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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
(143) 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 (143)-dimensional Maxwell-Dirac sys-

tem:
ia#D;ﬂ/’ = mﬂ’l/),
8VFILV = - <1/)7 alﬂ/)> )

where the spinor field is 1 : R1*3 — C*, the gauge fields are A4, : R'*3 — R, the covariant

derivative D, denotes 9, — 1A, for u = 0,1,2,3, and dy = 0;. The curvature is defined by

(MD)

F,, =0,A, —0,A,. o and 3 are Hermitian 4 x 4 matrices. In particular, a® denotes the 4 x 4

2

identity I, and o', a?,a?, 8 have the relation

ook +akad =20% 1, &/B+ Bl =0 (j,k=1,2,3), and B° = I,.
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We use the standard Pauli-Dirac representation [2, 44] in this paper. The Greek indices indicate
the space-time components p,v = 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 4 = 0,---,3 and Roman indices summed over the spatial variables ;7 = 1,2,3.
We lower and raise indices with Minkowski metric n = diag(—1,1,1,1). Thus «, = 1,0 and
o =3, . The (¢,1) = ¢f¢ 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[A,,, ], where

S[A,, Y] = / [—%F””FMU + 1 (Y, "Dy —m (Y, B) | dadt.
R1+3

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 (¢, A) — (eX1), A — dy), for a real-valued function x on R x R3. For the

sake of concreteness of discussion, let us choose the Lorenz gauge
o*A, =0. (1.1)
Under (1.1), the system (MD) becomes
(—i0 + - D+mB)y = Aot in RY3

(1.2)
_DA# = <1/}5 04#1/}> ’
The momentum operator D = (Dj, Ds, D3) is defined by D; = —id; (j = 1,2,3) and o =
(at,a?,a3) and O = —9? + A. We will consider a Cauchy problem of (1.2) with initial data
¥(0) =vo, Au(0) =au, 0:AL0)=ay. (1.3)

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

law

9@z = llvbollz2-

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 R!*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 (vo,a,,a,) € H x H*t2 x H=2 on RM™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
R'*2 and proved the global well-posedness in the charge class L? x H 3 x H3. Regarding the
local well-posedness for (MD) in the Coulomb gauge (87A; = 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 R**? 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 ITVP
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 R'*¢ (d > 4) in the Coulomb gauge and also [33] for a linear scattering on R'** 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 R'*4. Concerning the global
existence for (1+43) 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 RT3, 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 R'*4(d > 4) in the Coulomb gauge. See also [13, 30] and [11, 12]
for the asymptotic behavior of the (1+43) 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((£))
and |D| := F~1(|¢|), where F, F~! are Fourier transform and its inverse, respectively, and () :=

(14 -]?)2. Then we define projection operators Ily for 6 € {+, —} by

Iy (z H@(D)) = % (14 + H%D;Lﬁ) :

We denote the symbol of ITp by ITp(£). This simply implies ¢ = 11 + T1_4).

Let us define the standard vector fields as follows:

(1.4)

8H (M:0,1,2,3), ij = ,Tjak—xkaj (]ke {23,31,12}), Fj = t(?j—l—:vj@t (]: 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
Vo :={I} and V), := {[8]“[Q]b[F]C a4+ 0] + |e| < n} ,

4
where a = (a05a15a25a3)b = (b15b25b3)5c = (01702703)7 |CL| = ZM:OG’#’ |b| = Z?:l b]? |C| =
3
Zj:l Cjs and

O = 0o 05205, Q] = QY [T = TY RIS,
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Our main theorem is stated as follows:

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

n|lol1]2]3
N(n) | 70| 801 20| 10

Them, there exist g > 0 such that:
(i) Suppose that the initial data (1.3) satisfies that

3
1 g3 oz + D [l @) (D) boll e + 11 @)™ (D) DI (s )l | <0 (15)
n=0

Then there exists a unique global solution (1, A,) with (1, |D|%A#) € C([0,00); HNO) to
(MD) in the Lorenz gauge (1.1).

(ii) The solution (Y(t), A.(t)) has the following asymptotic behavior: There exists (¥ (t), Ay (1))
and phase modification By (t,D)(0 € {4+, —1}) such that for some 0 < §,( < 1,

{ o (t) = e ey ()]
(AW, B AL(D) = (A7 (1), DA (D] e gy 1

where the phase modification is defined by the symbol

} =0t as t — oo, (1.6)

Bg(t,g) = Hg({)a‘u/o (PSKA;L) (8,9%) dS (17)

for K = K(s) which is the largest integer such that 2K < <s)_%_2c, and (>, A7°) €
C(R; L? x H=1C) is a solution to the linear system (MD):

a0, = mpPByY>,
DAEO =0.

(iii) For some small § > 0, the solution (1, A,) satisfies the energy bounds with slow growth,

3
> sup |LHgt ()] gaon + 1D1Z LA | gven S o (t)’

= rev.,

fort € [0,00). Moreover, (v, A,,) decays as follows:

3 —
> sup 1L (1) o0 + 1L A0 S 20 (). (1.8)

TToLEV

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 By(t,§) is a real-valued and exhibits tg-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 Mazwell 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

t—o0
— 0.

Hl/’(t) . eiB(t,D)woo(t)‘

L2

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

¢BD) . (B D)L, 4 (B (D]

(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
[ (Au (), 0 AL (1)) — (A (1), B AL ()| s s S0 ()77, (1.9)

form € [1,N(2)].

(5) Within the existence time the solution has the same reqularity 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 6 = 10710, ¢ = 10506, and 6 = 4106 and

we will not pursue the sharpness of these parameters.

(7) We tried to find the minimal order of V,(n € {0,1,--+ ,ng}), and ng = 3 seems to be best
in our analysis. One may consider higher orders ng > 4 by adjusting N(n) and § suitably. In this

higher order case, one may get t=5+s 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 £ € V,, 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 ®¢ and V, o for the profiles ¢g, = efoit(D >1/190

and V, g, = |D|%e_9°/“|D|AH790/, respectively:
is o 7l — —~
/Rm e’ P EM T, (€)™ 2 Vi, (s, m)a @, (5, — n) dnds, pe(&,m) =60 (&) — b1 (£ —n) + Oa|n],

[ T Bt S ()i (5,6 ) ) s, aor6m) = =1€] + 64 () — 65 € ).
(1.10)

where 3-tuples © = (0,01,05) and ©' = (¢',601",02") where 0;,0;," € {+,—}(j = 1,2). We call the
functions pg and qg: 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 o; induces sign-changed projection parts and Riesz transform
parts:

&
98

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

Ty(€) =T _g(&)a? + 6 (1.11)

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 | - ||p 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 A, associated with the
spinor. Indeed, the phase interaction of Dirac part has a decomposition pg = Pres + Pron, i which
Dres =0 % (when 6 = 60) has the most strong resonance and p,,., can give a suitable decay effect
(see (8.8)). By cutting off the low frequency part from A, as stated in the main theorem, we will
see that

/ [%(t,g)— / e“”sf‘s?ne@)PZK\AM(s,n)a%(s,g)dn} ds = O(t™) (t — o0).
0 3

This implies that
Bt@(t, &) = ly(§)(P<xAy) (t, 9%) a“@(f, &) + [lower order terms].

From this idea we construct the phase correction (1.7) and learn how to define the scattering norm
| - [lo- 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 |¢ |_%. Moreover, another obstacle is the space-
time resonance of the phase appearing in (1.10) when £ = 0. Fortunately, these obstacles can be
eliminated by the norm of homogeneous Sobolev space H2+¢ for some ¢ > 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 [£,IIy] for £ € V,,, which
generates nonlinear terms of smooth differential operators essentially in V,,. 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 £, 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
L? 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, v € L} X iff u(t) € X for

a.e. t € I and |ullpsx = [[[[u(t)|x][rs < co. Especially, we abbreviate LF = L 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 ||ul| 7. := |||D|*u 2.

For inhomogeneous spaces, we define |[u||g= := || (D)® ul| 2.

(3) Different positive constants depending only on n, &y are denoted by the same letter C, if
not specified. A < B and A > B mean that A < CB and A > C~! B respectively for some
C >0. A~ B means that A < B and A 2 B.

(4) (Littlewood-Paley operators) Let p be a Littlewood-Paley function such that p € C§°(B(0,2))
with p(§) = 1 for |£] < 1 and define pi(§) :=p (2%) —p (2,5,1) for 2 € Z. Then we de-

fine the frequency projection Py by F(Pyf)(§) = pk(ﬁ)f(f), and also p<y = D 4o P
and psr = 1 — p<i. Then we also denote F(P<yf)(§) = pgk(ﬁ)f(ﬁ) and F(Psrf)(€) =

~

p>k(€)f(§). For k € Z we denote py, ] = Eélgkgfz pr and pi, := px_2 k42)- In particular,
PP, = PP, = P, where P, = ]:712)\];]:.

(5) (Localization on phase space) Let Uy = {j € Z:k+j > 0(k <0)and j =0(k > 1)} for
fixed k € Z. Then j € Uy, means j > —min(k,0). For any j € Uy, let

p<—k(x) if k+j=0and k <0,
P (@) = { peolar) ifj=0andk > 1,
pi(x) ifk+j>landj>1

Then, Zjeuk ﬁ§k) = 1. For k € Z, j € Uy, let Q1 denote the phase space localization

operator
Qunf (@) = p” (0) Pus (a).

We note that the uncertainty principle allows us to consider Q) only when 27 th>1.

2. PRELIMINARIES

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

satisfies the properties:
Mg +11_g =1y, Ilpll_4 =0, and IIplly = IIy.

We can decompose the Dirac spinor 1 into half Klein-Gordon waves, i.e., ¢4 and 1_ by projection
operator ITp. Let 1y = Igep for § € {4+, —}. Then we obtain the following decoupled equations
from the Dirac part of (1.2):

(—i0 + 0(D) o = Ty (Auatap),
1p(0) := 10,6-

Note that ¢ =¥y +_.
We now decompose gauge field as A, = A, + + A, — with

1 _ .
Ay = 5(1 +0|D| 1(_@))/1#,
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for 0’ € {4, —}. Then the Maxwell part of (1.2) is rewritten as the following equations:

. |
(804 + 0| D) Ay = 0'51DI~" (. 0,0)

(
1 /- -1
ALo(0) :=aue = i(a# —0'i|D|" a,).

Therefore (1.2) becomes the system
(=i0; + 0 (D))hg = Iy (Auat'y),

. 1 -
(104 +0'1D]) Ao = 0'51D1 (0, 0,0)

with initial data (¢g(0), A,.0:(0)) = (Y0.0,a,.01), for 6,6 € {+,—}. Defining W, o := |D|2 Ao
(Wy =W, 4+ + W, _), we also have

(<is + 6 (D))bs =Ty [(|D|*%W )]
(10, + 0| D)W, = 0' SIDI7% (0 00)

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

Yolt) = e Phygti 3 / e IO, ((1D]74W,0,) @i, ) (s) ds,

01,02 G{i}

W,u,ﬁ/( ) 9 zt\D\|D|2a o — 9 o Z / i(t—s \D‘|D|** < 0,,04#1/}%> (S) ds.

9’ 0Le{+}

To keep track of the scattering state, we define profile fields ¢y and V), - by
do(t) == PPy (t) and V0 (t) := eV HUPIW, 4 ().

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

000 = o D Boe(te) (= (0.01.0)

91,926{:|:}

875@@75) = _9/2(27‘_)3 Z V,Uq@/ (t,f) (6/ = (9/’ 917 9/2))7

01,65€{%}
where
Bo(t.§) = [ (€l T (5 m)a" o, (5. — ) (2:2)
Voo (0.9 i I617F [ e (G (s, g5, -+ 1)) (23)
Po(&:m) = 0() — 01 (€ =) + bala, (24)
qer(§m) = —0'[€] + 01 (n) — 65 (E + ). (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:
Tro = 1{(&,n) : pe(&,m) = 0}, Toor = {(&m) 2 g/ (& m) = 0},
Spe = A{(&n) : Vype(£,n) = 0}, Sqor = 1{(&:m) : Viger (§,m) = 0},
Rpo = Tre N Spo Raor = Tagr N Sgey-

To identify these sets, it suffices to examine the lower bounds of phase interactions pg, qor and
their gradients V,pe, V,qer.

Let us observe that po(&,n) never vanishes for any sign 6,601,602 € {+,—}, when £ # 0 and
n # 0. In fact, if for some &, n, po(&,n) = 0, then

(04€) +O2[n))* = 1+ |€ —n|*.
This implies that
(&)l = |€ - m and hence () < (¢,

which is a contradiction. Hence we have

(046) + Oaln)? — (€ —m)”

Ipol&,m)| = 10(€) — 1 € —n) + 0o = | o gl

| 20820l + 26 - }
078) + 01 (€ — ) + 0aln] |

It 6 = 6,1, then
2l ((§) — I€]) Ul
lpe (& )| = 2 : (2.6)
)+ E=m+nl~ U+ E—m+ )
£ 6 + 61,0 # 0o, then
2[n|((6) — I€]) -1
pe(&,n)| = 2 (& —1Eh =z ) -
polel = gy iy ~ (& DR
Also if 0 # 61,6 = 0o, then trivially |pe(&,n)] > (€) + (£ —n). Then we have, for 6y # 6,
pe(&,ml 2 (€)'
Therefore 7,, = {n =0} when 6y = 61 and T,, = ), otherwise.
Now one can readily observe that there is no space resonance of (2.2) due to the fact
Sl U € =] —2
[Vope(&;n)l = |61 — b2 21— ZE&=m " (2.7)
! &=m "l (€ —n)
Therefore S, = 0 for any sign and hence R, = 0.
By virtue of the similarity between pg (&, 1) and geo/ (&, 1), we readily see that
S
lger (€,1)| = (M ((©)+{E=—m+{m) 1 2 (2.8)

n) otherwise,
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and a direct calculation shows that

1€l et
Vo &) 2 | T = (2.9
‘% + éi% otherwise.

