG) in the Coulomb gauge on R1+4. Concerning the global

existence for (1+3) dimension, we refer to [43]. In particular, in [5, 25, 45, 46], the authors presented

an asymptotic behavior of the solution to the massless (MKG) in the Coulomb and Lorenz gauge

on R1+3. We also refer to [28, 38] for the modified scattering results of the massive Maxwell-Klein-

Gordon type system in the Lorenz gauge. While the massless (MKG) are concerned by many

authors, there is a few scattering results for massive (MKG). We would like to mention the recent

result in [15] which establishes the global regularity for the modified scattering results of the higher

dimensional massive (MKG) on R1+d(d ≥ 4) in the Coulomb gauge. See also [13, 30] and [11, 12]

for the asymptotic behavior of the (1+3) dimensional massive (MKG) and wave-Klein-Gordon

type systems, respectively.

1.3. Main Theorem. To identify the asymptotic behavior for Dirac spinor, we introduce Dirac

projection operator and decompose spinor by using this projection. Let us denote 〈D〉 := F−1(〈ξ〉)

and |D| := F−1(|ξ|), where F ,F−1 are Fourier transform and its inverse, respectively, and 〈 · 〉 :=

(1 + | · |2)
1
2 . Then we define projection operators Πθ for θ ∈ {+,−} by

Πθ

(
= Πθ(D)

)
:=

1

2

(
I4 + θ

α ·D + β

〈D〉

)
. (1.4)

We denote the symbol of Πθ by Πθ(ξ). This simply implies ψ = Π+ψ +Π−ψ.

Let us define the standard vector fields as follows:

∂µ (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3), Ωjk := xj∂k − xk∂j (jk ∈ {23, 31, 12}), Γj := t∂j + xj∂t (j = 1, 2, 3),

which are the infinitesimal generators of translation, rotation, and Lorentz boost, respectively. For

n ∈ N, we define sets of differential operators by

V0 := {I} and Vn :=
{
[∂]a[Ω]b[Γ]c : |a|+ |b|+ |c| ≤ n

}
,

where a = (a0, a1, a2, a3) b = (b1, b2, b3), c = (c1, c2, c3), |a| =
∑4

µ=0 aµ, |b| =
∑3

j=1 bj, |c| =
∑3

j=1 cj , and

[∂]a := ∂a0
0 ∂a1

1 ∂a2
2 ∂a3

3 , [Ω]b := Ωb1
23Ω

b2
31Ω

b3
12, [Γ]c := Γc1

1 Γc2
2 Γc2

1 .
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Our main theorem is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let N(n) be indexed as follows:

n 0 1 2 3

N(n) 70 30 20 10

Them, there exist ε0 > 0 such that:

(i) Suppose that the initial data (1.3) satisfies that

‖ 〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 ψ̂0‖L∞

ξ
+

3∑

n=0

[
‖ 〈x〉n 〈D〉n ψ0‖HN(n) + ‖ 〈x〉n 〈D〉n |D|

1
2 (aµ, ȧµ)‖HN(n)

]
< ε0. (1.5)

Then there exists a unique global solution (ψ,Aµ) with (ψ, |D|
1
2Aµ) ∈ C([0,∞);HN(0)) to

(MD) in the Lorenz gauge (1.1).

(ii) The solution (ψ(t), Aµ(t)) has the following asymptotic behavior: There exists (ψ∞(t), A∞
µ (t))

and phase modification Bθ(t,D)(θ ∈ {+,−}) such that for some 0 < δ, ζ ≪ 1,
{ ∥∥Πθψ(t)− eiBθ(t,D)Πθψ

∞(t)
∥∥
L2∥∥(Aµ(t), ∂tAµ(t))− (A∞

µ (t), ∂tA
∞
µ (t))

∥∥
Ḣ

1
2
+ζ×Ḣ− 1

2
+ζ

}
= O(t−δ) as t→ ∞, (1.6)

where the phase modification is defined by the symbol

Bθ(t, ξ) := Πθ(ξ)α
µ

∫ t

0

(P≤KAµ)

(
s, θ

sξ

〈ξ〉

)
ds (1.7)

for K = K(s) which is the largest integer such that 2K ≤ 〈s〉−
2
3−2ζ

, and (ψ∞, A∞
µ ) ∈

C(R;L2 × Ḣ
1
2+ζ) is a solution to the linear system (MD):




iαµ∂µψ

∞ = mβψ∞,

�A∞
µ = 0.

(iii) For some small δ > 0, the solution (ψ,Aµ) satisfies the energy bounds with slow growth,

3∑

n=0

sup
L∈Vn

‖LΠθψ(t)‖HN(n) + ‖|D|
1
2LAµ(t)‖HN(n) . ε0 〈t〉

δ
,

for t ∈ [0,∞). Moreover, (ψ,Aµ) decays as follows:

3∑

n=0

sup
L∈Vn

‖LΠθψ(t)‖L∞ + ‖LAµ(t)‖L∞ . ε0 〈t〉
−1+δ

. (1.8)

The novelty of this paper is to provide an explicit form of interaction between spinor and

gauge fields resulting in modified scattering. The proof is based on the space-time resonance

argument developed by Germain-Masmoudi-Shatah [18, 19, 20] and the vector-field energy method

by Ionescu-Pausader [28]. We believe that our method for modified scattering used in this paper

has its own specific advantages that would be of independent interest in various applications. It

remains still open to obtain the global existence and asymptotic behavior of (MD) in the other

gauges (especially the Coulomb gauge). The Maxwell part consists of elliptic and wave equations

in the Coulomb gauge. Due to the lack of Lorentz invariance in the elliptic equation, the extension

of current results to the problem in the Coulomb gauge will be nontrivial. This will be addressed

as a next issue.
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Remark 1.2. (1) The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a bootstrap argument under the a priori

assumptions (3.3)–(3.5). The initial data condition (1.5) is essential for satisfying these assump-

tions. Specifically, the Fourier amplitude condition in (1.5) is crucial to demonstrate modified

scattering behavior for the Dirac component.

(2) The phase correction Bθ(t, ξ) is a real-valued and exhibits tδ-growth due to the slow decay

(1.8) of the gauge fields (see (8.33)). In view of the dispersive effects, even if we obtain the full

decay t−1 of the Maxwell part, this phase correction still possesses at least logarithmic divergence.

(3) In (1.6), this asymptotic behavior for Dirac spinor implies that there exists B(t,D) such

that

∥∥∥ψ(t)− eiB(t,D)ψ∞(t)
∥∥∥
L2

t→∞
−−−→ 0.

Here, B(t,D) can be defined as

eiB(t,D) := eiB+(t,D)Π+ + eiB−(t,D)Π−.

(4) Theorem 1.1 describes the linear scattering behavior for the wave part, while the spinor

component exhibits modified scattering effects. The regularity of the homogeneous space plays a

role of a null structure, which implies additional time decay. Based on this observation, we also

obtain

∥∥(Aµ(t), ∂tAµ(t))− (A∞
µ (t), ∂tA

∞
µ (t))

∥∥
Ḣm×Ḣm−1 . ε0 〈t〉

−δ
, (1.9)

for m ∈ [1, N(2)].

(5) Within the existence time the solution has the same regularity as the initial data. We brief

on this in Section 5.

(6) Some exponents appearing in Theorem 1.1 are obtained roughly. For instance, the regularity

exponent N(n) could be improved. In this paper, we set δ = 10−10, ζ = 1050δ, and δ = 410δ and

we will not pursue the sharpness of these parameters.

(7) We tried to find the minimal order of Vn(n ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n0}), and n0 = 3 seems to be best

in our analysis. One may consider higher orders n0 ≥ 4 by adjusting N(n) and δ suitably. In this

higher order case, one may get t−
3
2+δ decay for Dirac part.

1.4. Main idea. We prove the existence of global solution and the asymptotic behavior with

a bootstrap argument starting from an a priori assumption with energy and weighted energy

estimates, which are equipped with differential operators L ∈ Vn and scattering norms that we

devise to control Fourier amplitude throughout the paper (see (3.3)–(3.5)). Our argument is

summarized as the vector-field energy method, which enables us to handle the higher-order energy

estimates by the normal form approach exploiting space-time resonances suitably.
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The nonlinear terms of (1.2) give rise to several oscillatory integrals with the stationary points

of the phase interactions. Our analysis begins with addressing the space, time, and space-time res-

onances of phase functions originating from the Dirac and wave propagators. Specifically, through

a standard reformulation with the Dirac projection operator and first-order wave equations (see

Section 2.1 below), we obtain the nonlinearities ΦΘ and Vµ,Θ′ for the profiles φθ0 = eθ0it〈D〉ψθ0

and Vµ,θ0′ = |D|
1
2 e−θ0

′it|D|Aµ,θ0′ , respectively:
∫

R1+3

eis pΘ(ξ,η)Πθ0(ξ)|η|
− 1

2 V̂µ,θ2(s, η)α
µφ̂θ1(s, ξ − η) dηds, pΘ(ξ, η) = θ 〈ξ〉 − θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|,

∫

R1+3

|ξ|−
1
2 eisqΘ′ (ξ,η)

〈
φ̂θ′

1
(s, η), αµφ̂θ′

2
(s, ξ + η)

〉
dηds, qΘ′(ξ, η) = −θ′|ξ|+ θ′1 〈η〉 − θ′2 〈ξ + η〉 ,

(1.10)

where 3-tuples Θ = (θ, θ1, θ2) and Θ′ = (θ′, θ1
′, θ2

′) where θj , θj
′ ∈ {+,−} (j = 1, 2). We call the

functions pΘ and qΘ′ phase interactions in this paper. As we can observe obviously, the nonlinearity

of the Dirac part and wave part consists of Dirac-wave interaction and Dirac-Dirac interaction,

respectively. Hence the phase interactions exhibit various sign relations, requiring consideration of

different resonance cases.

While the phases experience space-time resonance, the nonlinearities of (1.2) lack sufficient null

structures to eliminate these resonances. As observed in [6, 8, 16, 27, 33], the relation between pro-

jection operators and Dirac matrices αj induces sign-changed projection parts and Riesz transform

parts:

αjΠθ(ξ) = Π−θ(ξ)α
j + θ

ξj

〈ξ〉
. (1.11)

Depending on the sigh relation, some terms with null structures emerge, whereas the interaction

generates terms without null structures, regardless of the sign relation. To address the lack of

null structure, we use a feature of Lorentz invariance in the Lorenz gauge. More precisely, we

exploit the vector-field energy method alongside the space-time resonance argument. It is crucial

to introduce the vector fields in the energy estimates in order to avoid the time growth, which is

a cost of weighted estimates occurring in the space-time resonance estimates under the a priori

assumptions. In fact, the number of weights implies the same number of time growth in the

Duhamel’s formula. However, by imposing the vector fields in both energy and weighted estimates,

we can convert weighted estimates into nonlinear estimates without additional time growth arising

from Lorentz boosts (see (2.15) and (2.17)). Since the Dirac operator does not commute with

Lorentz boots in contrast to the Klein-Gordon equation, we find out the exact additional terms

coming from the commutator between vector fields and Dirac operators (see Section 2.3). It turns

out that the additional terms have no harm in the energy estimates. These terms arising in the

exchange procedure can be decomposed into two parts. One part comprises vector fields of lower

order, while the other part includes at least one time-translation vector field. In particular, the

latter does not involve Lorentz boosts. Therefore, we can treat these terms as an easier case due

to the lower order of vector fields throughout the entire estimates.

To show the asymptotic behavior of spinor, we need to control the scattering norm ‖ · ‖D as

defined in (3.1). At the same time, a phase modification is required. In view of the dispersive

estimates for Dirac and Maxwell equations, the nonlinearities are not integrable in time due to
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the resonance in the infrared regime. Hence the phase modification is necessary to get rid of the

resonance effect of slow decay of the low frequency part of gauge fields Aµ associated with the

spinor. Indeed, the phase interaction of Dirac part has a decomposition pΘ = pres+pnon, in which

pres = θ sξ
〈ξ〉 (when θ = θ1) has the most strong resonance and pnon can give a suitable decay effect

(see (8.8)). By cutting off the low frequency part from Aµ as stated in the main theorem, we will

see that
∫ t

0

[
ΦΘ(t, ξ)−

∫

R3

e
θis ξ·η

〈ξ〉Πθ(ξ)P̂≤KAµ(s, η)α
µφ̂θ(s, ξ) dη

]
ds = O(t−δ) (t→ ∞).

This implies that

∂tφ̂θ(t, ξ) = iΠθ(ξ)(P≤KAµ)

(
t, θ

tξ

〈ξ〉

)
αµφ̂θ(t, ξ) + [lower order terms].

From this idea we construct the phase correction (1.7) and learn how to define the scattering norm

‖ · ‖D. For more diverse phase corrections, we refer to [10, 22, 24].

Compared to the asymptotic behavior of Dirac spinor, Maxwell part exhibits the linear scattering

feature via the scattering norm ‖ · ‖M. In view of (1.10), the obstacle preventing the dispersion

effect for scattering is a singularity of the factor |ξ|−
1
2 . Moreover, another obstacle is the space-

time resonance of the phase appearing in (1.10) when ξ = 0. Fortunately, these obstacles can be

eliminated by the norm of homogeneous Sobolev space Ḣ
1
2+ζ for some ζ > 0. As a consequence

we get the anticipated linear scattering like (1.6) and (1.9) for the Maxwell part.

1.5. Organization of paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the half-Klein-

Gordon and half-wave equations of (1.2) are derived via projections and also a system of profiles is

considered. We classify the resonance sets of phase interactions. Then in order to describe the fields

and profiles with differential operators, we look into the commutator [L,Πθ] for L ∈ Vn, which

generates nonlinear terms of smooth differential operators essentially in Vn. In Section 3 we provide

a bootstrap argument. For this purpose, we define target solution spaces defined by the energy of

fields and weighted profiles equipped with differential operators L, and to close bootstrapping we

define control norms through the phase-space localization. Then we establish linear estimates under

bootstrapping assumptions, which consists of estimates on the time decay and on the localized

profile. In Section 4 we consider nonlinear estimates based on the bootstrapping assumptions

and linear estimates established in Section 3. Since the nonlinear estimates are carried out in

L2 space, the nonlinear terms generated by commutator turn out be harmless throughout the

whole estimates. In Section 5 we prove the main theorem by assuming bootstrap argument. The

Section 6 is devoted to proving the energy estimate parts of bootstrap and the Section 7 to proving

the estimates of weighted profiles. In Section 8, 9 we show the asymptotic behaviors of spinor

field and gauge field, respectively, from which we can control the scattering norms and close the

bootstrap argument. We describe how to extract the phase modification of the Dirac spinor from

the resonance interaction between spinor and gauge fields in Section 8. We also show the linear

scattering results for gauge fields in Section 9.

1.6. Notations.

(1) (Mixed-normed spaces) For a Banach space X and an interval I, u ∈ L
q
IX iff u(t) ∈ X for

a.e. t ∈ I and ‖u‖Lq
IX

:= ‖‖u(t)‖X‖Lq
I
< ∞. Especially, we abbreviate Lp = Lp

x for the
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spatial norm and indicate the subscripts for only Fourier space norm.

(2) (Sobolev spaces) Let s ∈ R. We define homogeneous Sobolev spaces ‖u‖Ḣs := ‖|D|su‖L2.

For inhomogeneous spaces, we define ‖u‖Hs := ‖ 〈D〉s u‖L2.

(3) Different positive constants depending only on n, ε0 are denoted by the same letter C, if

not specified. A . B and A & B mean that A ≤ CB and A ≥ C−1B respectively for some

C > 0. A ∼ B means that A . B and A & B.

(4) (Littlewood-Paley operators) Let ρ be a Littlewood-Paley function such that ρ ∈ C∞
0 (B(0, 2))

with ρ(ξ) = 1 for |ξ| ≤ 1 and define ρk(ξ) := ρ
(

ξ
2k

)
− ρ

(
ξ

2k−1

)
for 2 ∈ Z. Then we de-

fine the frequency projection Pk by F(Pkf)(ξ) = ρk(ξ)f̂ (ξ), and also ρ≤k :=
∑

k′≤k ρk′

and ρ>k = 1 − ρ≤k. Then we also denote F(P≤kf)(ξ) = ρ≤k(ξ)f̂(ξ) and F(P>kf)(ξ) =

ρ>k(ξ)f̂(ξ). For k ∈ Z we denote ρ[ℓ1,ℓ2] =
∑

ℓ1≤k≤ℓ2
ρk and ρ̃k := ρ[k−2,k+2]. In particular,

P̃kPk = PkP̃k = Pk where P̃k = F−1ρ̃kF .

(5) (Localization on phase space) Let Uk = {j ∈ Z : k + j ≥ 0 (k ≤ 0) and j = 0 (k ≥ 1)} for

fixed k ∈ Z. Then j ∈ Uk means j ≥ −min(k, 0). For any j ∈ Uk, let

ρ̄
(k)
j (x) =





ρ≤−k(x) if k + j = 0 and k ≤ 0,

ρ≤0(x) if j = 0 and k ≥ 1,

ρj(x) if k + j ≥ 1 and j ≥ 1.

Then,
∑

j∈Uk
ρ̄
(k)
j = 1. For k ∈ Z, j ∈ Uk, let Qjk denote the phase space localization

operator

Qjkf(x) = ρ̄
(k)
j (x)Pkf(x).

We note that the uncertainty principle allows us to consider Qjk only when 2j+k ≥ 1.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Set up for the Maxwell-Dirac system. By the definition of Dirac projection (1.4), Πθ

satisfies the properties:

Πθ +Π−θ = I4, ΠθΠ−θ = 0, and ΠθΠθ = Πθ.

We can decompose the Dirac spinor ψ into half Klein-Gordon waves, i.e., ψ+ and ψ− by projection

operator Πθ. Let ψθ = Πθψ for θ ∈ {+,−}. Then we obtain the following decoupled equations

from the Dirac part of (1.2):



(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)ψθ = Πθ

(
Aµα

µψ
)
,

ψθ(0) := ψ0,θ.

Note that ψ = ψ+ + ψ−.

We now decompose gauge field as Aµ = Aµ,+ +Aµ,− with

Aµ,θ′ =
1

2

(
1 + θ′|D|−1(−i∂t)

)
Aµ,
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for θ′ ∈ {+,−}. Then the Maxwell part of (1.2) is rewritten as the following equations:





(i∂t + θ′|D|)Aµ,θ′ = θ′
1

2
|D|−1 〈ψ, αµψ〉 ,

Aµ,θ′(0) := aµ,θ′ :=
1

2
(aµ − θ′i|D|−1ȧµ).

Therefore (1.2) becomes the system





(−i∂t + θ 〈D〉)ψθ = Πθ

(
Aµα

µψ
)
,

(i∂t + θ′|D|)Aµ,θ′ = θ′
1

2
|D|−1 〈ψ, αµψ〉

with initial data (ψθ(0), Aµ,θ′(0)) = (ψ0,θ, aµ,θ′), for θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}. Defining Wµ,θ′ := |D|
1
2Aµ,θ′

(Wµ :=Wµ,+ +Wµ,−), we also have





(−i∂t + θ 〈D〉)ψθ = Πθ

[(
|D|−

1
2Wµ

)
αµψ

]
,

(i∂t + θ′|D|)Wµ,θ′ = θ′
1

2
|D|−

1
2 〈ψ, αµψ〉 .

