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Abstract

In this paper, we establish nonlinear Landau damping below survival threshold for collision-
less charged particles following the meanfield Vlasov theory near general radial equilibria. In
absence of collisions, the long-range Coulomb pair interaction between particles self-consistently
gives rise to oscillations, known in the physical literature as plasma oscillations or Langmuir’s
oscillatory waves, that disperse in space like a Klein-Gordon’s dispersive wave. As a matter of
fact, there is a non-trivial survival threshold of wave numbers that characterizes the large time
dynamics of a plasma: phase mizing above the threshold driven by the free transport dynamics
and plasma oscillations below the threshold driven by the collective meanfield interaction. The
former mechanism provides exponential damping, while the latter is much slower and dictated
by Klein-Gordon’s dispersion which gives decay of the electric field precisely at rate of order
t=3/2. Up to date, all the works in the mathematical literature on nonlinear Landau damping
fall into the phase mixing regime, in which plasma oscillations were absent. The present work
resolves the problem in the plasma oscillation regime. Our nonlinear analysis includes (1) estab-
lishing the existence and dispersion of Langmuir’s waves, (2) decoupling oscillations from phase
mixing in different time regimes, (3) detailing the oscillatory structure of particle trajectories in
the phase space, (4) treating plasma echoes via a detailed analysis of particle-particle, particle-
wave, and wave-wave interaction, and (5) designing a nonlinear iterative scheme in the physical
space that captures both phase mixing and dispersion in low norms and allows growth in time in
high norms. As a result, we establish nonlinear plasma oscillations and Landau damping below
survival threshold for data with finite Sobolev regularity.
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1 Introduction

One of the most central questions in plasma physics is whether a plasma, namely a collection of
charged particles, in a non-equilibrium state will transition to turbulence or relax to neutrality
in the large time. The question poses a great mathematical challenge due to the extremely rich
underlying physics including phase mixing, Landau damping, oscillations, and trapped geodesics,
among others. While phase mizing is purely a free transport phenomenon, plasma oscillations arise
self-consistently due to the long-range pair interaction between the charged particles that generates
oscillatory electric fields, also known as Langmuir’s oscillatory waves in the physical literature [39].
These Langmuir waves oscillate in time and disperse in space like a Klein-Gordon dispersive wave
as recently confirmed in the mathematical literature [22, 9, [34] 23] for a linearized system near fixed
background equilibria.

L. Landau in his original paper [30] addresses the very question of whether such an oscillation
is damped (i.e. energy exchange from waves to particles, or potential to kinetic energy), ever since
known as Landau damping, for the linearized system. Landau damping can be explicitly computed,
as done in [30, B9] near spatially homogenous states, and is sensitive to the decaying rate of
the background electrons: the faster the background vanishes at its maximal velocity, the weaker
Landau damping is. Furthermore, as was recently discovered in [34], 23], there is a nontrivial survival
threshold of wave numbers that completely characterizes the decay mechanism for the linearized
electric field:

e Phase mixing above the threshold

e Plasma oscillations below the threshold



The classical Landau damping occurs due to the resonant interaction at the threshold between the
two regimes. We note in particular that plasma oscillations are always present for plasmas in the
whole space (in fact, also on a confined space as long as a sufficiently “long-range” pair interac-
tion is allowed). See also [306] [41] for a quantum mechanical counterpart. This dynamical picture
remains open for the full nonlinear problem, and all the previous works in the mathematical liter-
ature on nonlinear Landau damping fall into the phase mixing regime, leaving plasma oscillations
untouched. In this paper, we resolve this very issue, thus establishing nonlinear Landau damping
below survival threshold. As a byproduct, we establish the existence and the survival of nonlinear
plasma oscillations or Langmuir’s nonlinear oscillatory waves in the large time.

1.1 Phase mixing

Phase mixing is a damping mechanism due to shearing in the phase space RS x R? by the free-
transport dynamics
Orf +v-Vaf =0 (1.1)

leading to decay of macroscopic quantities such as the charged density p(t,z) = §zs f(t, 2, v) dv.
Indeed, as particles are shearing along the particle trajectories (x,v) — (x + vt,v), the contracting
in volume dv = t~3dx; leads to dispersive decay of the density. In addition, since the vector field
Vy + tV, commutes with the transport dynamics, x-derivatives of the density gain extra decay of
order t~1 at a cost of v-derivatives.

The notion of phase mixing may be more apparent when examining the transport dynamics
of an elementary wave e*(*=v)g(y) = e Te=klvg(y)) (or a moving wave packet). The resulting
oscillation e~ in v leads to rapid decay of the density, thanks to velocity averaging, at cost of v-
derivatives. The decay is exponentially fast in |kt| if data are analytic and polynomially fast if data
only have finite regularity. This exponential damping is at the heart of Mouhot-Villani’s celebrated
proof of nonlinear Landau damping and its subsequent extensions for analytic and Gevrey data
[32] [7, 19, 20L 25]. As a mater of fact, phase mixing (L.I]) is the sole damping mechanism in all the
previous works on nonlinear Landau damping both on torus [32, [7], 42, [19], 20, 25], 4, [13] as well as
in the whole space [8 211, 33, 26]. It is also the driving force in inviscid damping [6], 24, [31].

1.2 Landau damping

In the mathematical literature, Landau damping broadly concerns decay in the large time of the
self-consistent electric field in a non-trivial non-equilibrium state. Specifically, charged particles are
transported through the meanfield Vlasov equation:

Of +v-Vof +E-Vyuf =0 (1.2)

for particle distribution function f(¢,x,v), in which the electric field E = —V ;¢ is self-consistent
and generated by the charged density (or rather by the non-neutrality of plasmas in a non-
equilibrium state) through the Poisson equation —A, ¢ = p — njons for some nonnegative constant
Njons accounting for density of a uniform ions background.



To identify damping mechanism (L2]) near a spatially homogenous equilibrium state u(v) at
neutrality S 1 dv = njong, one may first linearize the quadratic interaction F -V, f ~ E - V,u, and
study the linearization. This can in fact be solved completely mode by mode, leading to study the
spacetime Fourier-Laplace symbol

1 ik -V
D =1-— _ 1.
(k) BB fRa Nk (13)

for each wave number k € R3 and temporal frequency A € C. That is, m is the resolvent of
the linearized electric field. This symbol D(A, k), also known as the dielectric function, is a central
function in plasma physics [39], collectively examining the ratio between the meanfield effect E-V, u
to the free transport dynamics (whose resolvent is exactly m) By construction, the zeros (k)
of D(\ k) = 0 are eigenvalues of the corresponding linearized system, and therefore, the behavior
of e*R)t+ikr dictates that of the linearized electric field for each elementary mode e?*?: for details,
see Section 2

It follows that general non-negative radial profiles u(|v|) are spectrally stable [37, 39, 32 [34],
namely no unstable modes exist. Under a stronger Penrose’s stability condition: |[D(\ k)| 2 1
for all ®A\ = 0, the equilibria are indeed linearly stable, and linearized electric field decays rapidly
fast, dictated by phase mixing mechanism [32]. See also [19] 21] where the linearized dynamics
is decomposed into that of the free-transport, plus an exponentially localized term (for analytic
equilibria). Namely, the free-transport dynamics dictates that of the Vlasov system in the large
time. Remarkably, this holds nonlinearly as established in [32, [7, 142}, 19, 20, 25] for confined plasmas
on torus, in [8, 21} B3] for unconfined plasmas with screening in the whole space, and in [4} [13]
for weakly collisional plasmas. Phase mixing (II]) is again the sole damping mechanism in all the
aforementioned works. Specifically,

e Imposing Penrose’s stability condition allows to treat linear term E - V,u as a perturbation:
namely, the Green function of the linearized problem is exactly that of the free-transport
dynamics, plus an exponentially localized-in-time kernel; see [19] 21].

e Suppressing plasma echoes [I8] 5l 20] via exponential damping that is present thanks to
analytic or Gevrey regularity, see [32] [7, [42], [19] 20} 25] for Landau damping on torus. See
also [6], 24, [3T] for an analog in inviscid damping.

e Suppressing plasma echoes via enhanced dissipation that is turned on before echoes develop
(i.e. up to the time scale that phase mixing remains dominant, leading to suppression thresh-
old of Sobolev perturbations, see [4, [13]).

° Screenin out the low frequency regime so that the Penrose’s stability condition remains
valid, and therefore phase mixing is again the driving force to control plasma echoes in the
whole space, see [2] 8, 21}, 33]. Thanks to dispersion of (I.1]), the nonlinear Landau damping
results are established for data with a finite regularity (roughly, C).

1Namely7 replacing the Poisson equation by (1 — A)$ = p — Nelectron. The screened Vlasov-Poison system is
used in the physical literature to describe the dynamics of ions, while electrons are assumed to have reached their
Maxwell-Boltzmann equilibrium, see, e.g., [3].



Finally, we mention a recent work [26] on Landau damping near a special equilibrium pu(v) =
(v)~* on the whole space R? x R3, for which Landau damping incidentally coincides phase mixing
(i.e. retaining both exponential damping e ¥l and extra decay for spatial derivatives for each
perturbed wave packet e*#). For all other equilibria (i.e. as soon as p(v) decays faster than
(v)™%), such a phase mixing is no longer available and Landau damping occurs at an extremely
slower rate of order e"k‘Nt, for equilibria that decay at order (v)"V~3, and at an exponentially
slower rate of order |k|~3exp(e~Y/I¥’t) for Gaussians as |k| « 1, see [14} (15, 34]. It remains elusive
whether such a slower damping rate plays a role in resolving the classical Landau damping at the
nonlinear level. We stress that at the very low frequency |k| « 1, Penrose’s stability condition
|D(X, k)| 2 1 for R\ = 0 never holds for any equilibrial, and therefore E -V, u can no longer be seen
as a perturbation of the free transport dynamics. Plasma oscillations arise due to the vanishing of
D()\, k) = 0, which in turn drives the particle dynamics.

1.3 Plasma oscillations

At the low frequency, the electric field oscillates in time and disperses in space like a Klein-Gordon
dispersive wave. Indeed, integrating (I.2]) in v, we obtain the local mass conservation d;p+V,-j =0
and momentum conservation dj + V, - My — pE = 0, in which j = (v f dv and My = (v @ vf dv.
Next, combining the conservation laws and using the Poisson equation for the electric potential,
we obtain the following “plasma oscillations” equation

O2F + pE = V,A;'V, -V, - M. (1.4)

Namely, near equilibria p ~ njons, the electric field oscillates in time at frequency 44/njons. Such an
oscillation is always present, though not “visible” in the phase mixing regime due to exponential
damping on torus or dispersion in the whole space (noting d, My ~ t~% in the phase mixing regime,
see Sections [[.T] and [L2]).

However, 0,Ms may be larger than expected in the low frequency regime. Indeed, for sake
of presentation, let us focus on the evolution of each elementary oscillatory electric pulse E =
ikeMHRT where \g = +iy/Nions- From (L2)), we study its linearization near equilibria p(v),
yielding

Vo M, = Vm-Mém—Vx-fv@v%
in which Meree is the second moment generated by the free transport dynamics, and therefore is of
order t~3 as expected from phase mixing. On the other hand, in the low frequency regime |k| « 1,

we may expand m ~ )\io — )\igzk: - v in the above integration. The first term )\—10 contributes

nothing into V, - My (provided that equilibria are radial), while the second leads to a contribution
of %eoAxE to the right hand side of (4] for ey = ﬁ §|v|> dv. That is, to leading order, the
plasma oscillation equation (L4]) becomes

5
O2E + Nions F = 308 E + V- Miree, (1.5)

Namely, instead of the Poisson equation £ = VA !p, the electric field is now generated through
the Klein-Gordon equation (LH]) at the very low frequency. As a result, the electric field no longer



decays rapidly fast, dictated by phase mixing, but disperses like a Klein-Gordon oscillatory wave
at a rate of order ¢t3/2, Namely, unlike all the aforementioned works where the free-transport
dynamics dominates, the Vlasov dynamics (L2)) is now driven by the oscillatory electric field (i.e.
through the meanfield interaction E -V, f).

These oscillations are classically known as Langmuir’s waves in the physical literature [39]. For
the linearized system, plasma oscillations and dispersive behavior of the electric field have been
justified recently [22] [O] [34] 23] near fixed background equilibria. However, there are no available
works in the literature that justify plasma oscillations at a nonlinear level.

1.4 Survival threshold

Plasma oscillations (5 may in fact persist not only at the very low frequency, but also up to
a non-trivial threshold of wavenumbers kg, depending on the maximal speed of particle velocities
T = sup{|v|, u(v) = 0}. Indeed, it was recently shown in [34] that for radial equilibria p(|v|), there
is a survival threshold kg defined by

T 2
K2 = 477f0 ;;2’“‘7_(732 du (1.6)

so that the followings hold.

e Plasma oscillations: for 0 < |k| < ko, there are exactly two pure imaginary solutions A4 (k) =
+i7. (k) of the dispersion relation D(A, k) = 0, which obey a Klein-Gordon type dispersion

relation
7o (k) ~ /1 + |k|?

(and in particular, 7. (k) is a strict convex function in |k|). These oscillatory modes experience
no Landau damping R4 (k) = 0, but disperse in space, since the group velocity 7, (k) is
strictly increasing in |k|. This dispersion leads to a t=3/2 decay of the electric field in the
physical space. These oscillations are known as Langmuir’s waves in plasma physics [39].
In addition, the phase velocity of these oscillatory waves vy (k) = 7 (k)/|k| is a decreasing
function in |k| with v,(0) = o0 and vy (ko) = T (the maximal speed of particle velocities).

e Landau damping at |k| = ko: as |k| increases past the critical wave number kg, the phase
velocity of Langmuir’s oscillatory waves enters the range of admissible particle velocities,
namely |vi (k)] < Y. That is, there are particles that move at the same propagation speed
of the waves. This resonant interaction causes the dispersion functions Ay (k) to leave the
imaginary axis, and thus the oscillatory modes get damped. Landau [30] managed to compute
this damping rate A4 (k) < 0. This leads to a transfer of energy from the electric energy
(i.e. damping in the L? energy norm) to the kinetic energy of these particles. This transfer
of energy at the resonant velocity defines the classical notion of Landau damping. In the
other words, Landau damping occurs due to the resonant interaction between particles and
the oscillatory waves.



e Phase mixing regime: for |k| > KJS_ , the Penrose stability condition holds, and therefore
the electric field is exponentially damped and governed by the free transport dynamics as
discussed in Section

In other words, the survival threshold characterizes the spectral gap in the linearized problem:
positive spectral gap of order ®\4 (k) ~ —|k| above the threshold, rapidly vanishing spectral gap of
order R+ (k) ~ —|k — ro|" at the threshold (where N depends on the vanishing rate of equilibria
at its maximal speed, see [34]), and no spectral gap A4 (k) = 0 below the threshold. Note that the
survival threshold kg > 0 iff T < oo, which includes compactly supported equilibria or equilibria
with relativistic velocities. The above linear picture, with a non-trivial survival threshold k),
also holds for the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell as recently established in [23], and for a quantum
model as in [36]. Note that the Landau damping mechanism is much weaker than the dispersion
of oscillations. The faster the profile u(v) vanishes at the maximal particle speed, the weaker
Landau damping is. In particular, as was shown in the pioneering works by Glassey and Schaeffer
[14] 15] that the linearized electric field near Gaussian equilibria cannot in general decay faster
than 1/(log?)'/? in L? norm, while near polynomially decaying equilibria at rate (v)~®, a > 1, the
electric field cannot decay faster than t_Q(Tlfﬂ. In addition, there is no Landau damping (i.e. no
decay for L? norm of the electric field) near compactly supported equilibria. The main mechanism
is therefore the dispersion of the electric field or plasma oscillations. As discussed, all the previous
works on nonlinear Landau damping fall into the phase mixing regime driven by the free transport
dynamics, see Section [[.2] and therefore plasma oscillations were excluded. In this paper, we
provide a new framework to study plasma oscillations and Landau damping in the regime where
the dynamics is driven by the electric field.

1.5 The Vlasov-Klein-Gordon system

In this paper, we aim to investigate Landau damping below the survival threshold, namely the
large time behavior of the Vlasov dynamics (I.2]) for charged particles driven by a self-consistent
electric field that is generated through the plasma oscillation equation (IB]). Specifically, in this
paper, we consider the following relativistic Vlasov-Klein-Gordon system

atf+@'vmf+E'vvf:0 (17)
b= _vx¢7 (Dt,x + m(2))¢ = —p + Nions (18)

posed in the whole space R3 x R3, with Dt = 0? — A, for initial data
f(0,$,’U) = f0($,’U), @(0,33‘) = ¢0($)7 at¢(07$) = ¢1($)7 (19)

modeling the dynamics of an electron, where the density p(¢,x) is defined by

pt,x) = | f(t,z,v) dv.
R3



This system is relativistic with particle velocity © = v/4/1 + |v|?, and is nonlinear through the
quadratic interaction E -V, f, since E depends linearly on f through its density p(t,z). In (L)),
Tions 1S & non-negative constant representing the uniform ions background.

Not only is the exact system (L7)- (9] found in the study of Landau damping below the survival
threshold, but may also be seen as a special case of the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system where the
electromagnetic fields are self-consistently generated through the classical Maxwell equations. Like
the case of Vlasov-Maxwell systems [17, 27, [12], the global smooth solutions to the Vlasov-Klein-
Gordon system for general data are not known to exist, but global weak solutions or continuation
criteria for classical solutions [28] 29]. In addition, the scattering theory and large time behavior of
solutions near vacuum is well-understood [16}, 10} 1], [40] for the Vlasov-Maxwell systems, and only
recently established [35] for the Vlasov-Klein-Gordon system. Not surprisingly, nonlinear Landau
damping for both relativistic Vlasov-Klein-Gordon and Vlasov-Maxwell systems has been widely
open due to the presence of survival threshold and plasma oscillations, while the linear damping
theory for Vlasov-Maxwell systems@ has only been resolved recently in [23].

In this paper, we prove nonlinear Landau damping for the relativistic Vlasov-Klein-Gordon
system, the first such a nonlinear Landau damping result in presence of oscillations and outside
of the phase mixing regime. The novelty of this work is to provide a new framework to study
oscillations in the physical phase space via a detailed description of particles moving in an oscillatory
field and of plasma oscillations generated by the collective interacting particles. The framework of
dealing with the interaction between particles and oscillatory waves should also be found useful in
several other contexts such as Vlasov-Maxwell, Vlasov-Nordstrom, or Einstein-Vlasov systems.

1.6 Main results

In this paper, we address precisely the question of asymptotic stability of (L7)-(L8) near gen-
eral stable equilibria p(v) and prove the nonlinear Landau damping for data with finite Sobolev
regularity in the whole space R2 x R2. Specifically, we consider nonnegative, sufficiently smooth,
compactly supported, and radial equilibria of the form p(v) = ¢({v)) with

|, () o = riom

where (v) = 4/1 + |v|?. That is, at the equilibrium, the charged particles are electrically neutral,
and the Klein-Gordon field is identically zero. In addition, we assume that the effective mass

7'02 = mg + f o' ((v)) dv (1.10)
R3

is well-defined and strictly positive. This positivity can be viewed as a spectral stability condition,
without which there may be unstable growing modes to the linearization of (L7)-(L8]) around
equilibria p(v), see Section [2.3] below.

Our main results read as follows.

Interestingly, the exact Klein-Gordon’s dispersive behavior remains valid for electric potentials below survival
threshold and magnetic potentials for the full range of wave numbers as in ([LJ]), see [23].



Theorem 1.1. Fiz Ny > 14. Let p(v) = ¢(({v)) be nonnegative, sufficiently smooth, compactly
supported, and radial equilibria so that SR3 ©((v)) dv = nions and 78 > 0, with 7o defined as in

(LIQ). Let eg > 0 and fo(x,v), po(x), ¢1(x) be initial data (LI) so that

[fo = 1l payyvoran + [ Vadolwnorir + [Vaedilwnorss < €o, (1.11)

T

for any p € [1,0]. In addition, fo(x,v) is compactly supported in v.
Then, if €g is small enough, the nonlinear Landau damping holds: precisely, the solution
(f(t,z,v), E(t,x)) to the system (LT)-(L9) exists globally in time, and the nonlinear electric field

can be decomposed into
E = Z E_Oi_sc<t, x) + Er(t, .Z') (112)
+

where ELC(t, x) is oscillatory like a Klein-Gordon wave, and there hold

|ES(t) [y $ eolty 221 pe2,00],
* e (1.13)
()] i < oty 2079, pe1,00],
W,

for allt = 0.
As a consequence, we also obtain the following scattering result.

Corollary 1.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [I1, the scattering theory holds and
particles scatter in the large time: namely, for any initial state (x,v), there exists a final velocity
Vio(z,v) in CHR3 x R3) so that the particle tmjectom’e (X (t;z,0),V(t;z,v)) satisfy

[V (t;2,0) = Vio(@,0) [z, S ™%, [ X(Biw,0) — @ + Vi (@,0) 1z, S )72 (114)
In particular, there exists an fo(x,v) in CH(R3 x R3) so that
|f(t 2+ td,0) = fool@,0) |1, S €olD)™/?, (1.15)

for all t = 0.

The main results assert that Landau damping (or rather, the survival of plasma oscillations from
the classical Landau damping) holds at the nonlinear level for data with finite Sobolev regularity.
The assumptions on initial data are not optimal and may be relaxed, including the fact that both
initial data and equilibria are compactly supported in v. Unlike all the previous works on Landau
damping where phase mixing is the sole driving force, the Vlasov-Klein-Gordon system is primarily
driven by the oscillatory electric field. In fact, in the proof, see Section 4] we shall keep track the
oscillatory structure of the electric field, namely

E$C(t,x) = GL(t, 2) *g VaSo(x) + GF %10 Vo S(t,x). (1.16)

3Throughout this paper, we in fact work with the backward characteristic, see Section

10



Here, G9%¢(t, ) is the oscillatory Green function whose Fourier transform is equal to e Bltay (k),
where the dispersion relation v, (k) behaves like a Klein-Gordon dispersion, namely vy (k) ~ /1 + |k|?
for all k € R3, with 14(0) = 79 defined as in (LI0)), while S(¢,z) arises as a nonlinear source density
in view of the Klein-Gordon equation ([J;, + mg)E = V,p. We stress however that the structure of
Klein-Gordon oscillations is far from being obvious even at the linearized level, noting the collective
effect from the density p in (L.8]) which may disturb the Klein-Gordon structure for the electric
field.

1.7 Difficulties and main ideas

Let us now point out several new difficulties that we must face and provide the main ideas on how
we shall resolve them. A sketch of the proof of the main results will also be outlined.

Langmuir’s waves.

As particles are near non-trivial equilibria p(v), the linearized Vlasov dynamics is now driven by
the linear forcing term F - V,u, leading to

¢
Vap = Vap/ree — j Vo E - Vyul(s,x —0(t — s),v) dvds, (1.17)
0 JR3

in which pf7¢¢ is the density generated by the free transport dynamics, and is of order t~* by phase
mixing. The nonlocal integral term, denoted by KCFE, is put back into the Klein-Gordon equation
(1)), yielding a closed equation for the linearized electric field

(Ot +mi + K)E = V,pl"ee. (1.18)

It is however highly non-trivial to ensure that this nonlocal integral term would not disturb the
Klein-Gordon dispersive structure at all frequencies. This was resolved in [34] 23] for the Vlasov-
Poisson and Vlasov-Maxwell systems, yielding the existence of Langmuir’s oscillatory waves which
behave exactly like that of a Klein-Gordon wave, provided the spectral condition Tg > 0, see (ILI0).
The inverse of the modified Klein-Gordon operator [ ;. ~|—m(2) + K is thus solved through its resolvent,
giving its temporal Green function of the form

Y IGEC+ G (¢t x)

t

where G$(t, ) is the Klein-Gordon dispersive component which decays at rate of order t73/2 while
G"(t, z) is the regular component dictated by phase mixing. Remarkably, phase mixing component
is of order t~* and thus well-separated from oscillations. This well-separated behavior may formally
be seen from ([I8)), which asserts that E” ~ V,p/™, up to an extraction of oscillations (noting
we only have E" ~ t~3 at the nonlinear level which is sharp in view of quadratic oscillations). This
is in a great contrast to the case near vacuum where E = V,A1p/7¢ which only decays at order
t=2, see [2]. See Section 2] where we develop this linear theory for the Vlasov-Klein-Gordon system
near general radial equilibria.

11



Plasma echoes.

The first common issue in dealing with the nonlinear Vlasov dynamics is to control quadratic
interaction E - V, f, which is the main source for plasma echoes [I8] 5, [20]. Observe that the
Klein-Gordon dispersion only yields decay at rate of order ¢t—3/2, while the free transport dynamics
dictates 8, = O(t), leading to E - V,f = O(t~/?), which is far from being integrable in time, not
to mention the apparent loss of derivatives in v. Therefore, we must bootstrap and make use of
oscillations, see (LI6). We may attempt to resolve the issue, following the “standard procedure”,
by deriving decay for low norms and propagating high norms with some possible growth in time.
However, this does not work for Vlasov equations, since at the top order of derivatives, the nonlinear
interaction Flow - Vo fhigh = O(til/ %) and FErigh - Vo fiow = O(1), leading to a growth in time of
orders (t)!/2 and (t), respectively (noting f does not decay and E has no oscillation in high norms).