Note that space resonance of ger is different from that of pg. Therefore, we have 7, , = S,,, =

Rqo, = {& = 0} when 0] = 6. On the other hand, if §; # 65, then T, =0, So,, = {& = =21},
and Ry, = 0.

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

O commutes with £ for any £ € V,,. Hence
~OLW,, = [D2L (3, a, ). (2.10)

On the other hand, the vector fields of rotations and boosts do not commute with both of the half
Klein-Gordon operators —id; + (D) and projection operators Iy, we need to investigate carefully
the commutators between vector fields and those operators.

Rotations. The vector fields €2 commute with the half Klein-Gordon operator. Indeed,
(=0 + 0 (D))t = Qs Ilg(Auat'y).

On the other hand, €2 does not commute with the projection operators and the commutator is the

following;:

(D) (D)

(2.11)

[, Tg] = gi <Ozj3k ak3j>
’ 2

Lorentz boosts. The Lorentz vector field I' does not commute with half-Klein-Gordon operators
and their commutators are as follows:

9ﬁat¢9.

(=i + 0(D))T by = L=+ 04D) o — 00 — 075

The first formula implies that

9, Iy (A a"e).

(=i, -+ 0(D))T 3oy = Tillo( A ) — 0

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

0}, Tlp) = 9% (% 4l D)g;; mﬂaj) B (2.12)

Then for any £ € V), it follows from (2.11) and (2.12) that
(—i0r + 0(D))Lopg = g L(A, 0t ) + [L£,Tg] (A ary)

=TpL(AuafY) + Y C(L)Re L (Auatsp).
L'eVy,

(2.13)

Here, R are the operator-valued coefficients bounded in LP(1 < p < c0) of the form R€, where

C(L') is a 4 x 4 matrix defined by multiplications of o and 3, ¢ = (c1, ¢2,¢3), R° = R* R*R5?,

and R; are Riesz type transforms defined by <la> . The coefficients C' and multi-indices ¢ may
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vary in £ € V,. In fact, let us denote O, := 0 [Qj, ] and G;0; := 0[I';,IIp]. Then for any
L = [0]°[Q)°[T]¢ € V,, the commutator can be written as

3
(£, 1] =0[0]°[Q°[G)°0)! + 0[0]“[O1'[T]° — 6[G)°0y + 0> ¢;[0]"[O) R},

where [0]° = Ogg@gﬁ@l{g and [G]° = G7'G52G®. Rearranging four terms in order of 0,0, T", one
can get the expression C'(L')R¢. Especially, we note that, for £ € V), there exists £ € Vi such

that ng,m <n —1 and
[£,T0g] = Lo+ Y C(LYRZLD,, (2.14)
ZGVW

where
Vo:=Vy and Vi:= {[6]“[Q]b :al + |b] <7}

Remark 2.2. In (2.14), Ly 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 T is not included in L. This fact implies that L commutes not only
with Oy, 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 £ € V),

Vo.c = Libg, o =" Py r,

1 —i0s
Alhﬁ = EA#) A#,E,W = 5 <1 =+ o' |D| > A#qﬂa

1 1 ol
Wi = DI Aue, Wy =IDIFAuce, Vico =e " MPIW, 2o
The Lorentz boosts play the role of weight generators. Indeed, we observe

Ljpg = xj(—0i(D)1hg + illg(A,ateh)) + t0j1e

: —0it(D) ; (2.15)
= —tie z; ((D)e) + ix;llg(Auate))
for j =1,2,3. On the other hand, by (2.1) and (2.10), there holds
. Lo 1
(101 +0'[D)Wo.o = 65D 3L (P, 1)) . (2.16)
Analogously to (2.15), we have
. B S
LiWieo = 25 (0'i| DIW,. .00 = 0'i| D72 L {0, 0,0)) + 10, Wy .00

(2.17)

- 0 1 —1
— i’ t\D\xj(|D|v#,£,9,)_9/z§xj|p| 3L (4, 1)) .
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(n) [ 7030 | 20 | 10
H(n) | 1 |10 210 | 410




MAXWELL-DIRAC SYSTEM 13

2
Let €1 := &§ for a small eg > 0, 6 = 107'%. Then the scattering norms || - [|p, || - [|m to control the

bootstrap argument are defined as follows:

20 j(1_ 1 —~ 38 o _(1—-1_
lillo += sup { (24)" 26 Mol = + (24) " 2707 Prpza | (3.1)
vl := sup § (24)% 20425 37 97 Qe o (3.2)
keZ Jeuy

Given any T > 0, assume that (¢, A,,) is a solution to (1.2) on [0,T] and that, for any ¢ € [0, 7],
n € {0,1,2,3}, ny € {0,1,2}, 1 € {1,2,3}, and 6,0 € {+,—}, and the solution satisfies the
bootstrap hypotheses

s (l.e(0) v + Wz (®)lgc) < 1 (7 (3.3)
sup sup (24)" " (<2’“> 00(&)(@ed0.2)E. )|, + 242 | 1() D Vi) (1, €)| )
LEV,, keZ Lg L (3.4)
<e <t>H(nl—i-l)67
and
[60@llp + Vi (Dllpg < 1. (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:

0k = PQuvep, Qeirpi= > Qurp, <k = PiQgjnep.

J' €U, J' <]
Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ € L? and j € Uy, for some k € Z. Then we get the following:

(i) For any o € (Z1)3, we have

V27l 5 2o - Iveml, e £ 270 @7, 3.9)
— . 37 J_ 5(J+k)
1@l S min (22 H@jkmg 252" Qg g ) (3.7)

where |[v]] o1 = (|120]13 2 + 12230]|72 + [|Qa10]72) 2
(ii) We have

sup ||ijgp||Ho 1 <A and sup 2J+kHQJkg0||Ho 1 < B,
JEUK JEU

for some k € Z and A < B € [0,00), then we obtain
HﬁkTpHLw <o ¥ AN BHS (3.8)
for any ¢ € (0,1).
Proof. See (i) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. O

Lemma 3.2 (Time decay for Dirac part). Lett € R, k € Z, 6 € {+,—}, and ¢ € L*. Then, we
have

37

) _3
H€791t<D><Pj,k”L°° < min (237 <2k> ()2 27) 1Qikepll L2 (3.9)
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for 3 € Uy,. Moreover, if <2k>2 < 22k (t) and j € Uy, then we have

e 05P) g e S (27 285 (07 () 2298 | Queglygy Jor 27 <208 (310)

and also
le= P ocsullim £ (27 67F | Qe for 27 S (0% (3.11)
Proof. See (iii) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. O

Lemma 3.3 (Time decay for Maxwell part). Lett € R, k € Z, € {+,—}, and o € L%. Then,

we have

e 1Pl e S 2% min (1,27 0)7") Qe e, (3.12)

for j € Uy. Moreover, if |t| > 1 and j € Uy, then we have

x Y
HP[—loo,loo] (@) € elt‘D‘sﬁj,k

—0i k ) ]
le™ Pl allne S (671 2% (14 (8) 25)% | Qjuepll o for 27 < (1),

k 3
ST 221+ () 255 1Quwell o
LOO

and

(VB

lePlogspllim S (07 2% Qe or 27 s F2E.
Proof. See (ii) of Lemma 3.4 of [28]. O

3.3. Universal tools.

Lemma 3.4 (Coifman-Meyer operator estimates). Let 1 < p,q < oo satisfy that % + % = %
Assume that a multiplier m satisfies
|m||CM—H// m(.Q) ”“”"d&ln' <Cm<oo (C=1 or&—1).
L:}:,y
Then
| [ micnsiate ] < Cmlllrlul
R3 L?
Lemma 3.5 (Lemma 3.5 of [28]). Let ¢ € L? and k € Z. Then, for
5 3
Ay = 1Peplie + ) lpe(©) 0 @) Oz, Br:= > 2Quellzz |
1=1 jeUs,
we have
Ae S Y Bw
2k 2Kk’
and
Z Ak/ fO’I’ k Z 0,
k ook’
By <{®™ (3.13)

Z 9~ . min(1 2k/_k)Ak/ for k <O0.
k' €7



MAXWELL-DIRAC SYSTEM 15

Especially, we have

2 H|Pepllre 30 277 min(1,25 F) Ay, (3.14)
k'€Z

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

O (t) == PuQjnde.c (1), srE ) = o o2t => o
J<J i>J
ik 5 <Jk i,k Jk i,k
VIR () = PoQiVico(t), V20p)=> VI, @4), V. 2Iet):=> VI, ).
i<J i>J

Lemma 3.6. Assume that (v, A,) is a solution to (1.2) on [0,T], for some T > 1 and satisfies
(3.3)-(3.5). Lett € [0,T], L € Vp,n €{0,1,2,3}, and 0,6 € {+,—}. Then we have

Pt c(t)ll 2+ | PeWoc.o ()| 2 S €1Gn(t, k), (3.15)
where
G (b, k) = (£) T (gky =N D
Moreover, if n <2,k € Z and | € {1,2,3}, then

(2% |[o0() (9a b ) (19|, +25 ||e(©) (0 Vinzw) (¢ g)H SeGupa(tk),  (3.16)

As a consequence, if n <2 and j € Uy, then

29 (2" 1Qj0,c (Dl 12 + 228 1Qs Voo (D) 12 S €1Gnsa (8, k) (3.17)

and
(2°) 1Puo,c ()]l 2 + 28 1P Vi cor (D) 2 S €125 Grga (8, 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. O

Lemma 3.7. Assume that (¢, A,) is a solution to (1.2) on [0,T] for some T > 1 and satisfies
(3.3)(3.5). Lett € [0,T], L € V,n € {0,1,2}. Then we have

S [ P 0] S oGty 25 2 min(y " 22, (3.19)
JEU
and
1 [ 2 _k . _
S|l PV 0 L Se 0 Graat k) (2 28 min() 2, (3.20)
JEU

for k € Z. Moreover, ifn <1 and (t)~' < 22%, then
> et Pk L se 7 Gurat k) (24)° 278 (3.21)
27 2k 2k (t)]
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,

HijQb¢0,£(t)HL2 S e1Goqpp 41 (L, k) <2k>_1 277, (3.22)

This together with (3.10) implies (3.21). O
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Lemma 3.8. Assume that (¢, A,) is a solution to (1.2) on [0,T] for some T > 1 and satisfies
(3.3)=(3.5). Lett € [0,T], L € V,,m € {0,1,2}. Then we have

>

JEUR

foro< (k1.

efeit<D)¢é,7k£ (t)’

2 . 1_ — 5k
5 < 1Gnya(t, k) (2°)" min (2(2 SOk (™ 2% ) ) (3.23)
Proof. By (3.9), we have

—0i ik
o P2gk o)

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

. 3k _ 8i_grs 3—6¢ ,  _3
s S min (2% 7366, 2% 750 (2175 ()= 10,160,202

Lemma 3.9 (Vector fields free estimates). Assume that (1, A,) 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

3 2 QirAu(t)] o S 127 (IFIH@IE (k)7

JEU
|Bato) | g e oo (), (324)
¢
||Pk¢0(t)||L2 S 512(1+1—(1)0)k <2k>—N(0)+2-
We also get
3 HeeitlDlvj)’g(t)HL < &1 min (<t>‘1 ,2’“) 9(32H2)0)k (gh)y =22 (3.25)

JEU
Moreover, for (t) > 272k and 27 € [27%,C2% (t)] for some C < 1, we have

Ser (1) 727G mm)k (2k) T (3.26)

"y <Jk
e~OHD) p< (t)HLw

Proof. The estimates in (3.24) follow from the definition of || - ||p and || - [[m. Then (3.12) and
(3.24) imply (3.25). To prove (3.26), we consider the case 2% > <t>*_10 The bound (3.15) yields
(3.26) for 28 > (1) If 2F < (1) 37100 or 27 < ()7, it also follows from (3.24) and (3.11). The
remaining case is that 2% € [<t>_%+ﬁ , <t>$] and 27 > <t>%. By (3.10) and (3.22), we estimate

—6i j - —26
Z He 0 t(D>¢‘Jg,k(t)HLw /S Z €1 <t> 2973 k <t>116 <2k>
29> (1)% 29>(1)%
_3 /11 k k —19
Ser ()72 27 7m0k (9F) T
This finishes the proof of (3.26). O

The following lemma will be used in Section 8.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (¢, A,) is a solution to (1.2) on [0,T], for some T > 1 and satisfies
(3.3)(3.5). Letk € Z, t € [0,T), and | € {1,2,3}. If 2k > (£) 37 10H@m o hage

1
10: Py (21 Vi0) ()| 2 S €7 ()75 .
Proof. Taking Fourier transform and then time derivative, one gets

O PrarVio(t) = pi(€)g [m-% / 10 (G, (t,m), 0o (8,6 + 1)) dn} - (3.27)
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If the derivative ¢, falls on ¢7\9j, the bound of (3.27) follows from (3.16). Thus, we consider the
cases that the derivative falls on |€ |’% or the phase modulation (&) Let us first handle the

case that the derivative falls on the phase modulation:

oI [ e Vo (€m) (G0, (1) s (.6 + 1)) .