(2.1)

Now by Duhamel’s principle, (2.1) can be converted into

ψθ(t) = e−θit〈D〉ψ0,θ + i
∑

θ1,θ2∈{±}

∫ t

0

e−θi(t−s)〈D〉Πθ

((
|D|−

1
2Wµ,θ2

)
αµψθ1

)
(s) ds,

Wµ,θ′(t) = eθ
′it|D||D|

1
2 aµ,θ′ − θ′

i

2

∑

θ′
1,θ

′
2∈{±}

∫ t

0

eθ
′i(t−s)|D||D|−

1
2

〈
ψθ′

1
, αµψθ′

2

〉
(s) ds.

To keep track of the scattering state, we define profile fields φθ and Vµ,θ′ by

φθ(t) := eθit〈D〉ψθ(t) and Vµ,θ′(t) := e−θ′it|D|Wµ,θ′(t).

By taking Fourier transform and time derivative, one gets the frequency representation as follows:

∂tφ̂θ(t, ξ) =
i

(2π)3

∑

θ1,θ2∈{±}

ΦΘ(t, ξ) (Θ = (θ, θ1, θ2)),

∂tV̂µ,θ′(t, ξ) = −θ′
i

2(2π)3

∑

θ′
1,θ

′
2∈{±}

Vµ,Θ′(t, ξ) (Θ′ = (θ′, θ′1, θ
′
2)),

where

ΦΘ(t, ξ) :=

∫

R3

eis pΘ(ξ,η)Πθ(ξ)|η|
− 1

2 V̂µ,θ2(s, η)α
µφ̂θ1(s, ξ − η) dη, (2.2)

Vµ,Θ′(t, ξ) := |ξ|−
1
2

∫

R3

eisqΘ′ (ξ,η)
〈
φ̂θ′

1
(s, η), αµφ̂θ′

2
(s, ξ + η)

〉
dη, (2.3)

pΘ(ξ, η) := θ 〈ξ〉 − θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|, (2.4)

qΘ′(ξ, η) := −θ′|ξ|+ θ′1 〈η〉 − θ′2 〈ξ + η〉 . (2.5)

Remark 2.1. Our energy estimates rely on the quasilinear characteristics of (MD), rather than

directly utilizing the specific forms given in (2.2) and (2.3). However, from the significance of

observing the oscillations within the nonlinearities of (MD), we include the forms(2.2) and (2.3)

for convenience.
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2.2. Space-time resonance for Maxwell-Dirac system. We proceed our proof by a bootstrap

argument based on the space-time resonance argument [18, 19, 20] (see also [23]). In this section we

investigate time, space, and space-time resonances for massive Maxwell-Dirac system, respectively.

These types of resonance have been already investigated in [33]. For the readers’ convenience, we

mention them again in this section. For the time resonant set of wave and Klein-Gordon type

systems, we refer to [28, 29]. We also refer to [4, 40] for the analogous observation of Dirac

operator. According to the definition in [18], we define time, space, and space-time resonant sets

as follows:

TpΘ := {(ξ, η) : pΘ(ξ, η) = 0} ,

SpΘ := {(ξ, η) : ∇ηpΘ(ξ, η) = 0} ,

RpΘ := TpΘ ∩ SpΘ ,

TqΘ′ := {(ξ, η) : qΘ′(ξ, η) = 0} ,

SqΘ′ := {(ξ, η) : ∇ηqΘ′(ξ, η) = 0} ,

RqΘ′ := TqΘ′ ∩ SqΘ′ .

To identify these sets, it suffices to examine the lower bounds of phase interactions pΘ, qΘ′ and

their gradients ∇ηpΘ,∇ηqΘ′ .

Let us observe that pΘ(ξ, η) never vanishes for any sign θ, θ1, θ2 ∈ {+,−}, when ξ 6= 0 and

η 6= 0. In fact, if for some ξ, η, pΘ(ξ, η) = 0, then

(θ 〈ξ〉+ θ2|η|)
2 = 1 + |ξ − η|2.

This implies that

〈ξ〉|η| = |ξ · η| and hence 〈ξ〉 ≤ |ξ|,

which is a contradiction. Hence we have

|pΘ(ξ, η)| = |θ〈ξ〉 − θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|| =

∣∣∣∣∣
(θ〈ξ〉+ θ2|η|)2 − 〈ξ − η〉2

θ〈ξ〉+ θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
2θθ2〈ξ〉|η|+ 2ξ · η

θ〈ξ〉+ θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|

∣∣∣∣ .

If θ = θ1, then

|pΘ(ξ, η)| ≥
2|η|(〈ξ〉 − |ξ|)

〈ξ〉+ 〈ξ − η〉+ |η|
&

|η|

〈ξ〉 (〈ξ〉+ 〈ξ − η〉+ 〈η〉)
. (2.6)

If θ 6= θ1, θ 6= θ2, then

|pΘ(ξ, η)| ≥
2|η|(〈ξ〉 − |ξ|)

|〈ξ〉 − 〈ξ − η〉 − |η||
& (〈ξ〉 − |ξ|) & 〈ξ〉−1

.

Also if θ 6= θ1, θ = θ2, then trivially |pΘ(ξ, η)| ≥ 〈ξ〉+ 〈ξ − η〉. Then we have, for θ0 6= θ1,

|pΘ(ξ, η)| & 〈ξ〉−1
.

Therefore TpΘ = {η = 0} when θ0 = θ1 and TpΘ = ∅, otherwise.

Now one can readily observe that there is no space resonance of (2.2) due to the fact

|∇ηpΘ(ξ, η)| =

∣∣∣∣θ1
ξ − η

〈ξ − η〉
− θ2

η

|η|

∣∣∣∣ & 1−
|ξ − η|

〈ξ − η〉
& 〈ξ − η〉−2

. (2.7)

Therefore SpΘ = ∅ for any sign and hence RpΘ = ∅.

By virtue of the similarity between pΘ(ξ, η) and qΘ′(ξ, η), we readily see that

|qΘ′(ξ, η)| &





|ξ|
〈η〉(〈ξ〉+〈ξ−η〉+〈η〉) if θ′1 = θ′2,

〈η〉−1 otherwise,
(2.8)
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and a direct calculation shows that

|∇ηqΘ′(ξ, η)| &





|ξ|

〈ξ+η〉3
if θ′1 = θ′2,∣∣∣ η

〈η〉 +
ξ+η
〈ξ+η〉

∣∣∣ otherwise.
(2.9)

Note that space resonance of qΘ′ is different from that of pΘ. Therefore, we have TqΘ′ = SqΘ′ =

RqΘ′ = {ξ = 0} when θ′1 = θ′2. On the other hand, if θ′1 6= θ′2, then TqΘ′ = ∅, SqΘ′ = {ξ = −2η},

and RqΘ′ = ∅.

2.3. Vector fields on Dirac and Maxwell parts. By the Lorentz invariance the wave operator

� commutes with L for any L ∈ Vn. Hence

−�LWµ = |D|
1
2L 〈ψ, αµψ〉 . (2.10)

On the other hand, the vector fields of rotations and boosts do not commute with both of the half

Klein-Gordon operators −i∂t + θ〈D〉 and projection operators Πθ, we need to investigate carefully

the commutators between vector fields and those operators.

Rotations. The vector fields Ω commute with the half Klein-Gordon operator. Indeed,

(−i∂t + θ 〈D〉)Ωjkψθ = ΩjkΠθ(Aµα
µψ).

On the other hand, Ω does not commute with the projection operators and the commutator is the

following:

[Ωjk,Πθ] = θ
i

2

(
αj∂k

〈D〉
−
αk∂j

〈D〉

)
. (2.11)

Lorentz boosts. The Lorentz vector field Γ does not commute with half-Klein-Gordon operators

and their commutators are as follows:

(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)Γjψθ = Γj(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)ψθ − i∂jψθ − θ
∂j

〈D〉
∂tψθ.

The first formula implies that

(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)Γjψθ = ΓjΠθ(Aµα
µψ)− θ

∂j

〈D〉
Πθ(Aµα

µψ).

A direct calculation shows that for j = 1, 2, 3,

[Γj ,Πθ] = θ
i

2

(
αj

〈D〉
+ i

(α ·D)∂j +mβ∂j

〈D〉3

)
∂t. (2.12)

Then for any L ∈ Vn it follows from (2.11) and (2.12) that

(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)Lψθ = ΠθL(Aµα
µψ) + [L,Πθ](Aµα

µψ)

= ΠθL(Aµα
µψ) +

∑

L′∈Vn

C(L′)RL′L′(Aµα
µψ).

(2.13)

Here, RL′ are the operator-valued coefficients bounded in Lp(1 < p < ∞) of the form Rc, where

C(L′) is a 4 × 4 matrix defined by multiplications of αµ and β, c = (c1, c2, c3), R
c = Rc1

1 R
c2
2 R

c3
3 ,

and Rj are Riesz type transforms defined by
−i∂j

〈D〉 . The coefficients C and multi-indices c may
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vary in L′ ∈ Vn. In fact, let us denote Ojk := θ [Ωjk,Πθ] and Gj∂t := θ[Γj ,Πθ]. Then for any

L = [∂]a[Ω]b[Γ]c ∈ Vn, the commutator can be written as

[L,Πθ] =θ[∂]
a[Ω]b[G]c∂

|c|
0 + θ[∂]a[O]b[Γ]c − θ[G]c∂

|c|
0 + θ

3∑

j=1

cj [∂]
a[O]bR

cj
j ,

where [O]b = Ob1
23O

b2
31O

b3
12 and [G]c = Gc1

1 Gc2
2 Gc3

1 . Rearranging four terms in order of ∂,Ω,Γ, one

can get the expression C(L′)Rc. Especially, we note that, for L ∈ Vn, there exists L ∈ Vn such

that n0, n ≤ n− 1 and

[L,Πθ] = L0 +
∑

L∈Vn

C(L)RLL∂t, (2.14)

where

V0 := V0 and Vn := {[∂]a[Ω]b : |a|+ |b| ≤ n}.

Remark 2.2. In (2.14), L0 consists of lower order vector fields compared to L. Similarly, L in

the second term of the right-hand side of (2.14) also comprises lower order vector fields. As well

as, the Lorentz vector field Γ is not included in L. This fact implies that L commutes not only

with ∂t, but also with the differential operators |D| and 〈D〉.

Throughout the paper we use the following notations for the fields and profiles equipped with

vector fields: For L ∈ Vn,

ψθ,L := Lψθ, φθ,L := eθit〈D〉ψθ,L,

Aµ,L := LAµ, Aµ,L,θ′ :=
1

2

(
1 + θ′

−i∂t
|D|

)
Aµ,L,

Wµ,L := |D|
1
2Aµ,L, Wµ,L,θ′ := |D|

1
2Aµ,L,θ′ , Vµ,L,θ′ := e−θ′it|D|Wµ,L,θ′ .

The Lorentz boosts play the role of weight generators. Indeed, we observe

Γjψθ = xj(−θi〈D〉ψθ + iΠθ(Aµα
µψ)) + t∂jψθ

= −θie−θit〈D〉xj (〈D〉φθ) + ixjΠθ(Aµα
µψ)

(2.15)

for j = 1, 2, 3. On the other hand, by (2.1) and (2.10), there holds

(i∂t + θ′|D|)Wµ,L,θ′ = θ′
1

2
|D|−

1
2L 〈ψ, αµψ〉 . (2.16)

Analogously to (2.15), we have

ΓjWµ,L,θ′ = xj(θ
′i|D|Wµ,L,θ′ − θ′i

1

2
|D|−

1
2L 〈ψ, αµψ〉) + t∂jWµ,L,θ′

= θ′ieθ
′it|D|xj (|D|Vµ,L,θ′)− θ′i

1

2
xj |D|−

1
2L 〈ψ, αµψ〉 .

(2.17)

3. Linear estimates

3.1. A priori assumption. Here we define the solution spaces for the bootstrap argument. We

also recall the regularity depending on the number of vector fields and set time growth index table

as follows:

n 0 1 2 3

N(n) 70 30 20 10

H(n) 1 10 210 410
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Let ε1 := ε
2
3
0 for a small ε0 > 0, δ = 10−10. Then the scattering norms ‖ · ‖D, ‖ · ‖M to control the

bootstrap argument are defined as follows:

‖ϕ‖D := sup
k∈Z

{〈
2k
〉20

2(
1
2−

1
100 )k‖ρkϕ̂‖L∞ +

〈
2k
〉38

2−(1− 1
100 )k‖Pkϕ‖L2

}
, (3.1)

‖v‖M := sup
k∈Z




〈
2k
〉25

2(1+5H(2)δ)k
∑

j∈Uk

2j‖Qjkv‖L2



 . (3.2)

Given any T > 0, assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ] and that, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, n1 ∈ {0, 1, 2}, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}, and the solution satisfies the

bootstrap hypotheses

sup
L∈Vn

(
‖ψθ,L(t)‖HN(n) + ‖Wµ,L,θ′(t)‖HN(n)

)
≤ ε1 〈t〉

H(n)δ
, (3.3)

sup
L∈Vn1

sup
k∈Z

〈
2k
〉N(n1+1)

(〈
2k
〉 ∥∥∥ρk(ξ)(∂ξl φ̂θ,L)(t, ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

+ 2k/2
∥∥∥ρk(ξ)(∂ξl V̂µ,L,θ′)(t, ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

)

≤ ε1 〈t〉
H(n1+1)δ

,

(3.4)

and

‖φθ(t)‖D + ‖Vµ,θ′(t)‖
M

≤ ε1. (3.5)

3.2. Time decay estimates. In this section, we give the time decay properties of the Maxwell-

Dirac system. To this end, we introduce some abbreviations as follows:

ϕj,k := P̃kQjkϕ, Q≤jkϕ :=
∑

j′∈Uk,j′≤j

Qj′kϕ, ϕ≤j,k := P̃kQ≤jkϕ.

Lemma 3.1. Let ϕ ∈ L2 and j ∈ Uk for some k ∈ Z. Then we get the following:

(i) For any α ∈ (Z+)
3, we have

∥∥∇α
ξ ϕ̂j,k

∥∥
L2

ξ

. 2|α|j
∥∥∥Q̂jkϕ

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

,
∥∥∇α

ξ ϕ̂j,k

∥∥
L∞

ξ

. 2|α|j
∥∥∥Q̂jkϕ

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

, (3.6)

‖ϕ̂j,k‖L∞
ξ

. min
(
2

3j
2 ‖Qjkϕ‖L2

x
, 2

j
2−k2

δ(j+k)
8 ‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1

Ω

)
, (3.7)

where ‖v‖H0,1
Ω

= (‖Ω12v‖2L2 + ‖Ω23v‖2L2 + ‖Ω31v‖2L2)
1
2 .

(ii) We have

sup
j∈Uk

‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1
Ω

≤ A and sup
j∈Uk

2j+k‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1
Ω

≤ B,

for some k ∈ Z and A ≤ B ∈ [0,∞), then we obtain
∥∥∥P̂kϕ

∥∥∥
L∞

. 2−
3k
2 A

1−ζ
2 B

1+ζ
2 (3.8)

for any ζ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. See (i) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. �

Lemma 3.2 (Time decay for Dirac part). Let t ∈ R, k ∈ Z, θ ∈ {+,−}, and ϕ ∈ L2. Then, we

have

‖e−θit〈D〉ϕj,k‖L∞ . min
(
2

3k
2 ,
〈
2k
〉3

〈t〉−
3
2 2

3j
2

)
‖Qjkϕ‖L2 (3.9)
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for j ∈ Uk. Moreover, if
〈
2k
〉2

≪ 22k 〈t〉 and j ∈ Uk, then we have

‖e−θit〈D〉ϕj,k‖L∞ .
〈
2k
〉5

2
j
2−k 〈t〉−

3
2 (〈t〉 22k)

δ
8 ‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1

Ω
for 2j ≪ 2k 〈t〉 (3.10)

and also

‖e−θit〈D〉ϕ≤j,k‖L∞ .
〈
2k
〉5

〈t〉−
3
2

∥∥∥Q̂≤jkϕ
∥∥∥
L∞

for 2j . 〈t〉
1
2 . (3.11)

Proof. See (iii) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. �

Lemma 3.3 (Time decay for Maxwell part). Let t ∈ R, k ∈ Z, θ ∈ {+,−}, and ϕ ∈ L2. Then,

we have

‖e−θit|D|ϕj,k‖L∞ . 2
3k
2 min

(
1, 2j 〈t〉−1

)
‖Qjkϕ‖L2 , (3.12)

for j ∈ Uk. Moreover, if |t| ≥ 1 and j ∈ Uk, then we have
∥∥∥∥ρ[−100,100]

(
x

〈t〉

)
e−θit|D|ϕj,k

∥∥∥∥
L∞

. 〈t〉−1
2

k
2 (1 + 〈t〉 2k)

δ
8 ‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1

Ω
,

‖e−θit|D|ϕj,k‖L∞ . 〈t〉−1
2

k
2 (1 + 〈t〉 2k)

δ
8 ‖Qjkϕ‖H0,1

Ω
for 2j ≪ 〈t〉 ,

and

‖e−θit|D|ϕ≤j,k‖L∞ . 〈t〉−1
22k
∥∥∥Q̂≤jkϕ

∥∥∥
L∞

for 2j . 〈t〉
1
2 2−

k
2 .

Proof. See (ii) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. �

3.3. Universal tools.

Lemma 3.4 (Coifman-Meyer operator estimates). Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ satisfy that 1
p + 1

q = 1
2 .

Assume that a multiplier m satisfies

‖m‖CM :=

∥∥∥∥
∫∫

R3+3

m(ξ, ζ)eix·ξeiy·ηdξdη

∥∥∥∥
L1

x,y

≤ Cm <∞ (ζ = η or ξ − η).

Then ∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

m(ξ, η)v̂(η)ŵ(ξ − η)dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. Cm‖v‖Lp‖w‖Lq .

Lemma 3.5 (Lemma 3.5 of [28]). Let ϕ ∈ L2 and k ∈ Z. Then, for

Ak := ‖Pkϕ‖L2 +

3∑

l=1

‖ρk(ξ)(∂ξl ϕ̂)(ξ)‖L2
ξ
, Bk :=


∑

j∈Uk

22j‖Qjkϕ‖
2
L2




1
2

,

we have

Ak .
∑

2k∼2k′

Bk′

and

Bk .





∑

2k∼2k′

Ak′ for k ≥ 0,

∑

k′∈Z

2−
|k−k′|

2 min(1, 2k
′−k)Ak′ for k < 0.

(3.13)
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Especially, we have

2−k‖Pkϕ‖L2 .
∑

k′∈Z

2−
|k−k′|

2 min(1, 2k
′−k)Ak′ . (3.14)

3.4. Profile estimates. We define the localized profiles as follows:

φ
j,k
θ,L(t) := P̃kQjkφθ,L(t), φ

≤J,k
θ,L (t) :=

∑

j≤J

φ
j,k
θ,L(t), φ

>J,k
θ,L (t) :=

∑

j>J

φ
j,k
θ,L(t),

V
j,k
µ,L,θ′(t) := P̃kQjkVµ,L,θ′(t), V

≤J,k
µ,L,θ′(t) :=

∑

j≤J

V
j,k
µ,L,θ′(t), V

>J,k
µ,L,θ′(t) :=

∑

j>J

V
j,k
µ,L,θ′(t).

Lemma 3.6. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ], for some T > 1 and satisfies

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, and θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have

‖Pkψθ,L(t)‖L2 + ‖PkWµ,L,θ′(t)‖L2 . ε1Gn(t, k), (3.15)

where

Gn(t, k) := 〈t〉H(n)δ 〈2k
〉−N(n)

.