To avoid the apparent loss of v-derivatives, we shall work with the Lagrangian coordinates, an
approach that was developed in [21] for the screened Vlasov-Poisson system, namely following the
genuine particle trajectories, which are defined by

Xs,t = ‘Z,fn “/S,t = E<87X87t)7 (119)

with initial positions (x,v) at s = t. Therefore, at the nonlinear level, the Klein-Gordon equation
for the electric field (LI8]) is now forced additionally by V,S*, where

SH(t,x) = L JRS [E(s,m —(t —9)0) - Vyu(v) — E(s, X5 (z,0)) - Vvu(‘/gvt(a:,v))] dvds,  (1.20)

which accounts for the feedback of collective particles to the waves. The integral S (¢, x) is viewed
as a quadratic density source, which decays at best at order t3 in view of the free transport
dispersion for densities and the quadratic oscillations for the oscillatory electric field. In addition,
due to the presence of oscillations, we do not expect extra decay for spatial derivatives of SH(t, z)
(i.e. phase mixing is no longer available). This is the content of Section [Gl

In view of the electric field decomposition £ = E{*¢ + E”, we may expect that the position and
velocity of the particles obey a similar decomposition. Indeed, we shall prove that

Xoo(x,v) = & — tV77oz,0) + X0F(2,0) + Xy (2, 0) + XE (2,0) (1.21)

where V14 (z,v) = v + O(et=3/?), X9 = O(s~%?), and X!, = O(s71), plus a faster remainder
Xft(x,v). See Proposition 5.4l Roughly speaking, X¢7°(z,v) collects Klein-Gordon dispersion,
while X!(x,v) is due to phase mixing component of the electric field E" ~ t=3 and is therefore
sharp after double integration in time in view of (IL.I9). Therefore, plasma echoes may arise due
to particle-particle, particle-wave, and wave-wave interaction, where particles satisfy phase mixing

(or free-transport dispersion), while waves follow Klein-Gordon dispersion. Namely,
e Particle-particle interaction: This interaction arises due to the quadratic term E" - V, f",

namely the regular part of the electric field and the regular part of the Vlasov dynamics,
leading to a density source S¥™" (¢, z) with E replaced by E", see (L20). Due to the presence
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of the transport component Xﬁft(x,v) = O(s™1), this causes a log loss in deriving decay of
SHrT(t x). However, as this is the term due to transport dynamics, we expect that phase
mixing remains to play a role in closing the analysis, as treated in the screening case [21].
See Section [6.4]

e Particle-wave interaction: This is due to the quadratic term E¢ -V, f" (or E" - V, f°%),
leading to corresponding density sources in view of (L.20). In this case, we make use of the
fact that waves oscillate, while particles are driven by phase mixing, thus gaining extra decay
after an integration by part in time, see Section In a recent work [35], we develop a new
framework to treat particle-wave interaction near vacuum, which plays a role in designing the
nonlinear analysis near equilibria, see Section [l

e Wave-wave interaction: This is due to the quadratic term K3 -V, 2%, leading to corre-
sponding density sources Si"fe and S“ ’ofc. Note that in this case, the mtegrand in (L20)
is at best of order s—3, which would not be sufficient to derive decay of order t=3 for the
sources. In the non-resonant interaction {+,+}, we may integrate by parts in time, gaining
an extra decay of order s~!. However, in the resonant case {+, F}, this is a priori unclear. A
crucial fact is that in the resonant case, this term must be in a derivative form (i.e. gaining a

frequency factor), which can be used to gain extra decay from phase mixing, see Section

Formally speaking, these inductive bounds on source densities S(¢,z) rely on two arguments:
for s > t/2 we use Klein-Gordon’s dispersion of the electric field, while for s < t/2, we use free
transport dispersion in v, in addition to an appropriate decay from the characteristic (L2I]). In
the proof, we make use of the fact that oscillations do not lose decay after an integration in time,
while phase mixing gains extra decay for derivatives in space and time.

Particles in an oscillatory field.

In treating plasma echoes, we rely on the precise description of positions and velocities of the
particles, see (I.2I]), which plays a crucial roles in describing the oscillatory structure in the non-
linear interaction, see Section 62 Note that the dispersive decay E9*(t) = O(t=3/2) is far from
being sufficient to locate positions via the characteristic (ILI9). One of the key observations in
this work to overcome such a lack of decay is that time integration of the oscillatory field along
the particle trajectories is better than expected. Indeed, suppose that the electric field is of the
form EC(t,z) = e* A+ with Ay (k) = +ive(k) (namely, a Klein-Gordon wave at frequency
k). Setting w4 (k) = A+ (k) + ik - 0, we compute

t t
. v 1 . v .
f EOSC(T,x + ’07’) dr = f ezk-mﬂui(k)ﬂ— dr = . (k) (ezk-erwi(k)t _ ezk-m)
0 0 Yt (1.22)

— w+1<k) (EOSC(t,x + ot) — EOSC(O,w)>-

Effectively, up to a shift of z — x — ot, this calculation shows that particle velocities are a superpo-
sition of a purely oscillatory component and a pure transport part. This very decomposition turns
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out to hold for the genuine nonlinear particle trajectories (I.19]), where the electric field is nonlinear
and of the form (12, see Proposition 53l A similar decomposition is also carried out for particle
positions, namely (L2I]). See Proposition 5.4l The precise description of particle positions and
velocities in the physical space is one of the novelties of this work.

Decay of the electric field

The next task is to derive the right expected decay of the oscillatory electric field, which is computed
through the bootstrap ansatz (LI6). One quickly faces a serious obstruction due to the lack of
decay of the source density S(t,z): namely, we wish to obtain a t=3/2 dispersive decay from the
spacetime convolution

t
Pxre VeS(t,x) = f GEC(t — 5) *x, V2 S(s,x) ds. (1.23)
0

The source density S(t,z) is of order t=3 in L® and merely bounded in L!. In addition, phase
mixing is no longer available, and spatial derivatives of S(¢,x) do not gain any extra decay due to
the presence of oscillations, which is one of the main issues in dealing with Klein-Gordon’s type
dispersion. The decay of S(t,z) is therefore insufficient to derive that of E{*“(¢,x) through the
above spacetime convolution (L.23)).

To overcome the lack of decay and to propagate the Klein-Gordon dispersion nonlinearly, we
again perform the time integration at the level of nonlinear interaction, remarkably leading to

osc _ 1 osc . 1 osc
Y e VaS(t,x) = ar(iax) GE(t) *2 V2S(0,x) ar (Z,ax)GJ_r (0) *, V. S(t, ) o
1 osc ‘
+ mai *t @ Vm[ES](t, x)

See Propositions [[.307.4] for the precise details. The presentation (L.24]) reveals the deep structure
hidden in the nonlinear interaction. Namely, the nonlinear electric field is again a superposition
of a pure oscillation (i.e. Klein-Gordon dispersion) and a pure transport (i.e. phase mixing), plus
a higher-order nonlinearity. This decoupling of oscillations from phase mixing is the key to the
nonlinear iteration. In addition, the structure of each particle-particle, particle-wave, and wave-
wave interaction also plays an important role in deriving decay of the electric field, see Section
iréts\

Loss of derivatives

Finally, it is well-known that the spacetime convolution (L.23]) experiences loss of derivatives (e.g.,
[38] 23]), see Proposition However, the number of derivative losses is finite, we shall only
derive sharp decay for low norms, but allow growth in time for higher derivatives. Precisely, we will
propagate phase mixing and oscillations up to the penultimate derivatives, remarkably allowing a
growth in time not only at the top order, but also all but one derivatives of the characteristic (see
Proposition [£.8). The nonlinear iterative scheme with a cascading decay in norms is devised in
Section 4.1l The cascade of decay does not come from the simple interpolation between low and
high norms, but from the phase mixing estimates for the transport, see (£.6) and Proposition [6.1]
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1.8 Outline of the paper

The paper is outlined as follows.

e Section [2] is devoted to the linear theory where a detailed spectral analysis, following [19,
22, 23], [34], is done to establish that the linearized electric field can be decomposed into a
Klein-Gordon dispersive component of order t=3/2, plus a regular part which decays at order
t=3. This regular part can in fact be improved to decay at t—* (upon refining the initial data),
however ¢~2 is the best we could expect for the nonlinear iteration due to the presence of
quadratic oscillations.

e An integral formulation of the whole system via using characteristics, following the Lagrangian
framework introduced in [21] B5)]: this gives an integrate reformulation of Vlasov equations,
only involving characteristics, leading to linearized Vlasov equations with a quadratic source
term. Using the precise description of the characteristics, we have a detailed picture of this
quadratic source term. This is presented in Section Bl We introduce the nonlinear iterative
scheme in Section Ml

e A detailed description of the characteristics; both position and velocity of particles oscillate
with an amplitude O(t~%?2). We describe these oscillations, together with the effect of the
remaining electric field, in order to get an accurate picture of the position and speed of the
particles. This is done in Section [l

e Using the detailed structure of the source terms, and the accurate description of the electric
field for linearized Vlasov system, we inductively prove bounds on the source term and the
nonlinear electric field, involving the detailed analysis of particle-particle, particle-wave, and
wave-wave interaction. This is done in Section [l

e Finally, Section [] is devoted to derive decay of the oscillatory electric field through the
spacetime convolution of the oscillatory Green function against the nonlinear sources (see
Section [J). Note that the sources decay at best like the nonlinear density, which is at order
t=3 and therefore insufficient to close the iteration for the oscillatory field (e.g., comparing
with solving quadratic Klein-Gordon equations in three dimension). We introduce a phase
space resonant method to resolve this very issue.

2 Linear theory

2.1 Introduction

In this section, we introduce the Fourier-Laplace approach to study the linearized Vlasov-Klein-
Gordon problem around radial equilibria ¢({v)): namely,

Of +0-Vof + E-Vyu=0 (2.1)

E=-Vyp, (O +mp)o=—p, (2.2)
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with initial data

f(0,$,’U) = f0($7v)7 gb(o,l‘) = ¢0($)’ at¢(07$) = ¢1($) (2'3)

The spectral analysis is classical, following Landau [30], who analyzed the mode stability for the
linearized Vlasov-Poisson system. To derive decay estimates for the linearized solution, we follow
closely the analysis developed in our recent works [19] 22] 23] B4] for linearized Vlasov-Poisson
and Vlasov-Maxwell systems. For the sake of completeness, we provide the linear analysis for the
linearized Klein-Gordon system (ZI)-(Z2). Throughout the section, we denote by fi(t, v), o (t)
the Fourier transform in « of f(t,z,v), ¢(t, x), respectively, while fz()\), ¢ (A) denote their Fourier-
Laplace transform in ¢, x.

2.2 Resolvent equation

We first derive the resolvent equation for (2.I]). Precisely, we obtain the following.

Lemma 2.1. Let o(t,x) be the electric potential of the linearized Viasov-Klein-Gordon system
@), and ¢i()\) be the Fourier-Laplace transform of ¢(t,x). Then, for each k € R® and \ € C,
there hold

MO R)GE(N) = =2\ + A0 + o}, (24)
where the spacetime symbol M (X, k) is defined by
M\ E) == X2+ k> + m3 + j Mgp’(<u>) dv (2.5)
’ O N +ik -0 ’
with quﬂg denoting the Fourier transform of the initial data ¢’ (z), 7 = 0,1, and p Pr(A )\]i"fl(zv

being the charge density generated by the free transport.

Proof. Indeed, noting V,pu = 9¢'((v)) and taking the Laplace-Fourier transform of (Z21) with
respect to variables (t,x), respectively, we obtain

A+ ik - 9)fo = f2 + ik - 00 ((0)) (2.6)
which gives

N ik - £0

fo= s O+ 1

Integrating in v, we get

N ik-o ~ s
= —_— d —= d
wlf = ([ 5@ d)a+ | 2k —a
On the other hand, the Klein-Gordon equation in the Fourier-Laplace variables reads
(A2 + [K* + md)dn = —pilf] + Ao} + o}

in which 52 denotes the Fourier transform of the initial data ¢’(z), j = 0,1. This gives Z4), O
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Lemma 2.2. Let M(\, k) be defined as in [25). Then, for each k € R3, we can write

M\E) = A2+ k2 +m2 + HENE),  H(z) = fl i) g, (2.7)
-1

zZ—u

for some even and non-negative function k(u). In particular, M(\, k) is analytic in RA > 0, and
[OZHEA/ K] < 1, (2.8)

uniformly for k€ R3, RA >0, and 0 < n < Nj.

Proof. In view of definition (2.35]), we study the integral term S%(pl ((v)) dv. For k = 0, we
introduce the change of variables v — (u,w) defined by
k-v (k-v)k

u = Ty wi=v— T (2.9)

with u € [-1,1] and w € k', the hyperplane orthogonal to k in R3. Note that the Jacobian
determinant is

Jugw = (0)(1 = )71,
with (v) = (w)/ V1 —u2. Therefore, we may write
ik , 1 w / (w) (w)
J/\ T ik - @90 ((v)) dv = Jl W<Jweki 2 <m> (1 ’LL2)3/2 dw) du. (2.10)

Setting

K(u) : = _LEH (p/(\/%) i _<Qf:§>3/2 dw, (2.11)

we obtain (7)), upon recalling ([23]). Clearly, x(u) is even in w. It remains to check that (u)
is nonnegative. Indeed, we may parametrize the hyperplane k- via polar coordinates with radius
r = |wl|, and then introduce s = v/1 + r2/y/1 — u?2, giving

/ w w 0 , \/ r2 \/ r2
0 A e [ O

o0
= —27TJ ¢'(s)s? ds
1/4/1—u?

o]

2w 1
_ 4
1= u2“<m) * ”L o Ple)s ds

which gives the non-negativity of x(u) for u € (—1,1), recalling ¢(-) = 0. Since ¢(s) decays rapidly,
k(u) tends to zero rapidly as |u| — 1. The analyticity of H(z) follows from the regularity and decay
properties of x(u). O
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2.3 Spectral stability

In view of the resolvent equation (2.4)), the solutions to the dispersion relation M (A, k) = 0 plays
a crucial role in studying the large time dynamics of the linearized problem (2.I]). In this section,
we shall prove that there is no solution in the right half plane £\ > 0. Namely, we obtain the
following.

Proposition 2.3. Let u(v) = p({v)) be any non-negative radial equilibria in R?, and define ko as
K2 = fw & () dv. (2.12)

Assume that /1(2) < m%. Then, the linearized system (2.1]) has no nontrivial mode solution of the
form eNTRT (g fr(v)) with RA > 0 for any nonzero pair (¢g, fr(v)).

Proof. It suffices to prove that for any k € R3, the spacetime symbol M (), k) never vanishes for
R > 0. In view of (211 and ([2I2), we note that

1
KE = j k(u) du,
—1

which is well-defined, since x(u) > 0. Recalling (2.7]), we compute

1
MOLK) = A2 + [k 2—f _unlw)
(7 ) +| ‘ +m0 ,IU—Z)\/|]€| u
_ 2 2 2 2 iA K (u)
=X+ |k|" + mg — kg — ) 7u—2)\/|k:|du

A (u+1)\/\/<;|)/£(u)
A2 kP mE—kE - :
R = = g | T Iee
A1 f W [ s
YA TV

du

=N 4 k2 +md — K2+ s
Now suppose that M (A, k) = 0 for some R\ # 0. The vanishing of the imaginary part gives

= 2%\
THl f 1 |u—m/|k\|2 du =232

Plugging this identity back into M (), k) and noting A% — 2iAI\ = |A|2, we get
AP? K (u)
M\ Kk) = A + |k> + md — | fid
(7 ) || +|‘ + 0 0+|kf|2 |U—Z)\/|k’||2 u

which never vanishes, since x(u) > 0 and m% > k3. That is, M (A, k) never vanishes for R\ # 0,
and therefore, the linearized system (2.I]) has no nontrivial mode solution as claimed. O
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2.4 Langmuir oscillatory waves

Thanks to the stability result of Proposition 2.3l we are led to study the dispersion relation
M(A k) = 0 for X lying on the imaginary axis. The main result in this section is the existence of
Langmuir’s purely oscillatory waves. Namely, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.4. For each k € R3, there are exactly two zeros Ay = +ivy(|k|) of the dispersion

relation
M(\NEk)=0

that lie on the imaginary axis {R\ = 0}. Moreover, we have vi(|k|) > |k|, and vy is a smooth
function satisfying the following Klein-Gordon type estimates:

con/ 1+ k|2 < vi(|k]) < Con/1 + |KJ?, (2.13)

|| / ||
co———= < v ([k|) € Cp——, 2.14
e < V) < o (2.14)
co(1+ [k|) ™32 < V2(Jk]) < Co. (2.15)
uniformly with respect to k € R3, for some positive constants ¢y, Co. In addition,
|M(i7|k|, k)| 2 70 + 7] + [RP (1 =72, V|7 <1, (2.16)

uniformly in k € R3.

Proof. We follow the analysis done in [23] [34]. Indeed, in view of Proposition [2.3] we can restrict
to the imaginary axis, that is we consider A = it for 7 € R. We distinguish between the two cases:
|7| < |k| and |7| = |K|.

Case 1: |7| > |k|. We first consider the case when |7| > |k|. Using the formulation ([2.7), we may
write

1
, uk(u)
M(z7’,k)=—7'2~|—|k‘|2+m2~l—f ——7 _du
O ) /K = w
1 2
2 2 2 u”k(u)
= —T +|k‘ +m0+f_1mdu

2 1 2
2 2 2 |k‘| U “(U)
=7+ kP +mi+ = | s du
Tk me + T f 1—u2lk?/2

in which we have used the fact that x(u) is even in u. Namely, for each fixed k € R3, the dispersion

relation is of the form
M (i, k) = U(r?), (2.17)

where, for convenience, we have set

1 u2/£ u
U(x) = —x + k> + ¥(|k]*/2), U(y) = md + yf_ (1) du. (2.18)
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Recall that x(u) decays rapidly to zero as |u| — 1, and so ¥(y) is well defined for y € [0,1]. As a
result, ¥(z) is well-defined for x > |k|?. In addition, for y € (0,1), we compute

b w?k(u b wtk(u
wl(y)—f (;du—Fyf_l(#du)O.

S 1—wu? 1 —u?y)?

In fact, since k(u) is nonnegative and not identically zero, ¢/(y) > 0 and v¥(y) is strictly increasing
n [0,1] with

1,2
¥(0) = m%, P(1) = mg + f ur(u) du = m3.

-1 1—U2

In addition, we compute

Ik\2 |k

V(a) = —1- Sy (=o) < L. (2.19)

That is, ¥(x) is strictly decreasing in = > |k|?. Since m2 < ¥(|k|?/z) < m2, the function ¥(z) is
strictly negative for x » 1, while at = = |k|?, ¥(|k|?) = m} > 0. By the strict monotonicity of
U(z), there is a unique solution z, > |k|? of ¥(z) = 0, or equivalently,

Ty = [E|? + (|E|?/zs). (2.20)

Note that x, = z4(|k|) is a radial function in k € R3. In view of (Z.I7)), this yields two solutions
of D(A4,k) =0, with Ay = +iy/x4(|k|), in the region where |7| > |k|. The smoothness of x(|k|)
follows from that of 1(-). The stated dispersive properties of vy (|k|) = A/z«(|k|) now follow from
the similar lines as done in [23, Theorem 2.18] satisfying the same dispersion relation as in (220]).
We therefore skip repeating the details.

Case 2: |7| < |k|. In this case, we shall take A = (7 + z7’)|k‘| with |7| < 1, and study the limit of
7 — 0*. Using the formulation (Z7)) and recalling x3 = S 1 K(u) du, we compute

1
M\ k) = K21+ 5% = 72 + 277) + m3 + j el g,
LY —T—u (2.21)
) )
= [KP(1 + 3% — 72 + 237) + m3 — k2 + (7 — 7) f LC
L —T—u
Therefore, by Plemelj’s formula, for 4 — 07 and |7| < 1, we have
1
MGF|E], k) = (21— 72) + m2 — 2 + %P.V.f —n(u)du inTe(T). (222)
1T

Since k(u) = 0 for u € (—1,1), the imaginary part of M (i7|k|, k) never vanishes for 0 < |7| < 1,
while at 7 = 0 the real part is equal to |k|? + mg — KJ%. On the other hand, at 7 = +1, we have
k(£1) =0, and

1 1
D(+ilk|, k) = 0+j ffl du:mg—m3+f A,
14T _
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recalling that x(u) is even in u. Recall that m2 > k¢ and x(u) > 0. Therefore, we have
|M (i7|k|, k)| = 60o|7], V|7 <1, (2.23)
for some positive 6y, which in particular proves that there are no zeros of M (it,k) = 0 in this
region when |7| < |k|. In fact, using the fact that the P.V. integral S£1 %J%u/-i(u)du is finite, we
obtain from (2.22]) that
| M (i7[k], k)| = [k*(1 = 72) + m{ — kg — Col7],
for some constant Cp. Combining this with ([2:23)), we get

|M(i7|k[, k)| = (1 — 6)|M(iT|k|, k)| + 8| M (iT |k, k)|
(1= 8)00|7| + 8|k2(1 = 7%) + 8(md — K3) — Cod|7).

A\

This yields (2I6]) by taking ¢ sufficiently small and recalling Tg = mg — 5(2). We thus complete the
proof of Theorem 2.4] O

2.5 Green function

In view of the resolvent equations (2.4)), we introduce the Green function

s 1 A\t 1
)= —
Gk( ) 271 {RA=10} c M()\, k’)

d, (2.24)

which are well-defined as oscillatory integrals for vy > 0, recalling from Lemma that M(\, k) is
holomorphic in A > 0. The main goal of this section is to establish decay estimates for the Green
function through the representation (2.24]). The main analysis follows from that in [22] 23, 34] to
compute the residual of Gj,()), plus a remainder that decay rapidly in |kt|.

Proposition 2.5. Let Gi(t) be defined as in (224), and let Ax = +ivy(|k|) be the dispersion
relation constructed in Theorem [2.4 Then, we can write

Gr(t) = D, Gre(t) + Gi(1), (2.25)
+
where R '
2 () = eXe(kDiq, (k) (2.26)

for some sufficiently smooth functions a+ (k) that satisfy |a+ (k)| < <(k)~'. In addition, the regular
part satisfies R
[1K[*0R G ()] < [KICky 2Ryl =N, (2.27)

uniformly for ke R®, t >0, and |a| = 0.
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Proof. The proposition is a minor modification to that of Proposition 3.2 obtained in [23]. Indeed,
recalling (Z3)), we write

k-0
M _ 2 2 2 j ¢ /
(A k) = A" + k" +mg + /\+ik-{)(’0(<v>)dv
0
=2 4 k2 +md + f e M fe_ik'ﬁik <0 ((v)) dvdt.
0

Namely, we can write
M(X k) = N+ |k” + m§ + L[Nk(H)](N) (2.28)

where L[Ny (t)](\) denotes the Laplace transform of Ni(t), that is L[Ny (t)](A) = §; e M Ny (t)dt,
upon setting

Nio(#) — f ek . 0! ((0)) do. (2.29)

The dispersion relation M (A, k) is identical to that of the magnetic dispersion relation computed in
[23], with the two zeros Ay = +iv,(k) as constructed in Theorem 2.4] giving the results stated in
the proposition (cf. [23, Proposition 3.2]). We note however that in the present setting, we obtain
a better lower bound on M (A, k) in the small frequency regime than that in [23]. Precisely, using
the fact that |Ny(t)| < |k[(kt)~, we first bound

[OAM (X, k)| < 2[A] + |3 L[Nk ()] (V)]

o0
< A +L tlk|(kt)y™N dt < A + k|7,

uniformly for R\ > 0. Therefore, together with the uniform lower bound from (26 for A = i7|k|,
we obtain

El[oAM X k)| _ [7IIk? +1
(MR 7 g+ 7+ [RPA = 72)
which is uniformly bounded for |7| < 1 and |k| < 1, upon using that 79 = 0. As a result, upon

taking integration by parts in A repeatedly of the integral (2.24]), we obtain (2.27]). We refer the
interested readers to the proof of [23] Proposition 3.2] for the remaining details. ]

2.6 Green function in the physical space

In this section, we provide bounds on the Green’s function G(¢,x) in the physical space defined by
Gt z) jeik‘”@k(t) dk (2.30)
where @k(t) is constructed as in Proposition We shall prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let G(t,z) be the Green function defined as in ([230). Then, we can write

G(t,z) = Y. GL(t,x) + G"(t,x), (2.31)

+
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in which the oscillatory kernel satisfies
|GE e Vaflrz < [ f]rz, |GE % Vaflre < |f]nz2, (2.32)

and for p € [2,00],

_3(i_1
165 ws Vaflze < & EDIAL iz (239

1+[3(17

with % +I% =1 and |s| denoting the largest integer that is smaller than s. In addition, letting x (k)
be a smooth cutoff function whose support is contained in {|k| < 1}, for any n =0 and p € [1, 0],
there hold

IX(102) G ()12 < By~ P, (2.34)

and

[(1 = x(i0:) G (D)2 < BT, (2.35)

for some large constant N1. Moreover, for any § > 0,

Ix(i0:)G" () %z flrp < &0 Sup 27 Pyflly (2.36)
qe

for any p € [1, )], where P, is the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic interval [2971,24F1].

Proof. By construction (2.25]), we have
GO (1, z) = feii”*(km”k'xai(k)dk, (2.37)

where v, (|k|) satisfies the Klein-Gordon type dispersion as established in Theorem 2.4l The L?
estimate is immediate, recalling that G9*(t, k) = e**(kD?q . (k), where a4 (k) is sufficiently smooth
and satisfying a+ (k) < (k)~!, while the L® estimate follows from the bound

lglze < 19l: < 1<kY*G] 2.