In view of (2.8) and (2.9), it suffices to consider only the case 6, = 2. By integration by parts in

7, we get the following terms:

. e Vego (€,
pr(©)lel / e Eny, 5qfv(iq2(§"§§)|§§ D (ot cudon b6y, (3.28)

. . v
pr(€)lE]™ / ettao(em quv(jq’g(;g;;éﬁ ”>< D (1,1, B0 (1€ + ) ) (3.29)

and additional symmetric term. To estimate (3.28), we make the dyadic decomposition for || and
|€ + 7] into 251 and 2*2, respectively. If 2min(ki.k2) < <t>_%, then by (3.18) we have

_ 3k —2ko+3min(ky k)
> 3.28)[[12 > 27722 2 [1Pe, @0, (D) 2 |1 Pradon ()]l 12
2min(’€1,k2)§<t>*% 2min(k1,k2)§<t>*%
S Z 5127— < >2H(1)5 w‘f’kl <2k1>7N(1) <2k2>7N(1)
2min(k1,k2)§<t>*2
Setn

1

On the other hand, we handle the case 2min(Fuk2) < ()72,
Py, 00, = %SeJJW + ¢9>e"7’” for ¢ = 1,2 with 27 = C(t)2* for some C < 1, and we denote
b, = ¢<Jk" and ¢, = (b;']’ke for a,b=1,2. Using (3.17), for (a,b) # (1,1), we see that

D (G P~ S [ A O P Ol PR U R

gmin(ky ko) > (1)~ % gmin(ky ko) > (1)~ %

We decompose the profiles into

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

> 13:28)]l = < >

2min(k1wk2)2<t)’% omin(ky,k2) > (1)~ 2

<Jk1()‘

o)) sa

The estimates for (3.29) can be treated similarly.
When the derivative falls on [£]~2 in (3.27), an additional factor of |¢|~ appears. Though we

2+10H(2)8

are given this singular factor, since it corresponds to the growth (¢) from the assumption

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

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

NG =M L(Aualy) + > Re L (Auahy).
L'eVy



18 YONGGEUN CHO AND KIYEON LEE

Then
(—i0; + 0(D))o.c = NPy, —idpo.c = " PINP .. (4.1)
We will first prove the L? boundedness of ‘ﬂle? I

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (1, A,) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)~(3.5) on [0, T, for some
T>1. Lette[0,T), k€ Z, LEV,,ne{0,1,2,3}, and 0 € {+,—}. Then we have

k>7N(n+1)75

1P ()] 2 + 1 Pededo.c (DIl 2 S et ()7 (2 min((t)"",25),  (42)

where

N(4) =0, H(0):=5, H(n):= H(n)+ 160.
Proof. By the boundedness of Iy, R/, and e?*(P) it suffices to show the following bilinear estimate

k
> 27 || Py (Pay Wi 0, ()0 Pey e, 2, (1)) ] 2
ki (4.3)

< &2 (110 (k)TN TE ey 28,

for £, €V, 0, € {+,-} (1 =1,2), n1 +n2 <n, and k € Z. By Holder’s inequality and (3.15), we
have

3 min(k)—ko

1P (Piey Wi, 2.0, (1) Prey oy o0 ()l 12 S22 ([V6y,c0 () L2 Pro Wes .0, ()|l 2

3min(k)—ko
2

5 6% <t>[H(n1)+H(n2)]5 9 <2k1>*N("1) <2k2>*N(n2)

3

where k := (k, k1, k2). This yields that
k n n
D2 27 (1P (P Wi o 05 ()0 Py, 2, ()] 2 S 28 ()10 T 010 08,
k1,ko€Z

which implies (4.2) in the case that 2% < (£)™'.
Let us consider the case 2% > (£)~'. From (3.19) and (3.20), we have

6, 2, ()| Lo < &1 (¢)F (1 HD0 ok <2k1>—N(n1+1)+2

min((t)~",2°"),
"R in(() 7 28),

for 0 < nq,ns < 2. We partition the set of numbers of vector fields as follows:

_ (4.4)
||Wu,ﬁg,02(t)||[,oo S €1 <t>H(n2+1)5+% 2%2 <2k2> N(

No ={(n1,n2) :n1 +n2 =n,0<ny,ngy <nj}
={(n1,n2) :n1 +n2 =n,n1,ny > 1} U{(n,0),(0,n) :n>1} U{(0,0)}
= N UN2U{(0,0)}.

Estimates for (n1,n2) € N} and 28 > (t)™'. When 2F < 2%2 we estimate

k
Z 2772 ||Pk (PkQWH,ﬁz,QQ (t)aﬂpklwelvﬁl (t))||L2

2k <2k2
_ k2
S Z 2 2||P7€1¢917ﬁ1(t)||L°°||Pk2WM7£2>92(t)HL2
2k <ok2

< E% <t>[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]5—l <2k>—N(n) '
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Note that H(ny + 1) + H(nz) < H(n) + 10 for (n1,n2) € N;!. Analogously, if 2¥2 < 2*, we obtain

k
S 2% [P (Pl Wi 0.0 (D0 Pay gy 2, (1)1

2k2<<2k
k
S Y 27 F Puen ey (8)]l o2l Pra Wi 2200 (D) 2
2k2<<2k
5 E% <t>[H(’ﬂ)+11]5—1 <2k>_N(n1) .

Estimates for (n1,n3) € N2 and 28 > (£)7". If (n1,n2) = (n,0), then we consider the cases

2k < (1)7" and 2" > ()", for which we obtain

k
Z 2_72 ||Pk (sz WH,92 (t)aupkl ¢91,£1 (t))||L2

2h ()7t
3min(k) —ky
S Z 2 2 ||Pk71¢017£1 (t)HLQHPkQWH»Gz (t)HLQ
2k1 < (1)~
n — —N(n
<2 <t>[H( )+2]6-1 <2k> (n)

and

k
Z 2772 ||Pk: (szwlh@z (t)aupkl ¢91,£1 (t))||L2

2k1> (1)1

k2
S D 277 | Pteney ()]l ez | Pra Wi, ()| o
2k1>(1)~!

< 6% <t>[H(n)+12]671 <2k>*N(n) '

These finish the proof of (4.3) when (n1,n2) = (n,0).
If (n1,m2) = (0,n), we only consider the case 2k < 2 ~ 2% since apart from this case, we can

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

k
277 || P (Pay Wi, 0,0, (1) Py oo, (1)) | 12 S 282 | Py b, (8) | 22| Pros Wi, 20,0, (8) | 1.2
< <t>[H(1)+H(n)]5 ok1+ks <2k1>*N(1>*1 <2k2>*N(") '

This enables us to get (4.3) if 2k1+k2 < ()71,
To handle the case 2852 > (£)™! we make the decomposition Py, ¢y, = ¢§1J’k1 + ¢§1J’k1 with

27 = C2%1 (t) for some C < 1. In view of (3.26) and (3.17), we see that

e 0D =R (4| oo S ey (1) TF 27 F e (k)T
(4.5)

- 5 o— —N(1)
65 (D)1 22 < e (1)~ HHO 2k (kTR

1

Then we have

ko
2

9

Py (Pk2 W00, (H)at e 1t P) g2l (t)) ‘

_k2 gDy STk
S 277 e P GEIE (b)| oo | Py Wi, 22,05 (1) 2

L2

< g2 ()2 tHm? o152 + o5k <2k1>—19 <2k2>—N(")
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and

>
U%

2 HPk (Pk2W‘u,021£2 (t)oﬂe—Olzt ¢>1k1( )) ‘

< 27|65 ()] 2| Py Wi 03,25 (8) | 2
S E% <t>*1+[ (n)+H(1)]6 2k27k1 <2k1>*N(1) <2k2>7N(") )

L2

These give us the desired estimates in case 2¥2 < 2% ~ 2F1 and 2k1+kz > <t>_1.
FEstimates for (n1,n2) = (0,0). By Holder’s inequality, we estimate
[Pk (Pry Wi 6, (1) Py, o, ) (8)]| 12 S (1 Pe, 0, (6| 22 1| o W0 (£)]] 2
< 5% <t>26 2'§n11n(k) <2k1> N(0) <2k2>—N(O)

3 mln(k)

)

le

which shows (4.3) if 20 < (1)~ or (2max(9)) > (4)50
Let us now consider
Case A: 270 > (1~! and <2m"”‘(k)> < <t>% .
By Plancherel’s theorem, we have
1 Pr (Pre Wi,0,0" Pry t0,) || L2 = 1 [P (Pry Wi, 0, & Py b, )] | 2

In particular, one gets

F [Py (Pry W0, (t) Py ve, (1)) (§) = /RS (€)1 EM PV, o (t,n)a Pr, g, (t,€ — n)dn,
where the phase

p12(&,m) = 01 (€ —n) + Oan].

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
L Vapi2(&,m) - vneitmz(&,n)

[Vyp12(&,m)[? 7

we integrate by parts with respect to 7 to obtain the following integrals

elitp12 &mn — —it~

11 /R3 eitplz(fxﬁ)vanzk(f, 17)P;V:02 (tvn)a“m(t,ﬁ —n)dn, (4.6)
1 /R3 etP2E&m N, (€, W)szmez)(t, n)a“m(t,ﬁ —n)dn, (@7)
1 /}R3 et &M N (€, W)Pm2 (t, 1) Py, 2y, (t, € — n)dn, (4.8)
where
Misx(€,m) = Vnp1a(&1)

VopiE, )Ppk(&)pkl(f )Pk (1)

Then, a direct calculation yields that
[V Mz S 275 (2)"
Using Holder’s inequality and (3.15), we see that

Z 2_7H (4.6) HL2 < Z —1424 73“"(‘;)*3"2 <2k1>*N(0)+4 <2k2>*N(0) < <t>—1+35 <2k>*N(1)*5.
Case A Case A
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This leads us (4.3). For (4.7), we have
8
[Mizallom S (272).

Then, by Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 3.4, this implies that
. 1, 3mino—ky 2
D2 AN S Y 02T 7 (2%) (1P (aVie) ()l 2| Py b, (D) 2
Case A Case A
<er Y ™5y ~LHHWTHO)S <2k1>*N<0> <2k2>*N<1>+2
Case A
and
_ k2 1 k2 8
Y2 E AN S Y 027 (2%) | P (aVie,) ()]l 2| Py da ()] o
Case A Case A
< sf Z 9—ka <t>72+2H(1)5+%6 <2k1>—N(1)+10 <2k2>7N(1)+8
Case A

3

%, we complete the bound for (4.7). The

estimates for (4.8) can be obtained analogously. O

respectively. By decomposing 2F2 < <t>7% and 272 > (t)

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

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (¢, A,,) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)~(3.5) on [0, T, for some
T>1. Let Let t € [0,T), k€ Z, L€ V,,,0 <n <2, andl € {1,2,3}. Then we have

1Pe (@09R2) ()] 2 S €3 ()77 (k)N D72

(4.9)
Proof. Since [x;, Rz/] is smoother than R, it suffices to consider only the first term of ‘)?]93)5 as
previously. By Plancherel’s theorem, we see that

/RB P (€)0e, [W:(;;b (t,m)ate v HEm gy (1, & — 77)} dn

k2

2-7 (4.10)

L
The derivative g, falls on either e =17~ or @(t,f —n). If the derivative falls on the phase
modulation e~?1%{&="  TLemma 4.1 leads us to the bound of (4.9). Thus, we have only to consider

the case when the derivative falls on m (t,& —mn).
By (3.15), (3.16), and Holder’s inequality, we have

ko
2732

/3 Pk (€)0e, Py Wi £,.0, (8, m)at e~ ED P g, (8, € — m)dn
R L2
£
3 min(k) — ko 4.11
< 2™ B (1 1) ()] o 11 Pos Wi a0 (1) 1 (4.11)

5 5% <t>[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]5 273min(2k)—k2 <2k1>7N(n1+1)71 <2k2>7N(n2)

)

which implies the bound of (4.9) if ny # n.
Let us consider the case (n1,n2) = (n,0). Using (4.11), we get the bound of (4.9) if 2% < 2F ~
2k2 and 281 < (1) 719 By (3.17) and (3.20), we have

kg
272

/3 P(€)0¢, Py Wi 0, (t,m)at e~V &= Py g, 1, (t,€ — m)dn
R

2
LE

_ k2 4.12
S 277 ([P, (2100y,20) )] 2 (| Pry W0, (1) || Loe (4.12)

%<t>[H(n1+1)+H(l)]6—l <2k1>—N(ﬂ1+1)—1 <2k2>—N(1)'

A

e
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If 2F1 < 2% ~ 2F2 and 2M > (t)flw, then we get the desired bound by (4.12). In addition, we are
done for the case 2F < 2F1 ~ 2F2 or the case 2#2 <« 2F ~ 2%t and 2F < <t>%
Now it remains to consider the case 2¥2 < 2% ~ 2k and 2F > (t)TlO Making the change of

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

2% | [ @ P T .6~ ) P (e
This leads us that, by Bernstein’s inequality, {
2| [ (e T (1€ — m)a P (|
¢
£ 27 F 1P, 2, Ol 1Py (@2V0.) (O]
< af <t>[H(n)+H(1)]6 oks <2k1>*N(") <2k2>*N(1) '
Here we used 2% > <t>% to the bound (™3 This completes the proof of (4.9). O

Lemma 4.3. Assume that (1, A,) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)~(3.5) on [0, T, for some
T>1. Lette[0,T), k€ Z, LEV,,ne{0,1,2,3}, and 0 € {+,—}. Then we have

IR (0)]] o S €3 )5 (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 € V,,, and Lo € V,,, (0 < ny + ny =n), we have
LA™ p(0) = Y Auosca(t)a” Latb, 2, (1)
91,926{:|:}

Then it suffices to show

_2
| Ap, 2,0, (8 g, 2, ()| vy S €3 (8) 3 H2HE?