Moreover, if n ≤ 2, k ∈ Z and l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, then

〈
2k
〉 ∥∥∥ρk(ξ)

(
∂ξl φ̂θ,L

)
(t, ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

+ 2
k
2

∥∥∥ρk(ξ)
(
∂ξl V̂µ,L,θ′

)
(t, ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε1Gn+1(t, k), (3.16)

As a consequence, if n ≤ 2 and j ∈ Uk, then

2j
〈
2k
〉
‖Qjkφθ,L(t)‖L2 + 2j2k ‖QjkVµ,L,θ′(t)‖L2 . ε1Gn+1(t, k) (3.17)

and

〈
2k
〉
‖Pkφθ,L(t)‖L2 + 2k ‖PkVµ,L,θ′(t)‖L2 . ε12

kGn+1(t, k). (3.18)

Proof. By the a priori assumptions (3.3) and (3.4), we directly obtain (3.15) and (3.16), respec-

tively. From (3.5) and (3.13), we also have (3.17). By (3.17) with the summation over j, the bound

(3.18) holds. �

Lemma 3.7. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ] for some T > 1 and satisfies

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Then we have
∑

j∈Uk

∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ
j,k
θ,L(t)

∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1Gn+1(t, k)
〈
2k
〉2

2
k
2 min(〈t〉−1

, 22k), (3.19)

and
∑

j∈Uk

∥∥∥eθ′it|D|V
j,k
µ,L,θ′(t)

∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 〈t〉
δ
2 Gn+1(t, k)

〈
2k
〉2

2
k
2 min(〈t〉−1

, 2k), (3.20)

for k ∈ Z. Moreover, if n ≤ 1 and 〈t〉−1 ≪ 22k, then
∑

2j∈[2−k,2k〈t〉]

∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ
j,k
θ,L(t)

∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 〈t〉
− 3

2+
δ
2 Gn+2(t, k)

〈
2k
〉6

2−
k
2 . (3.21)

Proof. By (3.17) and (3.9), we have (3.19). Similarly, the bound (3.20) follows from (3.12) and

(3.17). Using (3.17), we see that, for |b| ≤ 1,

∥∥QjkΩ
bφθ,L(t)

∥∥
L2 . ε1Gn+|b|+1(t, k)

〈
2k
〉−1

2−j. (3.22)

This together with (3.10) implies (3.21). �
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Lemma 3.8. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ] for some T > 1 and satisfies

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Then we have

∑

j∈Uk

∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ
j,k
θ,L(t)

∥∥∥
L

1
ζ
. ε1Gn+1(t, k)

〈
2k
〉2

min
(
2(

1
2−3ζ)k 〈t〉−1

, 2
5k
2

)
, (3.23)

for 0 < ζ ≪ 1.

Proof. By (3.9), we have

‖e−θit〈D〉φ
j,k
θ,L(t)‖L

1
ζ
. min

(
2

3k
2 −3ζk, 2

3j
2 −3ζj

〈
2k
〉3−6ζ

〈t〉−
3
2+3ζ

)
‖Qjkφθ,L(t)‖L2 .

Then, (3.17) implies (3.23) directly. �

Lemma 3.9 (Vector fields free estimates). Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ],

for some T > 1 and satisfies (3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ] and k ∈ Z. Then we have
∑

j∈Uk

2j ‖QjkAµ(t)‖L2 . ε12
−(1+5H(2)δ)k

〈
2k
〉−25

,

∥∥∥P̂kψθ(t)
∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
−( 1

2−
1

100 )k
〈
2k
〉−25

,

‖Pkψθ(t)‖L2 . ε12
(1+ 1

100 )k
〈
2k
〉−N(0)+2

.

(3.24)

We also get

∑

j∈Uk

∥∥∥eθit|D|V
j,k
µ,θ (t)

∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 min
(
〈t〉−1

, 2k
)
2(

1
2−5H(2)δ)k 〈2k

〉−22
. (3.25)

Moreover, for 〈t〉 ≫ 2−2k and 2J ∈ [2−k, C2k 〈t〉] for some C ≪ 1, we have
∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ

≤J,k
θ (t)

∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 〈t〉
− 3

2 2−( 1
2−

1
1000 )k

〈
2k
〉−19

. (3.26)

Proof. The estimates in (3.24) follow from the definition of ‖ · ‖D and ‖ · ‖M. Then (3.12) and

(3.24) imply (3.25). To prove (3.26), we consider the case 2k ≥ 〈t〉
1
30 . The bound (3.15) yields

(3.26) for 2k ≥ 〈t〉
1
30 . If 2k ≤ 〈t〉−

1
2+

1
1000 or 2J ≤ 〈t〉

1
2 , it also follows from (3.24) and (3.11). The

remaining case is that 2k ∈ [〈t〉−
1
2+

1
1000 , 〈t〉

1
30 ] and 2J ≥ 〈t〉

1
2 . By (3.10) and (3.22), we estimate

∑

2j≥〈t〉
1
2

∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ
j,k
θ (t)

∥∥∥
L∞

.
∑

2j≥〈t〉
1
2

ε1 〈t〉
− 3

2 2−
j
2−k 〈t〉11δ

〈
2k
〉−26

. ε1 〈t〉
− 3

2 2−( 1
2−

1
1000 )k

〈
2k
〉−19

.

This finishes the proof of (3.26). �

The following lemma will be used in Section 8.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ], for some T > 1 and satisfies

(3.3)–(3.5). Let k ∈ Z, t ∈ [0, T ], and l ∈ {1, 2, 3}. If 2k ≥ 〈t〉−
2
3−10H(2)δm

, we have

‖∂tPk(xlVµ,θ)(t)‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉
− 1

8 .

Proof. Taking Fourier transform and then time derivative, one gets

∂t ̂PkxlVµ,θ(t) = ρk(ξ)∂ξl

[
|ξ|−

1
2

∫

R3

eitqΘ(ξ,η)
〈
φ̂θ1(t, η), αµφ̂θ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dη

]
. (3.27)
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If the derivative ∂ξl falls on φ̂θj , the bound of (3.27) follows from (3.16). Thus, we consider the

cases that the derivative falls on |ξ|−
1
2 or the phase modulation eitqΘ(ξ,η). Let us first handle the

case that the derivative falls on the phase modulation:

tρk(ξ)|ξ|
− 1

2

∫

R3

eitqΘ(ξ,η)∇ξqΘ(ξ, η)
〈
φ̂θ1(t, η), αµφ̂θ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dη.

In view of (2.8) and (2.9), it suffices to consider only the case θ1 = θ2. By integration by parts in

η, we get the following terms:

ρk(ξ)|ξ|
− 1

2

∫

R3

eitqΘ(ξ,η)∇η
∇ξqΘ(ξ, η)∇ηqΘ(ξ, η)

|∇ηqΘ(ξ, η)|2

〈
φ̂θ1(t, η), αµφ̂θ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dη, (3.28)

ρk(ξ)|ξ|
− 1

2

∫

R3

eitqΘ(ξ,η)∇ξqΘ(ξ, η)∇ηqΘ(ξ, η)

|∇ηqΘ(ξ, η)|2

〈
x̂φθ1(t, η), αµφ̂θ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dη, (3.29)

and additional symmetric term. To estimate (3.28), we make the dyadic decomposition for |η| and

|ξ + η| into 2k1 and 2k2 , respectively. If 2min(k1,k2) ≤ 〈t〉−
1
2 , then by (3.18) we have

∑

2min(k1,k2)≤〈t〉−
1
2

‖(3.28)‖L2 .
∑

2min(k1 ,k2)≤〈t〉−
1
2

2−
3k
2 2

−2k2+3min(k1,k2)
2 ‖Pk1φθ1(t)‖L2 ‖Pk2φθ2(t)‖L2

.
∑

2min(k1 ,k2)≤〈t〉−
1
2

ε212
− 3k

2 〈t〉2H(1)δ
2

3min(k1,k2)
2 +k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)

. ε21 〈t〉
− 1

4 .

On the other hand, we handle the case 2min(k1,k2) ≤ 〈t〉−
1
2 . We decompose the profiles into

Pkℓ
φθj = φ

≤J,kℓ

θℓ
+ φ

>J,kℓ

θℓ
for ℓ = 1, 2 with 2J = C 〈t〉 2kℓ for some C ≪ 1, and we denote

φ1θℓ = φ
≤J,kℓ

θℓ
and φ2θℓ = φ

>J,kℓ

θℓ
for a, b = 1, 2. Using (3.17), for (a, b) 6= (1, 1), we see that

∑

2min(k1 ,k2)≥〈t〉−
1
2

‖(3.28)‖L2 .
∑

2min(k1,k2)≥〈t〉−
1
2

∥∥φaθ1(t)
∥∥
L2

∥∥φbθ2(t)
∥∥
L2 . ε21 〈t〉

− 1
2+2H(2)δ

.

If (a, b) = (1, 1), by Lemma 3.4, (3.17), and (3.26), we then estimate

∑

2min(k1 ,k2)≥〈t〉−
1
2

‖(3.28)‖L2 .
∑

2min(k1 ,k2)≥〈t〉−
1
2

2−
3k
2

∥∥∥φ≤J,k1

θ1
(t)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥φ≤J,k2

θ2
(t)
∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 〈t〉
− 1

8 .

The estimates for (3.29) can be treated similarly.

When the derivative falls on |ξ|−
1
2 in (3.27), an additional factor of |ξ|−1 appears. Though we

are given this singular factor, since it corresponds to the growth 〈t〉
2
3+10H(2)δ

from the assumption

of this lemma, we can handle this case by using the similar methods to those detailed above. �

4. Nonlinear estimates

In this section we consider nonlinear estimates for Dirac part and Maxwell part based on the a

priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) and linear estimates of Section 3.

4.1. Nonlinear estimates for Dirac part. Let us invoke the nonlinearity of Dirac part (2.13)

and define the nonlinearity by

N
D

θ,L :=ΠθL(Aµα
µψ) +

∑

L′∈Vn

RL′L′(Aµα
µψ).
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Then

(−i∂t + θ〈D〉)ψθ,L = N
D

θ,L, −i∂tφθ,L = eθit〈D〉
N

D

θ,L. (4.1)

We will first prove the L2 boundedness of ND

θ,L.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ], for some

T > 1. Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, and θ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have

∥∥PkN
D

θ,L(t)
∥∥
L2 + ‖Pk∂tφθ,L(t)‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉

H̃(n)δ 〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)−5

min(〈t〉−1
, 2k), (4.2)

where

N(4) = 0, H̃(0) := 5, H̃(n) := H(n) + 160.

Proof. By the boundedness of Πθ, RL′ , and eθit〈D〉 it suffices to show the following bilinear estimate
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H̃(n)δ 〈

2k
〉−N(n+1)−5

min(〈t〉−1
, 2k),

(4.3)

for Ll ∈ Vl, θl ∈ {+,−} (l = 1, 2), n1 + n2 ≤ n, and k ∈ Z. By Hölder’s inequality and (3.15), we

have

‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2 . 2

3min(k)−k2
2 ‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1)+H(n2)]δ 2

3min(k)−k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

,

where k := (k, k1, k2). This yields that

∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1)+H(n2)]δ 2k,

which implies (4.2) in the case that 2k ≤ 〈t〉−1
.

Let us consider the case 2k ≥ 〈t〉−1
. From (3.19) and (3.20), we have

‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉
H(n1+1)δ

2
k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1+1)+2

min(〈t〉−1
, 22k1),

‖Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉
H(n2+1)δ+ δ

2 2
k2
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(n2+1)+2

min(〈t〉−1
, 2k2),

(4.4)

for 0 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ 2. We partition the set of numbers of vector fields as follows:

Nn = {(n1, n2) : n1 + n2 = n, 0 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ n}

= {(n1, n2) : n1 + n2 = n, n1, n2 ≥ 1} ∪ {(n, 0), (0, n) : n ≥ 1} ∪ {(0, 0)}

=: N 1
n ∪ N 2

n ∪ {(0, 0)}.

Estimates for (n1, n2) ∈ N 1
n and 2k ≥ 〈t〉−1

. When 2k . 2k2 , we estimate

∑

2k.2k2

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

.
∑

2k.2k2

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L∞‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]δ−1 〈

2k
〉−N(n)

.
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Note that H(n1 +1)+H(n2) ≤ H(n) + 10 for (n1, n2) ∈ N 1
n . Analogously, if 2

k2 ≪ 2k, we obtain

∑

2k2≪2k

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

.
∑

2k2≪2k

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L∞

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n)+11]δ−1 〈

2k
〉−N(n1)

.

Estimates for (n1, n2) ∈ N 2
n and 2k ≥ 〈t〉−1

. If (n1, n2) = (n, 0), then we consider the cases

2k1 ≤ 〈t〉−1
and 2k1 ≥ 〈t〉−1

, for which we obtain

∑

2k1≤〈t〉−1

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

.
∑

2k1≤〈t〉−1

2
3min(k)−k2

2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n)+2]δ−1 〈

2k
〉−N(n)

and

∑

2k1≥〈t〉−1

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

.
∑

2k1≥〈t〉−1

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)‖L∞

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n)+12]δ−1 〈

2k
〉−N(n)

.

These finish the proof of (4.3) when (n1, n2) = (n, 0).

If (n1, n2) = (0, n), we only consider the case 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 since apart from this case, we can

obtain the estimates similar to the above. By (3.18), we estimate

2−
k2
2 ‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µPk1ψθ1(t))‖L2 . 2k2‖Pk1φθ1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(1)+H(n)]δ

2k1+k2
〈
2k1
〉−N(1)−1 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

.

This enables us to get (4.3) if 2k1+k2 ≤ 〈t〉−1
.

To handle the case 2k1+k2 ≥ 〈t〉−1
, we make the decomposition Pk1φθ1 = φ

≤J,k1

θ1
+ φ

>J,k1

θ1
with

2J = C2k1 〈t〉 for some C ≪ 1. In view of (3.26) and (3.17), we see that

‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉

− 3
2 2−

k1
2 +

k1
1000

〈
2k1
〉−19

,

‖φ>J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉

−1+H(1)δ
2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(1)

.
(4.5)

Then we have

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)α

µe−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(t)
)∥∥∥

L2

. 2−
k2
2 ‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ

≤J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L∞‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
− 3

2+H(n)δ
2−

k1+k2
2 +

k1
2000

〈
2k1
〉−19 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)
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and

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥Pk

(
Pk2Wµ,θ2,L2(t)α

µe−θ1it〈D〉φ
>J,k1

θ1
(t)
)∥∥∥

L2

. 2k2‖φ>J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2,L2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
−1+[H(n)+H(1)]δ

2k2−k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

.

These give us the desired estimates in case 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 and 2k1+k2 ≥ 〈t〉−1
.

Estimates for (n1, n2) = (0, 0). By Hölder’s inequality, we estimate

‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1) (t)‖L2 . 2

3min(k)
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
2δ 2

3min(k)
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(0) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

,

which shows (4.3) if 2min(k) ≤ 〈t〉−1
or
〈
2max(k)

〉
≥ 〈t〉

1
30 .

Let us now consider

Case A: 2min(k) ≥ 〈t〉−1
and

〈
2max(k)

〉
≤ 〈t〉

1
30 .

By Plancherel’s theorem, we have

‖Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2α
µPk1ψθ1) ‖L2 = ‖F [Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2α

µPk1ψθ1)] ‖L2
ξ
.

In particular, one gets

F [Pk (Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1(t))] (ξ) =

∫

R3

ρk(ξ)e
itp12(ξ,η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α

µP̂k1φθ1(t, ξ − η)dη,

where the phase

p12(ξ, η) = θ1 〈ξ − η〉+ θ2|η|.

As we observed in (2.7), this phase interaction does not exhibit a space resonance. We exploit this

non-resonance feature as follows: By the relation

eitp12(ξ,η) = −it−1∇ηp12(ξ, η) · ∇ηe
itp12(ξ,η)

|∇ηp12(ξ, η)|2
,

we integrate by parts with respect to η to obtain the following integrals

t−1

∫

R3

eitp12(ξ,η)∇ηM12,k(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α
µP̂k1φθ1(t, ξ − η)dη, (4.6)

t−1

∫

R3

eitp12(ξ,η)M12,k(ξ, η) ̂Pk2 (xVµ,θ2)(t, η)α
µP̂k1φθ1(t, ξ − η)dη, (4.7)

t−1

∫

R3

eitp12(ξ,η)M12,k(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α
µ ̂Pk1xφθ1(t, ξ − η)dη, (4.8)

where

M12,k(ξ, η) =
∇ηp12(ξ, η)

|∇ηp12(ξ, η)|2
ρk(ξ)ρk1 (ξ − η)ρk2(η).

Then, a direct calculation yields that

|∇ηM12,k| . 2−k2
〈
2k1
〉4
.

Using Hölder’s inequality and (3.15), we see that
∑

Case A

2−
k2
2 ‖(4.6)‖L2

ξ
.
∑

CaseA

〈t〉−1+2δ
2

3min(k)−3k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(0)+4 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. 〈t〉−1+3δ 〈
2k
〉−N(1)−5

.
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This leads us (4.3). For (4.7), we have

‖M12,k‖CM .
〈
2k2
〉8
.

Then, by Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 3.4, this implies that
∑

Case A

2−
k2
2 ‖(4.7)‖L2

ξ
.
∑

Case A

〈t〉−1
2

3min(k)−k2
2

〈
2k2
〉2

‖Pk2(xVµ,θ2 )(t)‖L2‖Pk1φθ1(t)‖L2

. ε21

∑

Case A

2
min(k)

2 〈t〉−1+[H(1)+H(0)]δ 〈
2k1
〉−N(0) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)+2

and
∑

CaseA

2−
k2
2 ‖(4.7)‖L2

ξ
.
∑

Case A

〈t〉−1
2−

k2
2

〈
2k2
〉8

‖Pk2(xVµ,θ2)(t)‖L2‖Pk1φθ1(t)‖L∞

. ε21

∑

Case A

2−k2 〈t〉−2+2H(1)δ+ 1
2 δ
〈
2k1
〉−N(1)+10 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)+8

,

respectively. By decomposing 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉−
1
2 and 2k2 ≥ 〈t〉−

1
2 , we complete the bound for (4.7). The

estimates for (4.8) can be obtained analogously. �

We will use the following lemma to prove weighted energy estimates and asymptotic behavior.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ], for some

T > 1. Let Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, L ∈ Vn, 0 ≤ n ≤ 2, and l ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then we have

∥∥Pk

(
xlN

D

θ,L

)
(t)
∥∥
L2 . ε21 〈t〉

H̃(n)δ 〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)−5

. (4.9)

Proof. Since [xl,RL′ ] is smoother than RL′ , it suffices to consider only the first term of ND

θ,L as

previously. By Plancherel’s theorem, we see that

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)∂ξl

[
Ŵµ,θ2,L2(t, η)α

µe−θ1it〈ξ−η〉φ̂θ1,L1(t, ξ − η)
]
dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. (4.10)

The derivative ∂ξl falls on either e−θ1it〈ξ−η〉 or φ̂θ1,L1(t, ξ − η). If the derivative falls on the phase

modulation e−θ1it〈ξ−η〉, Lemma 4.1 leads us to the bound of (4.9). Thus, we have only to consider

the case when the derivative falls on φ̂θ1,L1(t, ξ − η).

By (3.15), (3.16), and Hölder’s inequality, we have

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)∂ξl ̂Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t, η)α
µe−θ1it〈ξ−η〉 ̂Pk1xlφθ1,L1(t, ξ − η)dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. 2
3min(k)−k2

2 ‖Pk1 (xlφθ1,L1) (t)‖L2 ‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]δ 2

3min(k)−k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1+1)−1 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

,

(4.11)

which implies the bound of (4.9) if n1 6= n.