As for the LP estimates, we recall the following standard dispersive estimates for the Klein-Gordon
type dispersion, see [38], 23],

H osc* VSCfHLg < <t>73(%*%)ﬂai(z§x)vxfﬂ 3(17%)

Bp )2

with 1 + 1 = 1, with | - | Bs,, denoting the standard Besov spaces, see Section [Al In particular,
using (Im)) for any s = 0, we have

|a(i2:) V£ 135, , < 1 lyrstoor

which yields (2.33]).
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Next, we bound the regular part. Let xo(k) be some smooth cut-off Fourier multiplier whose
support is contained in {|k| < 1}. Using (Z.27]), we bound

X0(i02) "G (t, )| < j

kPG (0] dk < f
{|k|<1} {

k"IN dk < T
}

<

proving ([2.34]) for p = 00. On the other hand, for the high frequency part, we bound

(1 = xo (i) G (t,2)] < f

K] dk < f
{|k|=1} {

[&[" k[t~ dk < (7T,
}

=

proving (Z35]) for p = oo. As for Ll estimates, we first note that for the high frequency part, we
bound

(1= xoli))E B2 < ) f k2|6 Gy (1) dk

laj<2 HIkI=1}

S X[ Y ik < .
{[k[=1}

lor| <2

It remains to treat the low frequency part. Using the standard Littlewood-Paley decomposition,

we write
Xo(i02)G" (t, ) = > PG (¢, )],
q<0
where
PG (t2)] = f A (4 k) o(k)27) dk
(2e-2<[k|<20+2)
_ o3 f 22 G (4 20 (%) di
{3<|kl<4}

Using the estimates (2.27]) from Proposition for |k| <1 (and so ¢ < 0), we obtain
RIG" (£, 2R < 291G G (¢, 22R)]| 5 2020y N e

for i < |l§:| < 4. Therefore, integrating by parts repeatedly in &k and taking || = 4 in the above

estimate, we have
RG (ol 5 2] [ & 7Cr (1, 2D)o(B) dF
< 2 f<qu>4|ag[é"(t, 297 (R)]| di
< 220(2492) (20N,

Taking the L. norm, we obtain

Ix0(i02) 03 GT (D)y < Y, 2" PG (D] 1s S Y5 2700ty NH < ()™,

¢<0 q<0
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which gives (234 for p = 1. The LP estimates follow from an interpolation between the L' and
L* estimates. R R
Finally, we prove the last estimate ([2.36]). Let G1(t, k) = xo(k)G}(t). We again write

Gi(t) % f = Y PGL(E) %0 ] = 3 298, [GL(D)] %0 [2797 P, f]

q<0 q<0

in which we have written P, = ]3[12 for some Littlewood-Paley projection ﬁ’q so that Hﬁ’q flr ~
|Pyf| 2 for any p > 1. Therefore, for any p € [1,00] and § > 0, using the above L} estimates on
G1(t), we bound

1G1(8) %o fly < 35 I1PA[GL(D] 1t |1 P f 12

g<0

< sup (279 P fl 1z ) 3 27| Pyl Ga (8] Iy
qeZ

q<0

< sup <2—6qH13quLg> Z 2(1+6)Q<2¢1t>—N0+3
€z 4<0

SON sup 27 Py f s,
qe

yielding (2.36]). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

2.7 Electric potential representation

In this section, we give a complete representation of the linearized electric potential ¢ in terms of
the initial data. Precisely, we obtain the following.

Proposition 2.7. Let ¢(t,x) be the electric potential of the linearized Viasov-Klein-Gordon system
@1, and let G(t,z) be the Green function constructed as in Proposition[2.6. Then, there holds

¢ =Y 0%t x) + ¢ (1, x) (2.38)
t
where
Pt 7) = G % (Ae(102)00(x) + 61(2)) — GL° w02, 2)

¢ (t, ) = OG" () s Po(x) + G7 (1) %4 61(2) — G %10 p°(t, ),
for p°(t,z) = § fo(z — 0t,v) dv being the density generated by the free transport dynamics.

(2.39)

Proof. First, taking the Laplace inverse of the resolvent equation (2.4]), we obtain
Or(t) = aGR )P, + Gr()o), — G % D), (2.40)
where @k(t) is the Green function constructed as in Proposition 2.5 and the free density py(t) is
computed from its Laplace transform p?(\) given in (2.4), yielding
1

1
"Ot S e)\t’\(])\ d\ = _J e)\t
RO =5 ) RO A= | (55 s

1

70
)\+z'k:-f)d)\>f’f(v) dv.
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is meromorphic in A, and therefore, by Cauchy’s residue theorem, the integration in
—ikt-0

As A — )\Jrzk 0

A is equal to e , which yields

Rt = f e~k 0 () . (2.41)

Hence, p°(t,x) = § fo(z — 9t,v) dv as claimed. Finally, using the decomposition (2.25]) into (Z.40)
and noting 0, "SC( ) = A+ (k)GPL(t), we write

- L6 )(Me (k)R +64) - LCEE® = A

+ oGt )¢k + Gt )¢k — G x4 DY),

The representation ([B.I0) thus follows from taking the inverse Fourier transform of the above
expression. O

3 Nonlinear framework

3.1 Characteristics

This section is devoted to the reformulation of the nonlinear Vlasov-Klein-Gordon problem (L.7)-
(L8, following the Lagrangian framework introduced in [21} [35]. Indeed, we first write the Vlasov
equation in the perturbed form

atf'i‘f)’vxf'i'E'vvf: —E-Vyu (31)
with the initial data f(0,z,v) = fo(x,v), where the electric field E solves the Klein-Gordon equation

E = _vaSa (Dt,m + m(2))¢ = —p. (32)
To solve (3.1)), we introduce the characteristics (X (z,v), Vs (z,v)), which are defined by

d ~ d

— X = Viy, —Vir = E(s, X; 3.3

ds "%t Vst dSV’t (8, Xs.t) (3:3)

with initial data
Xii(z,0) =, Vig(z,v) = v,
where we recall the notation for the relativistic velocity © = v/4/1 + |v|2. We will use the charac-
teristics ”backwards”, namely for s < t. By definition, we have
t
Xot(z,v) =2 — j Vii(z,v) dr,
s (3.4)
Vsi(z,v) =v— j E(t, X;+(x,v)) dr.
S

Integrating (B.1]) along characteristics, we obtain an explicit formula for the solution of ([B.I]), namely

t

f(t,$,’U) = fO(XO,t(x’U)7 V(J,t(x7v)) - fO E(S,X&t(l‘,v)) : Vv/‘(vs,t($av)) ds. (3'5)
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3.2 A closed nonlinear formulation

We now derive a closed equation for the nonlinear electric field E. Precisely, we obtain the following.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ be the electric potential of the nonlinear Vlasov-Klein-Gordon problem (B.1)-
B2). Then, there holds the following identity

(e +m3)o(t, ) + L » Vid(s,x — (t — s)0) - Vyu(v) duds = =S(t, ) (3.6)

where the nonlinear source density S(t,x) is defined by
S(t,xz) = SO(t,x) + SH(t, x) (3.7)
where
SO(t,z) = JRS foXo (. v), Vs (2, 0)) do

: (33)
St (t,2) — L fRS [ (s, — (1= 9)9) - Vop(v) — Bs, Xoa(.v) - Vop(Vesle,v))] dods.

Proof. Indeed, recalling that the density of f is computed by p(t,x) = §zs f(t,x,v) dv, and using

B3), we get
p(t,z) + f: ng Es, Xo4(2,0)) - Vopu(Vaus(, 0)) dvds = SO(t, z), (3.9)
where the source SO(t, z) is defined by
SOt,x) = j Jo(Xo,(z,v), Vo (z,v)) dv.

R3

Next, using the Klein-Gordon equation ([, + m%)qb = —p and E = —V ¢, we obtain the formu-
lation as claimed. O

3.3 Nonlinear electric potential

We now apply the linear theory to the closed electric potential equation (3.6]). Precisely, we obtain
the following nonlinear version of Proposition 271

Proposition 3.2. Let ¢(t,x) be the electric potential of the nonlinear Viasov-Klein-Gordon system
BI)-B2) with initial date (L9), and let G(t, z) be the Green function constructed as in Proposition
[2.d. Then, there holds

¢ =Y, 0%t x) + ¢ (1, x) (3.10)
+
where
Pt 7) = GLE) % (A (i02)g0 (@) + 61(2)) — G2 w0 S(t,7)
¢ (t,x) = O:G"(t) %z do(x) + G (t) %5 P1(x) — G" x5 S(t, ),
for the nonlinear source density S(t,z) defined as in ([B.7).

(3.11)
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Proof. Indeed, following the spectral analysis in Section 2, we take the Laplace-Fourier transform
of the equation (B.6)), yielding

~ 1

O = m[—sk()\) +/\¢2 +¢Ilc]

in which M (A, k) is the spacetime symbol defined as in (28], and Sy, (\) denotes the Laplace-Fourier
transform of the source S(t,z). The proof of the proposition is thus similar to that of Proposition
2.7 upon replacing the linear source density p°(¢,z) to the nonlinear source S(t,x). O

4 Nonlinear iterative scheme

In view of the nonlinear formulation, we shall decompose the nonlinear electric field according to

E= ZEOSC (t,x) + E"(t,x) (4.1)

where E" denotes the regular part, while the oscillatory component is of the form
E¥(t,x) = GE(t, ) *; Fo(x) + GL(t, ) *.2 F(t, ), (4.2)

in which Fy(z) involves only initial data. Note that Fy(z), F(t,x), and E"(t,x) are a gradient of
some density, namely

Fy(z) = V3So(x), F(t,z) = V;S(t,x), E"(t,z) = Vyp"(t, ). (4.3)

4.1 Bootstrap assumptions

We assume that the nonlinear electric field E is of the form (4I)-(42). Fix Ny > 14 and a
sufficiently small € > 0. Our bootstrap assumptions are as follows:

e Decay assumptions:

IS®)]1p < ety”> P logt,  pe [1,00],

Sug2(l_6)qHPq3(t)||Lg + 105ty < ey pe [, 00], )
e 44
E"(t)||;» + E"(t)|;r < ety 2V HP pe|(l,00],
r e O r e 3(1-1/p)

|ES () 1z + 10 B0 12 < ety >M27VP) 0 pe[2,00],

for 6 € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic interval
[2¢71,29+1] with ¢ € Z. In addition,

|62 E" (1) e < ety pe(1,00),

4.5
2B (0)] 1y < ey, pe[2,00). )
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e Decay assumptions for higher derivatived]: for all 1 < la] < No —1,

|03 ()]l 2 + 105 E7 (1) pp < ety AP *0r - p e [1,00],

(4.6)
log B2(t)| pp < ety W2TMPFr - pe [2,00],

where 3

Sap = max{(5 a1 - 1/p)}, €ap = 302(1/2 — 1/p), (4.7)
in which 4, ‘ | . In addition,
t)|p <€) VT P pe (1,00),
aa—i—lEr I 3(1-1/p)+94. (4 8)
5 EL()p < ey P2 een - pe [2,00). '
e Boundedness assumptions:
I EL@)] yvo < e,

Ha® (4.9)

o
[BL )] ot + BT @)l ot + 1O o < ™,
with 51 = ﬁ-

Observe that the oscillatory field E$*“(t,x) disperses in space like a Klein-Gordon wave at a
rate of order t~%2, while the source density S (t,z) disperses in space at a faster rate of order ¢ =3,
dictated by the free transport dynamics. In addition, we observe that S(¢,z) and E"(t,z) behave
like a quadratic oscillation, namely

|03 [ELEL )01y < ety 1P pe[1,00], (4.10)
for all 1 < |a|] < Np — 1. Indeed, noting d, is linear in |«|, we check

S [EZEEBlie < Y, 100 BL @)z |05 BL(0)| e < ety 80,
o1 |<]al

0SB BBl < D) 108 BRe()2108 - BE ()]s < e
o1 |<]al

which prove ([@I0]) by interpolation.
Finally, to better keep track of the oscillations of the electric field, we write in Fourier space

EX(t,k) = X WIBL (¢, k) (4.11)

in which .
Ba(t k) = as(k)Fo(k) + j e 0 (k)P (s, k) ds, (4.12)

0
recalling that A1 (k) = +iv,(|k|) and a4 (k) = O((k)™1) as defined in (Z.26). In particular, we note

that . ~
010, By (t, k) = ax (k) E(t, k) (4.13)

which plays a role in the nonlinear analysis, since F'(t, ) decays faster, namely at quadratic order,
when compared with that of E¢*“(¢, ).

“In fact, we obtain stronger decay estimates on E$°°(t) than those that are stated in ([@B). See Section [
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4.2 The bootstrap argument

Applying the standard local-in-time existence theory, the bootstrap estimates hold for ¢ € [0, T"] for
some small T" > 0. Suppose that there is a finite time Ty so that the bootstrap assumptions hold
for all ¢ € [0, 7). It suffices to prove that they remain valid for ¢ = T}, and hence the solution is
global in time and satisfies the stated bounds.

Indeed, we write the nonlinear electric field E in the form ([@.1)-(@3]). We shall prove that there
are universal constants Cy, Cy so that for all ¢ € [0,7%], all the bootstrap assumptions listed in
Section E.1] hold with an improved constant Cpeg + Cre2. Namely, the bootstrap bound on S(t, x)
in (4] is now replaced by

1St 12 < <Coeo + Che )<t> Dlogt,  pell, o],

sup 20 By (1)l + 125 (012 < (Coco + Cre?)y=20-10), pe[1,e0],
q€e

(4.14)

We will also prove similar bounds for all other bootstrap assumptions for ¢t < T. Finally, choosing
€0 € € < 1 so that
Coeg + 0162 < €.

Therefore, the bootstrap assumptions listed in Section K] indeed hold for ¢ = T,. The main
theorem thus follows.

4.3 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

In this section, we briefly give the proof of the main theorem of the paper, Theorem [I.1], provided
the following two results establishing the decay of the nonlinear source density S(¢,x) and of the
electric field. Precisely, in Section [6] we will prove the following results on the source density.

Proposition 4.1. Fiz Ny > 14. Let S be the nonlinear source terms defined as in ([B.7)-3.3).
Under the bootstrap assumptions listed in Section [{.1], there hold

IS®#)|p < (€0 + 62)<t>73(171/p) logt

_ —3(1— 4.15
sup 20~ B S(B)] 2 + 12:5(8)] 2 < (co + )BT (4.15)
qe
for any 1 < p < o0 and § € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic
interval |29~ 1,2‘1+1]. In addition,
169S(#)]1p < ety 2A-VPIFoaw |S(1)] oo < €Y, (4.16)
for all |a| < No — 1, with 8o, = max{da, 36.(1 — 1/p)}, where &, N'()O“

Next, in Section [7] we will establish the decay estimates on the oscillatory electric field, namely
the following results.
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Proposition 4.2. Fix Ny = 14 and ng = —No Let S be the nonlinear source term defined as in

B -B.8). Then, there hold

|05 GEC %10 VaS(B)Le < (0 +EXOT2, Jal < no, (4.17)
|00~ 1Gosc x12 ViSO e < (€0 +€2),  |ao| = No,
and 2
|G %12 VS ()] goo < (€0 + €7) (4.18)

|GE *t 0 VxS(t)HH;xO+1 < (e0 + €))%,

Let us now complete the proof of Theorem [T using the above results. Indeed, using the linear
theory as in Section B3] we write the nonlinear electric field F in the form (41])-(43]), namely

E ZEOSC t X +ET(t IIJ‘) (419)

where

Bt x) = —GE(t) %o (A£(i02)Vado () + Va1 (7)) + G %0 Vo S(t, 2),

E"(t,z) = —0,G" (t) %3 Vado(z) — G" () %5 Va1 (z) + G *p0 Vo S(t, ). (4.20)

Here, in the above expression, ¢;(x) denote the initial electric potentials, G*“(t,x), G" (t,x) are
the Green functions as in Proposition [Z6] and S(¢,x) is the nonlinear source density defined as
in (B1). Note that by construction, both E3* and E" are apparently a gradient of some density
functions, as desired in (4.3]).
We now check the bootstrap assumptions on E(t,x) by verifying the bootstrap bounds for each
term in the above expression. Indeed, for the oscillatory electric field, the last convolution term
P *t 0 VS is treated in Proposition d.2, while the terms involving the initial data are estimated
using the dispersive estimates (2.33]) and the assumptions on the initial data, see (ILIT]).

It remains to bound E"(¢,x). Recall from Proposition 2.6 that
|07 G (1) s 8y~ HH¥Plel] (4.21)

for any p € [1, 0] and for |a| < 1. Therefore, the bootstrap bounds on the convolution against initial
data ¢;(x) follow directly, upon using the standard inequality |G"(t) *z fllz < [|G"(8)] 2] fL2,

and the boundedness of ¢; in wh 0’1, see (LLII). On the other hand, using again (£.21]), we bound

ds
LY

t
167wt Sl < [ (e~ 5) 2 505)
0

t

t/2
< fo |G"(t = s)[ 22 S(s)] 2y ds + Lz IG"(t = $)[ 11 (s)] 2 ds

t/2 t

< (€0 + €%) f (t — Y™ H3Plog s ds + (eo + €2) f (t — )" Ws)y30=P) Jog 5 ds
0 t/2

< (e0 + €))7 1og? ¢,
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Similarly, we now bound the above convolution against V,S, for which the log loss is avoided.
Indeed, we recall from (2.36]) that

IX(102)G" () %2 VS| 1p < &' sup 207 Py S| 1, (4.22)
qeZ

for any p € [1,00], and we compute
IX(102)G" %12 VoS 12

t/2 ¢
S J Ix(202)G"(t — $)| e[ VaS(s)| Ly ds + j =5y 0 sup 2B S ()| 1o ds
0 t/2 qEZL

t/2 t

< (e + 62)f (= Y dg 4 (e + €2) f (t— sy~ 0y 301 g
0 t/2

< (e + Xty 2HP,

recalling 6 > 0. The bounds for the high frequency part follow similarly, upon noting that
Ix(i02)G" ()| » decays rapidly fast in ¢. Finally, higher derivative estimates follow identically,
therefore completing the proof of the bootstrap bounds on E"(t,z), provided Propositions
to be proved in the remaining sections. This completes the proof of Theorem [Tl

Proof of Corollary [I1. Finally, we prove the scattering result. Indeed, recalling the characteristics
([33]), we observe that

¢ ¢
d
J E(s, Xst(z,0)) - Vou(Vsi(w,v)) ds = J Evs,t(xyv) Vo (Vsi(z,v)) ds = p(v) — p(Vo e (2, v)).
0 0
Putting this into (3.5)), we obtain

f(t,$,’U) = fO(XO,t($7’U)7 V(),t(x’v)) + /L(V(),t(x’v)) - :u(v)'

In the next section, see Proposition [5.5] we shall prove that

Xot(z,v) =z —to+ Yo i(x,v), Voe(z,v) = v+ Wy (z,v)
in which there are some C! functions Yy, (z,v), We (z,v) so that |Yy: — Yo lre, < eo(t)~ Y2 and
Wot = WLz, < €o(t)~%2. As a result, we set
fo(z,v) = fo(z —t0+ Yo (x,v),v + W (x,v)) + p (v + Wy (z,v)) — pu(v).
Note that f,, € Wh®. Therefore, there holds
|t +t0,0) — fool@,v) |12, S €0ty ™2, (4.23)
for all t > 0. O
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5 Characteristics

5.1 Introduction

Let X, ¢(x,v) and Vi 4(z,v) be the nonlinear characteristics. As the electric field satisfies | E(t)|re <
e(ty=%/2 it directly follows that
Vs =iz, < e(s)™"2, (5.1)

namely, V:(x,v) remains close to v. However, such a bound on the velocity is too weak to
precisely locate the position of the moving particles X ;(z,v). As E has on oscillatory component,
the velocities and the trajectories of the particle ”oscillate”. We need to extract these oscillations
in order to get better bounds on the velocities and a good localisation of the electrons. Throughout
this section, we assume that the electric field is of the form

ZEOSC (t,x) + E"(t, ) (5.2)

with the oscillatory electric field

E¥(t,x) = GL(t, x) *p Fo(x) + GLC %5 F(t, x)
where Fy, F', and E" satisfy the bootstrap assumptions stated in Section A1l In addition, in what
follows, X ¢(x,v) and Vs (z,v) are the nonlinear characteristic solving (3.3)).

5.2 Integrated electric fields

Let Ay = tiv,(|k|) be the Langmuir oscillatory modes constructed as in Theorem [Z4l For j > 1,
we set

EL (t,2,0) = ¢4, ;(i0s) ES“(t, x) (5.3)
where ¢4 ;(k) denote a family of Fourier multipliers defined by

1

920 = o T ko (5.4)
Then, we obtain the following lemma.
Lemma 5.1. For any compact subset K @ R? and 6 > 0, there hold
Isup ot ;2% 1oz < 1fluz, 3 > lal, (55)

foranya>=0,7=21, and1 <p<

Proof. Recall from Theorem 2.4 that Ay = +iv,(|k|) with vi(|k|) > |k|. Therefore, Ay (k) + ik - ©
never vanishes, since [0| < 1, and so ¢4 (k) are well-defined. In particular, we may write

T (k) D (ED v ([k])™ = Y as (k) 0® (5.6)

A (k) +ik -0 = =
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for at n(k) = Five(Jk|)"H(£1) v (|k])"k®", which are smooth Fourier multipliers and satisfy
lat (k)] < vi(|k])™!, uniformly for all n > 0, since v4(|k|) > |k|. In the above the notation
E®m o 99" = (k- 9)" is used only for sake of presentation. The series is therefore absolutely
converging for bounded v. The lemma thus follows from the results obtained in Section [Al O

Corollary 5.2. Under the bootstrap assumptions on E, with Ny = 4, there hold

Isup 2l EL ]y < O, > o, (5.7)

for pe[2,0].

Proof. The corollary follows from the definition (5.3]), (5.5]), and the bootstrap assumptions on the
decay of E and 0, FE from (4.4)). O
5.3 Velocity description

We first study oscillations in the velocity.

Proposition 5.3. Let X ;(x,v), Vs (z,v) be the nonlinear characteristic solving [B.3)). Then, there
holds
Vaa(,v) = v = Vi(z,0) + VI (2,0) + Vi@, 0) (5.8)

where
25 ZEOSCl (s, Xst(z,0v), Vsi(z,v))

Vvstjtn(xy U) == J Qtr(Ta XT,t(x7 U)7 VT,t(x7 U)) dr
in which Q' (t,z,v) is defined by

tr . osc,2 T
Q :;[ai(la G %z F] — ; VAOE - VB¢ + E". (5.9)

In addition, under the bootstrap assumptions on E and F', there hold
IVeclee, s )™ Vile, s« |0:Vitle, < €)%, (5.10)

and
Vit = v + V<l Lz, < sy~ (5.11)

Proof. Recall that £/ = Y, F2°°, and therefore, from (3.4,

¢
Vsi(z,v) = U—ZJ E¥(1, X7 (x,v)) dT—f E"(1, X;¢(z,v)) dr.

s
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It suffices to study the integral of £¢°¢ along the characteristic. From (4.11J), we write in Fourier
space, E"sc(t k) = eAi(k)tBi (t, k). Therefore, integrating by parts in 7 and recalling that 0, X, ; =
VTt, we compute

t t
f E$(r, Xry) dr = f feMk)T”k'XmB(T, k) dkdr

" ~
= Jj i(e)\i(k)'r—i-ik-XT,t) B(T, k) — drdk
s 47 e (k) + ik - Vo

Mt

f [e,\+(k)t+ik-x§<t k) (k)s+ik-xs,tl§<37 k)] " (5.12)
B (k) + ik - 0 Ai (k) + ik - Vig
j j )\+ T+Zl€ X-,—t|: a B(T7 k)/\ _ B(T7 k:)Zk aTYT,t :| dde
)\+ (k’) + ik - VT,t ()\i(k‘) + ik - Vr,t)2
Defining ¢+ j(x,v) as in (5.4]) and recalling from (£I1]) and ([@I3]) that
MWIBL (¢ k) = ES(t, k), W0, Byt k) = ax (k) F(t, k), (5.13)

and 0 ‘A/Tt = (VyOE)(1, X+ t, Vrt), we obtain (5.8]). It remain to prove the stated estimates. Indeed,

osc

the estimates on V.’; follow from (5.7)) and the bootstrap assumption on E$*°. On the other hand,
recalling that F' = V.S and using Lemma [5.1], we bound

Q" )Lz, < SUPZ||G+ (i02)P+.1 %o VS| +ZHEHLOOIIV EL| 1z

T,V

+ 1 E" ()] e
5.14
< VeSOl + IEOIEe + 12Ol (514
ety
upon using the bootstrap assumptions on £ and S. The estimates on Vstg follow directly from that

of Q' (t). O

5.4 Characteristic description

In this section, we study oscillations in the characteristic X ;(x,v). In view of ([3.4]), we write
Xst(z,v) =2 — (t— s)\fls,t(x, v) (5.15)
where \Tls,t(a:, v) is the velocity average defined by

~

~ 1 t
U, i(z,v) = P f Vei(x,v) dr (5.16)

in which we recall & = v/4/1 + |v[?2. Note that |\f157t(az,fu)\ < 1landso Uy, = \i/s,t/ 1-— \@MP is
indeed well-defined. We first establish the following proposition which gives a precise description
of oscillations in W ;(z,v).
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Proposition 5.4. Let X, (x,v),Vs(z,v) be the nonlinear characteristic solving B3l), and let

~

U, ¢(x,v) be defined as in (5.16). Then, there hold

Q‘g’t(x’?]) =U = V;?;C(‘Tav) + \Ij(s)ftc<x7v) + \IJZA.Z','U) + qjﬁt('va)

. . . At 5 (5.17)
U, i(2,0) =0 — V5w, 0) + U (2, v) + Uy (z,0) + \I’S7t(1’,v)
where ]
W (z,v) = r— ; (Eisc’2(t,a;,v) — EY%(s, Xg4(2,0), V;t(a:,v)))
1 t
Qéft('z'? U) = _t — s f [(T - S)Qtr + Qtnl](T? X‘r,t(‘ra U)a VT,t(‘Ta ’U)) dr
and
1 (" 0
U9 (z,0) = t—f Vi (x,v) dr,
) — S s )
U (2,0) = V0l (z,0) + O(0)° T, — 0)
with |V£(m,v)| < Y Ve — v[?, in which Q' (t,x,v) is defined as in (5.9) and
QY =Y as(i0n)F %y ¢ 0] — 2D Vo0 E - V,EP, (5.18)
+ +

Here in (5.17)), we abuse the notation to define f}t?tsc(x,v) = V0V 5¢(x,v) and \i'g’t(x,v) =
V09§, (7,v) for a € {osc,tr}. In particular, there hold

|05 e, < sy ™2t —9)7" WY1, < ()TN, (5.19)
II\I'SQ,tIIL;sU + [y PO e, + 10:9Y e, < els)™Xt) 7, '
" [ W — 0+ Ve, < ey~ (t—s) 7
’ v (5.20)

| X =@+ (t = 8)(0 = Vi3 1, S e(s)™".