2
3

for £; € V(I = 1,2). To this end, we decompose Ay £,.0, = Y i ez PrnApca0, I 282 < ()75,
Hélder inequality with (3.15) yields that

Z ||P7€2Alhﬁ2792 (t)auwehﬁl (t)HHN(") S Z 2k2||¢91>ﬁ1 (t)”HN(") ||Pk2WM7£2>92(t)HHN(")

2 2
2k2 <(1) "3 22 < ()8

< af <t>7§+2H(3)5.
Let us consider 2%2 > <t>_%. If n < 2, using (3.15), (3.19), and (3.20), we see that
1Py A 3.0, (00000, 2, (Dl e S 27 F 001,24 O] v | Py Wi 5,0, ()| £
+27 % [, ()| | Pes W 00 Ol v (414)
< af <t>—§+2H(3)6'
Next, we treat the case n = 3. When (n1,n2) = (n,0) or (n1,n2) = (0,n), we similarly have

k n n
1Py Apisa 0, (80 gy 2, ()| vy S 27 F(HDYN ™ gy 2y (8) 1o || (DYN ) Piy W 25,0, ()| 1o

< E% <t>—§+2H(3)6

)
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where (p,q) = (00,2) when (n1,n2) = (0,n) and (p,q) = (2,00) when (n1,n2) = (n,0). Then it
remains to handle the case 1 < ni,no <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). O

4.2. Nonlinear estimates for Maxwell part. We denote the nonlinear term of Maxwell part
(2.16) by
1, 1
O 1= 2|D| L (1, ).
Then for 0’ € {+,—}
(i0 + 0| D)Wy o = 0NN, 00,V = 0”1, (4.15)
Lemma 4.4. Assume that (¢, A,) 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 € Vy,n € {0,1,2,3}, and 0" € {4+, —}. Then we have
H(n)s —N(n)+5 . - =
[P (1)]] o + 1PeB: Vo (D) 2 S €2 (8700 (29) min(2¥ ", () 7). (4.16)
Note that H(n) is defined in Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We partition the range of |n| and ¢ + 5| with dyadic numbers 21 and 2"
(k1, ko € Z), respectively. Then, it suffices to prove

_1
Z HPk|D| 2 <Pk1¢917£1 (t)v a#Pk21/}92,£2 (t)> HL2
k1 k2 €7 (4.17)

H(n —N(n+1)+5 . _
<2 () (k)TN iy 1 28y

for £; € V,, (I = 1,2) and ny + ny = n. We also assume that nq; > ny due to the symmetry
between 1y, and 1g,. By (3.15), a direct calculation shows that

| Pi|D| ™% (Piy oy .24 (1), 0 Proy ., (1)) || 2

3min(k)—k

S 2 2 ||Pk11/)917£1 (t)||L2||Pk21/}92,£2 (t)HL2
< 5% <t>[H(n1)+H(n2)]62W <2k1>—N(n1) <2k2>—N(n2) '

Since H(ny) + H(ny) < H(n) and min(N(ny), N(n2)) = N(n), we get (4.17) if 2% < (t) '
Let us assume that 28 > (¢£)~'. In this case, we estimate by dividing the distribution of vector

fields as follows:
(n1,m2) € {(2,1),(1,1)}U{(n,0) : n > 1} U{(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[PIDI™H (Pt 2 (8), 0 Prstbon 22 (1) (€)
. - o (4.18)
= /]R?’ Pk (€)|§|—§eth12(£,n) <Pk1 ¢91,£1 (ta g + 77)7 a#sz ¢92,£2 (tv 77)> d77,

where

q12(§,m) = 01 (E+n) — 02 (n).

As we observed in (2.9), we exploit the resonance cases according to 67 = 0 and 61 # 0s.
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Let us first consider the case 61 = 6. By performing the integration by parts in 7, (4.18) is the

sum of the following:

t / e“qm(ﬁm)vﬁﬂu)k(g’ 77) <Pk1 Po,,2, (tv £+ 77)7 o P, P02, (tv 77)> dn, (419)
R3

- / 2 Mg (6m) (P o (6 + 1), i Pran a (t.7) ) (4.20)
R

t! / 26 Mg (6m) (Pl @oy.4 (€ + 1), 0 Py, 2 (£,7) ) (4.21)
Ri

where

vnq12(§7 77)

M x(€m) = |§|7%m

Pr(&;m).
A direct calculation leads us that
T —3k o ¢min 3+L
VM k(€ m)| S 27 % 2t minthnk) max ((20) (242))

for £ = 0,1. Then, by Hélder’s inequality, we have

3 min(k)—3k
2

- — min 4
1(4.19)]| = S ()71 2 2= min(huka) max ((251) (2%2)) || P, o, ., (8) | 2| Py 2, (8) | 22

< 5% <t>[H(n1)+H(ng+1)]6—1 2w—min(l€1,kg)+k2 <2k1>—N(n1)+4 <2k2>—N(n2+1)+4'

The above estimate follows from (3.15) and (3.18) for g, £, and g, £,, respectively. Summing
over ki, ko, we obtain the bound for (4.19).
By (3.15) and (3.16), we have

3 min(k)—3k

1(4.20)]| = S ()7 2 max ((2),(2))” || Py, (260, .£,) (O] 21| Pes s, (8)] 2

<& <t>[H(n1+1)+H(n2)]6—l o Smingo sk <2k1>—N(n1+1)+3 <2k2>—N(n2)+3'

Since H(ny+1)+ H(ng) = H(n)+10 and N(n)—5 < N(n;+ 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 61 # 5. In view of (2.9), the phase interaction g12(§,n) exhibits the
space resonance when & + 2 = 0. If 20in(K) « omax(®) then by the frequency relation, we have
gmax(k)  |¢ 4 2p|. Using the integration by parts in 7, this case can be treated in a similar way

to the case #; = 6>. 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

This finishes the proof of (4.17) when (n1,n2) € {(2,1),(1,1)}.
FEstimates for (n1,n2) = (n,0) and n > 1. From (3.15) and (3.5), it follows that

| Pi|D| ™2 (Pry b, .2 (1), Py 0, (1)) | 2

3min(k)—k

S22 [Peoterc)ll2 | Pro v, ()l 2

< &2 <t>H(n)6 o POk o (145 H(2)0) k2 <2k1>_N(") <2k2>_N(0)+2'
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If Qmin(k)+kz < <t>71+1305 or 2k2 > (¢ >4L this estimate implies (4.17). If 2min(o+k: <t>71+1305
and 2k < <t>ﬁ, we decompose Py, ¢y, into (;59—2‘] 72 and ¢9>2J 72 with J = C2%2 (t) for some C < 1.

And we obtain

k

H I ( )H ey (1) 2o Frawn (oke) 71
LOO
H >Jk;2 (4.22)
03, )

<e <t>—1+H(1)6 9—k2 <2k2>—N(1)
which follow from (3.26) and (3.17), respectively. On the one hand, L? x L™ estimate leads us to
the bound

HPlelfé <Pk1¢91,ﬁ(t)a au6792”<D>¢§2‘]’k(f)>

e (p)mo=s 9=

)

L2

f (4.23)
2+ 153 <2k1>_N(") <2k2>_19 .

1

If 2k < 2k (4.23) yields (4.17) over 2min()+hs s (p) =100 gy q oka < (pya0 I 2k « 2k

then in view of (4.17) with n = 1, we can observe that the factor <2k2>_19 is not sufficient for
<2k>7N(1)+5

L1
10

when 2% > 1. However, from the frequency restriction 282 < (¢)30 we have

<2]€2>_19 S <t>% <2]€>_N(1)+5 :
which enables to obtain the desired bound. On the other hand, by Hélder’s inequality, we have

HPk|D|7% <Pk1¢01,£(f)=0<u Ol n (¢ )>‘ L

<e? <t>[H(n)+H(1)]6—1 o2mino &, <2k1>—N(n) <2k2>—N(1)-

1

Them, (4.17) follows from the sum over 2min()+kz 5 (1) =1H130% 5 q gka < (1) 30
FEstimates for (n1,n2) = (0,0). By the symmetry between 1y, and tg,, we only consider the
case ky < k. If 28 > (£)*° using (3.15) and (3.19), we see that

> IPIDI 2 (Poytbo, (), P o, () 122 S Y 27 2 [Py, ()0 | Pes o, (8) | 2

k1<ks k1<ko
5 E% Z 2% <t>11671 <2k1>_N(1)+2 <2k;2>_N(O)
k1<ko

If 2min(k)+k2 < <t>71+55, (35) ylelds that

amm(k)
> IPIDIT 2 (Prytbe, (), 0 Py o, (0) 22 S Y 20 2 [Py 6, (8) | 22| Pro o ()] .2

k1<ko k1 <ko

< E% E 2m1n +k2
k1 <k2

66—1
Sei ™.

Let us consider the mid frequency case 2™in(K)+kz > <t>71+55 and 2F < <t>25. Setting J :=
C2*2 (t) for some C' < 1, we decompose Py, dp, into ¢ =7k and ¢>Jk2 Then we obtain (4.22) and

the remaining estimates can be done similarly to those for the case (ny1,n2) = (n,0) andn >1. O

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 (¢, A,,) satisfies the a priori assumptions (3.3)~(3.5) on [0, T, for some
T>1. Lette[0,T), k€ Z, LEV,,0<n <2, andl € {1,2,3}. Then we have

1 Pe (2900) (1)]] o S €3 ()02 () NI, (4.24)
Proof. As described in the proof of Lemma 4.2, one may consider only
27% /]R3 pk(f) <6791it(§+77>8&¢91£1 (t7§ + 77), au¢92,£2 (t, 77)> d’l] ) (4-25)
L
E
Note that n; < ng due to the symmetry. By (3.15) and (3.16), we see that
n —N(ni1+1
1Bk, (160, ) ()22 S e (1) 0 +D9 (k) =MD
n —N(n
|Peatn.ca®llzs S 1 (1)1 (202) N0
Hoélder’s inequality yields that
B 3min(k)—k
(425)[ S D 27 2 (| Pe(@ider, ) (0)] 211 Prs boa, 0 (1) 2 (4.26)

k1,k2€Z
Since H(ny + 1) + H(ny) < H(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 (ny,n2) = (0,0). Then, by the
symmetry, it suffices to handle 28 < 2k2 If 28 < (£)7", we simply have (4.24) due to (4.26), If
2k > (t)7", using (3.19), we estimate
_k
(425)] S D 272 Py (widor,0) (D) 02| Pra o, 2 (1) | £

2k1 <2k2

S ST ey MHMI R gy TN gy TN
2k1 <2k2

This completes the proof of (4.24). O

5. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

For any initial data (1.3) satisfying (1.5), one can readily show the existence of local solution
(¥, A,) to (2.1) with (v, W,) € C([0,T); HN® n C*([0,T]; HN®=1) for some T > 0 by the
regularity persistence based on the local theory of [8]. Then the standard approximation with

e~ Mal? <3:>N is applicable to the system (2.1) and enables us to get, for sufficiently small T,

sup > [[[(@)" (D) ($(t), W () | prvem] < C(T, 4(0), W, (0)).
0<t<T 123

Now we show supg<;<7 || (€)* |§|%1Z(t,§)||Lgo < +o00. In fact, by (2.2) we have

© €] < 1O Ol +e Y [ t A el s, € = ] dnds.
0ref{+) 70 /R
Let f(t) = || (€)*° |¢[3 s (t)]| o= Then using
@2 1el7 S € - le—nlz + €= [z + ) I —nlz + () Inl=,
the factor |n|2 gets rid of the singularity of [|~2 and Holder’s inequality leads us to the bound

t
£0) < Cr+C [ W (o)l F5)ds and Cp = CT sup [[(8), Wo(6) v
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Hence Gronwall’s inequality shows supg<,< f(t) < Cr. 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 |||z|*(pg, Viior )| mrm
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 7' < 1 is similar to (much simpler than) the case T' > 1, we assume

that 7> 1 from now. Let us introduce propositions running bootstrap.

Proposition 5.2 (Energy estimates). Assume that (1, A,) satisfies a priori assumptions (3.3)-
(3.5). Lett €[0,T], n€{0,1,2,3}, 6,0 € {+,—}, and L € V,,. Then we have

6,2 () e S €3 ()77, (5.1)
IWoz0r ()| iy S €2 ()77 (5.2)

Proposition 5.3 (Weighted energy estimates). Assume that (1, A,,) satisfies a priori assumptions
(3.3)-(3.5). Lett € [0,T], k€ Z, ne {0,1,2}, 0,0 € {+,—}, 1 € {1,2,3}, and L € V,,. Then, we
have

n —N(n+1
(28 | Py (m10.) || 12 S €2 ()T (g =V ImHD, (5.3)

n+1)

n —N
P\ Py (21Vo ) |12 S €2 (1) D9 (k) (5.4)

Proposition 5.4 (Scattering norm estimates). Assume that (v, A,) satisfies a priori assumptions
(3.3)=(3.5). Lett € (0,7, 6,0 € {+,—}. Then we have

o (t)llp < €7, (5.5)

Vo (B)llna < €. (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 Mazwell-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 < t; < t5,

where Wy(t, &) = e‘iBe(t’@@(t,ﬁ) and By(t,£) is the phase modification symbol as defined in
Theorem 1.1. This bound shows the existence of limit limy o ¢g(t') in L?. By setting

Y (t) == e D) lim ¢g(t'),
t'—o00
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we obtain
o (t) = B Pl @llsa S (% 1615 F [vo(t) = PPy 507 <.

Note that ¢ := I1 93 +1I_9> is a solution to linear Dirac equation.
On the other hand, for the proof of (5.6), we will show that for 0 < ¢; < to,

. _ L —N(1)+5
S 2 Qi Vo (t2) — Qi Vi (1) 12 S 1 () 0 27KH@Ik (k) =S,
JEUK

+5H(2)

Then this implies the existence of limit lim A, ¢/ in H? . By setting

A% (t) = P lim V0 (1),

t'—o00

we see that
0o —4
[0 (A &) = 420 )|y s S O 50,

Utilizing (3.19) and (3.20), one can readily establish (1.8) with & := 118. 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 1y . We first prove the energy estimates for the Dirac part.