Let us consider the case (n1, n2) = (n, 0). Using (4.11), we get the bound of (4.9) if 2k1 ≪ 2k ∼

2k2 and 2k1 ≤ 〈t〉−10δ. By (3.17) and (3.20), we have

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)∂ξl ̂Pk2Wµ,θ2(t, η)α
µe−θ1it〈ξ−η〉 ̂Pk1xlφθ1,L1(t, ξ − η)dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. 2−
k2
2 ‖Pk1 (xlφθ1,L1) (t)‖L2 ‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(t)‖L∞

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(1)]δ−1 〈

2k1
〉−N(n1+1)−1 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)

.

(4.12)
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If 2k1 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k2 and 2k1 ≥ 〈t〉−10δ
, then we get the desired bound by (4.12). In addition, we are

done for the case 2k . 2k1 ∼ 2k2 or the case 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 and 2k ≤ 〈t〉
1
20 .

Now it remains to consider the case 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 and 2k ≥ 〈t〉
1
20 . Making the change of

variables in the integral of (4.10), for (4.10) we need to estimate

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)e
θ2it|ξ−η| ̂Pk2xlVµ,θ2(t, ξ − η)αµ ̂Pk1ψθ1,L1(t, η)dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

.

This leads us that, by Bernstein’s inequality,

2−
k2
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)e
θ2it|ξ−η| ̂Pk2xlVµ,θ2(t, ξ − η)αµ ̂Pk1ψθ1,L1(t, η)dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. 2−
k2
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2 (xlVµ,θ2) (t)‖L∞

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n)+H(1)]δ 2k2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)

.

Here we used 2k ≥ 〈t〉
1
20 to the bound tH̃(n)δ. This completes the proof of (4.9). �

Lemma 4.3. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ], for some

T > 1. Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, and θ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have

∥∥ND

θ,L(t)
∥∥
L2 . ε21 〈t〉

− 2
3+2H(3)δ

. (4.13)

We note that Lemma 4.3 is improved in terms of the regularity condition, whereas decay effect

has a loss.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. For L1 ∈ Vn1 and L2 ∈ Vn2 (0 ≤ n1 + n2 = n), we have

L(Aµ(t)α
µψ(t)) =

∑

θ1,θ2∈{±}

Aµ,θ2,L2(t)α
µL1ψθ1,L1(t).

Then it suffices to show

‖Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n) . ε21 〈t〉

− 2
3+2H(3)δ

for Ll ∈ Vnl
(l = 1, 2). To this end, we decompose Aµ,L2,θ2 =

∑
k2∈Z

Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2 . If 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉−
2
3 ,

Hölder inequality with (3.15) yields that
∑

2k2≤〈t〉−
2
3

‖Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n) .

∑

2k2≤〈t〉−
2
3

2k2‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n)‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖HN(n)

. ε21 〈t〉
− 2

3+2H(3)δ
.

Let us consider 2k2 ≥ 〈t〉−
2
3 . If n ≤ 2, using (3.15), (3.19), and (3.20), we see that

‖Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n) . 2−

k2
2 ‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n)‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L∞

+ 2−
k2
2 ‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖L∞‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖HN(n)

. ε21 〈t〉
− 2

3+2H(3)δ
.

(4.14)

Next, we treat the case n = 3. When (n1, n2) = (n, 0) or (n1, n2) = (0, n), we similarly have

‖Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µψθ1,L1(t)‖HN(n) . 2−

k2
2 ‖ 〈D〉N(n)

ψθ1,L1(t)‖Lp‖ 〈D〉N(n)
Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖Lq

. ε21 〈t〉
− 2

3+2H(3)δ
,
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where (p, q) = (∞, 2) when (n1, n2) = (0, n) and (p, q) = (2,∞) when (n1, n2) = (n, 0). Then it

remains to handle the case 1 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ n− 1 when n = 3. However, this case can be done by the

same estimates to (4.14). Therefore, we complete the proof of (4.13). �

4.2. Nonlinear estimates for Maxwell part. We denote the nonlinear term of Maxwell part

(2.16) by

N
M

µ,L :=
1

2
|D|−

1
2L 〈ψ, αµψ〉 .

Then for θ′ ∈ {+,−}

(i∂t + θ′|D|)Wµ,L,θ′ = θ′NM

µ,L, i∂tVµ,L,θ′ = θ′e−iθ′t|D|
N

M

µ,L. (4.15)

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) is a solution to (1.2) on [0, T ], for some T > 1 and satisfies

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, L ∈ Vn, n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, and θ′ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have

∥∥PkN
M

µ,L(t)
∥∥
L2 + ‖Pk∂tVµ,L,θ′(t)‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉

H̃(n)δ 〈
2k
〉−N(n)+5

min(2k
−

, 〈t〉−1
). (4.16)

Note that H̃(n) is defined in Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We partition the range of |η| and |ξ + η| with dyadic numbers 2k1 and 2k2

(k1, k2 ∈ Z), respectively. Then, it suffices to prove
∑

k1,k2∈Z

‖Pk|D|−
1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1,L1(t), αµPk2ψθ2,L2(t)〉 ‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H̃(n) 〈2k

〉−N(n+1)+5
min(〈t〉−1

, 2k)

(4.17)

for Lj ∈ Vnl
(l = 1, 2) and n1 + n2 = n. We also assume that n1 ≥ n2 due to the symmetry

between ψθ1 and ψθ2 . By (3.15), a direct calculation shows that

‖Pk|D|−
1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1,L1(t), αµPk2ψθ2,L2(t)〉 ‖L2

. 2
3min(k)−k

2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2,L2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1)+H(n2)]δ 2

3min(k)−k

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

Since H(n1) +H(n2) ≤ H̃(n) and min(N(n1), N(n2)) = N(n), we get (4.17) if 2k ≤ 〈t〉−1.

Let us assume that 2k ≥ 〈t〉−1
. In this case, we estimate by dividing the distribution of vector

fields as follows:

(n1, n2) ∈ {(2, 1), (1, 1)} ∪ {(n, 0) : n ≥ 1} ∪ {(0, 0)}.

Estimates for (n1, n2) ∈ {(2, 1), (1, 1)}. Analogously to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we exploit the

space resonance. Taking Fourier transform to integrand of left-hand side in (4.17), we see that

F
[
Pk|D|−

1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1,L1(t), αµPk2ψθ2,L2(t)〉

]
(ξ)

=

∫

R3

ρk(ξ)|ξ|
− 1

2 eitq12(ξ,η)
〈

̂Pk1φθ1,L1(t, ξ + η), αµ
̂Pk2φθ2,L2(t, η)

〉
dη,

(4.18)

where

q12(ξ, η) = θ1 〈ξ + η〉 − θ2 〈η〉 .

As we observed in (2.9), we exploit the resonance cases according to θ1 = θ2 and θ1 6= θ2.
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Let us first consider the case θ1 = θ2. By performing the integration by parts in η, (4.18) is the

sum of the following:

t−1

∫

R3

eitq12(ξ,η)∇ηM̃12,k(ξ, η)
〈

̂Pk1φθ1,L1(t, ξ + η), αµ
̂Pk2φθ2,L2(t, η)

〉
dη, (4.19)

t−1

∫

R3

eitq12(ξ,η)M̃12,k(ξ, η)
〈

̂Pk1xφθ1,L1(t, ξ + η), αµ
̂Pk2φθ2,L2(t, η)

〉
dη, (4.20)

t−1

∫

R3

eitq12(ξ,η)M̃12,k(ξ, η)
〈

̂Pk1φθ1,L1(t, ξ + η), αµ
̂Pk2xφθ2,L2(t, η)

〉
dη, (4.21)

where

M̃12,k(ξ, η) = |ξ|−
1
2

∇ηq12(ξ, η)

|∇ηq12(ξ, η)|2
ρk(ξ, η).

A direct calculation leads us that
∣∣∣∇ℓ

ηM̃12,k(ξ, η)
∣∣∣ . 2−

3k
2 2−ℓmin(k1,k2) max

(〈
2k1
〉
,
〈
2k2
〉)3+ℓ

for ℓ = 0, 1. Then, by Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖(4.19)‖L2 . 〈t〉−1 2
3min(k)−3k

2 2−min(k1,k2) max
(〈
2k1
〉
,
〈
2k2
〉)4

‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2,L2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1)+H(n2+1)]δ−1

2
3min(k)−3k

2 −min(k1,k2)+k2
〈
2k1
〉−N(n1)+4 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)+4

.

The above estimate follows from (3.15) and (3.18) for ψθ1,L1 and ψθ2,L2 , respectively. Summing

over k1, k2, we obtain the bound for (4.19).

By (3.15) and (3.16), we have

‖(4.20)‖L2 . 〈t〉−1
2

3min(k)−3k
2 max

(〈
2k1
〉
,
〈
2k2
〉)3

‖Pk1(xφθ1,L1)(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2,L2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]δ−1

2
3min(k)−3k

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1+1)+3 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)+3

.

Since H(n1+1)+H(n2) = H(n)+10 and N(n)−5 ≤ N(n1+1)−3, this implies (4.17). Similarly,

the estimate of (4.21) can be carried out and hence we omit the details.

We now turn to the case θ1 6= θ2. In view of (2.9), the phase interaction q12(ξ, η) exhibits the

space resonance when ξ + 2η = 0. If 2min(k) ≪ 2max(k), then by the frequency relation, we have

2max(k) ∼ |ξ + 2η|. Using the integration by parts in η, this case can be treated in a similar way

to the case θ1 = θ2. Thus, we have only to consider

2min(k) ∼ 2max(k).

The estimate for this case is straightforward. Indeed, by (3.15) and (3.19), we see that

‖(4.18)‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1)+H(n2+1)]δ−1

2
−k+k2

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)+2

.

This finishes the proof of (4.17) when (n1, n2) ∈ {(2, 1), (1, 1)}.

Estimates for (n1, n2) = (n, 0) and n ≥ 1. From (3.15) and (3.5), it follows that

‖Pk|D|−
1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1,L(t), αµPk1ψθ2(t)〉 ‖L2

. 2
3min(k)−k

2 ‖Pk2ψθ1,L(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H(n)δ

2
3min(k)−k

2 2(1+5H(2)δ)k2
〈
2k1
〉−N(n) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+2

.



MAXWELL-DIRAC SYSTEM 25

If 2min(k)+k2 . 〈t〉−1+130δ
or 2k2 ≥ 〈t〉

1
40 , this estimate implies (4.17). If 2min(k)+k2 ≫ 〈t〉−1+130δ

and 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉
1
40 , we decompose Pk2φθ2 into φ≤J,k2

θ2
and φ>J,k2

θ2
with J = C2k2 〈t〉 for some C ≪ 1.

And we obtain
∥∥∥e−θit〈D〉φ

≤J,k2

θ2
(t)
∥∥∥
L∞

. ε1 〈t〉
− 3

2 2−
k2
2 +

k2
2000

〈
2k2
〉−19

,

∥∥∥φ>J,k2

θ2
(t)
∥∥∥
L2

. ε1 〈t〉
−1+H(1)δ

2−k2
〈
2k2
〉−N(1)

,
(4.22)

which follow from (3.26) and (3.17), respectively. On the one hand, L2 × L∞ estimate leads us to

the bound
∥∥∥Pk|D|−

1
2

〈
Pk1ψθ1,L(t), αµe

−θ2it〈D〉φ
≤J,k
θ2

(t)
〉∥∥∥

L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H(n)δ− 3

2 2−
k+k2

2 +
k2

1000

〈
2k1
〉−N(n) 〈

2k2
〉−19

.

(4.23)

If 2k2 . 2k1 , (4.23) yields (4.17) over 2min(k)+k2 ≫ 〈t〉−1+130δ and 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉
1
40 . If 2k1 ≪ 2k2 ,

then in view of (4.17) with n = 1, we can observe that the factor
〈
2k2
〉−19

is not sufficient for〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

when 2k ≥ 1. However, from the frequency restriction 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉
1
40 , we have

〈
2k2
〉−19

. 〈t〉
3
20
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

,

which enables to obtain the desired bound. On the other hand, by Hölder’s inequality, we have
∥∥∥Pk|D|−

1
2

〈
Pk1ψθ1,L(t), αµe

−θ2it〈D〉φ
>J,k
θ2

(t)
〉∥∥∥

L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n)+H(1)]δ−1

2
3min(k)

2 − k
2−k2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)

.

Them, (4.17) follows from the sum over 2min(k)+k2 ≫ 〈t〉−1+130δ and 2k2 ≤ 〈t〉
1
40 .

Estimates for (n1, n2) = (0, 0). By the symmetry between ψθ1 and ψθ2 , we only consider the

case k1 ≤ k2. If 2
k ≥ 〈t〉2δ, using (3.15) and (3.19), we see that

∑

k1≤k2

‖Pk|D|−
1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1(t), αµPk2ψθ2(t)〉 ‖L2 .

∑

k1≤k2

2−
k
2 ‖Pk1ψθ1(t)‖L∞‖Pk2ψθ2(t)‖L2

. ε21

∑

k1≤k2

2
−k+k1

2 〈t〉11δ−1 〈2k1
〉−N(1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε21 〈t〉
δ−1 〈

2k
〉−N(0)+5

.

If 2min(k)+k2 ≤ 〈t〉−1+5δ
, (3.5) yields that

∑

k1≤k2

‖Pk|D|−
1
2 〈Pk1ψθ1(t), αµPk2ψθ2(t)〉 ‖L2 .

∑

k1≤k2

2
3min(k)−k

2 ‖Pk1ψθ1(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2(t)‖L2

. ε21

∑

k1≤k2

〈t〉δ 2min(k)+k2

. ε21 〈t〉
6δ−1

.

Let us consider the mid frequency case 2min(k)+k2 ≥ 〈t〉−1+5δ
and 2k ≤ 〈t〉2δ. Setting J :=

C2k2 〈t〉 for some C ≪ 1, we decompose Pk2φθ2 into φ≤J,k2

θ2
and φ>J,k2

θ2
. Then we obtain (4.22) and

the remaining estimates can be done similarly to those for the case (n1, n2) = (n, 0) and n ≥ 1. �

The following lemma will be used in the proof of weighted estimates and scattering for the

Maxwell part.
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ], for some

T > 1. Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, L ∈ Vn, 0 ≤ n ≤ 2, and l ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then we have

∥∥Pk

(
xlN

M

L

)
(t)
∥∥
L2 . ε21 〈t〉

H̃(n)δ 〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)+5

. (4.24)

Proof. As described in the proof of Lemma 4.2, one may consider only

2−
k
2

∥∥∥∥
∫

R3

ρk(ξ)
〈
e−θ1it〈ξ+η〉∂ξl φ̂θ1,L1(t, ξ + η), αµψ̂θ2,L2(t, η)

〉
dη

∥∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. (4.25)

Note that n1 ≤ n2 due to the symmetry. By (3.15) and (3.16), we see that

‖Pk1(xlφθ1,L1)(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉
H(n1+1)δ 〈

2k1
〉−N(n1+1)

,

‖Pk2φθ2,L2(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉
H(n2)δ

〈
2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

Hölder’s inequality yields that

|(4.25)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2
3min(k)−k

2 ‖Pk1(xlφθ1,L1)(t)‖L2‖Pk2φθ2,L2(t)‖L2 . (4.26)

Since H(n1 + 1) +H(n2) ≤ H̃(n) for n = 1, 2, we obtain (4.24) apart from the case n = 0. Let

us consider the case n = 0. This case corresponds to the case (n1, n2) = (0, 0). Then, by the

symmetry, it suffices to handle 2k1 . 2k2 . If 2k ≤ 〈t〉−1
, we simply have (4.24) due to (4.26), If

2k ≥ 〈t〉−1
, using (3.19), we estimate

|(4.25)| .
∑

2k1.2k2

2−
k
2 ‖Pk1(xlφθ1,L1)(t)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2,L2(t)‖L∞

.
∑

2k1.2k2

ε21 〈t〉
−1+2H(1)δ

2
−k+k2

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)+2

.

This completes the proof of (4.24). �

5. Proof of main theorem

For any initial data (1.3) satisfying (1.5), one can readily show the existence of local solution

(ψ,Aµ) to (2.1) with (ψ,Wµ) ∈ C([0, T ];HN(0) ∩ C1([0, T ];HN(0)−1) for some T > 0 by the

regularity persistence based on the local theory of [8]. Then the standard approximation with

e−λ|x|2 〈x〉N is applicable to the system (2.1) and enables us to get, for sufficiently small T ,

sup
0≤t≤T

∑

n=1,2,3

[‖ 〈x〉n 〈D〉n (ψ(t),Wµ(t))‖HN(n) ] ≤ C(T, ψ(0),Wµ(0)).

Now we show sup0≤t≤T ‖ 〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 ψ̂(t, ξ)‖L∞

ξ
< +∞. In fact, by (2.2) we have

〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 |φ̂θ(t)| ≤ | 〈ξ〉20 |ξ|

1
2 |ψ̂θ(0)|+ c

∑

θ1∈{±}

∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 |η|−

1
2 |Ŵµ(s, η)||φ̂θ1(s, ξ − η)| dηds.

Let f(t) = ‖ 〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 ψ̂θ(t)‖L∞

ξ
. Then using

〈ξ〉20 |ξ|
1
2 . 〈ξ − η〉20 |ξ − η|

1
2 + 〈ξ − η〉20 |η|

1
2 + 〈η〉20 |ξ − η|

1
2 + 〈η〉20 |η|

1
2 ,

the factor |η|
1
2 gets rid of the singularity of |η|−

1
2 and Hölder’s inequality leads us to the bound

f(t) ≤ CT + C

∫ t

0

‖Wµ(s)‖HN(0)f(s) ds and CT = CT sup
0≤t≤T

‖(ψ(t),Wµ(t))‖
2
HN(0) .
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Hence Gronwall’s inequality shows sup0≤t≤T f(t) ≤ CT . If T is sufficiently small, then one can

readily verify the local solution satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) via (2.15) and (2.17).

Remark 5.1. The above local properties are not good enough for the global extension due to the bad

growth in time. One may take bootstrap argument based on the weighted energy ‖|x|2(φθ, Vµ,θ′)‖Hm

as in [6]. But the square weight makes a trouble because it plays a role as the second derivative in

the Fourier side and gives rise to a serious singularity to the nonlinearity. This obstacle prevents

us from closing bootstrap due to the lack of null structure like (1.11). This is a reason why we use

bootstrap argument based on the vector-field energy method.

Now we extend the solution globally by time continuity. To this end, we go through several

steps of bootstrap argument, which are energy, weighted energy, and scattering norm estimates to

be implemented under a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5). Each step is described as the proposition

below in which solution turns out to have more improvement than a priori assumptions. Since the

proof of propositions when T . 1 is similar to (much simpler than) the case T ≫ 1, we assume

that T ≫ 1 from now. Let us introduce propositions running bootstrap.

Proposition 5.2 (Energy estimates). Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies a priori assumptions (3.3)–

(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}, and L ∈ Vn. Then we have

‖ψθ,L(t)‖HN(n) . ε21 〈t〉
H(n)δ

, (5.1)

‖Wµ,L,θ′(t)‖HN(n) . ε21 〈t〉
H(n)δ

. (5.2)

Proposition 5.3 (Weighted energy estimates). Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies a priori assumptions

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], k ∈ Z, n ∈ {0, 1, 2}, θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and L ∈ Vn. Then, we

have

〈
2k
〉
‖Pk (xlφθ,L) ‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉

H(n+1)δ 〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)

, (5.3)

2k‖Pk (xlVθ,L) ‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉
H(n+1)δ 〈

2k
〉−N(n+1)

. (5.4)

Proposition 5.4 (Scattering norm estimates). Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies a priori assumptions

(3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ], θ, θ′ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have

‖ψθ(t)‖D . ε21, (5.5)

‖Vµ,θ′(t)‖M . ε21. (5.6)

The proof of propositions will be given in Section 6, Section 7, and Sections 8 and 9, respectively.