Proof. We first prove the expansion for \i's,t(x,v). Note that 0 = v/{v) is a regular and bounded
function of v. In particular, V,0 = <—11}>(H — 9 ® ) and |V29| < (v)~2. Hence, in view of (5.8), we
may write

VS,t(x, v) =0+ Vy0(Vsi(z,v) —v) + VT%(JJ, v) (5.21)

with a quadratic remainder \Vfi(m,vﬂ < ()72|Vss — v|?. Therefore, by definition (5.I6), we
compute

T,t

UA t 1 t
=+ Vb f (Vii(z,v) —v) dr + P VQ(x,U) dr.



Using Proposition 5.3, we compute the average of V; ;(x,v),

1 t t
f (Vo3 (e, 0) + Vir (2, 0)] dr

t—s — 8 Jg

Vealw,0) = v = Vi3*(a,v) + -

S

in which by construction, V%¢ = >, EYY (s, X, Var). Therefore, similarly to what was done in
the proof of Proposition [5.3, we have

k)r+ik- X.,—tB k
fvoscxvdf_ff {uLI
+Zl€ VTt

= jf d—(e)‘i(k)TJrik'X-r,t) (/\ B(Tv k) _ drdk
T 1.

j [6)\+(k)t+ik~:c§(t, k) ek
U0 ik 0 (N (k) + ik - D)2

f f A+ (k)T +ik- XTt|: aTB(T’ k) — E(T k)Zk (9 VTt ] dkdr.
s (k) +ik-Ve)2 (Aa(k) + ik - Vyy)?

The first two integrals equal to E™ 2(t, x,v) and Efc’2(s, Xst(x,v), Vsi(x,v)), respectively, while
the last integral is

t
—j Qtr’l(T, Xrt(z,v), Ve i(z,v)) dr

having defined Q!(t,x,v) as in (5.18)). In addition, by definition, we note

¢ t ot ¢
f VT“; dr = —f f Q' (7 dr'dr = —f (1 —8)Q" (1) dr.
S S T S
This gives the expansion for T sit(z,v). The estimates on Q" and Q! follow from the bootstrap
assumptions on £, which directly gives (B.19]). R
Finally, we prove the expansion for W, ;(z, v) from that of ¥, ;(x,v). Indeed, note that 1— |0
(v)~2, and observe that

> =

0V = —0-(I-9®10) = (1—|u\) = (v)730.

1
) ()
In addition, Vﬁ(m, v) is of order O(e2(v)~2). Therefore,
1= |[Wgy(z,0)2 =1 =02 =20 (Tgy — 0) — [Ty — 0]
=1 [0 + O(e(w)™?)
= (1-]o)(1+ O(e)).

In particular, 1— |\i’ s.¢(z,v)|? remains strictly positive for all s, ¢, z,v, and is close to 1—||?. There-
fore, U, t(m v) is well-defined through the map ¢ — v = ©/4/1 — |0|?, giving a similar expansion as
that of U, t(z,v). In particular, noting Vv = ()(I +v®w) and [V2v| < (v)5, we have

Wep—v= V@fu(\ll&t —9) + 0(<u>5|x1157t — %) (5.22)
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in which the last term is put into the remainder \Ilfjt(x, v). This gives the expansion for U, (z,v),
upon noting that Vv = (V,9) L.

Finally, in view of the definition, Q™! (¢) satisfies the same estimates as done for Q' (¢) in (5.14J),
yielding

Q" )z, + 1Q™ D)Lz, < ). (5.23)
The estimates in (5.19) thus follow at once from the definition and the above bounds. This yields
the proposition. O

5.5 Derivative bounds
In this section, we study derivatives of the characteristics. We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let X, (x,v),Vs(z,v) be the nonlinear characteristic solving [B3l), and let
U, ¢(x,v) be defined as in (5.I6). Then, for 0 < s < t, there hold

10205 Vi Lz, < ety (5.24)

for any B, and
102 (Ve — v + Vi%) 2z, < (s)™%?,

|00 (Ve — v + Vi"fc)HLgo,v < e(s) V3t — ),

~ (5.25)
[0x(ar =0+ Vi5) e, S sy~ (t—5)7,
100 (T 4 OSC)HL%O,U < e<s>_1.
In particular,
|det(V, X5 i(x,v)) — 1] < e, |det(Vy Xst(z,v))] = )Pt — 5|3, (5.26)

uniformly for all z,v.

Proof. By recalling that V% “(x,v) = EJO_rsc’l(t,:E,v), the estimate (5.24]) thus reads off from (5.7))
with j = 1. Next, in order to prove the bounds in (5.25]), we shall first derive similar bounds on
VU, ;. Indeed, recalling the expansion from Proposition [5.4] we compute

0208 Wy y(2,0) — 0 + ViG(x,0)] = 0300V (2, v) + 3PV (z,v) + 02050, (z, v). (5.27)

Bounds on z-derivatives.

We first prove the bounds on the spatial derivatives d,,. Note that the characteristics are nonlinear,
and we shall need to close the estimates for derivatives. To this end, we introduce

C(s,) = sup (t = IO Trs = 0 + VG 1ep, (5.28)

0<s<7<t

We first bound the derivatives of the characteristics X, Vs, in terms of ((s,t). Indeed, using

EI5), (5.24), and the definition of ((s,t) in (5.28]), we note that
|6IXS¢($7U)| < 1 + (t - s)|aw@s,t(x7v)| S 1 + C(S,t). (529)
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In order to bound 0,V , we use the expansion from Proposition (.3 namely
0V (x,0) = =0, VG (w,0) + 0, V5 (2, 0) + 0,V (,0). (5.30)
By definition, together with (5.7)) and (5.29]), we bound

‘axvzf%% )| < Z |axX8,tainSC7l(3)‘ + Z |ax‘/;7tainsc’l(3)‘
t t

< els) 21+ C(s,1) + sy 20 Vil L, -
As for 0&/;7’;, recalling (5.9]) and using again (5.7]), we first bound

10:Q" (1)l 2z, < 10e[a(i0:) (1) %z b1l + 102(E - Vo EL (1)) 1z, + |0 B (1) e

) (5.31)
SIF®)ee, + 1 Elel0:Elre + [0 E7(8) |-

Similar estimates hold for 0,Q" (t). The bootstrap assumptions on E and F thus yield
10:Q7 (D)2, S ety 0,Q" (1)L, S ). (5.32)

Therefore, we bound

t

0.V (2, )] < f (100 Xr10:Q" (7)) + 102 V710,Q" (7)) d.

s

< GJ <<T>*3<1 + C(T, t)) + <T>73H650V7'7tHL:OcO,v> dr
S ()2 (1 + (s, 1)) + els)™? sup [0, Vry

ST

o
Lz,u’

Putting these into (5.30]), we obtain

102 Vie(,0)| S els)™ (1 4+ ((s,1)) + e(s)™? sup [0, Vi

ST

(¢ O
Lac,v

Taking the supremum in x,v, s, and letting € be sufficiently small, we arrive at
102 Vil < e(s)™2(1 4 (s, 1)). (5.33)

We are now ready to bound the derivatives of \i's,t. Precisely, using the expansions in (5.27]),
we shall prove that

[0 UEF (. v)] + [K(0)2 Wiy (@, v)| + [(0)2 Wy (w,0)] S €t =) o) 1+ C(s,8),  (5.34)

which would imply that {(s,t) < €, upon taking e sufficiently small. By definition (see Proposition

6.4)), together with (5.29) and (5:33]), we bound
T va osc osc osc
10,595 (2, v)| < t_” 3 (amEi 2(t) = 03X oy - Vo PO (5) — 0, Ve - VB ’2(3))‘
s (5.35)

< ) Mt —5) )1+ ((s,1)),
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which proves the claim (5.34]) for this term. Next, using again the estimates (5.29) and (5.33)), we
bound

t

(t — s)|<v>6x\f/§ft(x,v)| < j <(T — 8)(10:Q| + |8,Q™|) + |0, Q| + |8thr’1\) (1 +C(r, 1)) dr

s

In view of (5.9) and (5I8), the quadratic terms Q' () and Q'™1(¢) satisfy the same bounds as in
(532]). Hence, we obtain
t
(¢ = X280l 5 [ 70+ dar
S els)"H L+ ((s,1)),

proving the desired bound (5.34]) for this term. On the other hand, recalling (5.21]) and using (510
and (5.33]), we bound

(5.36)

W0 VE (@, )] < [Vea(z,v) — vl|0: Vi (2, 0)] + Ve (@, 0) — vf?
< T (14 ¢(r,1)).
Therefore,
(£ — 5)(0)r %,z v) f<v>|c? 9z, 0)| dr
< () 214 ((s,1))

giving the desired bound (5.34)) on (9m\I/SQ7t (z,v). This proves the claim (5.34]) and therefore ((s,t) < €

for all 0 < s < t. In particular, putting (5.35)), (5.36), and (5.37) into the expansion (5.27)), we
obtain

(5.37)

[0 (W g 4(z,v) — b + V"sc(:z:, )Lz, < e(s) 2t —s) T 4 elsy Tt —5) 7, (5.38)

for |a| < 1. Note that the bounds for a = 0 follow from the results obtained in Proposition [5.4l
We now prove the first two estimates in (5.25)). Using (5.22]), we have

0o (Wsy — v+ VSO) = Voudp(Usy — 0+ V) + O(0)? | Wy — )]0 (Ts s — D).

The desired estimates on the first term follow from (5.38)) and the fact that |Vv| < (v)3. On the
other hand, using again (5.38) and (5.24)), we bound

@218~ 0160 (Fa — )]z, < )2 = 8) 4 ey My ety 2]

This proves the second estimate stated in (5.25]).
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Bounds on v-derivatives.

Next, we give bounds on the v-derivatives. Similarly as done above, we first introduce

Gs,t) = sup (|)0[Wry — 0+ VE 1,

0<s<7<t

(5.39)

and proceed to bound the last two terms on the right of (5.27). Using (5I5), (5.24), and the

definition of (i (s,t), we note that
|0y X s t(x,v)] < (t— s)|6v\f/57t(:17,v)| < (t—s)(1+ Ci(s,t)).
In order to bound @,V , we again use the expansion from Proposition (£.3] namely
O Vsi(z,v) =1 =0, V5 (z,v) + 0, Vi (z,v) + &,V;’;(:E,v).
By definition, together with (5.40]), we bound

|a‘/'so%9cxv Zstta Eoscl |+Z|a ‘/StaE0801( )|

< 6<s> 32( — s)(1 + Ci (s, ))+e<s> 3210, Vel Lo, -

As for 0,V}}, recalling (5.32)), we bound

t

\GUV;Q(J:,U)\ < f <|avXT,tathr(T)| + ‘avvﬂtantr(T)‘) dr.

s

| (e-nuramn + <T>*3Havvmum) dr

< els)72(t = 5)(1+ Ca(s,1)) + e{s)™2 sup [0V,

ST

Putting these into (5.41]), we have obtained

10, Vi s(2,0)] S 14 €ls)™2(t — s)(1 + Ci(s, 1)) + e(s)™2 sup |0, V5,

ST

Taking the supremum in x,v, s, and letting € be sufficiently small, we arrive at
10.Vailrg, S 1+ es)™2(t = s)(1+ Ci(s, 1))
Next, by definition, together with (5.40) and (5.42]), we bound
|0,V

a\POSC <
285w, )] <

Z \Ei“’%t, 7,0) = B (s, Xoa(,0), Vaal2,0))

< elv)” 1<s> P+ (s, ),

41

osc2 a Xst V Eosc 2( )_ av‘/s,t . VUE_ZSCQ(S)‘

(5.40)

(5.41)

(5.42)



in which we note that there is no singularity at s = ¢, at which the right hand side vanishes. This
proves the desired bounds for this term. Finally, using (5.40]) and the fact that |t — 7| < |t — s] for
0<s<7<t, we compute

. t
[€0)2, B2y, 0)] < f ((7 = $)(12:Q" 1+ 18.Q" 1) + 12.Q" + 10,Q 1) (1 + G (7.1)) dr
<U>|a VUU| j |Qtr| + |Qtr 1|]

The first integral is bounded by Coe(s)™'(1 + (1(s,t)) as done above, while the second integral is
bounded by Cpe(sy™2. On the other hand, recalling (5.21)) and using (5.40), we bound

()12, Ve (@, 0)| < [Ve(2,0) = ]| Ve (@, v)| + Ve (2, 0) = o)
S« Em A= 1)(L+ G ),

which gives
¢
(028w 0)| 5 1 [ @IV o)l dr < €7 1+ Gls ),

This completes the proof of the bounds on (91)@ s,t(z,v), namely
[0 (Wt =& + ViG) 1z, < ()™ (5.43)
upon taking e sufficiently small. To prove the last estimate in (5.25]), we use (5.22]) and write
00 (Vs — v+ V) = (0,Ve0) Ty — 0+ V5 + Vvdy, (Vs — 0 + V5O
+ O Ty = %) + O()° Wy — 810, (W — D))

Using (5.38)) and (5.43]), we thus obtain the last estimate stated in (5.25]). Finally, as for the third
estimate on 0,V stated in (5.25]), we simply take the derivative of (5.8) and using (5.40), with
(1(s,t) < e. The bounds (5.25]) thus follow.

Finally, the estimates (5.20]) follow directly from (B.I5]) and the bounds (5.24)-(525). This
completes the proof of the proposition. O

5.6 Jacobian description

In the nonlinear analysis, the geometry of the characteristic plays an important role. Specifically,
to make use of dispersion of the transport equation, we need to analyze oscillations in the Jacobian
determinant of the map v — X, ;(x,v), which is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. Let @S7t(x,v) be the averaging velocity as in (5.16l). Then, there hold

det(V, W, p(z,0)) = 1+ 1PN + 000" 4+ 0l 4+ 09 (2,0) + 01 (5.44)
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where

\I/Z:(t)sc,l(x7 ’U) _ |:V Eosc 1 v Eosc 2] (t, z, 'U),

t

M I+M

1
\Ij(s),stc’l($7v) [v E-O‘rSCl t— va : E?_i-scg] (87Xs,t(x7v)7‘/s,t(xyv))a

—~ |+

Lt —1)(T—5)

t—s
\I/g,;l(a; v) = Co‘IfOSCl( ,U)\I/Z’il (z,v),

\IJZQI(:E,U) = J Vb - VoQ (T, Xri(x,v), Vei(z,v)) dr,

S

for some constant cy. In addition, there hold

W25, 5 % g, < o0

R e, < )7 (5.45)
R,1 r,1 -
[<vp™ 3‘1’ wi lzz, +10:9 g, < ()72

Z'U

2/\

x,

|

The expansion (5.44]) extracts the oscillation of order s73/2 and the transport component \I’Z;l
which has slowest decay at order s~'. Note importantly that unlike the oscillation component,
the s-derivatives of the transport part gain extra decay of order s~!. Next, \I’ggl(x, v) collects one

specific quadratic term, which decays at order s—5/2, whose s-derivatives do not gain extra decay.

The remainder decays at order s~2 or faster, but importantly, the s-derivative decays at order s—3.
The structure of det(V, W, ) dictates that of the nonlinear interaction, see Section 6.1
Proof of Proposition [5.6. We first note that

det(V,Uyy) — 1=V, - (g 4(z,0) —v) + O([0, (Vs 1(z,v) —v)]?). (5.46)

Using Proposition [5.5] the last term is bounded by €2(s)~%2, which contributes into the remainder
term \I/f’;l. On the other hand, recalling Proposition 5.4 we compute

QuWss — 0] = =,V Z + 0,005 + 0,9, + 0,WE, (5.47)

in which we recall that d,V;%¢ = >, 0 W ELN(t, 2, v), which contributes into \Ilzfsc’l. Next, by
definition, we compute

1
t—s

2T (@, v) = —— ) <a EP(t) — 0, BT ()00 Xy — aonsc,z(s)av‘/&t)_ (5.48)
+

The first term contributes into \IJTOSCI. On the other hand, using (5.25]), we note 0,Vs; = 1 +
O(e(s)~32(t — 5)), and so the last term in the above is equal to

D10 (5, X, Vi) + O(X(5)™°)

t—s T
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osc,1

which contributes into W (x,v) and \115:;1 (x,v), respectively. Let us now study the second term

in (5.48). We note that
O Xsi(z,v) = —(t — 5)0y0 — (t — s)ﬁv(@&t(az, v) — D). (5.49)

The first term in the above expression leads to the first term in the definition of \ngtc’l(a:, v), upon

noting that 0,0 - Vfoc’2(s) = —(?vEﬂfc’l(s). Finally, plugging the last term into the second term
in (5.48)) gives
0 B2 (5, X, Vi) (B (@,0) = 8) = 2 BL2(5, X o, Var) 2,001 (2,0) + O((s) ™)
= —0, BT (s, Xy, %,t)\llifil (x,0) + O(¥(s)™%)
whose first term contributes into \Ifggl(x, v), while the last term is put into the remainder \Ifﬁl.

Next, we focus on 0, %Y, in (5.47). In view of the definition of W%, (z,v) from Proposition 5.4,
we compute

t
c?v\IJ'Zt(x, v) = -3 i . f (T — 8)0:Q" 0, X7t + 0:Q™ 0, X7 1] (1, X1 4 (2, 0), Vi i (2, 0)) dr

1 t
. f (7 = $)80Q A Vit + 0@ 0,V ] (s Xos (1, 0), Vi (1, 0) d.

We first recall from (5.25) that [0,V |2, < 1+ e(s)™%2(t —s) and from (5.32) that the derivatives
of Q" (t) and Q™1 (t) satisfy

10:Q" (e, <72, 10.Q 1)1z, < 7. (5.50)

Therefore, the above integrals involving 0,V ; are clearly bounded by Coe{s)~2. Importantly, their
s-derivatives are bounded by bounded by Cye(s)~3, and therefore these integrals can be put into
the remainder \Iff;fl. As for the first integral involving 0, X, ;, we write

~

OpXst(x,v) = —(t — 5)0y0 — (t — 8)0y(Vs¢(z,v) — D)

in which the second term is bounded by Cpe(t — 5)(s)~! in view of (5.25)), leading to a term of
order e(s)™5/2 in 0y WY, (2z,v) and thus can be put into \Ifg;fl. That is, if we define ¥"! as in the
proposition, we have

0008, — U e, S ()72 2

Lgoyy < 6<S>_1.

Finally, we study the quadratic term in (5.48), which is of order ¢2(s)~%2. In view of the
expansion (B.47)), we note that we may put all the terms into the remainder, except the leading

term in the product
QWY X 6U\I/’;’:t

which may not gain extra decay after taking s-derivatives. This defines \I/gt. O
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5.7 L? bounds on characteristics
In this section, we bound the characteristic in LP spaces, which are useful in the nonlinear analysis.

Proposition 5.7. For |a| <1, there hold

sup [ 07 (Var —v)lzz S e sup [€0)~™208 (Vae —0)ll 12 < ety™?,

(5.51)
sup vy~ 3 200 Wep =)z S 6 sup Koy 0N (W — v)| 2 S ()72

In addition,
sup [(0) 2 (det(Vy Wy 1) — 1?2 < els)™ "2,

5.52
sup ()~ H(det (Vo W) = 1)%1 1 S eCt)™2(s)~2. (5:52)

Proof. We first check the bounds in the case when |a| = 0 and || = 0. Recall from Proposition

(.3 that
25 ZEOSCl s, Xst(x,v), Vs i(z,0)),

Vvstjtn(xy U) == f Qtr(Tv XT,t(x7 U)7 VT,t(x7 U)) dr.
We shall prove that
sup 165Vl e sup Koy 2oV Ly < ety

(5.53)

sup 07 V“;IIL2 el sup o) POV s S ety (s,

for | 5] < 1. The estimates (5.51]) on Vs follow at once from the above bounds and the expansions
established in Proposition 5.3 and Proposition 5.4l To prove (5.53), using (5.7) and recalling (5.9,
we first note that

HEOSC 1( )HLgLUw < €<t>_3(1/2_1/p)7 HQtT(t) HL?}LUOO < €<t>_3(1—1/p)_ (554)

The estimates (553) in L2 for Vs4(z,v) thus follow, upon introducing the change of variables
y = Xst(z,v) and using (5.26) to deduce that |det VX, (z,v)| > 1/2 for all z,v. Next, for the
L? estimates, we first consider the case where s > t/2, for which we bound

[<oy™2VE5 (@, Ve < IV, < 07,

using s > t/2. On the other hand, for 0 < s < ¢/2, introducing the change of variables y = X ;(z,v),
we first bound

[<o)=2Vesel3, < f |ES (5, X (2, 0), Vi (,0))|20) 2 dv

dy
| det(V X 1(z,v))]

f B2 (s, y, Vi (,0)) 20y
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in which v = )Z's,t(x,y), the inverse map of v — y = X, (x,v). Using (5.26) and (&.7), we thus
obtain

[0y 2V 7a < (8= 5)7° jRS B (s, y, Vaa(w,0)* dy < 7%,

since s € (0,¢/2). Similarly, we bound

[<oy=>2V

f QU (7, Xy, ), Vi (2, 0)) )2 1 dir

< f <t>_3/2||Qtr(7')HL§LUOO dr + Lﬂ ||Qtr(7')HL;qv dr

in which we introduced the change of variables y = X, ;(z,v) in the first time integral. Now using
(B354 for p = 2 and p = o0, we obtain (5.53)) as claimed. The z-derivative estimates follow similarly.

Next, the estimates on U, 4(x,v) follow similarly as done above, using the representation (5.17),
the bounds (5.53) on V%, and the following direct bounds

sup |7 WeF 2 S et —s)7! sup [0y YPAJWT 1p < ety (t —5) 7!
v xT

sup 9 UL
v

S ety sup (o) PO s < ety (5.55)

sup [[(v)™ TR s oyt u e < 7T,

for || < 1. Similarly, we also obtain the bounds for det(V,¥;), upon using the representation
(544). The proposition thus follows. O

5.8 Decay for higher derivatives

In this section, we establish the decay and boundedness of higher derivatives of the characteristics.
We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Fiz Ny > 4. Let X (z,v), Vs (z,

v) be the nonlinear characteristic solving
B3). Then, for 0 < s <t and for |oq| + |oe| = |a| with 2 < |«

| < Ny — 1, there hold

s>*%+%5a<t>5a+‘a2|’

8>—%+%6a<t>6a+‘02|’

1051 0° (Ve = v) e, < €

(5.56)
[091052(Xoy —z 4+ 0(t — 5)) |2, S€

{
{

with 6y o 11

We shall prove Proposition[5.8]by continuous induction, starting with the bounds on z-derivatives,
namely |ag| = 0. Indeed, we introduce the iterative bootstrap function

(st = sup 3 [T 2T 0E (Vo = v + Vi) e,
ST al<No (5.57)
_1 — T ~ osc
+ <8>1 25a (t — S)<t> 2 ”aw (\I’s’t — U+ V;‘,,t )”L?gl}]
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with d, = Nl(;x—‘l' Specifically, we shall prove that

((s,t) < Coe + Cpe((s,t) (5.58)
for some universal constant Cp, which would then yield ((s,t) < 2Cpe, upon taking e sufficiently
small. The boundedness and decay of the characteristics then follow from that of ((s,t).
Consequences of the bootstrap function.

We first recall that V,%¢(z,v) = EYY(t,2,v), and therefore by the bootstrap assumption on E
from Section 1], see (IEI) and (4.9),

sup [Vl o < 1B () im0 < (5.59)

and
Haa‘/; SCHLOO + Haansc 1( )HL;OU < E<t>_%+%6a, (5.60)

for |a] < Ny — 1, where §, tll Next, in view of (5.60) and the bootstrap funciton (5.57), a:
long as ((s,t) remains ﬁmte we have

102 (Ve — v)1p, < lty™2 3% 4 sy~ +20tyda (s, 1)
169 (Wss = )1z, €<t>_§+§6a + sy R0 (1 — 5) U (5, 1),
Therefore, for 0 < s < t, we have
102 (Vi = v) 1z, < ()72 730ty (e + ( (5, 1)), (5.61)
for all |a] < Ny — 1. Similarly, in view of (5.15]), (5.60]), and (5.57)), we have
103 (Xt =+ 0(t = )| 1z, < (t = 9)[05 Vst 12,
S ety 4 ()T RSy (s, 1) (5.62)
S (THER D (e + ((5.1)),

for all 2 < |a] < Ny — 1. The estimates (5.61))-(5.62)) yield the desired bounds (5.56]) for |as| = 0,
provided that ((s,t) remains finite.
We now use the expansion from Proposition 53] and Proposition [5.4] to bound ((s, t), which we

compute
03 (Vaalr,0) = v+ Vi3o(w,v)) = 03VE(w,0) + 0V, 0),
R R N (5.63)
oo (qf @, 0) — b+ V(e )) = 00 (2,v) + 0T (2, 0) + 2T, (2, v).

We shall estimate each term in (5.63). To proceed, we first recall the Faa di Bruno’s formula for
composite functions (see, e.g., [1]), namely

= Chyn0if (u ﬁ (5.64)

Jj=1
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where k; > 0, >} k;j = k, and the summation is over all the partitions {k;}’_; of n so that }; jk; = n.
The extension to the multidimensional case is similar.

[e3 osc
Bounds on 0¢V2i“(z,v).