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

ED(t) = /R (PPua(t), PP (1)) — (D)7 PP (1), Au(t)a” (D)2 PPy(t) ) da,

3

where PP := (DYN™ £ and P2’ := (D)™ £’ Then, we have 2 ~ 400,13 x ) since e1 < 1.
Using (2.13), we see that

0iLapg = —0i(D)Lapg + i L(Auap) +i0 Y C(L VR L' (Aualy). (6.1)
L'eV,

Then, this yields that

d D

(PPo, yPP (Auat ) +0 S O(L') <7>D¢9,R£,<D>N<">c’(,4uaw)>] da

R3 L€V

— &),

where

Et) =2tm | ({D)"* 0PPuwi(t), Au(t)a (D) PPy (1)) do

R3

+ /R (D) PPy(t), 04, ()0 (D) F PPY(1)) da

The following proposition finishes the energy estimates for Dirac part.
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Proposition 6.1. Assume that (1, A,) satisfies a priori assumptions (3.3)~(3.5). Let t € [0,T],
n€{0,1,2,3}, L €V,, and 6 € {+,—}. Then we have

‘2Im/0 /]R3 (PPyo(t),IIgPP (A, (t) oy (t))) dx — E(s)ds

/Ot /}R3 <7>D¢9(8),'Rg (D)N(”)E’(Au(s)aﬂ¢(s))> dds

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

E(s) =2mm | (D)2 PPyy(s), Au(s)a (D)% PPusy(s) ) da

R3

—2Re [ (D) PP (A ()07 w(s). Ay ()0 (D)~ PPuy(s)) da

—02Re Y C(E’)/

R3
L£'EV,,

+ /}R3 <<D>_% PPy (t), 0 Ay (t)a” (D)2 PD¢9(t)> d

4
=: Zg](s)
j=1

Using Lemma 4.3 and (3.20), we estimate

<<D>N(")_% R L'(Au(s)aP(s)), Au(s)a <D>_% ’PDz/J.g(s)> dx

S UR

/t Ea(s) + Es(s)ds

0

Moreover, by (3.25) we obtain that for ¢ € [0, T7,

104Dl e S D 2720 PWop (D) e Ser ()71
keZ,0’e{+}

/Ot 54(5)‘15

Thus, it suffices to consider the part

which implies

<e

/0 /R {PPug(s). PP (A, ()04 (5)) dar — &1(s)ds,

which can be written as

/Ot /R3 <7)D¢0(3)=HGPD(AM(S)O/‘Q/J(S)) — Iy (D)

By commutation relation one gets

=

(Au(s)a” (D)2 P%(s))> dods.  (6.4)

P(Auard) = (DN (Auah L)+ Y0 O(Ly, La) (DYV (LoAua® Lay),
ﬁ[GVne,E:LQ
where C(L1, L2) are constants depending only on L1, Lo and ny < n — 1,11 + ny = n.

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

t —_— —_— —_—
@) [ [ 3bn) (Forels.€). Woa (s 1)" B (5,6 — ) ) dednds,
0 JEHS (6.5)

—

m) [ M) (oo, Wz (sm)o Ty 5.6 = ) dedds,
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where

1

MA(Em) = Inl =211 (€) (VT E ((N7E — (g V7R,
M2(€,m) = In| == T0p(¢) ().

We estimate (6.5) by dividing the time ¢ € [0, 7] into a dyadic pieces 2™ (m € {0,---, L+ 1})
with
|IL —logy(t +2)] <2
and by taking cut-offs g,, : R — [0, 1] such that

supp(qo) C [0,2], supp(qr+1) C [t —2,t], supp(gm) C [2771, 27,

L+1 t
32 nls) = oafs): am € '), /|q;n<s>|dssl.
0

Let I,, denote the support of ¢, and let

=) / (&) (o 2(5,), W (s, M) Gy 2(5,€ — ) decbnds,
R3+3

—

/ [ anonten) <we,£<s,s>,Wu,ﬁz,%(s,n)a“@(s,s ~ ) dednds.
I, R3+3

To get the bound (6.2), it suffices to show that for each [ = 1,2 and m € {0,--- ,L + 1}
T3] S e, (6.6)

Estimates for I}, . To this end, we divide the frequencies of Z}, into the dyadic pieces 2%, 2%+ 2k2 ¢

Z as follows:
Ivln,k = / / N Qm(S)Mé(faﬁ) <]Dk/¢9\7£(57§) Pk2W,u 02 (S 77)04 Pk11/}91 ( ag - 77)> dgdﬁd&
I'm. RS 3

where k = (k, k1, k2). For the multiplier estimates, we have
L N() / omaxic) \ 2V (W1
1AL, m) o (€)rs (€ + mpra ()| g S 27 (25)™ ) (209)

Thus by Lemma 3.4, (3.15), and (3.25), we have
2 max(k) N(n)-t
1T i </1 <2 > 1 Pxtbg,c ()| v o [| Py oy, 2(8) | 21| Pry Wi, 0, (8) || Lo s

5 E§|Im|22H(n)5mfm <2max(k)>N(n)_1 <2k1>*N(n) 2k275H(2)5k2 <2k2>722 ,
which implies (6.6) in case that min(k) = ko.

Let us move on to the case min(k) = k or k1. If min(k) < —2m — dm, we have

| x|

S Hml2

amm(k) +

max(k) N(n)-1
<2 > 1 Prbo,c ($) | v om | Py oy, (8) || L2l Poo Wi 62 (8) L2 (6.7)

min —N(n N(n)—1-N(0)
< I 22 g S oy~ (st

We consider the high frequency case 202x(%) > 250 In this case the high frequency sum can be

N(0)

casily treated by the regularity condition (2¥2)~ of W, 9, 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

I < |12 (gm0 \N T p P P
T x| S | Pebo,c ()|l erx o | Py oy .2 ()| oo || Py Wi 0, (5) || 2

< 6§>|Im|2[H(n)+H(n+1)+1]5mfm2k72 <2k1>*N(n+1)+3 <2max(k)>N(n)_l_N(0) )

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

|Irln k| < E?|Im|2[2H(3)+l]5m2M <2k1>*N(3) <2max(k)>N(3)_1_N(O)'

whose 202x(K) > 255 Jeads us to (6.6).
Let us now consider 2min(k) > 9—=3m—dm 54 gmax(k) < 25 For this, we use the normal form

approach. Making integration by parts in time, I}n)k becomes the sum of the integrals:

etspe (&:m) A o — —
[ o) [ S M 6 (Pida (5., PiViga (510 P 5,6 = ). ) délnds,
(6.8)

etspe (§,m) A _— —— —
[ o) [ S b0, [( Pt (5,60, PV (b i (s, — ). )] s,
" (6.9)

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

—meo—%2 N(n) max N(n)-1
(6:8)] S Wml27m27 % (25) (292509 700, P, o (3)1| 12 1Py o.2(5) 121 P W0 (5)
< Eif|Im|22H(n)5m—2m2—5H(2)6k2 <2k1>—N(") <2max(k)>N(n)_23'

m

This enables us to sum over 2min(k) > 9—5m=dm anq gmax(k) < 280, To estimate (6.9), we utilize

Pk 95 %9 cllrs /S 127m+H(n)6m 2k fN(n+1)f57
> I €

~

—N(1)-5
”Pkasvﬂ,t%”Lz < e2” m-+H(0)sm <27€> (1) 7

obtained by (4.2) and (4.16), respectively. In (6.9), if the time derivative falls on ¢g 2 or ¢g, r, we

estimate

_ ko N(1) / omax N(n)—1
(G9] S [Emf2~F (2)™ (22250510, Pty .(5) | 21 Py 0,2.(5)]| 2| P Wi (5)1 <

< 5Z13|Im|2[H(n)+ﬁ(n)]6m—2m2—5H(2)6k2 <2k>N(")*N("+1)*5 <2k1>*N(") <2max(k)>N(n)_23'

We consider the case that the derivative falls on V), 9,. In this case, we decompose n < 2 and
n=3. If n <2, by (3.19) and (6.10) we obtain

k N(n)—1
1(6.9)] S [In|2™F <2max<k)> 1Pebo, ()| v o | Pry 0,2(8) || Lo |05 Pry Vis,o, (5)[] 2

< E3[L, U )+ H(n+ 1)+ H(0)] 552 gk V(D2 <2max<k>>N(")‘6‘N(” _
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Let us move on to the case n = 3. Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and (3.25), we see
that

1921219, Py, Vi 9, (5) | oo
SNID|™2 Py (1(5), autp(s)) || poe
S Z Z ||Qj3,k3¢03 (S)”[%/?”Qjmksw@s (S)”I%/m”szu/mwes (S)||L°°

03,01€{£+} Je€U,
k€7, 0=3,4

- —N(1)+3
5 6%2 gm+205m <2k2> (1)

Then we have

N(3)—1 )
6.9 S 1Tml2~ % (270N Py £(5)] e | P, (5) 22 2110, P Vo (9) 1

< 5§|Im|2[2H(3)+2O]6m_gm2_%2 <2k1>—N(3) <2max(k)>N(3)_N(l)+2'

This finishes the proof for (6.9). Summing over 2™ > 2-5m=0m and 9max(k) < 285 we get
(6.6).
Remark 6.2. Regarding the restriction 2&) < 26 we need this condition only when n = 0,1

and min(k) = ki 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,. We postpone a proof for the case n; = 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 ||, |€ + 7/, |n| by dyadic numbers 2%, 2%1, 22 and consider the

integral
[ anM2 ) (Bebue(s,). P Wiz on ()" P 2, (5. € — ) dédds. - (6.11)
In JJR
If gmin(k) < 9=m op gmax(k) < 215 by Holder’s inequality and (3.15), we have

(6.11)] S [ In] 270 (2) [ Prtbo,c ()l 22l Py oy, (8) || 2| Pro Wi, 25,05 (5)| 2
< €§2(H(n)+H(n1)+H(n2))6m <2k>N(") <2k1>_N("1) <2k2>—N("2)'

2N (n)

Since 1 < ny,ng < n—1,one gets H(ny)+ H(nz) < H(n)—190 and N(n) < min (N (n1), N(nz2)) —
10. Summing over 2min(k) < 9=m op gmax(k) < 215 one can get (6.6).
If 2min(k) > 9-m apd 2max(k) < 9216 then we exploit the space resonance (2.7). More precisely,

making integration by parts in 7, (6.11) becomes the sum of the following:

[ ) G AL (B (.. PV m) P (5.6 = ) s,
R

(6.12)

/ / )t NN (P, (5, ), PeatVizas(5:1)0" P bay 2, (5,€ = 1) ) déclnds,
R*

(6.13)

/ /2+3 Silqm(s)eispe(gm)Mr%,k <Pk¢9>ﬁ(57 5)7 sz VH>E2792 (87 n)aﬂpk1x¢91yﬁ1 (57 §— 77)> d&dnds,
R
(6.14)
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where the multiplier ﬁ% is defined by

Ve (&, n)M2(E,n)
Ve (& n)|?

In view of (2.7), this multiplier satisfies

M2, (&) = Pr(€) ks (€ + 1) pis ().

szﬁg,/k(&n) S 9=F ~th: <2k>2N<n> <2k1>2+2e

for £ = 0,1. Then, (3.15) leads us to the bound
(6.12)] S e32(HOVHH (M) H(n)omg 2238 =250 (k) VI (ghs ) TN (ke y =N (12).
The sum of (6.12) over 2™k > 2= now gives us (6.6).
As for (6.13), by using (3.16) and (3.19), we estimate as follows:
(6.13)] S 2O +HOn Gz $10)img 2255 (i)} X gty SN2 iy N2 )
(6.15)
and
1(6.13)] < 5?2(H(n)+H(n1+1)+H(n2+1))6m2—m2—’%2 <2max(k)>N(n) <2k1>*N("1+1)+8 <2k2>*N("2+1).
(6.16)

Since H(n1) + H(ne + 1) < H(n) + 10 and
9—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) > 2100m and (6.16) over 2max(k) < 2100m  The
estimates for (6.14) can be obtained similarly with L? x L? x L* estimates due to the restriction
gmax(k) < 9%

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

3

> C(LYReL'0r(Apatsh) = Cy(Lo)Lo(Aualy) + Co(L)RELO (A ay),
L€V, Zev

n

for m,n <n —1. By (4.1) and (4.15), it suffices to consider

t —_— — —_—

L e (9e(e. 0. Wiz (son)a o 2, (56 = ) deinds.—(617)
t — — —_—

[ M (e, 0. Wi (5.0 R 1 (5.6 =) dednds,— (015)
t — —

L e (o, .98, (s, me Ty 5.6 = ) dedns, (6.19)

where

M3(&,m) = 0|72 A+ Rz(€) (€N (L+|n| + (€ —n)) and MA(E,n) = |n|~TRz(€) (€)*N ™.

Since Rz is smooth and plays a similar role to IIp, the proof of (6.17) can be done similarly to
the estimates for Z2, by replacing 11y, £ with Rz, L, respectively. Indeed, the estimates for (6.3)
can be obtained more easily from the fact that ng,7 < 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 W, ¢. With PM := <D>N(n) |D|z L, we define the energy

functional for Maxwell part
EM(t) = I /R3 [(PMAL®)? + (8| D' PMAL(1))?] da. (6.20)
Then, by the definition of W, £ ¢/, we have
EXN ) ~ [Wh,z,or ) v -
Using the commutation relation of wave operator, we see that

GEM = 5 / DI P (10, 0,00 DI PV A, (1)

—iem ™ 30 [ e O FIE ol O F W el )

0'e{+}

To prove (6.20), it suffices to show

S E?ZQH(n)&n ,

/I /RS am (S)|§|_% <§>2N(n) F <1/}91,£1 ) 04#1/)927/;2> (tv f)W/mﬁ\ﬁ/(t, €)d§d5

for any t € [0,T],m € {0,--+- , L+ 1},L1 € Vy,, Lo € Vy,(n1 + no = n), and 6,601,605 € {+,—}.