Proof of the asymptotic behavior for the Maxwell-Dirac system. The above propositions close the

bootstrap argument and lead us the global existence immediately. Now we show the asymptotic

behavior parts of the main theorem. Let us first consider the modified scattering for Dirac part.

In Section 8 we will show that for 0 < t1 ≤ t2,
∥∥∥P̂kΨθ(t2, ξ)− P̂kΨθ(t1, ξ)

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε21 〈t2〉
−δ

2−
k
2+

1
100k

〈
2k
〉−20

,

where Ψθ(t, ξ) = e−iBθ(t,ξ)φ̂θ(t, ξ) and Bθ(t, ξ) is the phase modification symbol as defined in

Theorem 1.1. This bound shows the existence of limit limt′→∞ φθ(t
′) in L2. By setting

ψ∞
θ (t) := e−θit〈D〉 lim

t′→∞
φθ(t

′),
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we obtain

‖ψθ(t)− eiBθ(t,D)ψ∞
θ (t)‖L2 .

∥∥∥〈ξ〉20 |ξ| 12F
[
ψθ(t)− eiBθ(t,D)ψ∞

θ (t)
]∥∥∥

L∞
ξ

. 〈t〉−δ
ε0.

Note that ψ∞ := Π+ψ
∞
+ +Π−ψ

∞
− is a solution to linear Dirac equation.

On the other hand, for the proof of (5.6), we will show that for 0 < t1 ≤ t2,

∑

j∈Uk

2j ‖QjkVµ,θ′(t2)−QjkVµ,θ′(t2)‖L2 . ε1 〈t2〉
−δ

2−k−5H(2)δk
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

.

Then this implies the existence of limit limAµ,θ′ in Ḣ
1
2+5H(2)δ. By setting

A∞
µ,θ′(t) := eθ

′it|D| lim
t′→∞

Vµ,θ′(t′),

we see that

∥∥∥〈D〉25
(
Aµ,θ′(t)−A∞

µ,θ′(t)
)∥∥∥

Ḣ
1
2
+5H(2)δ

. 〈t〉−δ
ε0.

Utilizing (3.19) and (3.20), one can readily establish (1.8) with δ := 11δ. This completes the proof

of Theorem 1.1.

6. Proof of energy estimates

This section is devoted to proving Proposition 5.2.

6.1. Proof of (5.1): the bound on ψθ,L. We first prove the energy estimates for the Dirac part.

In order to show (5.1) let us define the energy functional

ED

L (t) :=

∫

R3

〈
PDψθ(t),P

Dψθ(t)
〉
−
〈
〈D〉−

1
2 PDψθ(t), Aµ(t)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(t)

〉
dx,

where PD := 〈D〉N(n) L and PD′

:= 〈D〉N(n) L′. Then, we have ED

L ∼ ‖ψθ,L‖2HN(n) since ε1 ≪ 1.

Using (2.13), we see that

∂tLψθ = −θi〈D〉Lψθ + iΠθL(Aµα
µψ) + iθ

∑

L′∈Vn

C(L′)RL′L′(Aµα
µψ). (6.1)

Then, this yields that

d

dt
ED

L (t) = 2Im

∫

R3

[
〈
PDψθ,ΠθP

D(Aµα
µψ)

〉
+ θ

∑

L′∈Vn

C(L′)
〈
PDψθ,RL′〈D〉N(n)L′(Aµα

µψ)
〉]

dx

− Ẽ(t),

where

Ẽ(t) =2Im

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉−

1
2 ∂tP

Dψθ(t), Aµ(t)α
µ 〈D〉−

1
2 PDψθ(t)

〉
dx

+

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉−

1
2 PDψθ(t), ∂tAµ(t)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(t)

〉
dx.

The following proposition finishes the energy estimates for Dirac part.
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Proposition 6.1. Assume that (ψ,Aµ) satisfies a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5). Let t ∈ [0, T ],

n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, L ∈ Vn, and θ ∈ {+,−}. Then we have
∣∣∣∣2Im

∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈
PDψθ(t),ΠθP

D(Aµ(t)α
µψ(t))

〉
dx− Ẽ(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ . ε31 〈t〉
2H(n)δ

, (6.2)

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈
PDψθ(s),RL′ 〈D〉N(n)L′(Aµ(s)α

µψ(s))
〉
dxds

∣∣∣∣ . ε31 〈t〉
2H(n)δ

. (6.3)

Proof. Let us first consider (6.2). Regarding Ẽ(s), by (6.1) we see that

Ẽ(s) = 2Im

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉

1
2 PDψθ(s), Aµ(s)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(s)

〉
dx

− 2Re

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉−

1
2 ΠθP

D(Aν(s)α
νψ(s)), Aµ(s)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(s)

〉
dx

− θ2Re
∑

L′∈Vn′

C(L′)

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉N(n)− 1

2 RL′L′(Aν(s)α
νψ(s)), Aµ(s)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(s)

〉
dx

+

∫

R3

〈
〈D〉−

1
2 PDψθ(t), ∂tAµ(t)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψθ(t)

〉
dx

=:

4∑

j=1

Ẽj(s).

Using Lemma 4.3 and (3.20), we estimate
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Ẽ2(s) + Ẽ3(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ . ε31 〈t〉
2H(n)δ

.

Moreover, by (3.25) we obtain that for t ∈ [0, T ],

‖∂tAµ(t)‖L∞ .
∑

k∈Z,θ′∈{±}

2−
k
2 ‖∂tPkWµ,θ′(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉

−1
,

which implies
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Ẽ4(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ . ε21 〈t〉
2H(n)δ

.

Thus, it suffices to consider the part
∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈
PDψθ(s),ΠθP

D(Aµ(s)α
µψ(s))

〉
dx − Ẽ1(s)ds,

which can be written as
∫ t

0

∫

R3

〈
PDψθ(s),ΠθP

D(Aµ(s)α
µψ(s))−Πθ 〈D〉

1
2

(
Aµ(s)α

µ 〈D〉−
1
2 PDψ(s)

)〉
dxds. (6.4)

By commutation relation one gets

P(Aµα
µψ) = 〈D〉N(n)

(Aµα
µLψ) +

∑

Lℓ∈Vnℓ
,ℓ=1,2

C(L1,L2) 〈D〉N(n)
(L2Aµα

µL1ψ),

where C(L1,L2) are constants depending only on L1,L2 and n1 ≤ n− 1, n1 + n2 = n.

We can write (6.4) in the Fourier side as the sum of the followig:

(2π)−6

∫ t

0

∫

R3+3

M1
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,θ2(s, η)α

µψ̂θ1,L(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

(2π)−6

∫ t

0

∫

R3+3

M2
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µψ̂θ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

(6.5)
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where

M1
n(ξ, η) := |η|−

1
2Πθ(ξ) 〈ξ〉

N(n)+ 1
2

(
〈ξ〉N(n)− 1

2 − 〈ξ − η〉N(n)− 1
2

)
,

M2
n(ξ, η) := |η|−

1
2Πθ(ξ) 〈ξ〉

2N(n)
.

We estimate (6.5) by dividing the time t ∈ [0, T ] into a dyadic pieces 2m (m ∈ {0, · · · , L+ 1})

with

|L− log2(t+ 2)| ≤ 2

and by taking cut-offs qm : R → [0, 1] such that

supp(q0) ⊂ [0, 2], supp(qL+1) ⊂ [t− 2, t], supp(qm) ⊂ [2m−1, 2m+1],

L+1∑

m=0

qm(s) = 1[0,t](s), qm ∈ C1(R),

∫ t

0

|q′m(s)|ds . 1.

Let Im denote the support of qm and let

I1
m :=

∫

Im

∫

R3+3

qm(s)M1
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,θ2(s, η)α

µψ̂θ1,L(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

I2
m :=

∫

Im

∫

R3+3

qm(s)M2
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µψ̂θ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds.

To get the bound (6.2), it suffices to show that for each l = 1, 2 and m ∈ {0, · · · , L+ 1}

|Il
m| . ε312

2H(n)δm. (6.6)

Estimates for I1
m. To this end, we divide the frequencies of I1

m into the dyadic pieces 2k, 2k1 , 2k2 ∈

2Z as follows:

I1
m,k :=

∫

Im

∫

R3+3

qm(s)M1
n(ξ, η)

〈
P̂kψθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Wµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1ψθ1,L(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

where k = (k, k1, k2). For the multiplier estimates, we have

∥∥M1
n(ξ, η)ρk(ξ)ρk1(ξ + η)ρk2 (η)

∥∥
CM

. 2
k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

.

Thus by Lemma 3.4, (3.15), and (3.25), we have

∣∣I1
m,k

∣∣ .
∫

Im

2
k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖HN(n)‖Pk1ψθ1,L(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L∞ds

. ε31|Im|22H(n)δm−m
〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1 〈
2k1
〉−N(n)

2k2−5H(2)δk2
〈
2k2
〉−22

,

which implies (6.6) in case that min(k) = k2.

Let us move on to the case min(k) = k or k1. If min(k) ≤ − 2
3m− δm, we have

∣∣I1
m,k

∣∣

. |Im|2
3min(k)

2 +
k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖HN(n)‖Pk1ψθ1,L(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε31|Im|2[2H(n)+1]δm2
3min(k)+k2

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1−N(0)

.

(6.7)

We consider the high frequency case 2max(k) ≥ 2
1
60m. In this case the high frequency sum can be

easily treated by the regularity condition
〈
2k2
〉−N(0)

of Wµ,θ2 in the energy estimates (3.15). To
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exploit this regularity gap, we estimate to distinguish n ≤ 2 and n = 3. Indeed, if n ≤ 2, it follows

from (3.19) that

∣∣I1
m,k

∣∣ . |Im|2
k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖HN(n)‖Pk1ψθ1,L(s)‖L∞‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε31|Im|2[H(n)+H(n+1)+1]δm−m2
k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n+1)+3

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1−N(0)

.

On the other hand, if n = 3, (6.7) yields that

∣∣I1
m,k

∣∣ . ε31|Im|2[2H(3)+1]δm2
3min(k)+k2

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(3)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(3)−1−N(0)

.

whose 2max(k) ≥ 2
m
60 leads us to (6.6).

Let us now consider 2min(k) ≥ 2−
2
3
m−δm and 2max(k) ≤ 2

m
60 . For this, we use the normal form

approach. Making integration by parts in time, I1
m,k becomes the sum of the integrals:

∫

Im

q′m(s)

∫

R3+3

eispΘ(ξ,η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
M1

n(ξ, η)
〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1φθ1,L(s, ξ − η),
〉
dξdηds,

(6.8)
∫

Im

qm(s)

∫

R3+3

eispΘ(ξ,η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
M1

n(ξ, η)∂s

[〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1φθ1,L(s, ξ − η),
〉]
dηdξds,

(6.9)

where pΘ is the phase defined in (2.4). By (3.15) and (3.25) we have

|(6.8)| . |Im|2−m2−
k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖∂sPkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk1ψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L∞

. ε31|Im|22H(n)δm−2m2−5H(2)δk2
〈
2k1
〉−N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−23

.

This enables us to sum over 2min(k) ≥ 2−
2
3m−δm and 2max(k) ≤ 2

m
60 . To estimate (6.9), we utilize

‖Pk∂sφθ,L‖L2 . ε12
−m+H̃(n)δm

〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)−5

,

‖Pk∂sVµ,θ2‖L2 . ε12
−m+H̃(0)δm

〈
2k
〉−N(1)−5

,

(6.10)

obtained by (4.2) and (4.16), respectively. In (6.9), if the time derivative falls on φθ,L or φθ1,L, we

estimate

|(6.9)| . |Im|2−
k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖∂sPkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk1ψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L∞

. ε31|Im|2[H(n)+H̃(n)]δm−2m2−5H(2)δk2
〈
2k
〉N(n)−N(n+1)−5 〈

2k1
〉−N(n)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−23

.

We consider the case that the derivative falls on Vµ,θ2 . In this case, we decompose n ≤ 2 and

n = 3. If n ≤ 2, by (3.19) and (6.10) we obtain

|(6.9)| . |Im|2−
k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−1

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖HN(n)‖Pk1ψθ,L(s)‖L∞‖∂sPk2Vµ,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε31|Im|2[H(n)+H(n+1)+H̃(0)]δm−2m2
k1−k2

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(n+1)+2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n)−6−N(1)

.
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Let us move on to the case n = 3. Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and (3.25), we see

that

‖eθ2it|D|∂sPk2Vµ,θ2(s)‖L∞

. ‖|D|−
1
2Pk2 〈ψ(s), αµψ(s)〉 ‖L∞

.
∑

θ3,θ4∈{±}

∑

jℓ∈Ukℓ
kℓ∈Z,ℓ=3,4

‖Qj3,k3ψθ3(s)‖
1
3

L2‖Qj3,k3ψθ3(s)‖
2
3

L∞‖Qj4,k4ψθ3(s)‖L∞

. ε212
− 5

3m+20δm
〈
2k2
〉−N(1)+3

.

Then we have

|(6.9)| . |Im|2−
k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(3)−1

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖HN(3)‖Pk1ψθ,L(s)‖L2‖eθ2it|D|∂sPk2Vµ,θ2(s)‖L∞

. ε31|Im|2[2H(3)+20]δm− 5
3m2−

k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(3)

〈
2max(k)

〉N(3)−N(1)+2

.

This finishes the proof for (6.9). Summing over 2min(k) ≥ 2−
2
3m−δm and 2max(k) ≤ 2

m
60 , we get

(6.6).

Remark 6.2. Regarding the restriction 2max(k) ≤ 2
m
60 , we need this condition only when n = 0, 1

and min(k) = k1 in the estimates for (6.8). In view of (6.10), we also require this restriction in

the estimates for (6.9) when n ≤ 2.

Estimates for I2
m. We postpone a proof for the case n1 = 0 to Section 6.3. Here, we consider

the cases (n1, n2) = (2, 1), and (1, 2) when n = 3 and (n1, n2) = (1, 1) when n = 2. Similarly to

the previous estimates, we separate |ξ|, |ξ + η|, |η| by dyadic numbers 2k, 2k1 , 2k2 and consider the

integral
∫

Im

∫∫

R3+3

qm(s)M2
n(ξ, η)

〈
P̂kψθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1ψθ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds. (6.11)

If 2min(k) ≤ 2−m or 2max(k) ≤ 2
m
10 , by Hölder’s inequality and (3.15), we have

|(6.11)| . |Im|2min(k)
〈
2k
〉2N(n)

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε312
(H(n)+H(n1)+H(n2))δm

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

Since 1 ≤ n1, n2 ≤ n−1, one gets H(n1)+H(n2) ≤ H(n)−190 and N(n) ≤ min (N(n1), N(n2))−

10. Summing over 2min(k) ≤ 2−m or 2max(k) ≤ 2
m
10 , one can get (6.6).

If 2min(k) ≥ 2−m and 2max(k) ≤ 2
m
10 , then we exploit the space resonance (2.7). More precisely,

making integration by parts in η, (6.11) becomes the sum of the following:
∫

Im

∫

R3+3

s−1qm(s)eispΘ(ξ,η)∇ηM̃
2
n,k

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1φθ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

(6.12)
∫

Im

∫

R3+3

s−1qm(s)eispΘ(ξ,η)M̃2
n,k

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2xVµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1φθ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

(6.13)
∫

Im

∫

R3+3

s−1qm(s)eispΘ(ξ,η)M̃2
n,k

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂Pk1xφθ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds,

(6.14)
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where the multiplier M̃2
n is defined by

M̃2
n,k(ξ, η) =

∇ηpΘ(ξ, η)M
2
n(ξ, η)

|∇ηpΘ(ξ, η)|2
ρk(ξ)ρk1(ξ + η)ρk2(η).

In view of (2.7), this multiplier satisfies
∣∣∣∇ℓ

ηM̃
2
n,k(ξ, η)

∣∣∣ . 2−
k2
2 −ℓk2

〈
2k
〉2N(n) 〈

2k1
〉2+2ℓ

for ℓ = 0, 1. Then, (3.15) leads us to the bound

|(6.12)| . ε312
(H(n)+H(n1)+H(n2))δm2

3min(k)
2 −

3k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(n1)+4 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

The sum of (6.12) over 2min(k) ≥ 2−m now gives us (6.6).

As for (6.13), by using (3.16) and (3.19), we estimate as follows:

|(6.13)| . ε312
(H(n)+H(n1)+H(n2+1))δm2

3min(k)
2 −k2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n) 〈
2k1
〉−N(n1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)

(6.15)

and

|(6.13)| . ε312
(H(n)+H(n1+1)+H(n2+1))δm2−m2−

k2
2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n) 〈
2k1
〉−N(n1+1)+8 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)

.

(6.16)

Since H(n1) +H(n2 + 1) ≤ H(n) + 10 and

2−k2

〈
2max(k)

〉N(n) 〈
2k1
〉−N(n1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)

.
〈
2min(k)

〉−10 〈
2max(k)

〉−1

,

one gets (6.6) by summing (6.15) over 2max(k) ≥ 210δm and (6.16) over 2max(k) ≤ 210δm. The

estimates for (6.14) can be obtained similarly with L2 × L2 × L∞ estimates due to the restriction

2max(k) ≤ 2
m
10 .

We prove (6.3). By (2.14) we have

∑

L′∈Vn′

C(L′)RL′L′∂t(Aµα
µψ) = C1(L0)L0(Aµα

µψ) +
∑

L∈Vn

C2(L)RLL∂t(Aµα
µψ),

for n, ñ ≤ n− 1. By (4.1) and (4.15), it suffices to consider
∫ t

0

∫

R3+3

M3
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µψ̂θ1,L1(s, ξ − η)
〉
dξdηds, (6.17)

∫ t

0

∫

R3+3

M4
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), Ŵµ,L2,θ2(s, η)α

µ
N̂D

θ1,L1
(s, ξ − η)

〉
dξdηds, (6.18)

∫ t

0

∫

R3+3

M4
n(ξ, η)

〈
ψ̂θ,L(s, ξ), N̂M

µ,L2
(s, η)αµψ̂θ1,L1(s, ξ − η)

〉
dξdηds, (6.19)

where

M3
n(ξ, η) = |η|−

1
2 (1 +RL(ξ)) 〈ξ〉

2N(n) (1 + |η|+ 〈ξ − η〉) and M4
n(ξ, η) = |η|−

1
2RL(ξ) 〈ξ〉

2N(n)
.

Since RL is smooth and plays a similar role to Πθ, the proof of (6.17) can be done similarly to

the estimates for I2
m by replacing Πθ,L with RL,L, respectively. Indeed, the estimates for (6.3)

can be obtained more easily from the fact that n0, n ≤ n− 1. For the proofs of (6.18) and (6.19),

Lemmas 4.1 and 4.4 imply the desired bounds straightforwardly. Therefore, we omit the proof of

(6.3). �
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6.2. Proof of (5.2): the bound on Wµ,L,θ′. With PM := 〈D〉N(n) |D|
1
2L, we define the energy

functional for Maxwell part

EM

L (t) :=
1

4

∫

R3

[
(PMAµ(t))

2 + (∂t|D|−1PMAµ(t))
2
]
dx. (6.20)

Then, by the definition of Wµ,L,θ′ , we have

EM

L (t) ∼ ‖Wµ,L,θ′(t)‖2HN(n) .