Recalling Vi¢(z,v) = Efc’l(s, Xst(x,v), Vst(x,v)), we shall prove that
|02V, < o)™ P20ty (L + C(s.1)). (5.65)

Indeed, using (5.64]), we compute
RV = Y CaudtEXNs) [ (@0Xe0)™ + Lo

1<ul<lal 1<[/<lal

(5.66)

where Y kg = |u| and }]|Blksg = |a|. Here in the above expression, l.o.t. denotes the lower order
terms, namely all those terms that involve one or more spatial derivatives of V,;. These terms
decay at the same or better rate. Therefore, recalling (5.60), we bound

Y CoudtERs) [ @xa™|  se Y o7 [T Xl

1<]pl < 1<[Bl<] o 1<l <lel 1<[Bl<e

(5.67)
Note that 02 X s,t 1s uniformly bounded for |3| = 1, see Proposition Therefore, using (5.62]), we

bound
k
[T 18Xl s T (o3 80hocaiobc + (s, )
2<(B1<] 2<|B|< e

< sy TR TR XA () X003 (e 1 ((s,4)) 2 s

in which the summation ZB is taken over 2 < |3| < |a| (noting kg = 0). Now, using the fact that
ZB kg = |u| and ) |Blkg = |a|, we have

ES ES
ki Y ks =lul, kit D IBlks = ol
B B

in which k; denotes the number of appearance of the first derivatives 0, X, ;. This yields

3 T 102Xl < (3% |1+ ()78 DR v s TR0k (T30 e 4 ((5,1)) |

1<|BI<] e
S (2% 4 (s (T30 3 000k ) 0k (e 4 (5,1))
S (3t + (o) 2RI Ot (5) 30 () (e + ((5,1)).
Note that 2(5, — 6,) = 3 ]‘\L,‘Oikf < 3(|u| = k1), provided that Ny > 4. Therefore, the above yields
3
2

(3 T HGBJYstHL«> < (sydadtyla (1 + ((s,1)), (5.68)

1<[8I<]al

for [u| < laf, in which > 5 ks = |u| and 3] [B|ks = |af. Putting these estimates into (5.66)-(5.67),
we obtain (5.65)).
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Bounds on 0V} (x,v).

Next, we bound on 03V} (z,v), namely we shall prove

[02VE e, < eds)™2H30(t)0 (1 + ((5,1)). (5.69)

By definition, we recall
2V (2, 0) f Q™ (7, X s, 0), Vig (,0))] (5.70)

As before, since (?f Vit (and 0)JQ') satisfy better estimates than those for (?ng,t (and 07Q",
respectively), we shall therefore focus terms that only involve derivatives of X ;. Namely, we
bound

e Y Cgufa“czm [T (@Xei(e. o)) dr (5.71)

1<]pl<]af 1<|BI< e

By definition (5.9]), we compute

oHQir = Zaﬂ 0+ (i02)F %z 1] — > Vs VL EL) 4 LB (5.72)
=+

Using the bootstrap assumptions on E and S, we bound

las (i02) P4 F (1) %0 dia |z, < |04SH)|Lz, < eltyF30%

and

2.3
|0H(E - Vo ES? (W) oe, s D) [0 E®)] 0] 042 Vo ES (1) Lo, < Xty 5T 20%,
|1 [+ |p2] < pl

upon noting d,, + 6,, < J,. Therefore, together with (4.6]), we have
|£Q" (O)lz, < ety 3% (5.73)

and

¢
t k
HIM‘HLOO < Z Hﬁthr(T)HL%‘,U | | HagXﬂtHL%{U dr
1<]pl <o 7F 1<|BI< |

t (5.74)
343 k
> (ry# 30 T ||65XT7,5||L%U dr.

1<ul<a] V® 1<8/<lal

This yields (5.69), upon using (5.68) and integrating the above integral in time.
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Bounds on (?a\i'g“f(a:, v).

Next, we prove bounds on 00‘\11050( v), which we recall
(= B FEw) = a0 52 (B0 000) = B0 Xatlo ) V). (515
Since E°5?(s) satisfies the same (or better) estimates than those for V¢ = EJO_rsc’l(s), following
the proof of (5.65]), we thus obtain
(t = 93U |1zp, S o)™ 2F 200y (L + C(s.1)), (5.76)
for || < Ny — 1. Note that these estimates are better than what’s stated for 02U, +(z,v).

Bounds on ag@t;t (x,v).

Next, we give bounds on 63@@@(@ v), which we recall

t
(p-g@m@@mo_—vmq‘@UT—@QW+qu@pm¢@w%u¢@w»dr (5.77)
We shall prove )
(¢ = ST 1z, < (s> 5om (o1 + (5,1)), (578)

for |a| < Ng—1. Again, as Q™! (s) defined as in (5.I8) is of the same form as that of Q" (s) defined
as in (5.9)), using (5.68]) again, we obtain

t
(= )220 e ¢ Y f<f—s><7>3+35~ [T 108x.0% dr

1<l <o 1<18[<|ef

S [t 1 ¢(s,0) dr

1<jul<la] 7

< e(s)y IR0ty (1 4 ((s,1)),

(5.79)

which proves (G.73]).

Bounds on (?g‘\Ilgt(x, v).

Finally, we bound ag‘\IJgt(a;, v), which are computed by

x VTt

(t— s)c?a (x,v) J oV (z,v)
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where V, t(a: v) = O(|Vs4 — v|?). Using the Leibniz’s formula for derivatives and the inductive
bounds (IBEII) we compute

[EREA SACRD EY \55( st = V)0 (Vay —v) dr

|Bl+|ul <ol **

t
<e Y, (ry 31905+ 30u (1050 (¢ 4 ((r, 1)) dr.
181+ al<lo] 7*

Since |B| + |u| < ||, we have d3 + 0, < 6. Therefore, integrating in time the above integral yields
It = )29 1z, < e(s)™2F 2%t (e + ((5,1)). (5.80)

Bounds on z-derivatives.

Combining all the estimates (5.65)), (5.69), (5.76]), (5.78)), and (5.80) into the expansions in (5.63]),

we complete the proof of the claim (G.58]), and hence the decay and boundedness in L3’, of -
derivatives of the characteristics, completing the proof of (B.56]) for |as| = 0.
Bounds on v-derivatives.

Finally, we check the stated bounds (5.56]) that include v-derivatives of the characteristic. Indeed,
the proof follows similarly as done above, upon observing that ¢, and td, derivatives are of the
same order.

5.9 Boundedness for top derivatives

In this section, we establish the boundedness of the top derivatives of the characteristics. Specifi-
cally, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.9. Fiz Ny > 4. Let X, (x,v),Vs(x,v) be the nonlinear characteristic solving
B3). Then, for 0 < s <t and for|ag| = Ny, there hold

sup [|107° X ¢(x, v) |22 + sup [0 Va(w, )|z < SOEAE (5.81)

with 51 = Nolfl .

Proof. In this section, we bound the top derivatives of X, and V;;. Indeed, for |ag| = Ny > 4,
using again the expansion (5.63]), we compute

D2Vs (2, 0) = —20V5(x,v) + D20V (x,v) + D20V (x, v),

~ 0 (5.82)
00U, (x,v) = —(9"0Vtosc(x v) + c?ao\:[!osc(a: v) + aaoqfst(a; v) + 00V 7y (z, v).
The first term on the right hand side is already treated in (5.59), namely
[02°Vi% Nz S 105° B ()2 S IEL ()] yvor S e (5.83)
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We shall now check the remaining terms. Indeed, recalling (5.66l), we compute

OOV = 0 E0501( )(aglOX&t) + Z CB M&“E0801( ) H (agX&t)kﬁ + lLo.t.
1<|p|<No 1<|BI<No—1

in which l.o.t. denotes terms that involve at least one derivative of Vj ;, which satisfy better estimates
than those that involve X, see (5.56) and (5.81)). Therefore, taking L2 norm both sides, we obtain

_3
e Eos“( )(02° X5z < 10 BE (5)22, 195° Xtz < ()72 05 Xl 2

with §; = +——. Next, we bound

k
aﬂzz°8c1< ) IT @xa], <1aErele  [1 0 160Xl
1<|B|<No—1 1<|B|<No—1

in which we note that >4 kg = |u| and 3} |B|ks = |ao| = No. We bound |05 BT (s s)|zz2 < € by the
bootstrap assumption (Z£9). On the other hand, using (5.56]) and noting éz < 1 for 2 < || < No—1,
we have

107 X stz < ety

In addition, recall from Proposition 5.5 that [|0, X, ¢|r», < 1. Therefore,

k
[T 1exaly <1+ T] 1eix.

IVl 2<(81< ]

k Sk ba
Lo, S 1+ DRk < ()’

upon recalling »}|5|kg = |ag| and dg is linear in |3|. This yields

sup 050V 2 < ety + sy sup 090 X, (5.84)
v v

Similarly, recalling (5.75) and the fact that E°%¢2(s) satisfies the same (or better) estimates than
those for E™ L(s), we obtain

sup |t - )20V 2 < e(t)0 + e(s)~TH sup 3 X, (5.85)
Next, we bound 03°V};(z,v) and 03° l/I\J’;’“t(ac, v). We shall prove that
sup 950V z S et + els)™H 0 sup sup 050 X1
v STt v (5 86)

sup ||(t — s)0%° \IJt tHL2 < e<t>%+6‘¥0 + e<s>_1+61 sup sup [|05° X
v

STt v

In view of (B.70) and (5.77)), the latter is worse due to the double integrals in time. For this reason,
we shall focus only on the following worst term, namely

%rf%—%%mﬂmwwm+ Y CoutiQ"() [] @)t dr

® 2<|ul<No 1<[BI<No—1
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Recall from (5.73) that H%Qtr(t)”L?ﬁv < 6<t>*3+%5u, In addition, for 2 < |u| < Ny, we compute
las (i0:)ORF(t) % 51012 < |04 1S (1)] 2 < ety ™20

On the other hand, we have

_3
|08 (E - Vo EL*(0) |12 < |E®) e | E®)| e < )2
That is, recalling (5.72]), we have

sup [4Q" ()] 12 < ety 0, (5.87)
Therefore, we compute

|52

t
T (0% T k
2% [ - 9)[IQ O eloe Xz + 3, 10Q (e ] 108Xl ] ar

® 2<|ul<No 1<[B|<No—1

in which we bound

t t
j (r — $)[02Q7 ()| 1 |02 X ] 12 j (7 — S)ry 320X, | o dr

S S

S e(s)™ 0 sup sup 020 X
STt v ’

2
On the other hand, for 2 < |u| < Np, using (5.87)), we bound

t t
k -1 k
[e=sneQroe  T1 1xaliydrse| @it ] 10Xy dr
s 1<[B|<No—1 s 1<[B|<No—1

To prove (5.80)), it suffices to prove

@ T 12Xl s o, (5.89)
1<[B|<No—1
for 2 < |p| < Np. Indeed, in the case when |u| = Ny, then 6,1 = 1 and the product [ | ||0§XT¢ IZ%O =

(02 X71)N0, which remains bounded. The stated bound (5.88)) follows, since |u| — 1 < |ap| and 4, is
linear in |a. In the case when |u| < Ny — 1, we let k; < |p| be the number of the first derivatives
appearing in the above product and recall that ;5 kg = [u| and 3 |B|ks = |ag| = No. Using (B.50),
we bound

S I leixaly, <@ [ 100X,

1<|B|<No—1 2<|B|<No—1

kg
Lz,

< e{syPnm13 X5 kot 3 XF 6aka (p\ X% gk
< sy 2= +8um1 5 (oo =8y ) (500 By

< e(sy 2 Hl=k1=1)+ (Gt =0k )43 (5101, ) (4000
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in which we have used do, = 1+ 01 (since |ag| = Np). Note that 6,1 — 6, = % <
+(lu] — k1 — 1), since Ny > 5. This yields

i [T 108Xl < e¢symalul—himt3(i=0k) (a0,
1<|8|<No—1 o

In the case when |u| = k1 + 1, we must have k , since |p| = 2, and so §; < dg,. On the other

1=1
hand, when |u| = k1 + 2, we have §; = No - < 5 < 3(|u| — k1 — 1), since Ny > 3. The claim (5.88)

thus follows. Thsi ends the proof of (5.86]).
Next, we bound 03 W t(m v). Indeed, by definition (see Proposition[5.4]) and the decay estimates

(510, we compute
¢
It = )80 < [ Ve = ol Ves = ol g0
S

t
<e f (Y32 Vg — vl o0 dr

< es)” 12 gup sup Vet — vHHao

SKTS

Combining (5.84)), (£.85), (5.86]), and the above estimates into the expansion (5.82]), and recalling
that 050X, = (t — 5)03° W, 4, we obtain

102°Vi 412 S et)lo + e(sy 3+ sup |93 X2

1050 Xl 2 < e(tyz o0 4 e(s)™ 1+51 sup sup [09° Xry] r2 + e(s)™ 12 sup sup [Vt = ]l goo-

s<t<t v STt

Adding up the two inequalities and taking e sufficiently small to absorb the top derivatives to the
left, we obtain (5.81]), and thus complete the proof of Proposition O

6 Density decay estimates
In this section, we establish bounds on the nonlinear sources, namely proving Proposition .1}, which
we recall below.

Proposition 6.1. Let S be the nonlinear source terms defined as in [B.7). Under the bootstrap
assumptions listed in Section [{.1], there hold

IS#)] 1 < (€0 + 62)<t>_3(1_1/p) logt

_ —3(1— 6.1
Sug2(1 VPSS (1) 1n + [0:S(E) 12 S (eo + )ty 2P (6.1
qe
for any 1 < p < o0 and § € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic
interval |29~ 1,2‘1“]. In addition,
[055(t) 2y < ety IV S(8)] oo S ()™, (6.2)
for all || < No — 1, with 6a,, = max{0a, 364(1 — 1/p)}, where &, |O_‘1
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6.1 Structure of nonlinear interaction

In this section, we study the precise structure of nonlinear interaction. Specifically, recalling from
B0) that the source density involves a contribution from initial data, plus a nonlinear reaction
term defined by

SH(t,x) = L sz [E(s,a; —(t—9)0) - Vyu(v) — E(s, Xs4(z,v)) - Vvu(‘/;t(a:,v))] dvds. (6.3)

In view of the nonlinear characteristic description established in the previous section, see Proposi-
tion [5.4], the integrand decays at best at the rate of order s~%2s~!, which is far from the bootstrap
decay at order t~3, not to mention the time integration. For this reason, we need to exploit the
nonlinear structure of S#(¢,z) in order to improve decay.

Precisely, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let S¥(t,x) be defined as in ([6.3). Then, we may write
t
S (t,z) — f Bs, — (t— 8)i) - Hy(w, w) dwds (6.4)
0 Jr3

in which the nonlinear interaction kernel Hy(x,w) can be expressed as
Hyy(z,w) = Ty (z,w) + HY (2, w) + Hﬁf’t(x,w) + Hgt(x,w) + Hft(:n,w) (6.5)

s,t

where
osc,t o osc,1 1 2 0sc,2 osc,2
Ty~ (w,w) = =VyuuVy - EY (tz,w) + — Vo B = VyuVy - EXY7) (¢ 2, w),

HEE (1, w) = = (VEUBLS 4 VoV BE) (5, — (8 = 8)ib,w)

- i (V?U,uEfC’2 + ViV - Efc’2> (s,z — (t — s)w,w), (69)
Hﬁft(x, w) = Vi Jt vaw VQ (1, — (t — 1), w) dr
with a quadratic term Hgt(a;,w) of the form
HEF (2,w) = EP(s,2 — (t — s), w) H (2, w) (6.7)

or some oscillatory component E9se s,x,w) that is a linear combination o Eo%¢I s,z,w). Fur-
) + +

thermore, the remainder HE,(x,w) satisfies

Hf (x,w) = Hfgl(m,w) + Hff(m,w)

where for |a| <1,

[KwyNogH G ez, < el [Cw)NogHY?

Lgoyu} $ 6<S>*3+51 .
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In addition, the following remainder bounds

sup <)V HE 2 < sy, sup [CwopNHE e < ety (s) 7320, (6.8)

hold for the functions 0203 H'',, 0, 8°‘H8Rt1, and 6°‘HR2 for la| <1

Let us comment on the proposition. The interaction kernel H ;(z,w) describes the deformation
of the nonlinear characteristics from the free transport dynamics. The expansion (6.5]) resembles
that of the Jacobian determinant det(V, W, ;) in (5.44)), extracting the oscillation of order 573/2 and
the transport component H;T’t (x,w) which has slowest decay at order s~!, whose s-derivatives gain

extra decay. We also single out the quadratic term H St(x,t), which decays at order s~%/2, whose
s-derivatives do not gain extra decay. What is important in the proposition is that the remainder
or its s-derivative is of order s~3. In addition, under the bootstrap assumptions that for || < 1
we have

[y oe T g, < 72, )V ogHE |1, < els)™2, 6.9)
[N ogHY |z, S ()7 KNS HZ g, < (s), ’

Proof of Proposition [6.2. In view of (IBIIE), we may introduce the change of variables w = U, 4(x, v)
in the second integral defining S* in (6.3]), leading to (6.4]), where we have set

Vop(Vsi(x, v))

Hig(w, w) = Vop(w) — det(V, Vg i(x,v))

(6.10)

for each (z,w) € R? x R3. In the above, v = \Tfst(:n w), the inverse map of v — w = Vg (x,v).
Note that since || det VoW, —1[ 12, < e(s)~1 by Proposition (.6, the map is a diffeomorphism from

R3 into itself, and the inverse map v = \Ils,t(x w) is well-defined. It remains to study Hj(z,w),
which can be expanded via the standard Taylor’s expansion

det(V, Wy ,) — 1

Hs7t<wi) = Vup(w) — Vypu( Vi) + Vv:“(‘/ t) det(Vo U,
= V2 p(w)(w = Vs i) + Viypp(w)(det(V, s ) — 1) (6.11)
+ Vwﬂ<w)(det<v \Ils t) - 1) + v?yﬂ(w)(w - ‘/s,t)(det(vvq/s,t) - 1)

R0
+ Hs ,t ( )
We stress that on the right, Vi; = Vi 4(x,v) and ¥s; = W4 (z,v), with v = \T’s,t(x,w), the inverse
map of w = ¥, 4(x,v). The remainder H f t’o(m,w) collects the quadratic or higher order terms in

Vst —w and cubic or higher order terms in det(V,¥;) — 1. Recall that |V;; —v|r2, < e(s)~3/2,
IWst — v, < e(s)™32, and | det(V, VU, ;) — Uz, < e(s)~1. Tt thus follows by construction that

R,0 —
[Ky¥ H ez, < ()7

which can therefore be put into the remainder H ft (z,w). Let us bound each of the remaining terms
in the above expression.
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Linear term: V2 u(w)(w — V).

Let us start with the term V2 pu(w)(w — Vsz) in Hgy(x,w). Recalling the expansion (5.8) on
Vs+(z,v) — v and the expansion (5I7) on ¥, (z,v) — v, we have

w = Vi@, v) = WEF(@,0) = V2, 0) + O (2,0) = Vii(z,v) + Uy (@, v). (6.12)

Recalling the bounds from (G.I0) and (G.19]), the last three terms can be put into the remainder
H ft(:n, w) with the stated remainder bounds. As for the oscillation component, we recall

o8¢ ZEOSCl (8, Xs1(z,0), Vsu(z,0)).

Since w = ¥y 4(z,v), we have X (z,v) = © — (t — s)w. On the other hand, using ([6.12]), we note
that |w — Vi¢|re, < e(s)~3/2. Therefore, in the above expression, we may replace V; ;(z,v) by w,
leaving a remainder of the form

Efc’l(s, Xsi(z,v), Vsi(z,0)) — Eﬁfc’l(s, x — (t — s)w,w)

which is bounded by ||E$™ (s )L, Vst — wl e, < €*(s)~3, which obeys the remainder bounds for
HE s+ The oscillation in g% (z,v) is treated similarly.

Linear term: V,u(w)(det(V,¥,¢) —1).
Next, we consider the term V,pu(w)(det(V,W¥s,) — 1) in Hy (2, w). Recalling (5.44]), we write

det(V,Us¢(z,v)) — 1 = <\IJTOSC fy vy Ly \Iltrt1 + \Ilg{tl + \ng) (z,v), (6.13)

in which v = \I'S,t(x,w). Recalling the bounds obtained in Proposition (.0 \Ifﬁl (z,v) can be put
into the remainder H ft(x,w), obeying the stated respective bounds. Let us treat the remaining

osc

Tosc,1 . .
Wi (2, w) into T97¢(z, w), leaving an error

terms in the expansion. First, we put

U @ 0) = U (2, w)

—3/2

which can be put into the remainder HZ,(z,w), since lw—vllLe, < e(s)™%= recalling w = Vs t(,v).

osc 1 ( osc

Next, the oscillation term W, (z,v) is treated similarly as done above for V%;¢(z,v). We now

treat the term \IJ';Ttl (x,v), Wthh is of order s~! and cannot be put into the remainder. We recall

from Proposition [5.¢ 5.6 that

¢
t —_ —
\I’Z;l (x,v) = J %(TSS)VU@ Va2 Q (7, X i (m,0), Vet (z,0)) dr,

which defines HY,(x,w), upon replacing X, (x,v) and V;;(z,v)) by the straighten characteristics.
Indeed, using (5.15]), (5.20), and the definition w = ¥y 4(x, v), we bound

| Xrt(x,v) —x+ (t—71)w| = (t — 7')|\Tfs7t(:17,v) - \i’m(x,vﬂ
< elsy L

o7

(6.14)



Using this, we can replace Q' (1, Xr.+(x,v), Vy+(z,v)) in the integral for \IJZ;l (z,v) by Q" (1,7 —
(t — ), w), leaving an error

f (t=7)(r—s) [vatr(T, Xrt(2,0), Vig(2,0)) = VoQ (1,2 — (t — )b, w)] dr

s t—s

¢
< f O[12Q () |aip, 1 Xr o, 0) = @+ (¢ = )b + 1000Q" (7) |z, | Vg, 0) = w] | dr

Using ([6.14]) and the fact that Hc?g@gQ”(T)HL% < e(my7319 for |a| + |B] < 2, the above integral is
bounded by

t
E2j <T>—2+61<8>—1 dr < 62<8>_2+61,

which obeys the stated remainder bounds. It is also direct that the s-derivative of the integral

gains an extra decay of order s~!. Finally, we study the term Wgt($,v) in the expansion of

det(V, VU, 4(z,v)) — 1, which we recall
\Ilgil(m,v) = colllgftc’l(m,v)\llzf (x,v).

This contributes into H gt(x, w), upon replacing v by w similarly as done above, leaving an admis-

sible remainder. Note that the s-derivative of H St (z,w) may not gain any extra decay.

Quadratic term: V,u(w)(det(V,Vs,) — 1)%

Next, we study the quadratic term V,u(w)(det(V,V¥s;) — 1)? in Hy (2, w). Similarly as done
above, using the expansion (G.13)), we write

(det(VyWyp) — 1)? = =200 (2, 0) 0V} (2, 0) + HE (2, 0),

s,t

in which the first term contributes into Hgt(x, w), while the second term Hft’l(x, w) is of order 572

and its s-derivative is of order s73.

Quadratic term: V2 u(w)(w — Vi) (det(V,¥s,) — 1).
Similarly to the previous case, using (6.12]) and (6.13]), we write

s,t

(w = Vo) (det(Voay) = 1) = (W2, 0) = Ve (w,0) ) W0 (@,0) + HT (2,w)

in which the first term again contributes into H gt(a:, w), while the second term H f 22 (x,w) is already
of order s~ and thus can be put into the remainder H ft(a:, w).

L? estimates.

Finally, the L2 and L? estimates on the remainder follow directly from those established in (5.53)),
(555), and (5.52). Note that L2 bounds costs a decay of order s~3/2 from their corresponding LY
bounds, while L? estimates replace decay of order s73/2 into decay of order t—3/2, O
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6.2 Some useful lemmas

In view of (6.4]), we shall first prove some useful lemmas that we shall use repeatedly in the proof
to bound the nonlinear sources.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that for 1 < p < o0,

t
[E7 ()] < <ty 21, J [0 Htlre, ds < 1. (6.15)
0 ;
Then, for 1 < p < o0, there hold
t
” f £ (s, — (1 — 5)0) - Huy(a,v) dvds| | < 1y~ 501, (6.16)
0 Jrs Lg

Proof. First, it is direct to bound

[ e -9 Hoatmy awas] , < [ 186z,

Lgoyy dvds

t
sjk@*”m@w%wh%da
0

for any p > 1, which in particular proves (GI6) for p = 1, using (6.I5). This also gives the
desired estimate for the integral over s € (¢/2,t), since s = t/2. It remains to prove (G.I6]) for the
integral over s € (0,¢/2) in LY. In this case, we shall make use of the dispersion of the transport
to bound the integral. Indeed, introduce the change of variables y = x — (¢t — s)0 and note that
Vs (2, y) = Os (@, y)/A/1 — |0s,t(2,y)|? with 0s¢(z,y) = (x —y)/(t — s). Observe that the Jacobian
satisfies

[det(V 4w, )| < Colu(a, 1))’

Therefore, we bound

12
‘ f fﬁ'r(s,x — (t —9)0) - Hsy(z,v) dvds‘
0

dyds
(t — s)3 det(Vy0s4(z,y))

t/2
<L fW@w%HWWWM@wM

t/2 t/2
S| = @ e, ds < 1@ iz, ds.

which proves ([6.16]) for p = oo, noting (¢t — s) = t/2, since s < t/2. The lemma follows. O
Lemma 6.4. Suppose that for 2 < p < o0,

|€9%(1)] 1 < Cty~31/21P),
t t
Jwﬂ@mmgﬁﬁh fmm@wwmﬁws@w?
0o v 0 =«
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Then, for 1 < p < oo, there hold

¢
U f £9(s, — (1 — 5)0) - Hoy,) dvds| | 5 (13071, (6.17)
0 JRr3 L?
Proof. Unlike in the previous lemma, note that the “oscillatory” field £°%¢(¢, z) decays at a slower

rate, and in particular does not decay in L2. For this reason, we need to make use of dispersive
from the kernel H, ;. We first note that

f|5080(s,x (= 8)0) [0 du < (63 (6.18)
for any 0 < s < t. Indeed, the bound is clear for s > ¢/2 using the L* bound on E%¢(s,z). On the

other hand, for s < t/2, we introduce the change of the variable y = z — (t — s)0 as done in the
previous lemma, giving again the decay of order ¢t~2. Therefore, we can bound

‘ Jot JgOSC(s,x — (t — 8)D) - Hes(w,v) dvds‘
< [} (Jremetor == noro® a) (e P a) e

t
< (1) f sup [<0)%/2H 1] 2 ds,
0 =z

which gives the L3’ estimate, upon using the assumption on Hy ;. Similarly, we bound

t t
f fﬁosc(s,x = (t = 5)0) - Hsy(z,v) d”dSHLl sf f 1£95() ]| 12 | Hst (-, v) | 12 dvds
0 x 0
t

< f sup [<0)?Ha o] 12 ds,
0 v

which is finite by the assumption on Hy;. The LP estimates follow from the interpolation between
L' and L* bounds. O

6.3 Contribution from the initial data

In this section, we prove the bounds on the source term SY(¢,x) defined as in ([B.7).