Then, we focus on the bound

[ a0 (o (5o o (516 + 1)) Wz (s, e
I R3+3

5 €§>22H(n) m

(6.21)

By the frequency decomposition, we define

Tumsc= [ am(IM© [ (P es(on), o Pin e, (5,6 + 1)) P (s.€) dnds,
I R3+3

m

where M (&) = |¢|2 <§>2N(") and k = (k, k1, k2). To prove (6.21), it suffices to handle
D [T | S g2t mom (6.22)
kez?

for n1,ne <n <3, Ly € V,,. To observe the resonances, we recall the phase interaction:

/ an(s) [ M€ (P o, c,(s.m), 0Py oy (5. € 1) PiVicor (5. €)dndds,
I, R

where go(£,7) is as in (2.5).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that n1 < ng. The proof of (6.22) is divided into
the cases n1 = 0 and n; > 1. The case ny = 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 < ky. Then the bounds (3.15) and (3.24) yield that

3min(k)—k
2

N(0)
|Tmx| S [m 2 (2 ") | PW 00 (3)|| v o) | Prey or (8) | 22 || Pry o, (8) | 12
< E?|I |22H(0)5m2w+(1+ﬁ)k1 <2k>N(0) <2k1>—N(0)+2 <2k2>—N(0)'

This implies (6.22) for 2¥*%1 < 27™_ Let us consider 2T%1 > 27™_ When 2¥ ~ 2¥2 the estimate
above yields the desired bound. Thus, we handle the case 2% < 2% ~ 2*2. Using the decomposition
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and their bounds (4.5), we see that

K N(0 04
| Trvmotel S [Im[27% (2F) O NP0 ()| v =42 165,77 (5) | 1< || P o, ()] 2

k+k1+1ooo+(1+ 10 ) k2 <2k> N(0) <2k1>719 <2k2>*N(0)+2

5 E?|Im|2H(O)5m7%m2

and

(Tl S 1Enl2~ (25 | P () 00195, (5)]] 22| Peto, ()]
< 6%|Im|2[H(O)+2H(1)]6m72m27EflirT <2k>N(0) <2k1>7N(1) <2k2>7N(1)+2'
These estimates give us (6.22).

Here we focus on the case n; > 1, in which at least one vector field falls on each spinor. We first
consider the cases 20in(k) < 2=m apd omin(k) > 9—m  When 2min(k) < 9-m By (3.15) we obtain
the bounds

| PVicr(3)ll 2 S 128 m (287N
1Pry@0,,2, ()] o S er2H(ra)om (o) TN (6.23)

—N(n
1Pay B0y, (5)| o S €128 (r2)om (gha) =N ).

By Holder’s inequality and (6.23) we have

9=5 o0\ 7

' B B (6.24)
< 6?|Im|2[H(n)+H(nl)JFH(M)]amTg2; min(k) <2k>N(") <2k1> N(n1) <2k2> N("z)'

Since H(ny) + H(ny) = H(n) — 190 and N(n) < N(nz2) — 10, this directly implies (6.22). Let us
now handle the case 2™"(%) > 2=™ By integration by parts in time, Ju,m Xk is written as the sum

of the following

’que/ — — —————
[ duts) [ e Picta ) P 5,6+ 0)) il s, e, (6:25)
" ro+o gor(€,1)

etsder (&m) — — —
J o) [ o0 [P o). P (5.6 4 1)) PV (5,6)] .
(6.26)

Using Holder’s inequality, we see that

2
3 min(k)— max
(6.25)] S 2% Wm0k (gm0 N Y P, 0 1 (5)] 1| Pes o, ()] 2 P B ) 2
Analogously to (6.24), we estimate

S 275 (25N (6.25)] < edp2Hmom

9min(k) >2-m

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

H(n)+ H(ni)+ H(n2) <2H(n) — 30,
H(n) + H(ny) + H(ny) < 2H(n) — 30,
H(n) + H(ny) + H(ns) < 2H(n) — 30.
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From this it follows that
9=3 <2k>2N(n) [(6.26)] < 5?22H(")5m_305m max (<2k1>_1 ; <2k2>_1) )
This completes the proof of (6.22) for n; > 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 ng = n(n > 1) and write

Koi= [ anls) [ M€ (Pioie(s.9). PV svm)a Pt (5, € + 1)) dedds:

1

Note that M2(&,n) = |n|=2 (€)*¥™. The following proposition gives us the proof of energy

estimate on Dirac part.

Proposition 6.3. Assume that L € V,, for 1 <n <3 and t € [0,T]. Let k = (ko, k1,k2) and
m € {0,---,L+1}. Then we have

D 1Kmad S e mom, (6.27)
keZ3
Proof. We prove this proposition by decomposing the case into four cases.
Case 1: 2min() < 9= We begin with L>® x L? x L? estimate. By Holder’s inequality with
(3.15) and (3.24), we have

3 min(k)—kg
2

Kot < €3|1,,[22H (M3mo 9(1+61)k1 <2k>N(") <2k1>_N(0)+2 <2k2>_N(")' (6.28)

This estimate implies (6.27) if min(k) < —m.
Case 2: 2min(k) > 9=m gpd 2k < 2-2m, We claim that

D Kmad S e mom, (6.29)
Case 2
When 2% < 278™ and 2k < 273 (6.29) follows from (6.28). When

ok < 9=8m and 2min(9g(+ak (9k )™ L gom

)

(6.29) can be shown treated similarly. Then, it remains to prove (6.29) when
9m <ok <g=¥m and gmin()g(i+k (9k1)7H 5 9-m (6.30)
From this relation, we deduce 2F > 273™_ Setting 27 := C (s) 2" for some constant 0 < C' < 1,

we decompose Py, ¢p, = QSGSIJ’I“ + ¢9>1J’k1 as follows: KCp,, k is the sum of the integrals:

| ants) [ emeeten
3
I = (6.31)

—

x <Pk¢9,£(s, €), Pix Vi 2,05, (8, M)’ 9575 (5, € + n>> d¢dnds,

[ ants) [ aemerreten
fm e (6.32)

—

x <m<s, €), Pia Vi .0, (5, )¢5 8 (5,6 + n>> dédnds,
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where po(€,n) is in (2.4). By (3.26) and (3.17), we obtain

e P 5 (@) S o1 ft) 7 2B (9h) 7

||¢>J k:1( )||L2 5 1 <t>_1+H(1)6 27]{:1 <2k1>*N(1)*1

This leads us to the bound

< om _k2 ) e\ N(n) —013t(D) <J,k1

[(6.31)] 27272 (2%) " sup || Petbo.c(s)l|c2]le V5.7 ()| o< | Prs Wi, 2,05 () | 2
s€ly,

B L (2%) N(n) <2k1>_19 <2k2>_N(") '

When min(k) = k, we have, for small 0 < ¢ < 1,
|(631)| 5 6?22H(n)5m27%+g“m2<k227k1 <2k‘>N(n) <2k1>719 <2]€2>71\,(n)7

which implies the desired bound for (6.31) from the fact that k1 > —Zm. When min(k) = k» or
k1, by the second condition of (6.30), we directly obtain the desired results. Analogously, using
Bernstein’s inequality, we estimate

m N(n)
1(6.32)] S 228 (25) " sup || Putbo,£(5) 1 n2 1165, ()11 2 || P Wi, 2,02 (5) | 2

s€lm

< E?Z[H(1)+2H(n)]5m2kfk1 <2k>N(") <2k1>*N(1) <2k2>*N(n).

Since 2F—F1 < 2~ zm , this finishes the proof for Case 2.
Case 3: 2win(k) > 9=m_ 9k > 9— sm, and 2m&x(®) < 9200m  [Uging the integration by parts in

time, KC,, k is decomposed by

/ q/ S M (5 77) 1sp(_)(5,77)

ra+s po(&,m) (6.33)
% (Pedo.c(5,€). PesVieic.on (5,1) P 0a, (5. € + ) ) dédnds,
/ / Mu(€:) ispo ()
q,,(s
L, roa po(&,m) (6.34)

0 ( Prcr.2(5,€), Piu Vi 02, (5, 1) Pry b, (s, € + 1) ) déclds.

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

m 7 n)ém —N(n+1)—5
1Puco. ()12 + 27| Pe(@scbor ) (5) | 2 S 1 2B (mam ()~ N(HD=S
e=155P) Py, g, e S 123 2100 (g )TN (6.35)

)

m E2 D (n)sm —N(n)+5
1 Ps V.00 () 22 + 27 | P (0 V2.0, )(8) | 2 S €42 2 (mm (gay =N CIF2

This yields that

|(6 33)| < 532 m+(2H(n)+10)5m2k1+k2 <2k>2N(n)—N(n+1)—5 <2k1>*N(1)+2 <2k2>*N(n)+5.

n (6.34), when the time derivative falls on Pigg ~ or Py, V). £.6,, We estimate

ok >—N(1)+2 <2k2>—N(n)+5 -

1(6.34)] < e32- 2m+(2H(n)+10)6m2k1+k2 <2k>2N(")—N("+1)—5<
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It remains to handle the case that J falls on Py, ¢p, in (6.34). By the condition of Case 3, (3.20)
and (3.23) show us that
le=0v#*(2) Py, (8596, (5)) [ =
~ [[Tg, (D) Py, (Au(s)a(s))]| =
S 2N Py (Au(s) Y ()l 2

24 S Qi 3 1Q ke Ay ()] 2

03,02€{£t} Je€UL,
ke€Z,0=3,4

(6.36)

_ —N(1)+2
< 5%2 2m+126m <2k1> (1)

for sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Note that we used the frequency relation 21 ~ 2max(ks:ka) in the

fourth inequality. Then we have
1(6.34)] < 3~ 2m+200mg—F
Since max(k) < 4§;m, we readily obtain
Z |Icm,k| 5 €§22H(n)5m'
Case 3
Case 4: 2min(k) > 9-m ok > 9=8m apnd gmax(k) > 9200m We prove
ST Kol S e322H O, (6.37)
Case 4
To this end, we consider the subcases min(k) = k1, min(k) = ko, and min(k) = k. If min(k) = &y,

then by the multiplier estimates, we see that

2N(n)

k
Ko, il S [Tmf27 7 (29) 1Petbo,c ()| 22| Py tho, ()] oo || Pry Vi, .05 (5) | L2

Hence (3.15) and (3.19) show that
Kokl S 3201020 (om0 gy N (i) TNIDT2 (o) T (6.38)

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

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) = k. If min(k) = k, then we use L> x L? x L? estimate. By (3.15),
and (3.19), we obtain

Ko x| < 611*12[2H(n)+1]5m2—k72 <2k>N(n) <2k1>—N("+1)—N(0) (6.39)

for n =1,2. Now the RHS of (6.39) is summable. Analogously, for the case min(k) = ks, we use
L? x L? x L* estimate. Then (3.20) yield that, for n = 0, 1,2,

Ko x| < 5?2[2H(n)+H(1)+%]6m <2k2>*N("+1)+2 <2k1>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) ~ 2k the second
estimate in (6.35) guarantees the high frequency sum for (6.33) and the sum for the cases that d;
falls on ¢g » and V), £ ¢, 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:

S ™ (Bl ), oo €4 ) W, s, (641

Compared to K, k discussed in Section 6.3, the only difference, resulting from the change of
variables (&,n) — (1/,& —n'), is in the multipliers (¢} and (r’). 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

|Pi (o (8)) |z ~ (2°) || p1(€)e, do (£, )| 2.

Using (2.15), we see that

M) (€) B, bo(t,€) = —OT 0 (t, €) + 00, [ne(g)Aﬁ;w(t,g)} - e—ema%@(t,@.

This gives us that
(2 or(€)0, bac(t, €)1z S I Psvocllze + | n(€)0e, [Ho(@) Auarv(t,0)] |, + 1 Pesocll,
3
< Ef <t>H(n+1)5 <2k>*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

X — —_— 1 _1 T i
eeZt‘E‘|§|angu,£,0(t=§) = —0T; W, co(t, &) + 565], {|g| 2L <¢,auw>(§)} ditl€l |§§J| Vic,o(t,§).
Then, Proposition 5.2 and (4.24) yield that

25| 01 (€)0e, Voo (8, )| r2 S |1 Pl Wz,

0%, (I3 (.0} O], + 1P Wi,

< 5% <t>H(n+1)5 <2k>*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 [0,7]. In view of the definition of
scattering norm (3.1), we need to show the following estimates

|Bedatt)]| s 3amtmar o (o)™,
L
— 20— Smok+ k- /ok\ 38 (8.1)
Hpkqb.«)(t)HLz < o dmakt i (2F)
for t € [2™ —2,2m+ N[0, T]. This gives us the bound (5.5). Now we define the phase modification
symbol by

Bult.6) = a(©)ar [ Poya, (5.5 ) s (32)
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where K = K(s) is an integer satisfying 2% < (s}f‘%*lOH@)é < 28+ and 0 € {+,—}. We also

define a profile associated with scattering by

Wy(t,€) i= e BoBO g (1, £) = e~ 1Bt 0 Yy (4 ).