Using the commutation relation of wave operator, we see that

d

dt
EM

L (t) =
1

2

∫

R3

|D|−1PM [〈ψ, αµψ〉](t)∂t|D|−1PMAµ(t)dx

= i(2π)−3
∑

θ′∈{±}

θ′
∫

R3

|ξ|−
1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n)F [L 〈ψ, αµψ〉](t, ξ)F [Wµ,L,θ′ ](t, ξ)dξ.

To prove (6.20), it suffices to show
∣∣∣∣
∫

Im

∫

R3

qm(s)|ξ|−
1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n) F 〈ψθ1,L1 , αµψθ2,L2〉 (t, ξ)Ŵµ,L,θ′(t, ξ)dξds

∣∣∣∣ . ε312
2H(n)δm,

for any t ∈ [0, T ],m ∈ {0, · · · , L + 1},L1 ∈ Vn1 ,L2 ∈ Vn2(n1 + n2 = n), and θ′, θ1, θ2 ∈ {+,−}.

Then, we focus on the bound
∣∣∣∣
∫

Im

∫

R3+3

qm(s)|ξ|−
1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n)

〈
ψ̂θ1,L1(s, η), αµψ̂θ2,L2(s, ξ + η)

〉
Ŵµ,L,θ′(s, ξ)dηdξds

∣∣∣∣

. ε312
2H(n)δm.

(6.21)

By the frequency decomposition, we define

Jµ,m,k :=

∫

Im

qm(s)M(ξ)

∫

R3+3

〈
̂Pk2ψθ2,L2(s, η), αµ

̂Pk1ψθ1,L1(s, ξ + η)
〉

̂PkWµ,L,θ′(s, ξ) dηdξds,

where M(ξ) = |ξ|−
1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n)

and k = (k, k1, k2). To prove (6.21), it suffices to handle

∑

k∈Z3

|Jµ,m, k| . ε312
2H(n)δm (6.22)

for n1, n2 ≤ n ≤ 3, Lℓ ∈ Vnℓ
. To observe the resonances, we recall the phase interaction:

∫

Im

qm(s)

∫

R3+3

M(ξ)eisqΘ(ξ,η)
〈

̂Pk2φθ2,L2(s, η), αµ
̂Pk1φθ1,L1(s, ξ + η)

〉
̂PkVµ,L,θ′(s, ξ)dηdξds,

where qΘ(ξ, η) is as in (2.5).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that n1 ≤ n2. The proof of (6.22) is divided into

the cases n1 = 0 and n1 ≥ 1. The case n1 = 0(n ≥ 1) will be treated in Section 6.3. Let us first

consider the vector field free case n = 0. From the symmetry between spinors, we assume that

k1 ≤ k2. Then the bounds (3.15) and (3.24) yield that

|Jµ,m,k| . |Im|2
3min(k)−k

2

〈
2k
〉N(0)

‖PkWµ,θ′(s)‖HN(0)‖Pk1ψθ1(s)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ1(s)‖L2

. ε31|Im|22H(0)δm2
3min(k)−k

2 +(1+ 1
100 )k1

〈
2k
〉N(0) 〈

2k1
〉−N(0)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

.

This implies (6.22) for 2k+k1 ≤ 2−m. Let us consider 2k+k1 ≥ 2−m. When 2k ∼ 2k2 , the estimate

above yields the desired bound. Thus, we handle the case 2k ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k2 . Using the decomposition
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and their bounds (4.5), we see that

|Jµ,m,k| . |Im|2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉N(0)

‖PkWµ,θ′(s)‖HN(0)‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(s)‖L∞‖Pk2ψθ1(s)‖L2

. ε31|Im|2H(0)δm− 3
2m2−

k+k1
2 +

k1
1000+(1+ 1

100 )k2
〈
2k
〉N(0) 〈

2k1
〉−19 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+2

and

|Jµ,m,k| . |Im|2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉N(0)

‖PkWµ,θ′(s)‖HN(0)‖φ>J,k1

θ1
(s)‖L2‖Pk2ψθ1(s)‖L∞

. ε31|Im|2[H(0)+2H(1)]δm−2m2−
k
2−k1+

k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(0) 〈

2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)+2

.

These estimates give us (6.22).

Here we focus on the case n1 ≥ 1, in which at least one vector field falls on each spinor. We first

consider the cases 2min(k) ≤ 2−m and 2min(k) ≥ 2−m. When 2min(k) ≤ 2−m. By (3.15) we obtain

the bounds

‖PkVµ,L,θ′(s)‖L2 . ε12
H(n)δm

〈
2k
〉−N(n)

,

‖Pk1φθ1,L1(s)‖L2 . ε12
H(n1)δm

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1)

,

‖Pk2φθ2,L2(s)‖L2 . ε12
H(n2)δm

〈
2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

(6.23)

By Hölder’s inequality and (6.23) we have

2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)

|Jm,k|

. ε31|Im|2[H(n)+H(n1)+H(n2)]δm2−
k
2 2

3
2 min(k)

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2)

.

(6.24)

Since H(n1) +H(n2) = H(n)− 190 and N(n) ≤ N(n2) − 10, this directly implies (6.22). Let us

now handle the case 2min(k) ≥ 2−m. By integration by parts in time, Jµ,m,k is written as the sum

of the following

∫

Im

q′m(s)

∫

R3+3

eisqΘ′ (ξ,η)

qΘ′(ξ, η)

〈
̂Pk2φθ2,L2(s, η), αµ

̂Pk1φθ1,L1(s, ξ + η)
〉

̂PkVµ,L,θ′(s, ξ)dηdξds, (6.25)

∫

Im

qm(s)

∫

R3+3

eisqΘ′ (ξ,η)

qΘ′(ξ, η)
∂s

[〈
̂Pk2φθ2,L2(s, η), αµ

̂Pk1φθ1,L1(s, ξ + η)
〉

̂PkVµ,θ′,L(s, ξ)
]
dηdξds.

(6.26)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we see that

|(6.25)| . 2
3
2 min(k)−k

〈
2max(k)

〉2
‖PkVµ,θ′,L(s)‖L2‖Pk1φθ1,L1(s)‖L2‖Pk2φθ2,L1(s)‖L2 .

Analogously to (6.24), we estimate

∑

2min(k)≥2−m

2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)

|(6.25)| . ε312
2H(n)δm.

Similar estimate to the above can be obtained for (6.26) by (6.10). Since n1 ≥ 1, we have

H̃(n) +H(n1) +H(n2) ≤ 2H(n)− 30,

H(n) + H̃(n1) +H(n2) ≤ 2H(n)− 30,

H(n) +H(n1) + H̃(n2) ≤ 2H(n)− 30.
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From this it follows that

2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)

|(6.26)| . ε312
2H(n)δm−30δm max

(〈
2k1
〉−1

,
〈
2k2
〉−1
)
.

This completes the proof of (6.22) for n1 ≥ 1.

6.3. Bulk estimate on Dirac part. In this section, we finish the proof of the energy estimates

of Dirac part for the cases that all vector fields fall on only one of the profiles. Let us invoke (6.11)

with n2 = n(n ≥ 1) and write

Km,k :=

∫

Im

qm(s)

∫∫

R3×R3

M2
n(ξ, η)

〈
P̂kψθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Wµ,L,θ2,(s, η)α

µP̂k1ψθ1(s, ξ + η)
〉
dξdηds.

Note that M2
n(ξ, η) = |η|−

1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n)

. The following proposition gives us the proof of energy

estimate on Dirac part.

Proposition 6.3. Assume that L ∈ Vn for 1 ≤ n ≤ 3 and t ∈ [0, T ]. Let k = (k0, k1, k2) and

m ∈ {0, · · · , L+ 1}. Then we have

∑

k∈Z3

|Km,k| . ε312
2H(n)δm. (6.27)

Proof. We prove this proposition by decomposing the case into four cases.

Case 1: 2min(k) ≤ 2−m. We begin with L∞ × L2 × L2 estimate. By Hölder’s inequality with

(3.15) and (3.24), we have

|Km,k| . ε31|Im|22H(n)δm2
3min(k)−k2

2 2(1+δ1)k1
〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(0)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

. (6.28)

This estimate implies (6.27) if min(k) ≤ −m.

Case 2: 2min(k) ≥ 2−m and 2k ≤ 2−
3
5m. We claim that

∑

Case 2

|Km,k| . ε312
2H(n)δm. (6.29)

When 2k ≤ 2−
3
5m and 2k1 ≤ 2−

2
5m, (6.29) follows from (6.28). When

2k ≤ 2−
3
5m and 2min(k)2(1+δ1)k1

〈
2k1
〉−35

≤ 2−m,

(6.29) can be shown treated similarly. Then, it remains to prove (6.29) when

2−m ≤ 2k ≤ 2−
3
5m and 2min(k)2(1+δ1)k1

〈
2k1
〉−35

≥ 2−m. (6.30)

From this relation, we deduce 2k1 ≥ 2−
2
5m. Setting 2J := C 〈s〉 2k1 for some constant 0 < C ≪ 1,

we decompose Pk1φθ1 = φ
≤J,k1

θ1
+ φ

>J,k1

θ1
as follows: Km,k is the sum of the integrals:

∫

Im

qm(s)

∫

R3+3

M2
n(ξ, η)e

ispΘ(ξ,η)

×

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L,θ2,(s, η)α

µ ̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(s, ξ + η)

〉
dξdηds,

(6.31)

∫

Im

qm(s)

∫

R3+3

M2
n(ξ, η)e

ispΘ(ξ,η)

×

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L,θ2,(s, η)α

µ ̂
φ
>J,k1

θ1
(s, ξ + η)

〉
dξdηds,

(6.32)
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where pΘ(ξ, η) is in (2.4). By (3.26) and (3.17), we obtain

‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉

− 3
2 2−( 1

2−
1

1000 )k1
〈
2k1
〉−19

,

‖φ>J,k1

θ1
(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉

−1+H(1)δ 2−k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(1)−1

.

This leads us to the bound

|(6.31)| . 2m2−
k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n)

sup
s∈Im

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1
(s)‖L∞‖Pk2Wµ,L,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε312
2H(n)δm−m

2 2−
k1
2 2−

k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−19 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

.

When min(k) = k, we have, for small 0 < ζ ≪ 1,

|(6.31)| . ε312
2H(n)δm2−

m
2 +ζm2ζk22−k1

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−19 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

,

which implies the desired bound for (6.31) from the fact that k1 ≥ − 2
5m. When min(k) = k2 or

k1, by the second condition of (6.30), we directly obtain the desired results. Analogously, using

Bernstein’s inequality, we estimate

|(6.32)| . 2m2k
〈
2k
〉N(n)

sup
s∈Im

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖φ>J,k1

θ1
(s)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L,θ2(s)‖L2

. ε312
[H(1)+2H(n)]δm2k−k1

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

.

Since 2k−k1 . 2−
1
5m, this finishes the proof for Case 2.

Case 3: 2min(k) ≥ 2−m, 2k ≥ 2−
3
5m, and 2max(k) ≤ 220δm. Using the integration by parts in

time, Km,k is decomposed by

∫

Im

q′m(s)

∫

R3+3

M2
n(ξ, η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
eispΘ(ξ,η)

×
〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L,θ2,(s, η)α

µP̂k1φθ1(s, ξ + η)
〉
dξdηds,

(6.33)

∫

Im

q′m(s)

∫

R3+3

M2
n(ξ, η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
eispΘ(ξ,η)

× ∂s

〈
P̂kφθ,L(s, ξ), ̂Pk2Vµ,L,θ2,(s, η)α

µP̂k1φθ1(s, ξ + η)
〉
dξdηds.

(6.34)

Using (3.15), (4.2), (4.16), and (3.19), we estimate

‖Pkφθ,L(s)‖L2 + 2m‖Pk(∂sφθ2,L)(s)‖L2 . ε12
H̃(n)δm

〈
2k
〉−N(n+1)−5

,

‖e−θ1is〈D〉Pk1φθ1‖L∞ . ε12
k1
2 2−m+10δm

〈
2k1
〉−N(1)+2

,

‖Pk2Vµ,L,θ2(s)‖L2 + 2m‖Pk2(∂sVµ,L,θ2)(s)‖L2 . ε12
k2
2 2H̃(n)δm

〈
2k2
〉−N(n)+5

.

(6.35)

This yields that

|(6.33)| . ε312
−m+(2H̃(n)+10)δm2

k1+k2
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)−N(n+1)−5 〈

2k1
〉−N(1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)+5

.

In (6.34), when the time derivative falls on Pkφθ,L or Pk2Vµ,L,θ2 , we estimate

|(6.34)| . ε312
−2m+(2H̃(n)+10)δm2

k1+k2
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)−N(n+1)−5 〈

2k1
〉−N(1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)+5

.
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It remains to handle the case that ∂s falls on Pk1φθ1 in (6.34). By the condition of Case 3, (3.20)

and (3.23) show us that

‖e−θ1is〈D〉Pk1(∂sφθ1(s))‖L∞

∼ ‖Πθ1(D)Pk1 (Aµ(s)α
µψ(s))‖L∞

. 23ζk1‖Pk1(Aµ(s)α
µψ(s))‖

L
1
ζ

. 23ζk1

∑

θ3,θ4∈{±}

∑

jℓ∈Ukℓ

kℓ∈Z,ℓ=3,4

‖Qj3,k3ψθ3(s)‖
L

1
ζ
‖Qj4,k4Aµ,θ4(s)‖L∞

. ε212
−2m+12δm

〈
2k1
〉−N(1)+2

(6.36)

for sufficiently small ζ > 0. Note that we used the frequency relation 2k1 ∼ 2max(k3,k4) in the

fourth inequality. Then we have

|(6.34)| . ε312
−2m+20δm2−

k2
2 .

Since max(k) ≤ 4δ1m, we readily obtain
∑

Case 3

|Km,k| . ε312
2H(n)δm.

Case 4: 2min(k) ≥ 2−m, 2k ≥ 2−
3
5m, and 2max(k) ≥ 220δm. We prove
∑

Case 4

|Km,k| . ε312
2H(n)δm. (6.37)

To this end, we consider the subcases min(k) = k1, min(k) = k2, and min(k) = k. If min(k) = k1,

then by the multiplier estimates, we see that

|Km,k| . |Im|2−
k2
2

〈
2k
〉2N(n)

‖Pkψθ,L(s)‖L2‖Pk1ψθ1(s)‖L∞‖Pk2Vµ,L,θ2(s)‖L2 .

Hence (3.15) and (3.19) show that

|Km,k| . ε312
(10+2H(n))δm2−

k2
2 2

k1
2

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(1)+2 〈

2k2
〉−N(n)

. (6.38)

The RHS of (6.38) is summable over Case 4 with min(k) = k1.

For the high frequency sum with respect to k and k2, (6.38) is not sufficient for (6.37) in the

case of min(k) = k or min(k) = k2. If min(k) = k, then we use L∞ ×L2×L2 estimate. By (3.15),

and (3.19), we obtain

|Km,k| . ε312
[2H(n)+1]δm2−

k2
2

〈
2k
〉N(n) 〈

2k1
〉−N(n+1)−N(0)

(6.39)

for n = 1, 2. Now the RHS of (6.39) is summable. Analogously, for the case min(k) = k2, we use

L2 × L2 × L∞ estimate. Then (3.20) yield that, for n = 0, 1, 2,

|Km, k| . ε312
[2H(n)+H(1)+ 1

2 ]δm
〈
2k2
〉−N(n+1)+2 〈

2k1
〉N(n)−N(0)

, (6.40)

which finishes (6.37) for n = 1, 2.

The estimates (6.39) and (6.40) do not cover (6.37) when n = 3. To handle this case, we use

the integration by parts in time and obtain (6.33) and (6.34). Since 2max(k) ∼ 2k1 , the second

estimate in (6.35) guarantees the high frequency sum for (6.33) and the sum for the cases that ∂s

falls on φθ,L and Vµ,L,θ2 in (6.34). To estimate remainder case, one can utilize (6.36) for the high

frequency sum. This completes the proof of (6.37). �
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6.4. Bulk estimate on Maxwell part. Let us consider the remaining case of Maxwell part:
∫

Im

∫

R3+3

qm(s)|ξ|−
1
2 〈ξ〉2N(n)

〈
ψ̂θ1,L1(s, η), αµψ̂θ2,L2(s, ξ + η)

〉
Ŵµ,L,θ′(s, ξ)dηdξds. (6.41)

Compared to Km,K discussed in Section 6.3, the only difference, resulting from the change of

variables (ξ, η) 7→ (η′, ξ′ − η′), is in the multipliers 〈ξ′〉 and 〈η′〉. Consequently, the bound for

(6.41) can be obtained in the same manner. We omit the details.

7. Proof of weighted energy estimates

In this section, we prove Proposition 5.3. At first we consider (5.3). By Plancherel’s theorem,

we have

‖Pk(xjφθ(t))‖H1 ∼
〈
2k
〉
‖ρk(ξ)∂ξj φ̂θ(t, ξ)‖L2 .

Using (2.15), we see that

e−θit〈ξ〉 〈ξ〉 ∂ξj φ̂θ(t, ξ) = −θΓ̂jψθ(t, ξ) + θ∂ξj

[
Πθ(ξ)Âµαµψ(t, ξ)

]
− e−θit〈ξ〉 ξj

〈ξ〉
φ̂θ(t, ξ).

This gives us that

〈
2k
〉
‖ρk(ξ)∂ξj φ̂θ,L(t, ξ)‖L2 . ‖PkΓjψθ,L‖L2 +

∥∥∥ρk(ξ)∂ξj
[
Πθ(ξ)Âµαµψ(t, ξ)

]∥∥∥
L2

ξ

+ ‖Pkφθ,L‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H(n+1)δ 〈

2k
〉−N(n+1)

.

For this we used Proposition 5.2 and (4.9).

Let us move on to the proof of (5.4). By (2.17), we obtain

eθit|ξ||ξ|∂ξj V̂µ,L,θ(t, ξ) = −θ ̂ΓjWµ,L,θ(t, ξ) +
1

2
∂ξj

[
|ξ|−

1
2 ̂L 〈ψ, αµψ〉(ξ)

]
− eθit|ξ|

ξj

|ξ|
V̂µ,L,θ(t, ξ).

Then, Proposition 5.2 and (4.24) yield that

2k‖ρk(ξ)∂ξj V̂µ,L,θ(t, ξ)‖L2 . ‖PkΓjWµ,L,θ‖L2 +
∥∥∥ρk(ξ)∂ξj

[
|ξ|−

1
2 ̂L 〈ψ, αµψ〉(ξ)

]∥∥∥
L2

ξ

+ ‖PkWµ,L,θ‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
H(n+1)δ 〈

2k
〉−N(n+1)

.

This completes the proof of (5.4).

8. Asymptotic behavior for the spinor field

This section is devoted to proving the bound of scattering norm and the modified scattering

for spinor fields under the a priori assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ]. In view of the definition of

scattering norm (3.1), we need to show the following estimates
∥∥∥P̂kφθ(t)

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε212
−δm2−

k
2 +

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

,

∥∥∥P̂kφθ(t)
∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε212
− δ

2m2k+
k

100

〈
2k
〉−38

(8.1)

for t ∈ [2m−2, 2m+1]∩ [0, T ]. This gives us the bound (5.5). Now we define the phase modification

symbol by

Bθ(t, ξ) = Πθ(ξ)α
µ

∫ t

0

P≤KAµ

(
s,
θsξ

〈ξ〉

)
ds, (8.2)
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where K = K(s) is an integer satisfying 2K ≤ 〈s〉−
2
3−10H(2)δ

< 2K+1 and θ ∈ {+,−}. We also

define a profile associated with scattering by

Ψθ(t, ξ) := e−iBθ(t,ξ)φ̂θ(t, ξ) = e−iBθ(t,ξ)eθit〈ξ〉ψ̂θ(t, ξ).