Proposition 6.5. There hold

sup 20 P,S0(t) | + 3 1055 (1)l < €0ty 7P

o £ (6.19)
for any 1 < p < oo and 6 € (0,1). In addition,

16980t 1p < ety 2P0 SO0(8) | oo 5 et (6.20)
for all |a] < Ny — 1, with 64 = N':_‘l
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Proof. Indeed, recalling the definition of S°(¢, z) from (3.7 and introducing the change of variables
y = Xo+(x,v), we bound

dy
det(VyXot(z,v))

$°(t,2) = | oo, o), Voulo,0))do = [ ol Vol v)
R R
in which v = Xo,t(a;, y), the inverse map of v — y = Xo+(z,v). Using (5.26), we thus obtain

1S°(t,x)| < t_?’f | fo(y, Vo, (z,v0,4 (%)) |[<0)° dy < t‘?’f sup(v)® | fo(y, v)|dy
R3 R3 w

in which we noted that (v) < 2(Vp;(z,v)), using |Vo; — v|r2, < €. This gives the L estimate.
On the other hand, since (z,v) — (Xo4, Vo) is a volume-preserving map, we have

10z < [ Uo(Xosla,v) Vool v))] dodv = 1oz,

The LP bounds in (6.I9) follow from the interpolation between L' and L® spaces. Finally, we
compute

axso (t, $) = j amAXVO,t . v:Ef(](‘XVO,t ($7 U)a ‘/O,t ($7 U)) dv
R3

+ j 5 agv‘/(],t : vva(XO,t(x7 U)7 ‘/E],t(x7 U)) dv.
R

Using Proposition [5.5] we have the boundedness of both 0, Xy and 0,Vp;. Therefore, the esti-
mates for 0,5°(t,z) follow similarly as done above for SY(,z). Finally, as for the estimate on the
Littlewood-Paley projection, we bound, using the classical Bernstein inequalities

20709 Py fllpp = 1Pof 192129 Pof 112" < 1 F 15 102 F 150, (6.21)

for any q € Z. This gives the desired estimate on |P,S°(t)[ .2, completing the proof of (6.19).
Finally, we prove the decay and boundedness for high derivatives of S(t). Using the Faa di
Bruno’s formula for derivatives of a composite function, see (5.66]), we compute

280t x) = Z Cﬁ,uf ok fo(Xot; Vo) H (5§X0,t)k’3 dv +lo.t. (6.22)

3
1<|ul<|af R 1<|BI<lal

in which l.o.t. denotes terms involving derivatives of 65 Vo,t, which are better than those for 85 Xo,-
Consider the case when |a| < Ny —1. In this case, we may use the decay and boundedness of 65 Xo,t
from Proposition (.8 to bound

f O fo(XoVor) [ (@2Xon) dv < f 2 fo(Xor Vo)l [] <% do
R3 R3

1<[8/<lal 2<|BI<lal

SO [ 108 fo(Xoulw.0). Vo)l do
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in which we have used 3 0gks = 0o. Now following the same proof as done above, we obtain the
decay of §p; |0% fo(Xo,(x,v), Vo)| dv in LE as desired. Finally, for |a| = Ny, we write

S [ raente) T @0 do
1<ul<|o] VB 1<|8]<No

- | ok oo@ Xo) dor ¥ | dfonth)  [] @00 do
R3 R3

2<ul <ol 1<|8|<No—1

The last integral term involves 6§X07t with |3] < Ny — 1, and is therefore treated as done above,
using Proposition 5.8 As for the first term, we bound

. 1/2 . o\ 12
| et Vo @ Xon) do < ([ 1oado(Xos Vo)l do) (| 2ufo(Xos Vo) o Xo P o)
R3 R3 R3
- . 1/2
< o2 ( | 2ufo(Xoa Vou) 0 Xoo? )
R

Therefore, using Proposition 5.9 and the fact that [(v)*d,fo|rz, < 1, we bound

2
0 foXog: Vo) (050 Xo,) dv| |, < ef(ty™ f 00 fo (KXo, Vo105 Xo[? dedv
: R3xR3

07 | @ sup e Xoglydu < 0™
v

H R3

proving (6.20). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

6.4 Nonlinear interaction with E”

In this section, we treat the nonlinear interaction with £”, namely the following source term
¢
St z) f f B (5,2 — (t— s)) - Hy1(w, w) dwds (6.23)
0 JR3

where H, ¢(z,w) is defined as in Proposition We shall prove the following.
Proposition 6.6. There hold

|S™ ()]l rz < €0 P log t

Sup 2079 P8 (8) | 1 + 0057 () g S €Cty~30 1P
qe

for any 1 < p < o and d € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic
interval 2971, 29H1].
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Proof. From Proposition [6.2, we write
tr R,1
H; (z,w) = Hs,t($7w) + Hs,t (z,w)

where the remainder Hfgl(:n,w) satisfies H(v}Nﬁnggl Le, S e(s)~%? for |a| < 1. Let S™" and
S"f be the corresponding source in (6.23) with kernel H;T’t and H f gl, respectively. Since R
decays faster than (s)~!, Lemma [6.3] can be applied for S, giving the stated bound without the
log factor. The x-derivative estimates, and hence the estimates on the Littlewood-Paley projection,
follow similarly, upon using (6.21]).

It remains to bound the source term S™!(¢,z) with the interaction kernel Hzft(x,w). Recall

that |(o)N HI |2, < e(s)™!, and therefore, a similar argument in the proof of Lemma 6.3 yields

t
I7 () < A0 [ )7 ds,
0

which also gives the stated bound for S™" with a logt factor.

Next, we turn to bound 9,5 (t,z). The main point is to remove the logt factor, which is
only present in the above analysis when s € (0,¢/2). Let Sf’tr(t, x) be the corresponding integral in
S™tr(t, x) over s € (0,t/2). We shall bound

t/2
057" (t, ) = %fo § E"(s,x — (t — s)0) - H,(z,v) dvds, (6.24)

where

Hﬁft(x,v) = a(v)j wé’mQ"(T,:n — (t —7)v,v) dr,

s t—s

for a(v) = V,uV,0. We let
yi=x—(t—s)0

and denote the inverse map, which determines v from xz,y,t,s, by vs+(x,y). We have

H o0t 9) = atvaste) | T o g (720 Ty ) i
Taking the z-derivative, we have
U, v (5,)
= a(vs(@,y)) f %@% " (r, ;:jx + i:—;y,vs,t(w,yﬁ dr

¢
, (tr—s)(t—T1) wf T—S t—1
+a (Us,t($7y))amvs,t(x7y)f8 f— s a:EQ (7—7 t—8x+ t_syavs,t(x7y)> dT
t
(1 —38)(t—1) w( T—S t—71
+ a(vs,t(%y))axvs,t(%y)L Tan (7'7 P + my,v&t(iﬂ,y)) dr.
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For convenience, recalling 0 < s < t/2, we write

d r T T
%H§7t<x7 Us,t (LZ', y)) = H};t’l(‘rv y) + H;t’R(% y)? (625)

where

tr " i ’ b=
1 o) = ooty [ CEET)

and HZ;R(:E,y) collects the remaining integrals. Note that vs (@, y) = 0s4(z,y)/A/1 — |0s¢(x, y)|?,
where 95 ¢(z,y) = £=2. This yields [0,vs (2, y)| < (t — 5) " (vs(x,y))?, which gives an extra decay
of order 71, since s < t/2. Therefore, the last two integrals in %Htft(x, vs +(x,y)) are bounded by

T—38 t—T1
Q" (7'7 PR my,v&t(iﬂ,y)) dr

s

e(vs1y N H3(t)71(s)7L. On the other hand, the first integral over T € (¢/2,t) is also bounded by
e{vs 1y N(t)~L. This gives
[N P H e, < €7 (6.26)

On the other hand, for each x, we bound

LSO [P (R T+ 2Ty ) g ar
y S v S

[Cwaale )N B @) i

t/2
«wﬁ 2 sup Q¥ (- 0)| 2 dr

in which we have introduced a change of variable z = Z=2z + =Zy. Since both s, 7 € [0,¢/2], we
have

2 T t—s
and so the Jacobian of the change of variable from y to z is bounded above and away from zero.
Now, for 1 < p < o0, we obtain

1 t—rT1
<

~

ol )N HL ()

t/2
sup s@*fT%w&W@wumT
z Ly s v ’ (6.27)

¢/2
< e<t>_1f (PP e < ey 1+,

Here in the above, we have used |sup, 02Q" (7,-,v)| e < (T)™3+3P for p < o0, without a loss of
order (7)°. Indeed, by definition (5.9)), for 1 < p < 00, we compute

102Q" Dz Lz < X102 [ax (i02)0% 1 (102) Fll o + 102(E - Vo EL) 1o + [02E7(8)] 12
+

S D IE®) Iz + 1E@)3 220 + 1B ()20
+

g 6<t>—3+3/p
(6.28)
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as desired, upon recalling the bootstrap assumptions (5] on 02E. This yields (6.27).
We are now ready to bound S’ln’tr(t,x) defined as in (6.24]). First, we perform the change of
variable w — y as above in ([6.24]). This leads to
. t/2
ST (t,x) = J (t— 8)73 , ET(S,y)HZt(:E,vs,t($,y))Jv7@(vs,t(x,y)) dyds
0 R

with Jacobian determinant J, ; satisfying

| o (Vs (2, y)| S (s (e, y)>37
d (6.29)

|2 (Va2 9)] < (8= 8) " vsa(@, ).

Therefore,

t/2

0,57 (1, ) = f

(¢ =97 | B (s o vaa(.9) 5 Una0ns(a, )] dyds
0 R3 Xz

t/2
+ j (t_ 3)73 ET(Svy)%[HZt(xavs,t(xvy))]Jv,f)(Us,t(xay)) dyds

0 R3 d

Using the bootstrap assumption on E” and (6.29), and noting (t — s)~1 < 2¢t~! since s € [0,¢/2],
the first integral term is estimated by

t/2
| | = oS HE o ven ) s
4 (7 6yt
SO L IE™ () [<v)" Hy | L, dis
12
< 62<t>_4f (s>t ds < 3.
0
As for the second integral term in 0,5]" (t,z), using [6.25) and (6.28)), we first bound
/2 R
Uo t=) ng B (s, y) B2 (5, 9) Jus (06,2, ) dyds)
t/2 R
SO | 1B G lsup |t )| duds
@,y

—4 /2 r 2 -3
SO RO P

as claimed. On the other hand, using (6.27)) with p > 3, we bound the integral term involving
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Hﬁfil(az,y) as
/2 tr,1
‘ f (t—s)73 fRS E"(s,y)Hg (2,y)Jvo(vst(2,y)) dyds‘

<ty ftzf |E"(s,y |’<Ust z, )P |H )’ dyds

s@3LF@mﬂ (6.30)

el y)* [ HY @), ds
Y

t/2
< 62<t>4+3/pf/ <S>73+3/p’d8
0

< E2<t>74+3/p<t>72Jr3/p’ < 62<t>73,

provided p’ < 3/2 (or equivalently p > 3), where 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Combining, this proves
1087 ()| £ < €2y~ as claimed.

Next, we check the estimates in LL. We first focus on the integral term involving H., sfj , which
reads

t/2
S;,tnl(t, r) = J E"(s,x — (t — 8)@)Htr Yz, v) duds.
0 JR3

Similarly as done above, using (6.28]), we first obtain the following pointwise bound, for 1 < p < o0,
Y2 ( )2(
tr,1 T — S )
7 ol < ) [ I5up22Q" (7, )1z dr
sdwwalf @Y”waﬁd@”%Y”Mﬂ
S
Therefore, for any pair (p,p’) with 1/p + 1/p’ = 1, we bound
tr,1 /2 tr,1
r,tr, T,
ISP s < [ [ T o) s

t/2 ,
< 62<t>—1—|-3/pf <S>—3+3/p f <’U>_N dvds
0 R3

< 62<t>71+3/;z)<t>72+3/p’ < 62,

(6.31)

provided that p > 3 (or equivalently, p’ < 3/2). As for the integral involving Hﬁrtp”, we simply use
L® estimates from (6.26)), which avoids the log factor, since the kernel decays at order ¢!, instead
of s71. This proves the L' estimate for the derivative term. The LP estimates follow from the
standard interpolation.

Finally, we prove the desired estimates on || P,S]" ()| - By definition, see (6.24]), we write

t/2

ST (t,x) = j J (s, t, x)ds, J (s, t,x) = E"(s,x — (t— s)f))HZt(x,v) dv.
0 R3
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The previous bounds (e.g., see (6.30) and (6.31])) yield that for any p > 1,
|7 (s,8) | 1 < )Py~
Ha:c Jr,tr(s7 t) HL?} < 62<t>—4—|-i’>/p+3/15<S>—3+3/15/

for any p > 3, where 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Now, using the interpolation inequality (6.21]), for any ¢ € Z,
we obtain

20D P (5,0) 1 < 1T (5, ) 51020 (s, D1
< XY T33Py~ (1=0)(1=3/p) ( 6y =0=(1=0) 3=3/F)

for any § > 0. Integrating in time, we get

t/2
21-0)a| P, ST (1) 1 < f 2070 Pyt (s, 1) 1y ds
0

t/2
< Xty 3H3/p()~(1-0)(1-3/P) J/ (s)70~(1=0)B=3/F) g
0

provided that p > 3 and 6 € (0,1). This ends the proof of the proposition. O

6.5 Quadratic oscillation E°%¢H*¢

In this section, we study the effect of quadratic oscillations, namely the effect of the interaction of
the oscillations of the electric field with the oscillations induced by them on V, f. Precisely, we will
bound the interaction integrals

S (t,x) f f E(s,x — (t —s)0,v) - H;);C’i(a;,v) dvds

R (6.32)
S (t, x) f JRS EQ(s,x — (t — s)b,v) - H{1" T (w,0) dvds

for each pair (+, £) and (+, F), where the interaction kernels H¢%" (2, v) are defined in Proposition

The terms S describe (+, +) and (—, —) interactions whereas the terms S$°< describe (+, —)

and (—,+) interactions. Note that (+,+) and (—, —, ) interactions leads to oscﬂlatlons with double

frequencies and thus to small integrals. Interactions (+,—) and (—, +) lead to non oscillatory terms

which must be carefully studied. Lemma show that there is an algebraic cancellation in these

interactions, leading to a contribution smaller than expected.

In this section we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 6.7. There hold
[SL5 () e + S5 ()
102825 @) 12 + 02575 (2)

sup 2070 (| PSP (1) g + | PySE5 (2)]
qeZ

Iy < P log t
Iy < Xty 30=P)

) < (B
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for any 1 < p < o0 and § € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic
interval |29~ 1,2‘1+1].
6.5.1 Description of resonances

We first study the structure of the quadratic nonlinearity. Precisely, we define

(s,t,m,v) ZEoscsx— (t — s)d,v) - H;)iCJr(a: v)

OSC

B (6.33)
Q- (s,t,z,v) ZEOSC (s,z— (t—s)0,v) - H;);C’Jr(:n,v).

The kernels may be expressed as convolutions or as Fourier multipliers. We choose to see them as
Fourier multipliers. We will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.8. There are smooth symbols M (k,,v), Ma(k,l,v) satisfying
| Mi(k, €,0)] < |00p(v)] + |07 (v)],

(6.34)
(M (k, €,0)| < Cle([k] + A (6) + A (k= O] ) [p(v)]

. _ 1 1
with Cre = G-goF t oo G—toyr oy 50 that

osc

zk‘(t 8)-D A+ S t, k 'U ZJEOSC S e EOSC(S7]€_£)M1(/{:,€,U) al

osc

zk(t 8)-0 A+,— (S,t, k?,U) _ JEiSC(S,f)Egsc(Syk_E)M2(k’€’v) de.

The bound on My translates into a crucial cancellation: oscillations with frequency +1 and
oscillations with frequency —1 could interact to give a non oscillatory term. It turns out that there
is an algebraic cancellation in this interaction, which leads to an interaction symbol My which is
smaller than expected, namely of order |k| and not of order O(1), for small |k|. This leads to a
gain of a factor (t —s)~" due to oscillation ¢?*(=*)? in v, Note that this cancellation holds for each

term HY5F(z,v) in (68).

Proof. Here and in what follows, we note that E_Oﬁ; are components of the vector E"sc Recall the
definition (6.6]), we write

H* (@,0) = D00, Vo )Z[Eisﬁ z $+,1(v)](s, 2 — (t — 5)0)
J

6.35
+ V(v ZZ B %y 0,0 Va1 (v)](5,2 — (£ — 8)0). (6.35)

Recall that the Fourier transform of ¢+ 1(z,v) is 1/w4 (k,v). Therefore, in Fourier, we have

A (kyv) = e 700N B9, k) - M (k,v) (6.36)
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where My (k,v) = (My ; ;(k,v)) is an 3 x 3 matrix defined by

M j(kyv) = 02 0, 1(0) + (ik - 0,,0)00, 1] (6.37)

——
w (e, vy Lot

Therefore, by definition, for (+,+) and (—, —) interactions we have
=)L (st k,v) ZZ J E$(5,0)ESS(s,k — O) My j(k — €,v) de
which gives the desired expression for this term, defining

Ml(k,l,’l)) = M-_|-7Z'7j(]€ — e,?})

which satisfies ([6.34), since w4 and its derivatives are bounded from below. We next compute +/—
and —/+ interactions, which gives

P00~ (5,1, k,v) ZJE OE%(s,k — O)M_; j(k — ¢, v) de
~|—2on“ OB (s,k — )My 15 (k — £,) dL.
In the second integral term, we exchange i < j and £ < k — £, leading to

eik(t=5)00) (st k,v) ZJEOSC s,0) EOSC(S k—2?)
X [M_J',j(k - E,v) + M+7j,i(€,v)] de.

We recall that the matrix My (k,v) is defined by (6.37). We aim to prove that the integrand is of
order O(|k|) and not merely O(1) for small k. Indeed, we compute

1 1
C(k— y 2
Mgl = 60 + Mol 0) = B0 =5 * 5oy

Ou; (V)i(k — £) - Oy, 0 Oy pu(v)il - Oy,
w,(k:—ﬁ,v)z w+(€7’u)2

Recall that wy (k,v) = Ay (k) + ¢k - 0, which in particular never vanishes. Then,

1 N 1 :A+(£)+>\,(k—€)+z’k-ﬁ<|>\+(£)+>\,(k:—€)|+|k:|
w_(k—40,v)  wi(lv) w_(k—v)wy(bv)  |w_(k—£Lv)wy (L)

On the other hand, as

A A

Ou; 0 = @(% — 0i5)
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and )
1

ik - aviv = @;k’j(éw — ’UZ’UJ) = @(k’z — ’Ulk’ . ’U),
we compute

avjw* (k - £7U)avilu(v) aviw+(£7v)avjlu(v)

w_(k—£,v)? wy (€,v)?
i (o) ((h = 0); = 05k = 0)-0) 0, p(0)(6 — 040 - D)
<U>w—<k - €7U)2 <U>w+(€71))2

_ 10, p(v)(k — 0); N 10y, p1(v)¢; 0y p()0i (k=€) -0 10y, j1 (V)03 - D
w_(k—£0)? (wi(bv)? (w-(k— L v)? (wi(f,v)*

Since p(v) is radial, the last two terms are

10y, (V)0 (k=€) -0 0y, p(V)0il D i ; (k—0) dws(6,0)? + £ dw_(k — €,v)?
(yw_(k — £,v)? * (dwy (6,v)2 500 1(v) iw_(k = £,v) 2wy (¢,v)?

Now
(k= 0wy (£,0)? + Lw_(k —£,0)? = kw, (0,0)* + Lw_(k —£,0)? —wi(£,v)?)
= kwy (£,0)* + L(w_(k —£,v) —wy (£, 0))(w_(k = £,v) + w({,v))
= kwy (0,0)2 + Lw_(k — £,0) —ws (€, 0))A_(k — £,0) + AL (0, ) + ik - D).

This yields

i0p, ()05 (k — £) - & iy, pu(v)il - 0
o h— T T e (lo? 5| < e (1A + 2=k =01 + 4], (6.38)
in which
1 1

Crye =

o =G o (k= o)ws (60)]

Next, to control the contribution of the other two terms

iavi/‘(v)(k _é)j Zava ( )i
(b~ 602 " o, (L0)?

we need to insert them in the integral

osc osc Zavz:u(v)(k - E) j ZaUJM(U)EZ
I _ZfE (s, 0) E2%¢(s,k — 5)[<v>w_(k_m)ﬂ2 + <U>w+(€,v)2]d€'

Recall that we can write Eisc(t, k) = kb (t,k) (we are exploiting here electric field is parallel to
its propagation frequency) for some scalar function b (¢, k) (which may be singular k at k = 0).
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Therefore,

i0y; 11(v) (k — €); N i0y; (V)45 ]d€
)

I — f (s, 08 (5. — ) N5k — 1) et ORI

Co(k— 0k —0)-Vou £ (k-0 Vo
= Zfl” 5. 0b-(s,k = 0)] o k=0 ws(60) Jae
k—40) Vouw, (£,0)2 + £ Vyuw_(k — £,v)?
(yw_(k — £,v)2w (£,v)?

dr.

_ zfﬁf%s,@ LB (s kb — o)
Using again (6.38]), we thus have
I = fﬁfﬂ@, 0) - B (s, k — O)May(k, £, v) di
for some symbol Ms(k,¢,v) that satisfies the stated estimates. O

6.5.2 Bounds on §%°¢
By definition from (6.32)) and (6.33)), we compute in Fourier

Sosc f JQOSC s, k, 1) d’l)ds
= Zf ff —ik-d(t—s EOSC(S E)EOSC(S7]€ — O M (k, ¢, v) dldvds

in which |Mj (k, £,v)| S |0pp(v)| + |02 1(v)| from Lemma 6.8 Note that only M; depends on v. We
thus introduce

ma(k,0,t) = f e RN (K, €, v) do. (6.39)
By construction in Lemma [68 the symbol M;(k,¢,v) is both sufficiently smooth and decaying

sufficiently fast in v. Therefore, upon integrating by parts repeatedly in v, the symbol m4 (k,[,t)
decays polynomially fast in (kt). Precisely, for any j > 0,

my (k, 0,t) = f (—ik - D) e *UNML (k — £,0) dv < &Ity (6.40)

for some large N. That is, each time-derivative gains an extra decay of order t=1.
Next, to bound SOSC ¢ (t,k), we need to exploit the oscillation in E3*(t,x). We thus write

Ee(t,k) = BB (8 k)

for some vector By (t, k‘) defined as in (@I2]). We obtain

S9(t, k) PO *=0)s B\ (s \By (s, k — O)my (k, €, t — s) dlds. 6.41
(6.41)
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We now perform a non stationary phase argument on ([6.41]). Let us define the phase function by
Wi (k) = Xi () + A (k—0).
As My (k) = tivy(k), with v, (k) ~ (k), we note that the phase function satisfies
(Wi (k, O)] 2 O + <k =6

for each + and —, and in particular, the phase function never vanishes. This is natural since we are
dealing with interactions of time frequency plus-minus one with itself, leading to a time frequency
plus-minus two. We can thus integrate by parts in s. We get (omitting the summation over +)

W+(k€)
OSC t e - t t B
S k) = Wi (k,0) By (t,0)Bs(t,k — O)ym (k,¢,0) d¢
1 ~ ~
- j mBi (0,0)B+(0,k — O)ms (k. ;1) d
eWx(k,0)s
f JW+ k, e Bi(s,0)By(s,k — O)me(k, (,t — s) deds

W+(k£ R ~
f JW+ k,0) By (s,0)0sB+(s,k — O)m(k, {,t — s) dlds

eW+(k,0)s R
B - s 5 ,t —
+L Wy (k,0) Bi(5,0)Bs (s, k — 0)dgma (k, £t — 5) dlds

Note that ¢ and k — £ are symmetric, so the third and fourth terms are identical. Recall also from
(@I2) that B+ (0,k) = ay(k)Fy(k). Next, writing e’ ** B, (¢, k) = Osc(t k) and using (4.13]),

010, By (t, k) = ay (k) F(t, k),
we can write
S (t,k) = Mi(t,k) + Mo(t, k) + Ms(t, k) + Ma(t,k) + Ms(t, k) (6.42)

where

V(¢ k) f (1k e) Boe(t, ) B2t k — O)yme (k, £,0) df

Mo (t, k) J RGN at (k — O)Fo(0)Fo(k — O)my (k, £,t) dl
M; (t, k) = L fmmr (O)F (s, B)Eosc(s, kE—0Omy(k, bt —s) dlds
Mt k) f fm (k= OB (0)F (s, k — Oma (b, £,¢ — s) dbds

Vi (1, k) JJMHE 5, 0 B,k — )0, (, £, — ) dlds
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We now estimate each term. Using Lemma [B.1] we have
M)l < IBZ()]720 < Xty 2071,
As for M, we use ([6.40) to obtain

Motz < [Ma()] 1y < [Kk™ 11 |Eol72 < DT FlZ, < eolt)™

by the assumption on initial data, while using Lemma [B.1] we bound |Ma(t)] 11 < ||ﬁ0”2L2 < €.
Next, we turn to M3 and M, which are similar. We recall the bootstrap assumptions (see

Section [A.1)
|F @) < ety (6.43)

We split the time integral in M3 in two parts: between 0 and t/2 on one side, and between ¢/2 and
t on the other side. Let Mg} and Mg? be the corresponding integrals. We start with Mg? Indeed,
using Coifman-Meyer type bounds, we get

t t
HMg(t)HLg < L/z |F (s )HL,, | E(s) |10 ds < 2 L/2<S>—3+3/p<8>—3/2 ds < e2<t>_3+3/p,

as claimed for any p > 1. Note that a similar estimate as done above also gives the desired bound
on M3 (t) in L. We now focus to bound M3 in L®, for which we use the dispersion. More precisely
we have

t/2
M3 (t, z) J H F(s,0)EL(s, k — 0)e*- o= RSV, (k1 v) dedkduds.
W+ k: z

Note that M1 (t,z) depends on z through z — o(¢t — s). To underline this dependency and take
advantage of the associated dispersion, we introduce

OSC Zk yM
Hie,g,v U W ( k: z (s, O)EL(s,k — 0)e"™ Y My (k, 1, v) dbdk.
Note that H(s,y,v) depends on v through M only, which decays faster than (v)~3. We write

WY H (s, y,v) = fei”'”ﬁ(s,y,n)dn,

H(s,y,n) fff W+ k: é F(s K)Eosc(s,k: — 0)eky=mv N3 M (K, 1 v) dedkdy
kY B(s, 0)ES (s, k — €)M (k, 1,7) dedk 44
- [ i e B s B s,k = OM (L) (6.44)

with
M, (kL) = [ M (b 1 0)do
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Since (v)3 M (k,1,v) is smooth and rapidly decaying in v, we have

M, (k1) < iy~

with the same estimates also holding true for the d; and 0, derivatives. We now apply a Coifman-
Meyer type estimate of Lemma [B.1] to (6.44]) with 7 treated as a parameter:

IH (s, y,m) 1y < "N F ()] 22 B2(5)] 2

From this we can conclude
| suplv)’H| 1 < [F(s)] 12| ES(s)] 2
v

This estimate leads to dispersion in x, that is

t/2 t/2
M?}(t)nL;osj (t— ) () EL(s)] 1 ds < f 2t — 5) 75 ds < 5.
0 0

Such kind of dispersion estimates will be used several times in this paper. Note that My is similar.
Finally, we bound

ffamk“ )Eos%,@ E(s, k — 0) dds,

Wy(k,l
which we split it again into M} and M2 that corresponds to the integral over (0,¢/2) and (t/2,1),
respectively. Using Coifman-Meyer type bounds and the estimate ([6.40]), we get

t t
|M3(#)] 15 < f (t = 5) [ BL(s)|22 ds < € f s (- 5)7 ds < 5P logt,
/2 o x /2

for any p = 1. To get rid of the log loss, in view of (6.39)), we note that
|k||asmi(k7£7t - S)| < <t - S>_2,

which yields the desired estimate on 0, M2(t). Next, we bound M3. Note that a similar estimate
as done above also gives the desired L' bound for ME} It remains to give the L® estimates, which
we shall dispersion of the transport equation. We write

£/2 , o
M (t, ) f fw )EOSC(S OB (s, k — £)eR R0 g 60, (K, €, v) deduds
+

With the exception of the factor k.0, which appears from the Js-derivative of my, this is very
similar to M3 (t,z). We observe that

. 3
ko = K075 g, emibat-9)
t—s
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We can now integrate by parts in v and obtain

/2 1 - o
M} (t, EOSC Fosc _ p)eik-a—iko(t—s) yr
5 l‘ f ft—SWJ,-(k e) ( ’E) + (Svk E)e 1(k,€,’U) dﬁdvds

with the symbol M (k, £, v) similar to M (k,¢,v). We can repeat verbatim the arguments applied
to M1 (t,z) noting the presence of an additional factor of 1/(t — s). This gives

t/2 t/2
PO < [ - BRI ds s [ tass
0 0

The estimates for derivatives follow similarly.