Then the estimates of (8.1) are equivalent to the bounds
L Sele) i (2870, (8.3)

13

HPk\IJG(t27§) - Pk‘l’e(tbf)’ L Sef

g
for k € Z and t; < ty € [0,T]. Let t; < tg € [2™ —2,2mF N [0,7]. Once (8.3) is established,
the proof of (8.4) is quite straightforward. More precisely, the bound (8.4) follows from (3.15) if
2F > 2159, On the other hand, the estimate (8.3) implies (8.4) directly if 2% < 259,

For (8.3) let us observe that

ka‘ll\e(tzvf) - P/k‘l’\e(th@’

(ta) ™% 2k Fabo (28) 7% (8.4)

to P
PpUy(t2, &) — PuWo(ti,&) = 0sPr¥o(s,§)ds (8.5)
ty
and
0. PWa(s,€) = =20 (9,Pgo(s,€) = i [0.Bo (5, )] Pedu(s,6)) (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
0uda(5.€) =€) 30 [ OO, (g Gy, (5.6~ ) (8.7)
916{:|:}

where ¢ = ﬁ In view of (2.6), since the resonance does not occur when 6 # 6, we take into

account the case § = ;. We simply observe that the phase interaction satisfies

0l¢) —0(c 77>—9<§£7>

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

+0(Inl). (8.8)

Fk‘I’\O(t% §) — ﬁ‘l’\@(tla §) =

ta . . n — — —
C/ 6_189(5)5)1_[9 (g)pk?(é-) / €ezs%p§K(77)Au(57 n)au (¢9(87 5 - 77) - ¢9(S7 6)) d77d5 (89)
t1 R3

to ) ) s £n — —

+c/ G_ZBe(s’g)He(f)Pk(f)/ (e"“(<£> (&=m) 5>) p<i (M) Au(s, )" g(s, & —n) dnds
t1 R3

(8.10)

to — —

+ c/ e PO (pr(€) Y / PEIEE p ge () Ay (s, Do, (5,6 — m) dipds - (8.11)
t 0,e{+}
ta ) ) — —

+e / e BT (€) pr (&) / T p e () Ay (s, m)a §o (s, € — ) dids. (8.12)
t1 R

Note that 2K ~ 2-3m—10H(2)ém
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 S 2730H(2)5m or 2k 2 22H(2)5m'

By (3.8), we have

1-c 1+¢
— 2 . 2
POl 2% (sup 1ol ) (sup 2 ol )
JEUR @ JEU, @
for any ¢ € (0,1). From (3.17), it follows that
. n —N(n+1)-1

sup 27| Qo0 (1)1 S 1)1 (24) VY (8.13)

J k
for £ € V, (0 < n < 2), which implies

1Bido(t)llzg S 327 Cma=t (aky VL, (8.14)

For the high frequencies 2% > 22#(2)9™ the hounds (8.14) and (5.1) yield the desired bound (8.1).

Let us move on to the low frequency regime 2% < 2-39#(2)4™ This can be done by obtaining
1Pt at)l|ze S 3227 (DPmak+s, (8.15)

Note that the above estimate is an improvement of (8.13) by the factor 26. Then (3.13) yields
that

|Pido(t)| 5 ctor@imy b inth,
3

This finishes the proof of (8.1) for 2F < 2-30H(2)dm,
We now prove (8.15). By (3.14), it suffices to show

3
|Pedosllie + Y [or©aidnalt,©)
=1

2H(2)6 ok
ngsf@ @9 95,

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
| PiTuo ollze + | P(e D) @) 2 < e (1) 25.
The estimates for the first term also is obtained by Proposition 5.2. Thus, we consider
1P ()] 2 < €2 (577 28 min((r) ™", 2%),
which implies
| Pe@mB) @], < 3 (2728,

Let k € Z satisfy 2F < 2730H(2)0m We prove

ST P (Pey Ao s ()0 Py g, 2, (D) 122 S €2 (2P 28 min((t) ™', 25),  (8.16)
k}l,kzez
ST 1Pty (Pry Ao (0" Prytho, £, (1)) |22 S €3 (1) 2% (8.17)

ki,k2€Z
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forl =1,2,3, L, € V,, (¢ =1,2), and ny + ny < 1. To show (8.16), we utilize the estimates in the
proof of Lemma 4.1. We first consider the cases: 2% < (t)™! and (£)”' < 28 < 2-9m_ By (3.15)
and (3.18), we have

| P (Pry A5 0 (t)a”Pk1¢91,L1 ()2

3 mln(k)

S2 | Poy o2 ()| 22| Py Wi .0 (8] 2
< E% <t>2H(2)6 2%2’“1 <2k1>*N("1) <2k1>*N(n2) '

This estimate shows (8.16) when 2% < (£)7' .
If (t) 1 < 2k < 2730H(2)0m e yse (3.18) and (4.4) to obtain

| Prc( Py Ay 5,0, ()" Piey bgy 2, ()|l L2

_ ko
S 272 ||¢91>£1 (t)HLQHW 7ﬁ2792(t)||L°°

< Ef <t>[H(n1+1)+H(n2+1)]5+g ok1 2k2) <2k1>7N(n1+1)+1 <2k2>7N(n2+1)+2.

min(() ",

The bound (8.16) follows from the summation over k, k1, ko € Z apart from the case 2% < 2kt ~ 2k2
and 2F1 > 25 For the remaining case, we divide Py, 9o, ., = ¢9<1Jﬁkll ¢>Jk11 with 27 = C (t) 2k
for some C' < 1. Then, (3.21) and (3.17) yield that

k

=

3498
et PI Gl ()] S o1 ()T MTI TR 2

o)

)

Jk H 1)—1 o—
||¢9>1,L11(t)||1:2 Ser(t) (mtD)=1 ok
By these we have
- <Jk
||Pk(Pk2A#>£2192 (t)a#e frit(D ¢917£11( ))||L2

Cka <Jk
272 || P QR T (O)| po | Wi, 2,00 (8) ] 2

€2 (1) 2H(DI=F 9= 11552 (9ks) =N (n2)

A

A

and
| P (Pry A0, (£) 0t e~ 1) G0 PR (1)) | 2

Tk
ot O 2 Wi za 6, (1) 22

< 5% <t>[H(ﬂ1+1)+H(n2)]5—1 2%_

We get the bound (8.16) for 2% < 2%1 ~ 2%2 and 281 > 25 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)5m S 2k7 S 22H(2)5m- (818)

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

so=c[ Y M@ P [ Mool P Wos,n)
B ) kel R3

x o [Piydo(s.€ = m) = Py o(s,6)| dnds.
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By the frequency cut-off function with respect to ¢ and 7, it suffices to consider the case 2¥2 <
2k1 ~ 2K To investigate the difference between spinors in the integrand, we make a further

decomposition Py, g = > QSZI’I“. By (3.7) and (3.17), we obtain

Using this estimate and mean value theorem, we see from (3.6) that

J1€UL,

< £, 2H@0mg=3 45k 9=k (ghy~NE) (8.19)

Le

9" (s)

J1

¢é11k1 (5,6 —n) — ¢§11k1 (8,5)‘ < 512H(2)5m2k22%+%2 k1 <2k1>7N(2) ) (8.20)

Let Jy be an integer such that 270 ~ 237m+20H(2)0m  Then the bounds (8.19) and (8.20) imply that

S (5 F | g ety (gl N

Jj1>Jo Lg

Z ¢.§1>k1 (S,g _ ,,7) _ d%l,’ﬁ (8,5)‘ 5 512H(2)5m2k22%+%27k1 <2k1>7N(2) 7
J1<Jo

and hence we obtain

_ka o Joy8Jo —-N(2
BOS S e2maf@imgF o Bt gk (b y N P W ()] 2
2k2S2K72k1N2k

5Jo

+ Y a2t @img Rty (ohy VG o s 1P, W) 12
2ka §2K)2k1,\/2k
S Z E%2m2[16H(2)+1]5m2K27J7027762—1 <2k1>7N(2)
2k1 ~2Fk
+ Z 6%2m2[H(2)+1]6m22K2"70 22H(0)5m2—%1 <2k1>*N(2) .
2k1~2k
Since 25 ~ 2m(=3+10H2)8) 9Jo , 93m+20H(2)dm yging the restriction (8.18) and frequency rela-
tion 2F ~ 281 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

[ ms@mige o |

t1 R3

i isS 5 A
{eazs«@f@fm)_ee & | p<rc(n) Py Ap(s,m) 5o

x o By, do(s, & — 1) dnds

for k1,ke € Z. As we observed in the proof of bound for (8.9), we have only to consider the case
2k2 <« 2k ~ 2F. Using (8.8) and (8.19), we see that
YooIE2[S Y 222 P Wi (9)] e
2k2 g 2k1 2k2 <« 2k1
< Z 612[1+H(2)]6m730H(2)6m27% <2k1>*N(2) <2k2>*N(0)
2k2 <« 2k1

5 5127577127%4’1—(1)0]6 <2k>7

Py do(s)||,

N(2)

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

t2 . . — —
C/ He(é)ﬂk(é)eﬂBe(s’E)/ e o ()1 ™2 Pry Vi, (5,m) " By g, (5,€ — 1) dnds (8.22)

t1 R3
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for ki, ks € 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 § = 6. We can deal with
the other case similarly but with a better bound and hence we will omit it. For the case 8 = 0; we

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

e—iBe(t,ﬁ) ‘/'g eitpe(f,”])Mk(é', n)PICzVM,@g (ta n)aupkn ¢9 (t7§ - 77) dndsa (t = t17t2)7 (823)
R‘
95 By (s, &)ePol8) / e PO &M My (€,1) Pry Voo, (5, 0) 0" Pry (s, € — ) dnds,  (8.24)
t1 R3
/ e~iB0(5:0) / €70 AL (€, 1) Poa DV .00 (5,1) 0 Py G (5, € — 1) dds, (8.25)
t1 R3
/ e~iBo(5:0) / P EM Ny (6, m) Pra Vg (5, m)a B 0uda (s, € — ) dids, (8.26)
t1 R3
where
TTo(€)|n| 3

My (§,m) = ] px(§mp>r () and pk(€,1) = pr(§) Pk, (§ — 1) Pky (1)

pe(&,n

Then we have
—3k2 ok max(k) 7ﬁ 4H(2)6m
[Mi(§,m)] S2777 (27)(2 <2732 ,
Let us handle (8.23). To this end, we make a decomposition Py, ¢g = <Jk1 + ¢>Jk1 with
27 = 2™ Then, by (8.19), one obtains

—

’ ‘9>J k:1( ) S 612H(2)6m——m2 k1 <2k:1> N(2) ) (827)
Le
This leads us to the estimate
< AH (2)6me2mint=sks ||~ J g,
S U253 2 ek )| Py Vg, ()]
kl,kgez k?l,k?QEZ 3
< Z 22[H(O +5H(2)]5m—22w—k1 <2k1>_N(2) <2k2>—N(0)
k?l,k?QEZ
< 29— —ky Kk k\ —20
Sej2d27 3t (2F) 7
Note that 2%~k < 230H2)0m from the frequency relation and (8.18). On the other hand,
for (bSJ’kl, we exploit the space resonance (2.7). Indeed, we integrate by parts in 1. Then, (8.23)
equipped with ¢g =Jk1 is the linear combination of the following:
tleiBo(t:8) / e (Emy MY (€,0) Pey Vi, (£, )t ¢S 7% (€ — 1) dnds, (8.28)
R3
—1_—iBy(t,€) itpe (§,m) 11 v p < Tk
e o) [ e M€ ) P g, (s, a6 R (1 6 - mydds, (8.29
R
ttem Pt / "o NL(E, ) Pry Vi (1 m)a 25 (5,6 — ) dnds, (8.30)
R3

where t = t1, t3 and

Vape(§:n)

Topale, mE 6D

Mk(§7 )
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A direct calculation gives us the bound
|v€Mk é— n)‘ <9 €k222(4+2f) (2)6m
for ¢ = 0,1. By (8.19), one readily gets

< ey 2H@mo=3 (9l )N (8.31)

Le

557 (s)

Then, we obtain

Yool S Y 2T EH@ImYTE PUW g, (s) 12 || 65 (s)

k1 ,k2€Z k1 ,ko €7 Le

<2 (b)Y,

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

H S=TF (s < ZEI2H(2)5m2%24€1 <2k1>_N(2) < g 2H@dmtzmo—k <2k1>_N(2), (8.32)

LE" J<J

Then, we have

STOE30)S S 2 (@) P Wi ()2 |65 (s)
k1,k2€Z ki, k2 €7 Lg
< Z 2 H(0)+9H(2)]6m—2 <2k1> N(2) <2k2>*N(0)
k1,ko€Z

<Se2om % (27,

Therefore, we have the desired bounds for (8.28)—(8.30).
Let us move on to estimates for (8.24). From the definition of By(s,&) in (8.2) and (3.20), we

have

|05 Bo(s, )| <

Pog A, (s, %)} < gy 2t tom=m gk TN (D+E (8.33)

By the proof for (8.23) this finishes the proof for (8.24).
To estimate (8.25), we use decomposition Py, ¢p = (bSJkl + ¢>‘”“ with 27 = gm—60H(2)ém anq
have

—

¢0>J,k1 < 51231H(2)6m7—m2 ks <2k1> N(2)'

Le

Then, by (4.16), one gets

—

3 min(k)—3k
SoolE2s) s Do 2met@maTEET PO,V 6 (5) 1 |65 (s)
k1 kz€Z k1, k2 €7 Lg
< Z 2237H(2 m—%m27“"‘““;)’3’“2—k1 <2k1>_N(2)<2k2>_N(0)+5
k1,k2€Z

<2 % (2077,
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k
We now consider ¢g sk

n (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 ¢5”*" as the linear combination of the

following;:

to ) ) P —
/ 8_16_189(5)5) / elsp@(ﬁ,n) vanl (67 n)aspkz VM792 (87 n)au¢0§J,k1 (87 5 - 77) dndsv
t1 R3

t2 . . o — —_—
[ e [ e € e )0, PV s, 05 (5.6 — ) dids,
t1 R3

to )
[ stemed [ oS € 0)0. P Vi (s ) (5, — ) dnds,
t1 R3

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

3min(k)—5k
Do IE3yI< D 2RO B0,V 0, ()

557" (s)

k1,k2€Z k1,k2€Z Lg
_ 3min(k)—5ky —k1 —N(2 —N(0)+5
Z g—m+14H(2)0mo, = (2M) ()<2k2> ()
k1,k2€Z
_m e\ —20
27w (28 .