Then the estimates of (8.1) are equivalent to the bounds
∥∥∥P̂kΨθ(t2, ξ)− P̂kΨθ(t1, ξ)

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε21 〈t2〉
−δ

2−
k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

, (8.3)

∥∥∥P̂kΨθ(t2, ξ)− P̂kΨθ(t1, ξ)
∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε21 〈t2〉
− δ

2 2k+
k

100

〈
2k
〉−38

, (8.4)

for k ∈ Z and t1 ≤ t2 ∈ [0, T ]. Let t1 ≤ t2 ∈ [2m − 2, 2m+1] ∩ [0, T ]. Once (8.3) is established,

the proof of (8.4) is quite straightforward. More precisely, the bound (8.4) follows from (3.15) if

2k ≥ 2
m
40 δ. On the other hand, the estimate (8.3) implies (8.4) directly if 2k ≤ 2

m
40 δ.

For (8.3) let us observe that

P̂kΨθ(t2, ξ)− P̂kΨθ(t1, ξ) =

∫ t2

t1

∂sP̂kΨθ(s, ξ)ds (8.5)

and

∂sP̂kΨθ(s, ξ) = e−iBθ(s,ξ)
(
∂sP̂kφθ(s, ξ)− i [∂sBθ(s, ξ)] P̂kφθ(s, ξ)

)
. (8.6)

The phase modification (8.2) plays a role of subtracting the resonance interaction in (8.6). Indeed,

the explicit form can be derived to track the resonance case of nonlinearity of Dirac part. Taking

Fourier transform, we see that

∂sφ̂θ(s, ξ) = cΠθ(ξ)
∑

θ1∈{±}

∫

R3

eis(θ〈ξ〉−θ1〈ξ−η〉)Âµ(s, η)α
µφ̂θ1(s, ξ − η) dη, (8.7)

where c = i
(2π)3 . In view of (2.6), since the resonance does not occur when θ 6= θ1, we take into

account the case θ = θ1. We simply observe that the phase interaction satisfies

θ 〈ξ〉 − θ 〈ξ − η〉 = θ
ξη

〈ξ〉
+O(|η|2). (8.8)

Using (8.8), we can rewrite (8.7) and hence (8.5) as follows:

P̂kΨθ(t2, ξ)− P̂kΨθ(t1, ξ) =

c

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

e
θis ξη

〈ξ〉 ρ≤K(η)Âµ(s, η)α
µ
(
φ̂θ(s, ξ − η)− φ̂θ(s, ξ)

)
dηds (8.9)

+ c

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

(
eθis(〈ξ〉−〈ξ−η〉) − e

θis ξη
〈ξ〉

)
ρ≤K(η)Âµ(s, η)α

µφ̂θ(s, ξ − η) dηds

(8.10)

+ c

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)
∑

θ1∈{±}

∫

R3

eθis(〈ξ〉−〈ξ−η〉)ρ>K(η)Âµ(s, η)α
µφ̂θ1(s, ξ − η) dηds (8.11)

+ c

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

eθis(〈ξ〉+〈ξ−η〉)ρ≤K(η)Âµ(s, η)α
µφ̂−θ(s, ξ − η) dηds. (8.12)

Note that 2K ∼ 2−
2
3m−10H(2)δm.

We begin with the proof of (8.1) and (8.3) with the dyadic decomposition into low, high, and mid

frequencies. For the low and high frequencies, we estimate (8.1) directly (See Section 8.1 below).
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For the mid frequency part, we prove (8.3) by handling the resonance decomposition (8.9)–(8.12)

(See Section 8.2 below).

8.1. Proof for the high and low frequencies. We prove (8.1) for the frequency range:

2k ≤ 2−30H(2)δm or 2k ≥ 22H(2)δm.

By (3.8), we have

‖P̂kφθ(t)‖L∞
ξ

. 2−
3k
2

(
sup
j∈Uk

‖Qjkφθ‖H0,1
Ω

) 1−ζ
2
(
sup
j∈Uk

2j+k‖Qjkφθ‖H0,1
Ω

) 1+ζ
2

for any ζ ∈ (0, 1). From (3.17), it follows that

sup
j∈Uk

2j‖Qjkφθ,L(t)‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉
H(n+1)δ 〈

2k
〉−N(n+1)−1

(8.13)

for L ∈ Vn (0 ≤ n ≤ 2), which implies

‖P̂kφθ(t)‖L∞
ξ

. ε212
H(2)δm2−

k
2

〈
2k
〉−N(2)−1

. (8.14)

For the high frequencies 2k ≥ 22H(2)δm, the bounds (8.14) and (5.1) yield the desired bound (8.1).

Let us move on to the low frequency regime 2k ≤ 2−30H(2)δm. This can be done by obtaining

‖Pkφθ,Ω(t)‖L2 . ε212
2H(2)δm2k+

k
6 . (8.15)

Note that the above estimate is an improvement of (8.13) by the factor 2
k
6 . Then (3.13) yields

that
∥∥∥P̂kφθ(t)

∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε212
2H(2)δm2−

k
2+

1−ζ
12 k.

This finishes the proof of (8.1) for 2k ≤ 2−30H(2)δm.

We now prove (8.15). By (3.14), it suffices to show

‖Pkφθ,Ω‖L2 +

3∑

l=1

∥∥∥ρk(ξ)x̂lφθ,Ω(t, ξ)
∥∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε21 〈t〉
2H(2)δ

2
k
6 .

Since the first term in the left-hand side can be handled by (3.15) straightforwardly, we focus on

the second term. Using (2.15), we prove

‖PkΓlψθ,Ω‖L2 +
∥∥Pk(xlN

D

Ω )(t)
∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε21 〈t〉
2H(2)δ

2
k
6 .

The estimates for the first term also is obtained by Proposition 5.2. Thus, we consider

∥∥PkN
D

Ω (t)
∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε21 〈t〉
2H(2)δ

2
k
6 min(〈t〉−1

, 2k),

which implies

∥∥Pk(xlN
D

Ω )(t)
∥∥
L2

ξ

. ε21 〈t〉
2H̃(2)δ

2
k
6 .

Let k ∈ Z satisfy 2k ≤ 2−30H(2)δm. We prove

∑

k1,k2∈Z

‖Pk (Pk2Aµ,θ2,L2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1,L1(t)) ‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉

2H(2)δ
2

k
6 min(〈t〉−1

, 2k), (8.16)

∑

k1,k2∈Z

‖Pkxl (Pk2Aµ,θ2,L2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1,L1(t)) ‖L2 . ε21 〈t〉

2H(2)δ
2

k
6 (8.17)
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for l = 1, 2, 3, Lℓ ∈ Vnℓ
(ℓ = 1, 2), and n1 + n2 ≤ 1. To show (8.16), we utilize the estimates in the

proof of Lemma 4.1. We first consider the cases: 2k ≤ 〈t〉−1 and 〈t〉−1 ≤ 2k ≤ 2−δm. By (3.15)

and (3.18), we have

‖Pk(Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

. 2
3min(k)−k2

2 ‖Pk1ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Pk2Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
2H(2)δ

2
3min(k)−k2

2 2k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(n1) 〈

2k1
〉−N(n2)

.

This estimate shows (8.16) when 2k ≤ 〈t〉−1 .

If 〈t〉−1 ≤ 2k ≤ 2−30H(2)δm, we use (3.18) and (4.4) to obtain

‖Pk(Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µPk1ψθ1,L1(t))‖L2

. 2−
k2
2 ‖ψθ1,L1(t)‖L2‖Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L∞

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(n2+1)]δ+ δ

2 2k1 min(〈t〉−1
, 2k2)

〈
2k1
〉−N(n1+1)+1 〈

2k2
〉−N(n2+1)+2

.

The bound (8.16) follows from the summation over k, k1, k2 ∈ Z apart from the case 2k ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k2

and 2k1 ≥ 2
k
3 . For the remaining case, we divide Pk1φθ1,L1 = φ

≤J,k1

θ1,L1
+ φ

>J,k1

θ1,L1
with 2J = C 〈t〉 2k1

for some C ≪ 1. Then, (3.21) and (3.17) yield that

‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J,k1

θ1,L1
(t)‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉

H(n1+2)− 3
2+

δ
2 2−

k1
2 ,

‖φ>J,k1

θ1,L1
(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉

H(n1+1)−1
2−k1 .

By these we have

‖Pk(Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µe−θ1it〈D〉φ

≤J,k1

θ1,L1
(t))‖L2

. 2−
k2
2 ‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ

≤J,k1

θ1,L1
(t)‖L∞‖Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
2H(2)δ− 3

2 2−
k1+k2

2

〈
2k2
〉−N(n2)

and

‖Pk(Pk2Aµ,L2,θ2(t)α
µe−θ1it〈D〉φ

>J,k1

θ1,L1
(t))‖L2

. 2
3k−k2

2 ‖φ>J,k1

θ1,L1
(t)‖L2‖Wµ,L2,θ2(t)‖L2

. ε21 〈t〉
[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]δ−1

2
3k−2k1−k2

2 .

We get the bound (8.16) for 2k ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k2 and 2k1 ≥ 2
k
3 . Since the proof of (8.17) is similar to

that of Lemma 4.2, we omit the details.

8.2. Proof for mid frequencies. This section is devoted to taking on the mid frequency regime

2−30H(2)δm ≤ 2k ≤ 22H(2)δm. (8.18)

As observed in (8.7), we estimate (8.1) on the regime (8.18) by decomposition (8.9)–(8.12).

Bound for (8.9). By the frequency localization, we see that

(8.9) = c

∫ t2

t1

∑

k1,k2∈Z

Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

e
θis ξη

〈ξ〉 ρ≤K(η)|η|−
1
2 P̂k2Wµ(s, η)

× αµ
[
P̂k1φθ(s, ξ − η)− P̂k1φθ(s, ξ)

]
dηds.
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By the frequency cut-off function with respect to ξ and η, it suffices to consider the case 2k2 ≪

2k1 ∼ 2k. To investigate the difference between spinors in the integrand, we make a further

decomposition Pk1φθ =
∑

j1∈Uk1
φ
j1,k1

θ . By (3.7) and (3.17), we obtain

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
H(2)δm2−

j1
2 +

δj1
8 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. (8.19)

Using this estimate and mean value theorem, we see from (3.6) that
∣∣∣∣
̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s, ξ − η)− ̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . ε12
H(2)δm2k22

j1
2 +

δj1
8 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. (8.20)

Let J0 be an integer such that 2J0 ∼ 2
2
3m+20H(2)δm. Then the bounds (8.19) and (8.20) imply that

∑

j1>J0

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
H(2)δm2−

J0
2 +

δJ0
8 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

,

∑

j1≤J0

∣∣∣∣
̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s, ξ − η)− ̂
φ
j1,k1

θ (s, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . ε12
H(2)δm2k22

J0
2 +

δJ0
8 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

,

and hence we obtain

|(8.9)| .
∑

2k2≤2K ,2k1∼2k

ε12
m2H(2)δm2−

k2
2 2−

J0
2 +

δJ0
8 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

‖ρk2‖L2
η
‖Pk2Wµ(s)‖L2

+
∑

2k2≤2K ,2k1∼2k

ε12
m2H(2)δm2

k2
2 2

J0
2 +

δJ0
8 2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

‖ρ≤K‖L2
η
‖Pk2Wµ(s)‖L2

.
∑

2k1∼2k

ε212
m2[16H(2)+1]δm2K2−

J0
2 2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

+
∑

2k1∼2k

ε212
m2[H(2)+1]δm22K2

J0
2 22H(0)δm2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

.

Since 2K ∼ 2m(− 2
3+10H(2)δ), 2J0 ∼ 2

2
3m+20H(2)δm, using the restriction (8.18) and frequency rela-

tion 2k ∼ 2k1 , we get the first part of (8.1).

Bound for (8.10). (8.10) can be treated similarly to (8.9). By dyadic decomposition, one gets

∫ t2

t1

Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

[
eθis(〈ξ〉−〈ξ−η〉) − e

θis ξη
〈ξ〉

]
ρ≤K(η)P̂k2Aµ(s, η)

× αµP̂k1φθ(s, ξ − η) dηds

(8.21)

for k1, k2 ∈ Z. As we observed in the proof of bound for (8.9), we have only to consider the case

2k2 ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k. Using (8.8) and (8.19), we see that

∑

2k2≪2k1

|(8.21)| .
∑

2k2≪2k1

22m23K‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥P̂k1φθ(s)
∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

2k2≪2k1

ε12
[1+H(2)]δm−30H(2)δm2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε12
−δm2−

k
2+

1
100k

〈
2k
〉−N(2)

.

Bound for (8.11). Analogously, we consider the following integrand

c

∫ t2

t1

Πθ(ξ)ρk(ξ)e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eθispΘ(ξ,η)ρ>K(η)|η|−
1
2 ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α

µP̂k1φθ1(s, ξ − η) dηds (8.22)
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for k1, k2 ∈ Z. For this we exploit the space-time resonances (2.6) and (2.7) suitably. In view of

the phase interaction (2.6), the most delicate part is the resonance case θ = θ1. We can deal with

the other case similarly but with a better bound and hence we will omit it. For the case θ = θ1 we

use the integration by parts in time and see that (8.22) is the linear combination of the following:

e−iBθ(t,ξ)

∫

R3

eitpΘ(ξ,η)Mk(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α
µP̂k1φθ(t, ξ − η) dηds, (t = t1, t2), (8.23)

∫ t2

t1

∂sBθ(s, ξ)e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)Mk(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α
µP̂k1φθ(s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.24)

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)Mk(ξ, η) ̂Pk2∂sVµ,θ2(s, η)α
µP̂k1φθ(s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.25)

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)Mk(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α
µ ̂Pk1∂sφθ(s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.26)

where

Mk(ξ, η) :=
Πθ(ξ)|η|−

1
2

pΘ(ξ, η)
ρk(ξ, η)ρ>K(η) and ρk(ξ, η) = ρk(ξ)ρ̃k1(ξ − η)ρ̃k2(η).

Then we have

|Mk(ξ, η)| . 2−
3k2
2

〈
2k
〉 〈

2max(k)
〉
. 2−

3k2
2 24H(2)δm.

Let us handle (8.23). To this end, we make a decomposition Pk1φθ = φ
≤J,k1

θ + φ
>J,k1

θ with

2J = 2m. Then, by (8.19), one obtains
∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
>J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
H(2)δm− 1

2m2−k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. (8.27)

This leads us to the estimate

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.23)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

24H(2)δm2
3min(k)−3k2

2

∥∥∥φ>J,k1

θ (s)
∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

‖Pk2Vµ,θ2(s)‖L2

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

ε212
[H(0)+5H(2)]δm−m

2 2
3min(k)−3k2

2 −k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε212
−m

4 2−
k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

Note that 2
3min(k)−3k2

2 −k1 . 230H(2)δm from the frequency relation and (8.18). On the other hand,

for φ≤J,k1

θ , we exploit the space resonance (2.7). Indeed, we integrate by parts in η. Then, (8.23)

equipped with φ≤J,k1

θ is the linear combination of the following:

t−1e−iBθ(t,ξ)

∫

R3

eitpΘ(ξ,η)∇ηM
1
k(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α

µ ̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (t, ξ − η) dηds, (8.28)

t−1e−iBθ(t,ξ)

∫

R3

eitpΘ(ξ,η)M1
k
(ξ, η) ̂Pk2xVµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (t, ξ − η) dηds, (8.29)

t−1e−iBθ(t,ξ)

∫

R3

eitpΘ(ξ,η)M1
k(ξ, η) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(t, η)α

µ ̂
xφ

≤J,k1

θ (s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.30)

where t = t1, t2 and

M1
k
(ξ, η) =

∇ηpΘ(ξ, η)

|∇ηpΘ(ξ, η)|2
Mk(ξ, η).



MAXWELL-DIRAC SYSTEM 45

A direct calculation gives us the bound

∣∣∇ℓ
ηM

1
k
(ξ, η)

∣∣ . 2−
3k2
2 −ℓk222(4+2ℓ)H(2)δm

for ℓ = 0, 1. By (8.19), one readily gets

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
H(2)δm2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. (8.31)

Then, we obtain

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.28)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−m+12H(2)δm2−k2‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε212
−m

6

〈
2k
〉−20

.

The estimates for (8.29) can be done similarly by using (3.16). In view of (8.19) and (3.6), one

can see that
∥∥∥∥

̂
xφ

≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

j≤J

ε12
H(2)δm2

j1
2 2−k1

〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. ε12
H(2)δm+ 1

2m2−k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

. (8.32)

Then, we have

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.30)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−m
〈
2k1
〉4

‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
xφ

≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

ε212
[H(0)+9H(2)]δm−m

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε212
−m

4

〈
2k
〉−20

.

Therefore, we have the desired bounds for (8.28)–(8.30).

Let us move on to estimates for (8.24). From the definition of Bθ(s, ξ) in (8.2) and (3.20), we

have

|∂sBθ(s, ξ)| .

∣∣∣∣P≤KAµ

(
s,
sξ

〈ξ〉

)∣∣∣∣ . ε12
11δm−m

〈
2k
〉−N(1)+2

. (8.33)

By the proof for (8.23) this finishes the proof for (8.24).

To estimate (8.25), we use decomposition Pk1φθ = φ
≤J,k1

θ + φ
>J,k1

θ with 2J = 2m−60H(2)δm and

have
∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
>J,k1

θ

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

. ε12
31H(2)δm− 1

2m2−k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2)

.

Then, by (4.16), one gets

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.25)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2m24H(2)δm2
3min(k)−3k2

2 ‖Pk2∂sVµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
>J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

ε212
37H(2)δm− 1

2m2
3min(k)−3k2

2 −k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+5

. ε212
−m

4

〈
2k
〉−25

.
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We now consider φ≤J,k1

θ in (8.25). For this case, we can obtain an extra time decay by exploiting

the space resonance (2.7). Indeed, we write (8.25) with φ
≤J,k1

θ as the linear combination of the

following:

∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)∇ηM
1
k(ξ, η)∂s ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.34)

∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)M1
k(ξ, η)∂s ̂Pk2xVµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s, ξ − η) dηds, (8.35)

∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eispΘ(ξ,η)M1
k(ξ, η)∂s ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η)α

µ ̂
xφ

≤J,k1

θ (s, ξ − η) dηds. (8.36)

By Hölder’s inequality and (8.19), we estimate

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.34)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

212H(2)δm2
3min(k)−5k2

2 ‖Pk2∂sVµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−m+14H(2)δm2
3min(k)−5k2−k1

2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+5

. 2−
m
6

〈
2k
〉−20

.

Note that 2k2 & 2K ∼ 2−
2
3m−10H(2)δm. Regarding (8.35), we use Lemma 3.10 to obtain

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.35)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

28H(2)δm2
3min(k)−3k2

2 ‖Pk2∂s(xVµ,θ2 (s))‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−
m
8 +9H(2)δm2

3min(k)−3k2−k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+5

. 2−
m
10

〈
2k
〉−20

.