Finally, we prove the desired estimates on the Littlewood-Paley projection. Indeed, for terms
M; that experience no log loss, we simply use the the interpolation inequality (62I]). As for Ms,
following the argument as done in the previous section, we write

t

Ms(t,z) = f J5(s,t,x) ds
0

and bound

t t
2000 | P, M5 (1)) 1 < f 20008 B, 7y (s, )] 12 ds sf 1955, )18 plon (s, |15 ds
0

t/2
S| Ry, s f = 8y 2B ()| 2y ds (6.45)

t/2
0 t/2

for 6 € (0,1). This completes the proof of Proposition 6.7 for S$° .

6.5.3 Bounds on SOSC

Next, we prove Proposition [6.7 for S2°<. This involves (+,—) and (—, +) resonant interactions,
leading to non oscillatory terms. By deﬁmtion from (6.32) and (6.33]), we compute in Fourier

osc (t, k) ZJ J —ik (=) 9 (s, k, v) dvds

= f f f e R O=s) fosc (5 () B2 (s, k — £) My (k, £, v) dlduds
0

in which we note that

Ma(k, €,v)  Cre([k| + [ (€) + A-(k = O)])] vl

from Lemma 6.8 with Cj, ¢ = \w,(kié,vﬂ? + |w,(k—£711;)w+(£,v)\' So, compared to My (k,¢,v), Ma(k,l,v)

has either an extra k factor or Ay (¢) + A_(k — £).
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To deal with k-portion, we reproduce the treatment of Mg, again noting that

Z<U> fzk.ﬁ(tfs) ki = Z<U> fzk (t—s)
- T t—

Ea
|
—
&
[S33
S~—
@>

As in the case of M3, the k factor allows one to integrate by parts in v which in turn gains an extra
(t — s5)~! factor. Precisely,

t/2

1519 (¢, 2) | < f

. (t = )" BL(s)EZ(5) | 1 d8+j (t = )" [BL(s) |7 ds

4/2
< e2t4j ds + *t™3 <t —s)lds
0 t/2

< 2t 3 logt.

The LP estimates are treated similarly as done in the previous section. On the other hand, to deal
with the contribution from A4 (¢) + A_(k — £), we go back to the analog of (G.41])

t
STt k) = ZJ J A ORA-(=0)sB (5 (\B_(s,k — €)ma(k, {,t — ) dlds. (6.46)
+ J0

ma(k, 0, t) = jeik-“Mg(k,z,v)dv
Define the phase function by
W(k,0) =X (0) + A_(k—1).

The phase function no longer has a good bound from below but we can still integrate by parts in

s using that
m2(k7 E) t)

W = m2(k7€7t)7

where now, as in the treatment of ‘SA'JLJL, the symbol mq(k, ¢, t) has similar properties to m4(k, ¢, t).
We get

o2,08
8—71

°(t, k) = jeWWﬁJi(t 0)B_(t, k — O)ima(k, €,0) de
_ J&(o OB_(0,k — Oying(k, £,8) d
- Lt jeWJr(k’g)saséJr(s, 0OB_(s,k — Oma(k, 0, t — s) dds
- Lt feWJr(k’Z)sBJr(s,ﬁ)(?sﬁ_(s, k—O)ma(k,l,t — s) dlds

t
+ f feWJr(k’Z)sBJr(s,E)B_(s,k—6)6Sm2(k,€,t—s) deds
0
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We can now repeat the arguments of the previous section to obtain
|S22(t, 2) |1 < €t 3 logt

Finally, similar to what as done in the previous section, an extra factor of |k| gains a decay of order
(t — 5)~!. This removes the log loss in the previous bound, leading to

10589 (£, ) | oo < €27,

The estimates on the Littlewood-Paley projection follows identically as done for M5 in (6.45]).

6.6 Nonlinear interaction with £°%¢

In this section, we treat the nonlinear interaction with £°¢, namely the following source term

t
S%C(t,x) = ZL JRS E¥(s,x — (t — s)w)Hs ¢(x, w) dwds, (6.47)
t

where H ;(z,w) is defined as in Proposition Precisely, we will prove the following proposition,
which together with Propositions and will complete the proof of Proposition [6.11

Proposition 6.9. There hold

|8 (1)] 15 < )~ VP) log t

sugzﬂ—é)qupqsosca) I + [028%5(#)] o < Xty 30-1/P)
qe

for any 1 < p < o0 and § € (0,1), where P, denotes the Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic
interval [2971, 2071,

Proof. Recall from Proposition that Hy(z,w) can be decomposed into

H, (2, w) = T (¢, w) + HOE (v, w) + H (2, 0) + HE (2, w) + HEY (2, w).

s,t

osc

The interaction HZ%°(z,w) is already treated in the previous section, see Proposition 6.7, while

for the quadratic interaction Hgt(m, w) = E?_rsc(s, x — (t — s)w,w)H!" (z,w), the source integral in

(6:47) reads
t
f f [ECEYC) (s, — (t — s)b, w)HY, (z,w) dwds.
0 JRS - ’

Since the quadratic [E?_FSCE'JOLSC] (s, z,w) satisfies the same bounds as those for E", the source integral
is treated similarly as done for S”, the interaction between E”" and H;Tt, see Proposition
We now treat the remaining interaction kernels in Hj ;(x, w), namely

Hyo(a,w) = Tz, w) + HY (w,w) + H (2, w) + HE (2, 0), (6.48)
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in which we recall that
[CwyNoS HE 1o < ey 71 Vla| <2,

(6.49)
[N T o s ety )V HE o < ety
Despite their different bounds, we shall however treat these kernels simultaneously. The common
feature to be exploited in H; ; is that s-derivatives of H, ; gain extra decay. Precisely, the remainder
bounds Nk 5
sup [<w)NHE | 12 < e(s)™2,
w

(6.50)

sup [y M, REORE

hold for all the terms 0303 H,, 0,09 H f 2L and 00HTS? for |a| < 1. In addition, we also have

s,t

sup [(w)N O, T5 | 12 < et —5)7%,
w

~ _ (6.51)
sup [(w)N 0T3¢ 2 < ety 2 (t — )72,

We are now ready to bound the source integral (6.47)), denoted by S°*H (¢, ), for the kernel
Hst(z,w) as in (648]). Note that as stated, the function Hfgz(a;,w) satisfy the good remainder
bounds (6.50]), which verify the assumption of Lemma [6.4l The source term that corresponds
to H f £2(x,w) thus follows. The remaining kernels in H; do not decay sufficiently fast to apply

Lemma [6.4] directly, and we need to make use of oscillation. To this end, we work in Fourier spaces,
using that Eosc(s,ﬁ) = O3B, (s,0). We have

SoseH (¢ k) J H “iltowrOs B (5, 0 H, ,(k — €, w) dldwds

with w (¢) = A4 (¢) + i - £. Integrating by parts in s, we get

SoseH (¢ k) Hw B (t, ) Hy(k — 0, w) dldw
+

e*m'@éi (0,0)Ho 1 (k — £,w) dldw

f fj —ww(t D030 B (s, 0)Hs 1 (k — €, w) dldwds
w4 (¢
f f f e Wtz B (s 0)0,Hs (k — £, w) dldwds,
w4 (¢

which we write R . - — —~

SoseH (4, k) = MY + M + MY+ M (6.52)
where ]\/ZJH(t,k‘) are defined accordingly. Recall from [@II)-@I3) that Bi(0,k) = ay(k)Ey(k),
e/\i(f)sﬁi(s,ﬁ) = Osc(s ?), and e’\i(g)saséi(s, l) =ax (K)ﬁ(s, ¢). We may write the above integrals

78



in the physical space, yielding
M (1, ) = f[¢1,1EfC](t,x)Ht,t(a:,w) dw
MQH(t,a;) = f[qﬁ;laiFo] (x — tw)Hot(x, w) dw
MI(t,z) = ft f[(bﬁ’_“laiF](s, x — (t — s)w)Hs¢(z, w) dwds
M (t,z) f f [0 1 ET](s, 2 — (t — )W) 0sHs (2, w) dwds.

Let us treat each integral term. Using (6.49) for s = ¢, with noting that H}f’; = 0, and
HEOSCH Lo < €(t)y”%2, the integral M{!(t) are clearly bounded by €%(t)~® in L¥. The L' estimate
on M{ ( ) follows from the boundedness of E°¢ and H;; in L2.

As for the integral M (¢, ) that involve initial data Fy(x), we introduce the change of variables
y = x — t as done in Section [6.3] in order to take advantage of the dispersion to bound

My (¢, 2)| < 77 f 162 1ax Fol ()Mo (x, wo (, y)) Kwo (2, 9))* dy

S et PlasFolpn < 177

(6.53)

Next, the estimates on M?f{ are similar to the estimates of E” and H in Section [6.4], since F'
and E" satisfy the same decay estimates.
Finally, we treat the integral term M{f". In view of (G.50)-(6.51), the functions 0,795 and

0sH f t’l have already satisfied the assumption of Lemma The bounds on the corresponding

integrals M} thus follow. It remains to treat the integral MJ! for dsHs(z,w) = 83H§f’t(x,w);
namely, the integral

SOt (¢, 7) f f [0 1 EX)(s, 2 — (t — s)0)ds HY (2, w) dwds.
Note that the decay of 88H§Tt(x, w) is not sufficient to apply Lemma[6.3] To proceed, we integrate

by parts once more the integral in s, similarly as done above, and noting from the definition of H, ;Tt
that d;HY, = 0 at s = £, we get

S ey = | f o B 0.00.GEyk — £ w) dtdu
+

w+€

f ff 1 o iti(t—s) i(g)ﬁ(s,g)as@?:t(k — ¢, w) dldwds

f f f ~ e~ H0(t=3) fose(s 0)02G, (k — 0, w) dedwds.
+
Writing the above integrals in the physical space, we have

Soselr (¢ ) = M{"(t,x) + M (t,x) + MY (¢, 2)
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where
M (t0) =~ 164 pas Fal(o — )0, HY (o) du

-[ t [16% a0 Fi(ss2 ~ = )10ty o, ) s

f f E¥|(s,z — (t — s)lb)&gHZt(:E,w) dwds.

The estimates on these integrals now follow identically to those done above for M{f, MH and M}
upon noting that 02 HY,(x, w) now satisfy the good remainder estimates ([6.50). This completes the
proof of the proposition. O

6.7 Derivative estimates

In this section, we establish decay for high derivatives of the source density. Precisely, we prove
the following proposition (namely, the second part in Proposition [6.1]).

Proposition 6.10. Let S be the nonlinear source terms defined as in 3.1) and fiz No = 8. Under
the bootstrap assumptions listed in Section [{.1], there hold

|05 ()| gy < ¢ty 201D H0r - IS(#)] oo < (B, (6.54)

for all |a| < No — 1, with 8op = max{d,, 35.(1 — 1/p)}, where &, N|0 al

Proof. The bounds on S°(¢,x) have been proved in Proposition We focus on treating S*(t,x),
which we recall

SH(t,x) = ft ng [E(s,x — (t—=5)0) - Vyu(v) — E(s, Xs(z,v)) - Vvu(‘/gvt(x,v))] dvds.

Let us study the second term in the above integration. Recalling the characteristic description from
Proposition [£.3] and Proposition 5.4l we may write

Xs,t<x7 U) = X;f]fd(xa U) + Y:s7t(x7 U)a ‘G,t('x? U) = ‘/Z?Od<x7 U) + Ws,t(‘ra U)a (655)
in which ; .
X1, v) = 2 — (t - 5) V7" (x,v)
‘/tmod( ) ‘/tosc< )

Vol @, v) = 6 — V5 (,0).
Using the results from Proposition [5.3] and Proposition [5.4] we have
W&t(x?v) = V;?fc(x,’l)) + ‘/St;(xav)
You(w,v) = (t = )W (2,0) + (t = )WLy (w,0) + (t = 5) ¥, (, v).

)

(6.56)
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We first introduce the change of variable v — w = ‘/;f?"d(m, v), leading to

t ~ dwds
j B E(s, Xs4(2,0)) - Vou(Vis(z,v)) duds —j RSE 5, X t(,w)) - Vo (Va4 (2, w)) T

in which js,t(x,w) = det(V, V7o (z,v)),

~ ~ ~

Xsp(z,w) =2 — (t —s)w + Ys4(z,w), Ver(z,w) = w+ stt(m, w),

for ﬁ7t(az,w) =Y, (x,v) and V[Nf&t(a:,w) = Wy(z,v), with v = ‘Zﬁ”"d(m,w), being the inverse map
of v > w = th’g‘)d(x,v). Note that such an inverse map exists, upon recalling the bounds (5.59)

and (5.60) on V% (x,v).
Next, using the Faa di Bruno’s formula for derivatives of a composite function, see (5.66), we
compute

t
o [ [ B Xesw)) - VunlVis(ao,0) dods
RS

t
:ZCML . O E(s, Xog)  0PVou(Vay) [ (80 Xso)or (02 Vi )k 090 (1)) dwds,

NN

in which the summation is taken over the set where > kg, = |v;| and X} |B;lks; = || for j = 1,2,
with o] + |ag| + |as| = |al. In the case when all the derivatives fall into E(s, X, ), namely when
|71] = |a (and so |az| = |as| = 0), using the fact that 0, X+ = 1 + 0,Y5+, we can further write

¢
f f agE(Sst,t) : vvﬂ(vts,txast,t)'a‘ ~dw7ds
0 Jrs Jsi(x, w)
|o]
. dwd
—chf 0B, Kot - Vopl Vo) (0uVar) =220
R3 Jst(x,w)

- Zc]j 0B (s, Xt (,0)) - Vot (Var (2, 0)) 00 Tos (s Vi3 2, 0)))F dods
R3

upon going back the original velocity variables. Combining the above calculations, we may write

QoS (t,x) = SI(t,x) + SOt x) + SO (L, x) (6.57)

81



in which

St z) = ft L@ [GQ‘E(S, z—(t—s)0) - Vyu(v) — 05 E(s, Xsy) - Vv,u(Vs,t)] dvds

Ioc\

SE(t,z) = f f 0B (s, X4 (z,0)) - Vo (Ve (2,0)) (04 Ys 1)’ dvds
® (6.58)
SE(t, ) Z Cgﬁ,f f OV E(s, X 4(x,0)) - 002 Vyu(Vs(z,v))
Iml<lal
x [ (@0 Xoa)kon (88V ) 2003 (T ) o dvds,
1<[Bj <]yl

in which the characteristic functions X sty XN/SJ, ‘N/s,t and j&t are evaluated at (z,w) = (z, Vtm"d( v))
with Vm"d(:n v) = v — V%x,v). Let us now treat each integral in (6.58).

Bounds on S"*(t, x).

By construction (6.57)-(653), the integral S{"“(¢,z) is identical to S¥(¢,z) upon replacing E by
02%E. Therefore, following the proof of Proposition [6.2] we may write

t
SI(t, ) = j OB (s, — (t— 8)i) - Hy1(w, w) dwds (6.59)
0 JR3

in which the interaction kernel Hg;(z,w) is the same as that defined in Proposition In the
case when |a| = Ny, using [02°E(s)[ 2 < € and H<w>4H8,tHL%:w < e(s)™1, we bound

t
1559 (1) | 12 < jo fRS 1020 E(8) 12 [<w) Ha el e, oy~ duwdls

¢
< ezj <8>71d8 < ?logt,
0

which is bounded by €2(t)% as desired in (654). On the other hand, in view of the bootstrap
assumptions in (&8)), 02 E(t, z) decays at a slower rate of order (t)%» than those for E(t,x), without
disturbing the structure of oscillations E3*(t,x) (i.e. up to a multiplication of k%). Therefore, the
decay estimates on S|"®" follow identically from the proof of Proposition [6.6, propagating the same
growth rate as reported in ([6.54]), for 1 < |a| < Np — 1.

Bounds on Sy*(t, x).
Next, we shall bound S5"* (¢, z) defined as in (6.57)-(6.58). Again, following the proof of Proposition

[6.2] we introduce the change of variables w = W, (x,v) in the above integral, leading to

t
B9t 1) = —L (s = (1= 90) - Hogalw) duds (6.60)
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in which

o vv d mod J
Hs,t,2(x7w) det(V \Ijst $ ’U g ($7’U))) 9

for each (x,w) € R? x R? and for v = \I/SJ(x, w), the inverse map of v — w = W, ;(z,v). That is, the
integral S4°%(t,z) is of the exact same form as that of S1"*(t,z) in ([6.59) Therefore, it suffices to
prove that the interaction kernel Hj;o(x, w) behaves as does H,4(z, w). Indeed, in view of (G.10),
we may write

|a|

CM
Hypo(w,w) = Vop(w) Y ¢j(0:Yo (@, V" (@, 0))) — Hyplw,w) Z (02 Vs, VI (2, 0))),
j=1 j=1

in which v = \I's,t(:n,w). By construction, we have 57;7t(x,w) =Y (z, TZT?Od(:E,w)), and so

0uY (2, w) = 0 Yoo (2, ViFo (2, w0)) + 0 Vi3 (2, w) 0, Vi, Vi (2, w)),

for each (z,w) € R3 x R3. Therefore, since VHOd(x V;m‘)d(x,v)) = v, we have

0¥ 4w, ViE ! (,0) = O Yoa(w,0) + 0 Vi (o, VIZ (1, 0)) Yo (3, 0), (6.61)
for each (z,v). Recall that V;7°(z,v) = v—V,%(x,v), with V;%“(x, v) satisfying the bounds (5.24).

It thus follows that |0, V{”Od(m,w)ﬂ LZ, ||0 Vi&elLe, < et)” 3/2_ Therefore, recalling (6.56) and
following the proof of Proposition (premsely, see (5.28))), we obtain

|62Ys 2, < [102Y5,

e, [10,Ys,

In addition, by construction, we note that
You(w,v) = (t = )UF(2,0) + (t = )V (2,0) + (t = )V (2, v) (6.62)

where the components \If‘s’sf, \If’;rt, and \If?t are defined as in Proposition 5.4l As a consequence,
)

81173715(:17 Vm"d( v)) and so Hgyo(x,w) have a similar representation to that of Hg(z,w). The
estimates for S5°* (¢, z) thus follow similarly to those for S}"“(t, z) obtained in the previous section.

Bounds on S§"“(t,x).

Finally, we shall bound S4"“(¢,z) defined as in (657)-(6.58). In view of Section (5.8]), spatial
derivatives of V;; satisfy better estimates than those for X,;. As a consequence, it suffices to
bound the above integral when all derivatives fall into X ;, namely

t
SE(tx) = J E(s, Xsa(w,0)) - Vou(Vegla,0) [ (00X, ViF* (2, 0))* dvds

3
0 JR 1<|8l<lo
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in which } kg = |y| < |a] and }}|5lkg = ||. Note that the case when |y| = |a| is already treated
in S1"*(t,z) and S5*(t,x). Again, as in the previous case, we write

t
S0t ) = L ng O1E(s, 2 — (t — 8)) - Hoy(x, w) dwds (6.63)

in which
Vot(Vsi(z,v))

Hyy3(z,w) = [ @Xeu(a, Vi (z,0)))ke
det(Vy¥s (2, v)) 1<ifi<lal
= (Vyp(w) — Hs y(z,w)) l_[ (08 X o(, V3o (2, 0))) e,
1<|BI<lal

upon using (6.I0). It remains to prove that Hg;3(z,w) satisfies a similar expression to that of
H,(x,w). Recalling aﬁX&t =1+ 6§Y8,t for |5| =1, and aﬁX&t = c?st,t for |8] = 2, we write

k1

I1 (af)”(s,t)kﬁz(1+ch(ax17s,t)ﬂ‘) [T @700 (6.64)

1<|81<lal j=0 2<|8|<|af

Recall that Y kg = || and ), |B|kg = |a|. Since || < |a|, the set of |3| > 2 in the above product
is non empty. We first prove that

16571l < e(sy~ 1298 (1), (6.65)

for | 5| = 2. Indeed, from 57;7t(x,w) =Y (z, TZT?Od(:E,w)), we have

BVr(m,w) = Y 0PV, Vi ww) [ (09V (, w))e
|B1]+]B2]=|B| 1<|ol<|B2]
in which Y}k, = |og| < |f2| and Y] |o|ks = |B2|. Using (5.56), (5.60]), and the fact that Wf’g‘)d(x,v) =

v — Vo¢(x,v), we obtain
k)

> & mod | k
100Veilee, < D) 0060z, [ l6SViRe Iz%,

|B1]+]82|=|B] 1<|o]<|B2|
<é Z <S>—1+%661+%602<t>(551+602+|02| H <t>—3k70+%6[,k0
|B11+162|=|8] 1<|o|<|B2]
< 62 Z <S>—l+%651+%602 <t>5ﬂ1+502+|‘72|<t>—%Zko"‘%Zéoka'
|B1|+162]=|8]

Recalling >k, = |o9| and Y] |o|k, = |52], we obtain

08Fudllzz, S € 3 ()T TR0m TRt m oty alonl s,
1B11+1B2|=I8
<e Z <S>_1+%651+%6”2<t>6"2_%|02‘+%652<t>65.
1B11+1B2|=I8
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We now prove the claim (6.65]). We first assume that
1 1
0oy — =|o2| + =03, <0 (6.66)
2 2
in the above summation. Then, since s < t, it follows that

~

108V 4]z, Se Z ()71 3081+ 3005 (g)00s— 31021+ 308, (405

|B1]+B2]=|8]
<e Z <s>_1+%651+%5ﬁ2+%502_%\02\<t>55
|B1]+82]=|8]

< e(sy" 1081y,

yielding (6.65), in which we used g, + g, = g and 34,, = %]\‘,‘gi‘l < ilool, since Ny > 4. It
remains to check (6.66]). Indeed, this is clear when |03 = 0 (i.e. no v-derivatives), since we must
have | 32| = 0. In addition, the inequality is clear when |o2| > 2, since g, < 1 and 6,, < |o2] (since
No = 5). It remains to consider the case |o3| = 1. If | 51| = 0, then then in view of Proposition [5.5]
we have [[0,Ys 4|12, < e(s)~1(t), namely there is no growth factor (¢)°>2 in the above estimate, and
(6:60) holds, since '552 < 1. On the other hand, if | 81| > 2, we have | 52| = |B|—|F1| < |B]—2 < No—3,
and so0 0y, + 303, < (02 + 0p,) < 26p,42 < % which verifies (6.66), upon recalling |o2| = 1 and
dg = % Finally, we consider the case when |o3| = |51] = 1. If |B2] = |B] — 1 < Ny — 3, then
S0y + %552 < %552+2 < %, and (6.60)) is again valid. For the remaining case when |3] = Ny — 1, we

0000 Yaalne,  TT 107V, = l0sduYe

1<o|<|Be|

T rmod
12 102V Lo,

for [B2| = |B| =1 = No — 2. Using Proposition 5.8, we bound 0,0, ¢||rx, < e<s>*1+%52<t>1+52.
On the other hand, we use the following stronger decay estimates, see Proposition [.1]

|02 EL ()L < 72, 00T EL(t)]Ly S, (6.67)

for |Bo| = no and |ag| = No, where ng = §No. Therefore, by the interpolation inequality (A.F), we
bound o
[0V |z, < 102 BL (1) Lz, < ety 2+ 2

in which €8, = Wzlifno‘ Since |ﬁ2| = Ny — 2, we have €3y = 1-

_ 4
NooTon =1 and so

1
No—no—1 - 3Np—4’

1020, s o, |02 VEE* |1ip,, S o)™ %) oy T2 e
< 6<s>71+%56 <t>1+52 - 3N§ =

in which dy = % < ?)Ngﬁ. This proves (6.65]) for this term, upon recalling that we are in the

case when || = No — 1 and dg = 1. The proof of (6.65)) is thus complete.
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Therefore, putting (6.65]) into (6.64]), we obtain

DT @xoe) s T 1.