Note that 2¥2 > 2K ~ 9=3m—10H(2)0m  Reoarding (8.35), we use Lemma 3.10 to obtain

3 min(k)—3k
S IE3 S Y 2T P g (Vg (5))
k1 ko €7 k1,k2 €7 Le

Z 9~ % +9H(2)dmoy Smin(l) ~3hy —hy <2k1>_N(2) <2k2>—N(O)+5
k17k262
<276 (287

557 (s)

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

3 min(k)—3k
S Is36)| S Y H@mYEEE= b b v ()1 |ess ()
ki ko€ k1,koCZ Lg
< Z 2—50H(2)5me71¢1 <2k1>*N(2) <2k2>*N(0)+5

ki1,k2€Z
k

52—5777,2 5+ 1*80 <2]€>

(8.34)

(8.35)

(8.36)

It remains to handle (8.26). Note that the frequency relation has the trichotomy: 2% < 2k ~ 2k2/

2k« 2k ~ 2k and 2F2 <« 2F ~ 2F1. As observed previously, the last case becomes the most

difficult case. Hence, we consider only the case 22 < 2F ~ 21, By direct calculation and dyadic

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

t2 . . —~ —— ——
/ 6_139(875) / ezsr@(f,n,U)Mk(g, m, U)sz V#ﬁz (S, W)Pk4 Vl’,94 (57 U)
t R3+3

—

x ata” ¢>Jk3( ,& —n—o)dodnds,

—

t2 . . — —_—
/ e~ 1Bo(s:) /2+3 elsr(—)(fﬂ],U)Mk(é‘ﬂ?,U)V:92(S,n)V£04(S,U)
R.

ab=1,2"1

x o’ g (s,€ — 0 — o) dodnds,

(8.37)

(8.38)
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where 27/ = 2™,

re(§;n,0) =0(8) + Oa2[n| — 05 (£ —n — o) + balo],
Mk(fﬂ?ﬂ) = Mk(gvn)|a|7%pk3(§ -—n- U)pk4(0)7

and V! = V;l;l’k, VE, = Vf,;]’k for A € {u, v} and K € {62,04}. Note that the frequency relation
can be divided into 2kt < 2k ~ 2F1 2Fks « 9F1 ~ 9k and 2k1 < 2% ~ 283 and the multiplier has
the bound

‘Mk(f,n,a)‘ < 24H(2)5m27w'
We first consider (8.37). If 2% > 2712™, (3.20), (3.17), and (3.15) yield that

> 1(8.37)

ko,k3€Z
2k4 227%771

A

m e — 3k2tka .k
Do 2t HEIm TS P W6, (9) oo 165, (8) 22 11 P Wi () 2
k2,k3 €L
2k422—1—72m
< Z 5?2_,””}1(2)5,”2_% <2;€2>—N(1)+2 <2k3>_N(1) <2k4>—N(0)
k2,k3 €L

oka 22—1—72711

— _k Kk —20
Seamomomaton (28)

On the other hand, if 2 < 2712, from the fact that 2% ~ 2% ¢ [2730H (2)0m 92H(2)0m] only the
case 2F1 < 2F1 ~ 2ks appears. Hence by (8.27), we get

> 1(8.37)

okyg S2—1—72m
ok4 gok1 2k3
—_—

S Z 2m+4H(2)6m2k4||Pk2WH>92 (S)||L2 ¢9>3J1k3 (8)

oka Sz—l—gm
2k4 ok1 2k3

< Z 5§2%+7H(2)6m2k42—%3 <2k2>*N(0) <2k3>*N(2) <2k4>*N(0)

2k4 S27%m
ok4 ok1 k3

— _k, _k_ —20
Sedaimymatmo (2k) T

1Ps W0, (5)]] 2
Le

In the last inequality, we used the condition 2-30H(2)0m < 9ks and 2k ~ 2ks
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We consider (8.38) with (a,b) = (1,1). If 2k > 2-12™ by (3.17), (8.31), and Holder’s inequality,
we estimate

> 1(8.38)]

ka,ks€Z
2k3 227%7%

A

m mo— 24 J.k <Jk J.k
o 2O o e 1V,e5 () 2165, () | e |1 Pra Vi ™ (5) ] 2
ka,ks€Z
2k322—1—72m
< Z 5?2—m+7H(2)6m2—k2—k73 <2k2>*N(1) <2k3>*N(1) <2k4>*N(1)
ka,ks€Z
2k322—1—72m
< eB2Imgm st (k)

If 23 < 2712™  then the frequency relation gives us only the case 2% < 2k ~ 2k1 ¢ [2—30H(2)0m 92H(2)om],

Then, by (3.20), (3.17), and the above estimate done with ||px,|[z2 instead of ||pg, L2, we obtain

m me2ka_ka Tk <J,k T,k
Yo dssgis 3 @ vaik| et [vise)| .
ok3 <9~ Ta™ k3 <o T3 ™ :
2k3 2k k1 2k3 2k Aok
< Z €§2—m+7H(2)5m2—2’“2;3’“4 oks <2k2>_N(1) <2k3>_N(2) <2k4>_N(1)

2k3 Szfém
2k3 «2ka Lok1

< B2 Imym st (28)
For the estimate of (8.38) with (a,b) = (2,1). Analogously to (2.7), we have

|v777”(_)(§,7’],0')| Z <§ i/ U>72

Keeping this lower bound in mind, we integrate by parts in 7 and write (8.38) as the linear
combination of the following:
to —
—1_—i s 1sr o) <J k J,k
/ s Le—iBal 75)/ e(&n0)y Mk(§ n,0)V, i 2(s, )Vu>94 (o)
t1 R3+3 (8.39)
X a”a”¢9§3J’k3 (s,& —n—o)dodnds,
to ) — —
/ 8—16—139(875)/ eisre(6,m,0) (5 n,o )xvfégkz (S,n)V;‘g‘i’k“ (o)
t1 R3+3 (8.40)

—

x ata’ 5" (5,6 —n — o) dodnds,

to ) /\ —
/ 87167139(5,5)/ elsro Ena’ (é- n,o ) 2, ( )VV>9£ k4(0,)

t1 R3+3 (8.41)
x ata” :E(;S<Jk3( ,&—n—o0)dodnds,
where
\Y 7'9(5 n,o ) AT
Mk(é‘ 777 ) |v 7"0(5 777 )|2Mk(§7’r]70—)'

The multiplier is bounded by

2424

VAM(E n, 0)| S 2 @0ma T ~theg=F (9P (1 0,1).
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Then we estimate

meo— 4 B =, )
(8.30)] S 2tH0mamhaghs (k)T VETER (5)]| 2|95, (o)l Lo 1V, ™ () 2

1,04
< €§2—m+20H(2)6m2—k22—k3§k4 <2k2>—N(1) <2k3>—N(2)+4 <2k4>—N(1)'

Summing both sides over 2min(ks.ksa) > 2_%"‘, we get the desired bound. On the other hand, since
V5 ()l S er2rmahe gk N

for 0 <r <1 by (3.17), it follows that, for % <r<l,

> 1(8:39)]

k2,ks,ka€Z
koo k4 Bmin(kgkg) 4 ,<Tk <J ks Tk
S Y . 2tHEmyrheg Ty T 0k ) VSR () | el () 1V () 2
ko ,ks, ka€EZ
< Z 6§27Tm+7H(2)5m27k227%2M o—Tka <2k2>*N(1) <2k3>*N(2)+4 <2k4>*N(1)
ko ,ks, ka€Z

_ _ky k_ 20
S ed20mo T2t (2)7

Note that we summed for max(ks, 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),

> 1(3:40)

ko,k3,ka €L

_ k4 _3min(kg.kq) 2 <Jk <J.k: Ik
S DD MMy TEEE (9 VSt (o)) 1all65 () e 1V ()
ka,k3,ks€Z

3min(kg,kg)—k3—3ky
2

5 § E?27m+7H(2)5m27k2 22
k2,k3,ka€Z

— _ky Kk 20
S e omyation (28)7

<2k2>*N(1) <2k3>—N(2)+2 <2k4>7N(1)

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 . 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:

efitre (§,m)

€)™ [ A ) S~ (=t ta) (542

to . Oispe (§,m) 1 — —
/ p1e(€)[0s Bo (s, €)]e ™ Po(+:6) / ek (2 Vg (5,10 G (5, — n)dnds, (8.43)
. rs po(&,n)

to iBp(s.£) eGisp(_)(g,n) . o .
/ pr(§)e 7ot / —————p<r ()N~ 20s [Vu,92(5a77)0‘#¢79(5a§_77):| dnds. (8.44)
t gz Pe(&,1)

From the restriction |n| < 2-3m~10H2)m e 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, 7] for T > 1.
According to the definition (3.2), the scattering norm bound (5.6) is equivalent to

; e —k— —N(1)+5
3" 2 QuiVio(ta) — QueViua(to)l » S e1270ma k3K (k) =N

JEUR

(9.1)

for t; <ty € [2™ — 2,2mTL] N[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:
- ek —N(1)45
> 27 QikVio(ta) = QisVio(t2)ll o S 2127 0makmSHEISK () THVET (g 9)
j=J
where 27 ~ 2m(+H(2)9) [kl For the difference in the norm of (9.2), one may use

ta to .

05Qjk Vo (s)ds = ije_ezlel‘ﬁﬂ/I(s)ds. (9.3)
t1 th

Hence it suffices for (9.2) to prove

>—N(1)+5

ST 27 ||pj (@) Pe (Pey o, (£), 0 Pay o, (1)) | o S €127 1F0mo= (4007 9k (9.4)

k1,k2€Z

For the sum over max(kq, k2) > j, we have the bound (9.2) straightforwardly by (3.15). As for the
sum over min(ky, ko) < —7, (3.18) also implies the bound (9.2). We now assume 2%t 2k2 € [277 27].

For this case we further decompose

P e, = Z 6_9””D>¢§i’kl for (=1, 2.
Je€U,

If min(ji, j2) > j(1 —0), by (3.17), we estimate

272 || () P, (Pr, e, (t), i Prytbo, ()] 2

4 , i ~N(1) —N(1)
S Y 2N Ollezlleg ™ (Dlee S Y ef2HNomakyTi (gh) (2")
Je€U, Je€Uy,

_ m —N(1)+1
< g2 (Ham (ghy N DT

On the other hand, if min(j1,j2) < j(1 — §), using the inverse Fourier transform, we see that

Py <Pk11/)91 (t)v a#szw‘% (t)>

773 itge (&) [ B D (9.5)
=C [ e pp(€)e o &M ( By, (t,m), 0 Prythos (£ € + ) ) dedn,
R3+3
Then, using integration by parts in £ repeatedly, (9.5) is bounded by
20| [ g @0 (R ey e ) dear. 00)

Note that the derivative V¢ implies 2™ + 27% + 2/¢-growth in (9.6). Summing over min(ji, j2) <
j(1 —9) 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 |£| as follows:
ok <977 or 2F > 2HWom (9.7)
Then by (3.17), we have

. _ —N(1
sup 27 Que Vo ()] 5 0 (77 274 (28) .
JEUY

5H(2)
Then, (9.1) follows for (9.7) from the fact that H(1) < 355~

9.2. Proof for mid frequency regime. We now consider the mid frequency part
271 < 2k < oH()om, (9.8)

Using the time derivative expression in (9.3) and the profile expression, we can write (9.1) as

to — o —
> p(€) | €10 |e| =% ( Py, o, (5,1), vy Py o, (5,€ + ) ) dipds. (9.9)
]RS

ki,k2€Z” 11
Then, for the proof of (9.1) over the regime (9.8), it suffices to show that

1)-5

ek -N
27]|(9.9)[| 2 < e1270mkSH@k (g =M (9.10)

By the symmetry between 1)y, and 1g,, we assume that min(ky, ko) = k;.
Let us handle first the case 2F* < 273, Then, by (3.24), one gets

me—L >N
109z S D 2727 72% | P, Go, (5)l| o | Pra b (9) ] 2
2k <2~ 6™

< 5%2—%m2—10H(2)5m+H(0)6m2—% <2k>—N(1)+5 '

This gives us the desired bound. If 20@x(k1.k2) > 255 then we have the frequency relation 2% <
2F1 ~ 2k2 from (9.8). Using (3.15) together with the above summation taken over 2max(k1:k2) > 955
we obtain (9.10).

Now it remains to handle the case 2%1,2%2 ¢ [2’%’”, 2%5]. 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:
o 4 { B gt Py, b, d ¢ 9.11
-3 t =11,t .
pk(g) - q6(€7n) |§| < k1¢91( ,’I]),CYH k2¢92( 7§+77)> 7, ( 1, 2) ( )
t2 eisao(&m) | _ S
/t1 i (§) /}R3 mm 2 <65Pk1¢01(San)7aupk2¢92(87€+77)>d77d87 (9.12)

and the symmetric term with time derivative falling on @2. Let us treat (9.11) first. If
9k1 < 2775 then we have the relation 281 < 2F ~ 2%2. Then, by (3.19) and (3.15), one can

obtain

Yoo OIS D IPuellel|Prtes |2

2k1 <27 16 2k1 <27 16
2k1 <<2kN2k2 2k1 <<2k~2k:2
< Z 6%2—m+4H(1)6m+%27k2% <2k2>*N(0)
ok1 Sz—l—lom

2k1 <<2kN2k2

< 8%2—m+4H(1)6m—%m2—k <2k>_N(1)+5 '
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On the other hand, if 2¥ € [2715,255], then by (3.26), we see that

e PP o e o 1y 2 (90N

3

3

. — B —N(1)—1
g 0" |2 S e (1) HHD? (2k)

where let Jy be an integer satisfying 270 = ¢ (t) 2¥* for some fixed 0 < ¢y < 1. From the above
bounds and the restriction k; < ko under the regime (9.8) it follows that

-3 m||,—0i <Jo,k

D (G R o D R Ol e T [ A 12
27616[27%12%] 2’“16[27%72%]

< Z 8%2—gm+4H(1)6m+%2—k2_%1 <2k1>—N(1) <2k2>_N(0)

2k1 g[27 16,236

< 6%2727712716 <2k>7N(1)+5
and
_3 m 1
> 1102 S > 2 RkRHWIm Rk | Py by || Lo
2k1e[2” 16 236 2k1[27 16,250 ]
< Z 5%272m+10H(1)5m+%27k2k72 <2k1>*N(1)*1 <2k2>*N(1)+2

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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