Using the similar bound to (8.32), we see that

∑

k1,k2∈Z

|(8.36)| .
∑

k1,k2∈Z

28H(2)δm2
3min(k)−3k2

2 ‖Pk2∂sVµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
xφ

≤J,k1

θ (s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

.
∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−50H(2)δm2
3min(k)−3k2

2 −k1
〈
2k1
〉−N(2) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)+5

. 2−δm2−
k
2 +

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

It remains to handle (8.26). Note that the frequency relation has the trichotomy: 2k . 2k1 ∼ 2k2 ,

2k1 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 , and 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 . As observed previously, the last case becomes the most

difficult case. Hence, we consider only the case 2k2 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k1 . By direct calculation and dyadic

decomposition, (8.26) can be written as the linear combination of the following:

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3+3

eisrΘ(ξ,η,σ)M̃k(ξ, η, σ) ̂Pk2Vµ,θ2(s, η) ̂Pk4Vν,θ4(s, σ)

× αµαν ̂φ
>J,k3

θ3
(s, ξ − η − σ) dσdηds,

(8.37)

∑

a,b=1,2

∫ t2

t1

e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3+3

eisrΘ(ξ,η,σ)M̃k(ξ, η, σ)V̂ a
µ,θ2

(s, η)V̂ b
ν,θ4

(s, σ)

× αµαν ̂φ
≤J,k3

θ3
(s, ξ − η − σ) dσdηds,

(8.38)
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where 2J = 2m,

rΘ(ξ, η, σ) = θ 〈ξ〉+ θ2|η| − θ3 〈ξ − η − σ〉+ θ4|σ|,

M̃k(ξ, η, σ) =Mk(ξ, η)|σ|
− 1

2 ρk3(ξ − η − σ)ρk4(σ),

and V 1
λ,κ := V

>J,k
λ,κ , V 2

λ,κ := V
≤J,k
λ,κ for λ ∈ {µ, ν} and κ ∈ {θ2, θ4}. Note that the frequency relation

can be divided into 2k1 . 2k3 ∼ 2k4 , 2k3 ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k4 , and 2k4 ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k3 and the multiplier has

the bound

∣∣∣M̃k(ξ, η, σ)
∣∣∣ . 24H(2)δm2−

3k2+k4
2 .

We first consider (8.37). If 2k4 ≥ 2−
7
12m, (3.20), (3.17), and (3.15) yield that

∑

k2,k3∈Z

2k4≥2−
7
12

m

|(8.37)|

.
∑

k2,k3∈Z

2k4≥2−
7
12

m

2m+4H(2)δm2−
3k2+k4

2 ‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L∞‖φ>J,k3

θ3
(s)‖L2‖Pk4Wµ,θ4(s)‖L2

.
∑

k2,k3∈Z

2k4≥2−
7
12

m

ε312
−m+7H(2)δm2−

2k2+k4
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(1)+2 〈

2k3
〉−N(1) 〈

2k4
〉−N(0)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

On the other hand, if 2k4 ≤ 2−
7
12m, from the fact that 2k1 ∼ 2k ∈ [2−30H(2)δm, 22H(2)δm], only the

case 2k4 ≪ 2k1 ∼ 2k3 appears. Hence by (8.27), we get

∑

2k4≤2−
7
12

m

2k4≪2k1∼2k3

|(8.37)|

.
∑

2k4≤2−
7
12

m

2k4≪2k1∼2k3

2m+4H(2)δm2k4‖Pk2Wµ,θ2(s)‖L2

∥∥∥∥
̂
φ
>J,k3

θ3
(s)

∥∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

‖Pk4Wµ,θ4(s)‖L2

.
∑

2k4≤2−
7
12

m

2k4≪2k1∼2k3

ε312
m
2 +7H(2)δm2k42−

k3
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(0) 〈

2k3
〉−N(2) 〈

2k4
〉−N(0)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2 +

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

In the last inequality, we used the condition 2−30H(2)δm . 2k3 and 2k ∼ 2k3 .
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We consider (8.38) with (a, b) = (1, 1). If 2k3 ≥ 2−
7
12m, by (3.17), (8.31), and Hölder’s inequality,

we estimate

∑

k2,k4∈Z

2k3≥2−
7
12

m

|(8.38)|

.
∑

k2,k4∈Z

2k3≥2−
7
12

m

2m+4H(2)δm2−
k4
2 ‖ρk4‖L2

σ
‖V >J,k2

µ,θ2
(s)‖L2‖φ≤J,k3

θ3
(s)‖L∞

ξ
‖Pk4V

>J,k4

µ,θ4
(s)‖L2

.
∑

k2,k4∈Z

2k3≥2−
7
12

m

ε312
−m+7H(2)δm2−k2−

k3
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(1) 〈

2k3
〉−N(1) 〈

2k4
〉−N(1)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

If 2k3 ≤ 2−
7
12m, then the frequency relation gives us only the case 2k3 ≪ 2k4 ∼ 2k1 ∈ [2−30H(2)δm, 22H(2)δm].

Then, by (3.20), (3.17), and the above estimate done with ‖ρk3‖L2
σ
instead of ‖ρk4‖L2

σ
, we obtain

∑

2k3≤2−
7
12

m

2k3≪2k4∼2k1

|(8.38)| .
∑

2k3≤2−
7
12

m

2k3≪2k4∼2k1

2m+4H(2)δm2
3k3−k4

2

∥∥∥V >J,k2

µ,θ2
(s)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥φ≤J,k3

θ3
(s)
∥∥∥
L∞

ξ

∥∥∥V >J,k4

µ,θ4
(s)
∥∥∥
L2

.
∑

2k3≤2−
7
12

m

2k3≪2k4∼2k1

ε312
−m+7H(2)δm2−

2k2+3k4
2 2k3

〈
2k2
〉−N(1) 〈

2k3
〉−N(2) 〈

2k4
〉−N(1)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2 +

k
100

〈
2k
〉−20

.

For the estimate of (8.38) with (a, b) = (2, 1). Analogously to (2.7), we have

|∇ηrΘ(ξ, η, σ)| ≥ 〈ξ − η − σ〉−2
.

Keeping this lower bound in mind, we integrate by parts in η and write (8.38) as the linear

combination of the following:
∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3+3

eisrΘ(ξ,η,σ)∇ηM̃
1
k(ξ, η, σ)

̂
V

≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s, η)

̂
V

>J,k4

ν,θ4
(σ)

× αµαν ̂φ
≤J,k3

θ3
(s, ξ − η − σ) dσdηds,

(8.39)

∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3+3

eisrΘ(ξ,η,σ)M̃1
k
(ξ, η, σ) ̂

xV
≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s, η) ̂V >J,k4

ν,θ4
(σ)

× αµαν ̂φ
≤J,k3

θ3
(s, ξ − η − σ) dσdηds,

(8.40)

∫ t2

t1

s−1e−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3+3

eisrΘ(ξ,η,σ)M̃1
k
(ξ, η, σ)

̂
V

≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s, η)

̂
V

>J,k4

ν,θ4
(σ)

× αµαν ̂
xφ

≤J,k3

θ3
(s, ξ − η − σ) dσdηds,

(8.41)

where

M̃1
k(ξ, η, σ) =

∇ηrθ(ξ, η, σ)

|∇ηrθ(ξ, η, σ)|2
M̃k(ξ, η, σ).

The multiplier is bounded by
∣∣∣∇ℓ

ηM̃
1
k
(ξ, η, σ)

∣∣∣ . 24H(2)δm2−
3k2
2 −ℓk22−

k4
2

〈
2k3
〉2+2ℓ

(ℓ = 0, 1).
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Then we estimate

|(8.39)| . 24H(2)δm2−k22k4
〈
2k3
〉4

‖V ≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s)‖L2‖φ≤J,k3

θ3
(s)‖L∞

ξ
‖V >J,k4

µ,θ4
(s)‖L2

. ε312
−m+20H(2)δm2−k22−

k3+k4
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(1) 〈

2k3
〉−N(2)+4 〈

2k4
〉−N(1)

.

Summing both sides over 2min(k3,k4) ≥ 2−
7
12m, we get the desired bound. On the other hand, since

‖V >J,k4

µ,θ4
(s)‖L2 . ε12

−rm2−rk4
〈
2k4
〉−N(1)

for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 by (3.17), it follows that, for 1
4 < r < 1,

∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

|(8.39)|

.
∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

24H(2)δm2−k22−
k4
2 2

3min(k3 ,k4)
2

〈
2k3
〉4

‖V ≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s)‖L2‖φ≤J,k3

θ3
(s)‖L∞

ξ
‖V >J,k4

ν,θ4
(s)‖L2

.
∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

ε312
−rm+7H(2)δm2−k22−

k3+k4
2 2

3min(k3 ,k4)

2 2−rk4
〈
2k2
〉−N(1) 〈

2k3
〉−N(2)+4 〈

2k4
〉−N(1)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉20

.

Note that we summed for max(k3, k4) by using the frequency relation trichotomy. The estimates

for (8.40) and (8.41) are quite similar. Hence, we treat only the estimate for (8.40). By (3.26),

∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

|(8.40)|

.
∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

24H(2)δm2−
k4
2 2

3min(k3,k4)
2

〈
2k3
〉2

‖xV ≤J,k2

µ,θ2
(s)‖L2‖φ≤J,k3

θ3
(s)‖L∞

ξ
‖V >J,k4

ν,θ4
(s)‖L2

.
∑

k2,k3,k4∈Z

ε312
−m+7H(2)δm2−k222

3min(k3,k4)−k3−3k4
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(1) 〈

2k3
〉−N(2)+2 〈

2k4
〉−N(1)

. ε312
−δm2−

k
2+

k
100

〈
2k
〉20

.

For the estimates of (8.38) with (a, b) = (1, 2) and (2, 2), we can obtain the desired bound by

exploiting the resonance with respect to σ. We omit the details.

Bound for (8.12). As for (8.12) the phase interaction does not exhibit the space-time resonance.

Hence we can use the normal form approach as follows: The integration by parts in time shows

that (8.12) consists of the following terms:

ρk(ξ)e
−iBθ(t,ξ)

∫

R3

eθitpΘ(ξ,η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
ρ≤K(η)|η|−

1
2 V̂µ,θ2(t, η)α

µφ̂−θ(t, ξ − η)dη, (t = t1, t2) (8.42)

∫ t2

t1

ρk(ξ)[∂sBθ(s, ξ)]e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eθispΘ(ξ,η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
ρ≤K(η)|η|−

1
2 V̂µ,θ2(s, η)α

µφ̂−θ(s, ξ − η)dηds, (8.43)

∫ t2

t1

ρk(ξ)e
−iBθ(s,ξ)

∫

R3

eθispΘ(ξ,η)

pΘ(ξ, η)
ρ≤K(η)|η|−

1
2 ∂s

[
V̂µ,θ2(s, η)α

µφ̂−θ(s, ξ − η)
]
dηds. (8.44)

From the restriction |η| ≤ 2−
2
3m−10H(2)δm, we readily close the estimates for (8.42)–(8.44). Espe-

cially, we can use (8.33) for (8.43).
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9. Asymptotic behavior for the gauge fields

In this section, we show the scattering norm bound (5.6) for Maxwell part under the a priori

assumptions (3.3)–(3.5) on [0, T ] for T > 1.

According to the definition (3.2), the scattering norm bound (5.6) is equivalent to

∑

j∈Uk

2j ‖QjkVµ,θ(t2)−QjkVµ,θ(t2)‖L2 . ε12
−δm2−k−5H(2)δk

〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

(9.1)

for t1 ≤ t2 ∈ [2m − 2, 2m+1] ∩ [0, T ] with m ∈ Z. Analogously to the proof in Section 8, we prove

(9.1) by decomposing the case into low, high, and mid frequency regime. Before the decomposition,

we consider the large spatial region as follows:

∑

j≥J

2j ‖QjkVµ,θ(t2)−QjkVµ,θ(t2)‖L2 . ε12
−δm2−k−5H(2)δk

〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

, (9.2)

where 2J ∼ 2m(1+H(2)δ)2|k|. For the difference in the norm of (9.2), one may use

∫ t2

t1

∂sQjkVµ,θ(s)ds =

∫ t2

t1

Qjke
−θis|D|

N
M

µ (s)ds. (9.3)

Hence it suffices for (9.2) to prove

∑

k1,k2∈Z

2−
k
2 ‖ρj(x)Pk 〈Pk1ψθ1(t), αµPk2ψθ2(t)〉‖L2 . ε12

−(1+δ)m2−(1+δ)j
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

. (9.4)

For the sum over max(k1, k2) ≥ j, we have the bound (9.2) straightforwardly by (3.15). As for the

sum over min(k1, k2) ≤ −j, (3.18) also implies the bound (9.2). We now assume 2k1 , 2k2 ∈ [2−j , 2j].

For this case we further decompose

Pkℓ
ψθℓ =

∑

jℓ∈Ukℓ

e−θℓit〈D〉φ
jℓ,kℓ

θℓ
for ℓ = 1, 2.

If min(j1, j2) ≥ j(1− δ), by (3.17), we estimate

2−
k
2 ‖ρj(x)Pk 〈Pk1ψθ1(t), αµPk2ψθ2(t)〉‖L2

.
∑

jℓ∈Ukℓ

2k‖φj1,k1

θ1
(t)‖L2‖φj2,k2

θ2
(t)‖L2 .

∑

jℓ∈Ukℓ

ε212
2H(1)δm2k2−j1−j2

〈
2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)

. ε212
−(1+δ)m

〈
2k
〉−N(1)+1

.

On the other hand, if min(j1, j2) ≤ j(1− δ), using the inverse Fourier transform, we see that

Pk 〈Pk1ψθ1(t), αµPk2ψθ2(t)〉

= C

∫

R3+3

eixξρk(ξ)e
itqΘ(ξ,η)

〈
P̂k1ψθ1(t, η), αµP̂k2ψθ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dξdη.

(9.5)

Then, using integration by parts in ξ repeatedly, (9.5) is bounded by

2−nj

∣∣∣∣
∫

R3+3

eixξ∇n
ξ

[
ρk(ξ)e

itqΘ(ξ,η)

〈
̂
ψ
j1,k1

θ1
(t, η), αµ

̂
ψ
j2,k2

θ2
(t, ξ + η)

〉]
dξdη

∣∣∣∣ . (9.6)

Note that the derivative ∇ξ implies 2m + 2−k + 2jℓ -growth in (9.6). Summing over min(j1, j2) ≤

j(1− δ) for suitable n, we get the desired bound (9.4).

We consider the contribution of sum over j ≤ J in the sequel.
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9.1. Proof for the low and high frequency regimes. Let us restrict |ξ| as follows:

2k ≤ 2−
m
100 or 2k ≥ 2H(1)δm. (9.7)

Then by (3.17), we have

sup
j∈Uk

2j ‖QjkVµ,θ(t)‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉
H(1)δ 2−k

〈
2k
〉−N(1)

.

Then, (9.1) follows for (9.7) from the fact that H(1) < 5H(2)
100 .

9.2. Proof for mid frequency regime. We now consider the mid frequency part

2−
m
100 ≤ 2k ≤ 2H(1)δm. (9.8)

Using the time derivative expression in (9.3) and the profile expression, we can write (9.1) as

∑

k1,k2∈Z

∫ t2

t1

ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

eisqΘ(ξ,η)|ξ|−
1
2

〈
P̂k1φθ1(s, η), αµP̂k2φθ2(s, ξ + η)

〉
dηds. (9.9)

Then, for the proof of (9.1) over the regime (9.8), it suffices to show that

2J‖(9.9)‖L2
ξ
. ε12

−δm2−k−5H(2)δk
〈
2k
〉−N(1)−5

. (9.10)

By the symmetry between ψθ1 and ψθ2 , we assume that min(k1, k2) = k1.

Let us handle first the case 2k1 ≤ 2−
9
10m. Then, by (3.24), one gets

‖(9.9)‖L2
ξ
.

∑

2k1≤2−
9
10

m

2m2−
k
2 23k1‖P̂k1φθ1(s)‖L∞

ξ
‖Pk2φθ2(s)‖L2

. ε212
− 5

4m2−10H(2)δm+H(0)δm2−
k
2

〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

.

This gives us the desired bound. If 2max(k1,k2) ≥ 2
m
50 , then we have the frequency relation 2k ≪

2k1 ∼ 2k2 from (9.8). Using (3.15) together with the above summation taken over 2max(k1,k2) ≥ 2
m
50 ,

we obtain (9.10).

Now it remains to handle the case 2k1 , 2k2 ∈ [2−
9
10m, 2

m
50 ]. To do so, we exploit the space-time

resonance (2.8) and (2.9). By the integration by parts in time, we have the decomposition of (9.9)

as follows:

ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

eitqΘ(ξ,η)

qΘ(ξ, η)
|ξ|−

1
2

〈
P̂k1φθ1(t, η), αµP̂k2φθ2(t, ξ + η)

〉
dη, (t = t1, t2) (9.11)

∫ t2

t1

ρk(ξ)

∫

R3

eisqΘ(ξ,η)

qΘ(ξ, η)
|ξ|−

1
2

〈
∂sP̂k1φθ1(s, η), αµP̂k2φθ2(s, ξ + η)

〉
dηds, (9.12)

and the symmetric term with time derivative falling on P̂k2φθ2 . Let us treat (9.11) first. If

2k1 ≤ 2−
1
10m, then we have the relation 2k1 ≪ 2k ∼ 2k2 . Then, by (3.19) and (3.15), one can

obtain
∑

2k1≤2−
m
10

2k1≪2k∼2k2

‖(9.11)‖L2
ξ
.

∑

2k1≤2−
m
10

2k1≪2k∼2k2

‖Pk1ψθ1‖L∞‖Pk2ψθ2‖L2

.
∑

2k1≤2−
1
10

m

2k1≪2k∼2k2

ε212
−m+4H(1)δm+ m

200 2−k2
k1
2

〈
2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε212
−m+4H(1)δm− 9

200m2−k
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

.
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On the other hand, if 2k1 ∈ [2−
m
10 , 2

m
50 ], then by (3.26), we see that

‖e−θ1it〈D〉φ
≤J0,k1

θ1
‖L∞ . ε1 〈t〉

− 3
2 2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(1)

,

‖φ>J0,k1

θ1
‖L2 . ε1 〈t〉

−1+H(1)δ 〈
2k1
〉−N(1)−1

,

where let J0 be an integer satisfying 2J0 = c0 〈t〉 2k1 for some fixed 0 < c0 ≪ 1. From the above

bounds and the restriction k1 ≤ k2 under the regime (9.8) it follows that

∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

‖(9.11)‖L2
ξ
.

∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

2−
3
2k22H(1)δm‖e−θit〈D〉φ

≤J0,k2

θ1
‖L∞‖Pk2ψθ2‖L2

.
∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

ε212
− 3

2m+4H(1)δm+ m
200 2−k2−

k1
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(1) 〈

2k2
〉−N(0)

. ε212
− 5

4m2−k
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

and

∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

‖(9.11)‖L2
ξ
.

∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

2−
3
2k22H(1)δm‖φ>J0,k2

θ1
‖L2‖Pk2ψθ2‖L∞

.
∑

2k1∈[2−
m
10 ,2

m
50 ]

ε212
−2m+10H(1)δm+ m

200 2−k2
k2
2

〈
2k1
〉−N(1)−1 〈

2k2
〉−N(1)+2

. ε212
− 3

2m2−k
〈
2k
〉−N(1)+5

.

These lead us to (9.10). The estimates for (9.12) can be obtained by (4.2) similarly to those for

(9.11).
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