1<8l<lal v 9<Bl<]al

Vo S el Bakacp)Radaa, (6.68)

in which the summation ), is taken over the set |3]| = 2. By construction, we note that ki +),, kg =
|v| and k1 + >, |Blks = |af, for ki being the number of first derivatives in the above product. We

thus have
Kb T @RaM] s ohhlibitn < e, (6.69)
1<[8l<lal How
upon noting that s < ¢ and 6, — 9, = ‘X,‘O__kll < |y| — k1, since Ny = 2. This proves that the

integrand 07 E(s,z — (t — $)Ww) - Hs ¢ 3(x, w) in the integral (6.63)) satisfies the same decay as that
of E(s,x — (t — s)W) - Hy4(x,w), up to a growth factor of order {(¢)% as reported in (6.54). The
oscillatory structure of Hy; 3(z, w) follows from that of 173715 and Y;; as seen in (6.61])-(6.62]).

This completes the proof of Proposition O

7 Decay of the oscillatory field

In this section, we bound the oscillatory electric field, proving Proposition which we recall
below.

Proposition 7.1. Fiz Ny = 10 and ng = %N(]. Let S be the nonlinear source term defined as in
@BX0). Then, there hold

[09GEE %10 VaS ()| L2 < (€0 + €)™, o] < o, (7.1)
|00 GF 2 VaS(t)|Le < (60 + €2), lao| = No,
and 0sc 2
|GL %t VaS(t)] oo < (€0 + €) 72

H oisc *t o VIS(t)HH;IO+1 < (e + 62)<t>51.

The proof consists of several steps that heavily rely on the nonlinear structure of S(t, z). Indeed,
thanks to the transport property, the nonlinear source density S(t, ) is at best of order =3, which
is insufficient for the spacetime convolution G x;, S(t,z) to disperse like a Klein-Gordon wave
at order t=3/2, see for instance Lemma below, roughly requiring S(t) to be of order t~*. For

this reason, we need to further exploit the nonlinear structure hidden in the convolution.

7.1 A useful lemma

In this section, we give some useful estimates on the oscillatory Green kernel. Precisely, we obtain
the following.
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Lemma 7.2. Suppose that

j HJ 1+[3 1 2)] ,ds <1, ”J(t)”Hg p <t>_5/2-

Then, there holds
IG5 410 VT (@) < (673021

for2<p<ow

Proof. The lemma is direct. Indeed, using the results from Proposition on the oscillatory Green
function, we bound

t
62 1 Tl < [ 16200 =) 22 V0T (9] ds
0

t/2 t
g J (= DI |y, ds+ f 17(5)] a2 ds
0 W, P t/2

x

t/2 t
XN 3(1/2—1/p) J;] HJ(S)HWIHB(P%)LP’ ds + t/2<s>*5/2 ds,

which ends the proof, using the assumptions made on J(t). O

7.2 Collective oscillations
We obtain the following.
Proposition 7.3. Let S*(t,x) be the source term defined as in (B.8). Then, there holds

T w0 SH(1, ) = s (i0,)S% 1 (1,2) + G xe S ot ) (7.3)

where a+ (k) is the Fourier multiplier as in ([2.26]), and
$24(00) = [ [ 611600 Bl — (6= 90) Futs) = Bls. Xeal0) - VapVert )| ducs

St () :f f Vo1 (i0) E(t,x)E(s,Xs,t(x,v)).vvu(vs,t(:n,v))] dvds
0

with a Fourier multiplier ¢4 | (k) defined as in (5.4).

We note that Si’ ;(t, x) are of the same order as that of S#(t,z). The advantage is however that
S;Q(t,x) has a more apparent quadratic interaction between the electric field at (¢,z) and that
along the characteristic X ((x,v) than that in the original source S*(t, z).

Proof. Let Si(t,x) be the first integral in the definition of S*(t, z), namely
¢
Sy(t,z) — f f E(s, 2 — (t— 8)0) - Vopu(v) duds.
0 Jr3
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By definition, we compute
t
2w Siltia) = | [ G2 - ro = p)Si(ry) dy dr

0
t T

= f fG?_fc(t —T, T —Y) <f fE(s, y— (1 —35)0) - Vyu(v) dvds) dydr
0 0
t t

= f f(f fG?_fc(t —1,x—y)E(s,y — (T — $)0) - Vyu(v) dydT) dvds.
0 s

Next, we set Y =y — (7 — $)0 in the y-integration, which leads to

G2 xy Si(t,2) = Lt f f [ f Gt — - Y — (- $)0)dr | B(s, Y) - Vou(u)dY duds.

Following the calculation done in (5.12)), we compute the integral of G°¢ over a straight line, giving

t
f G¥(t—m,0 =Y — (1 —s)0)dr = G‘fc’l(O,x -Y - (t—s)v,v) — G‘fc’l(t —s,x—Y,v),

where, as in (5.3)-(54), we denote G (t, 2, v) = 4 ;(102)GE(t, ). This leads to
isc *tx 51 (t, l‘) = J1,1 + J1,2 (74)
where .
Jig = J jj Gifcvl(o, r—Y —(t—9)0,v)E(s,Y) - Vyu(v)dY dvdr
0
t
Jig=— J jj Gt — 85,2 — Y,0)E(s,Y) - Vou(v) dY dov dr.
0

Similarly, letting Sa(t, ) be the second integral in the definition of S¥(t,z), we get

t t
f_i_SC Xt 52(t7 33‘) = J\ f(f JG?L_SC(t — T, X = y)E(S, XS,T(y7 U)) ’ VUM(V:?,T(y7 U)) dydT) dvds.
0 s

In the spirit of the case of straight characteristics, we fix the position and speed of the characteristics
at time s, and introduce the change of variables

(Y’ V) = (XS,T(y7 U)7 Vs,T(yv ’U)),

whose Jacobian determinant is equal to one. By the time reversibility, we note that
(y,0) = (X7s(Y, V), Vos (Y, V).

This leads to
t t
G %10 Sa(t, z) = f f f [ f Tt~ 7 — X oY) dr | E(s,¥) - Vou(V) dY dV s
0 s
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We next evaluate G9°¢

in (5.12), we obtaln

¢
f GL(t — 1,0 — X7 5)dr = Goisc’l(O, r—Xis,Vig) — Gf_rsc’l(t —s,2—Y,V)+ Rg:

S

along the nonlinear characteristics. Indeed, following the calculation done

upon using X, s =Y and V; ; =V, where

¢
R, +(Y,V) = —f 0rVrs VU(GO;C’l(t — 1,0 — X7, V7)) dr. (7.5)

S

We stress that V, in the above expression denotes the partial derivative in v of the function
GY (t,2,v). This yields
P rpp So(t,x) = Jog + Jog — E™E (7.6)

where

¢
Jog = f f Goisc’l(O,x — X (Y, V), Vis(Y,V)E(s,Y) - Vou(V)dYdV ds
0
¢
Sz = _f f f GLO (= 5,0 = Y, V)E(s,Y) - Vou(V) dY dV ds,
0

R_ f H Ry (Y, V)E(s,Y) - Vyu(V)dV dY ds.

Observe that Jy o and Jp o are identical and thus cancelled out in G%¢ x;, S¥(t,x). Putting (Z.4)
and (.0) together, we thus obtain

L xia SH(tx) = GE xi 0 Si(t, ) — G %0 St )
= J1,1 — J2,1 +&™ R.
Reversing the change of variables y = Y +(t—s)0 in the integral J; ; and (y,v) = (X s(Y, V), Vis(Y,V))

in the integral J 1, we have

J11—J21—jJJG0801 )[E(S y—(t—15)0) Vyu(v)
— E(s, X54(y,v)) - Vou(Vst(y, v))] dyduds.

Recall that Goisc’l(O, z,v) = ¢4 1(i0.)GL(0,2) = ¢4 1(i0z)a+(i0x), where we used from (2.37) that
G%¢(0,z) is a Fourier multiplier a+ (k). This defines Si,l“? x) as stated in the lemma.

Finally, we study the remainder integral £™%. Similarly as done above, we reverse the change
of variables (y,v) = (X;5(Y,V),V;s(Y,V)) in the integration and recall that 0,V, s = E(1, X, ;)

to get
it o) = JJJ fv [GFN (=7, = y,v)] - E(7,y)

x E(s, X5 +(y,v)) - Vou(Vs - (y,v)) duds dydr.

Recalling that G (t,2,v) = ¢4 1(10:)GE(t, ), we obtain the formulation for the remainder
EME(t, x) as stated. O
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Similarly, we also obtain the following proposition concerning the convolution with initial data.

Proposition 7.4. Let SO(t,x) be the source density defined as in [3.2). Then, there holds
5wy S(t,2) = Gt 7) %0 S p(e) + a5 (i8)SY 1 (1,3) + GE v S (ti)  (17)

where a+ (k) is the Fourier multiplier as in ([2.26]), and

$%0(e) = | 94,402 ol v)pto) do
S2,1(t:2) = [ %1000 (Xo,0), Voo, 0))lo) do (7.5)
S8 0(t.2) = [ Va2 (2 Blt,0) foXos(a,0), Voo, ) |o(w) do
recalling ¢, ,(id,) defined as in (53).

Proof. By definition, we write

T v S(t,2) f [ G = 7 = ol 0,00, Vor () vy
We introduce the change of variables

(yv U) i <Y7 V) = (XO,T <y7 U)? VO,T <y7 U))v

whose Jacobian determinant is equal to one, recalling that (X, Vs ;) are the nonlinear characteristic
curves of the divergence-free vector field (9, E(t,x)) in the phase space R3 x R3. By the time
reversibility, we can write

<y7 U) = (XT70 <Y7 V)7 VT70 <Y7 V))
This leads to

T w1 (k) j ] G2t = 7 = oK) Vo () vy
_ H f G (t — 7,0 = Xro(V, V) dr | fo(Y, V) dYaV.
0
Recall that the Fourier transform G%°“(t,z) is of the form @Qjc(t, k) = e*®lg (k). Therefore,

similar to the calculation done in (5.12]), we compute the integral of G9°°(t,x) over the nonlinear
characteristic curves, yielding

t
f Gt — 0 —Y — (1 — 8)0)dr = G¥N 0,2 — Y — td,v) — G (t, 2 — Y, v),
0

where, as in (5.3)-(5.4), we denote G5“? (t,2,v) = ¢4 ;(i0,)GFC(t, ). This leads to

Ve xpp S(t,x) = Ji(t, ) + Jo(t, x) + ER(t, 2)
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where

Ji(t,z) = f GYM0,2 — Xeo(Y, V), Vio(Y, V) fo(Y, V) dY dV

Jo(t,x) = — J GYN t,x — Y, V) fo(Y,V)dYdV

et ) = — L t H E(, Xr0) - Vo (GZ (t — 7,2 — Xr0, Vio) fo(Y, V) dVdY dr.
Reversing the change of variables (y,v) = (X, (Y, V), V;0(Y,V)), we obtain the proposition. [

7.3 Convolution with initial data

We are now ready to prove Proposition [Tl by estimating each term in the representation (7)) of
G%€ *1.5 SO(t, ). Indeed, we recall that

P wie VaS(t,2) = —=GL(t, ") %o VaST o(2) + a4 (i0,)V2ST 1 (¢, 2)

7.9
+ (-)_i-sc *tw’c vx5i72<tax)7 ( )

in which the second term is put into E"(t,x), and the other terms remain in E9*°(¢,z). Let us
estimate term by term in (7.9).

Source term SY .

First, using the results from Proposition 2.6], for any |a| = 0, we bound

102G (0, ) %2 VS o @)ae < 42 ol gere
IGE(t,) % VoS o(@)gzons < IS ol o

Recall that by definition,
$20(e) = | 921000 fola,v)p(w) .
Therefore, using (5.5]), we bound

1% ollyoins < [ 1l 0)gaerts0) do < Collfol o

Similarly, we have |59 g geott < [ foll L1 jyeo+1. This proves the desired estimates stated in Propo-
sition [(I] for the first term in (Z.9).

Source term SY ;.

Next we treat the second term in (Z9), namely the source term a+ (i0,)V;SY | (¢, 2). Recall that
$2,1(8:2) = [ 0%,1(60)fo(Xo (). Vol 0)p(o) .
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Next, using the expansion (5.6), we may write

S+ ,1 t CU Z a+ n Za S?,n(t7x) (710)

n=0

where a4 n(k) = +Zl/*(|k‘|) L(+1) vy (|k])~"k®", which are smooth Fourier multipliers and satisfy
lat n (k)| < vi(|k])™t, uniformly for all n > 0, since v (|k|) > |k|, and

80t x) = f foXop(@,v), Vo (,0)) 1.0 (0) do

with ¢1,(v) = 0®"0p(v). Recall that the notation k" :: 9" = (k- 9)" is simply for sake of
presentation. Note that since fy(z,v) is compactly supported in v and |[Vp(z,v) — v|rz, < €,
we have fo(Xo+(x,v),Vo¢(x,v)) vanishes for |v| = 2Ry for some Ry > 0. Therefore, for Ay =
2|Rp|/{2Ry) < 1, there exists some universal constant Cj, independent of n, so that

‘(,017”(’[))‘ < COASL, |vv901,n<'v)| < COHA", (711)

uniformly for |v| < 2Rq, for all n > 1. Therefore, we may use (A.3) with § = 2 and the results in
Proposition [6.5] yielding

10352 1Dz < Y 105 as,nlids) = as(i0:)VaSY (1)Le

n=0
S SISOz < oty Y 45
n=0 n=0

Similarly, we bound

12 1D yoosr < D lasn(ids) = ax(i02) VST ()] oot S Y 15020 S eolt)™,

n=0 n=0

which prove the desired bounds for the second term in (Z.9)).

Source term S{ 2

Finally, we bound the last convolution G9°¢ %, VxSS]LQ(t, x) in the representation (7.9). Recalling
the definition of S , in (Z8) and the expansion (5.6), we may write

SY o( o(t, ) Z a+ n(i0,)[E(t :E)ng(t,l‘)]

n=0
for the same coefficients a (k) as in (ZI0), recalling at (k) < {(k)~!, where

82t 2) = f foXou(z,v), Vo (,0))pan (v) dov
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for a.n(v) = V,(0%"8)p(v). Observe that S, (t, ) are again of the same form as that of the source
density S°(¢,z) defined as in (3.7). Therefore, we may write

P w0 VoSL o(t, 1) = Y. a4 n(i0s) 2 GLC %0 Vo[ E(t,2)SY, (£, 7).

n=0

Using Lemma [7.2] it suffices to prove that
t
f 1031ESS, ()l ds <1, [03[ESY,1(0)|m < &)72, (7.12)
0 T ) x

for any |a| < ng = lNo Indeed, using the decay estimates in Proposition 6.1 we bound

|02 LES2 m] () < NE@)| Lo 820 (O grersr + [E®) ] gyget 1 1520t 222
s 62<t>_3+6a+17

which verifies the last estimate in (7.I2)), since dq41 = \]\O;OIL <

Similarly, we bound

103 (B9 ] lysr s D) 108 E@)mz 05255, 13

la1[+|az|=|a|

SO

%gfi‘ < % (by taking Ny > 6).

=

1
which again verifies the first estimate in (7.12]), since dq+3 < Opg+3 = % < 3 (by taking
Ny = 14). Therefore, we obtain

|05 G2 w10 VoSG o(t) |2 < )2,
for any || < ng = —No It remains to prove the estimates in H20*!. Indeed, using the boundedness

of G¢¥¢ from L? to L2 we bound
lasn(i02)GEE ¥t Vil E(t,2) S5, (8 2)](1)] oo 1
< L 5,010 [ESS,1(5) | yeos ds
< [ O3, + 1B ol 83,6)lie | s
< e ft<s>_3/2+61 ds < &,
0
noting that 01 < 1/2, provided that Ny > 4. The infinite series in n converges absolutely as in

the previous case, using (ZII]). This proves the desired estimates for the last term in (7.9)), and
therefore completes the proof of Proposition [7.1l
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7.4 Convolution with nonlinear sources

In this section, we prove the convolution with the nonlinear source G%°¢ *; , S*(t,x). We recall the
results from Proposition [T.3] that

9P wpn VoSH () = ax(i0,) VoS | (1 2) + Q% %0 VS (8, ) (7.13)

in which the first term is put into E" (¢, x), and the other terms remain in E$*“(¢, z). The following
proposition treats the first term in the expression.

Proposition 7.5. Let S;l(t,x) be defined as in Proposition [7.3. Then, there holds
las(i0:) VS (D)zz + |ax(i0:) VS 1 (D)1 < t)7° (7.14)

In addition,
|08 ax(i0:)VaSh 1 (1) pp < ety 2071 P)Hou,

7.15
lax(i02)VaS% 1 (#)]l 2o < €)™, (719

for all |a| < No — 1, with 8np = max{d,, 35,(1 — 1/p)}, where 6, = Nloall

Proof. As done in the previous section, we may again write

Sk (t,x) = Za+n10 na(t )

n=0

in which
St (tx) = fo f [ Bs.2— (1 = £)9) - Voplv) = Bs, Xos(2,0) - Voga(Vey(a,0)) |82+ dvds.

Observe that S,’il(t, x) are exactly the source term S¥(t,z) studied in the previous section, up to

an addition of the factor #®™*2) Hence, following the proof of Proposition 6.1l we obtain 14
for each source integral 5571(75, x). The proposition thus follows. O

Next, we study the last term in the expression (7.I3]). We obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 7.6. Let S (t, ) be defined as in Proposition[7.3. Then, there is a sequence of smooth
Fourier multipliers {b+ ,(k)}n>0, whose summation is absolutely convergent, so that

S ot ) = . be n(i0e)QU(t, ) + RI(t, )

n=0

where

Qh(t,x) = E(t, ) f f s,z — (t—5)0) - Vyu(v)en(v) duds (7.16)
for n(v) = 9®C+D | In addition, the remainder RM(t,x) satisfies

G2 w10 R 5 072,
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Proof. As in the previous proposition, defining b , = (n + 2)a+ ,, we first write

St = Y bs n(i0,) SH(t, )

n=0
where

Sh(t,x) = fo fE(t,x)E(s,X&t(a;,fu)) -Vou(Vsi(z,v))pn(v) duds

for o, (v) = o®(+1) " Replacing the nonlinear characteristic by the straight ones in the above
integral defines the quadratic term Q4 (¢, z) as stated in (ZI6]). This leaves a remainder of the form

RA(t,z) = E(t, z)S™H R (t, x)

where we have set
SRt 1) = L tj |25, Xea(,)) - VupsVea(r, ) — Bls,z — (¢~ 8)0) - Vupa(v) |ion (v) s,
Observe that Sp"* ’R(t, x) are again exactly the source term S* (¢, z) studied in the previous section,
up to an addition of the factor ¢, (v). Hence, following the proof of Proposition [6.I] we obtain
Sy B (#) e < )20 logt,
for any p > 1. This, together with | E(t)| L < e(t)~%?2, yields
|RE@)y < €7 logt,  |Ri(t)]|1z < €¥t) > logt.

In particular, Lemma[7.2 can be applied, yielding the claimed bounds on G*“x; , R*, upon recalling

that the summation of {b+ ,,(k)},>0 is absolutely convergent. O

For sake of presentation, we summarize the results in this section into the following corollary.

Corollary 7.7. Let SH(t,x) be the source term defined as in B.72), and for n = 0, let Qh(t,x) be
defined as in (L.16). Then, there holds

P x 0 SH(t, ) Z b n(i0z) [ PCxa Q) ](tal’) + Mt z) (7.17)

n=0
for some sequence of functions {b+ ,,(k)}n>0, whose infinite series is absolutely convergent. In
addition, the remainder E™MF(t, x) satisfies |E™ R ()| 2 < e2(t)73/2,
7.5 Quadratic interaction

In view of Corollary [T.7, it remains to prove the dispersive decay of the convolution G%°¢ ;. Q(t),
where

O(t, z) — E(t,x)jo jE(s,:E (- $)8) - Vou(v)p(v) dvds (7.18)

for some sufficiently smooth and bounded function ¢(v).
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Proposition 7.8. Let Q(t,x) be defined as in ([I8). Then, there holds
|G%° %10 Q)L < (e + )Y ™2,

We are aimed to prove Proposition 7.8 via Lemma Recalling the bootstrap assumption
(@1 on the electric field
E = E¥¢(t,z) + E"(t, x), (7.19)

we shall study the quadratic interaction Q(t,x) respectively for each pair of the electric field com-
ponents.

7.5.1 Interaction with E”

In this section, we study the interaction with £E”: namely,
t
Q" (t,x) = E(t,x) J jET(S, x — (t—5)0) - Vyu(v)p(v) duds. (7.20)
0

We shall verify the assumption of Lemma for J = Q"(t,z). Indeed, recalling from (43) and
([#20) that E™ = V,p", we write

E"(s,x — (t —s)0) = Vzp' (s,x —0(t —s)) = —%V@vvv[pr(s,x —0(t—s))]

in which we used that Vv is the inverse of the matrix V,0. Using this, we may now integrate by
parts in v to get

t
O"(t,2) = Bt z) J f (t— )7 (5,2 — (t — 8)8)V - [V Vup(v)p(v)] duds.
0
For any pair ¢,¢' € (1,00), with 1/¢+1/¢' = 1, we use the bootstrap bounds on E and p" to bound

197 (1)1 < IE @) 2 fo j(t S (5,2 — (t— $)0)V, - [VauVou(v)p(v)] duds

ql

Lz
t

< ety SR [ [t )7 (5)] g o) dds
0 x

4
< 62<t>3(1/21/q)j (t _ 8)71<8>73(171/q’) 10g2 s ds
0

< &) 301271 g ¢,

Taking ¢ > 6, the above proves that |Q"(t)[ .1 decays at an integrable rate, and so the assumption
of Lemma [72 is verified for the L' norm of J = Q" (t,x). On the other hand, for any ¢q € (1,00),
using the rapid decay of p(v) and introducing the change of the variable y = x — (t — )0, we bound

[ 7o = 909, [VaoVat)ew) o] < jws, o (t- s>@>|q<v>*5 a)"

f\p s, 9)| — )w

Se(t—s)” 3/q<8> 3(1 1/q) log s.
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Therefore, for any ¢1, g2 € (1,00), using the above estimate with ¢ = ¢; and ¢ = g2, we bound

Q"2 < [E®)] 12

fft—s (s, — (t— 8)8)Va - [V Vup(v)p(v)] duds

Ly
t
< ezj (t—s)"1" 3/q1<s> 3(1-1/q1) log? s ds + ¢ J (t— 3)71*3/q2<3>*3(1*1/q2) log? s ds
0 t/2

t
< @y f ()30 1092 5 ds + () 3(11/2) |og2 tf (t — )13 gs
12
< Xty T3a 4 2y T30-1ae) o2 ¢,

The assumption of Lemma[Z.2]is thus verified for the L? norm of J = Q" (¢, x), upon taking ¢; < 6/5
and gz > 6. This completes the proof of Proposition [.§] for the convolution G%*¢ x4, Q" (t,x).

7.5.2 Interaction with 9

In this section, we study the interaction with E$°‘: namely,

Q%%(t,x) = E(t,x J onsc s,z — (t—s)0) - Vypu(v)p(v) duds. (7.21)

We first study the integration in s. Indeed, following the calculation in (5.12]), now on a straight
line, we obtain

| PEe(sa = (4= 9)0) dr = 01,10 BE* (1. 0) = 02,40, B 0, = 1)

_ f (04 (102)8%. 1 (105 (s, — (¢ — )0) ds

0

where ¢4 1 is defined as in (54). This yields
QU (t,) = Blt,z) | 64, (10,) B (t,5) - Von(0)o(e) do
B(t.0) | 64.1(i0.) B27(0. ~ t0) - Vuplo)p(v) do
~ B(t,2) fo [{asG0)6% 162, F)(s,2 = (= 9)8) - Von(0)(0) duds.

The last term is treated exactly as done for Q"(¢,z) in (T20), since F(t,x) and E"(t,x) satisfy
the same bootstrap bounds. Similarly, recalling E3*°(0) = a+(i0;)Fp(x) by (@Il and using the
assumption on the initial data Fy(z) and the fact that ¢4 ,(id;) is a bounded operator from L' to
L', we bound

[ 61,00 B2 0.0~ 1) Vun(w)plv) o] 5 U EZO0)]1y 5 o)

97



while the integral is clearly bounded by Cye in L}. This yields

|Bt.) [ 6% 120 B0, = 10) - Vun(0)p(w) o], < coccty 923010

for p = 1, which verifies the assumption of Lemma [.2] giving the desired bounds for this term.
Finally, we treat the first term in Q°%¢(¢,x), which we decompose into

QT,OSC(t7 LZ') + Qosc,osc@7 x)
that corresponds to the decomposition (Z.19) on the electric field. It follows that

|0 @)luz < 1B @)1z | o0 B2 (02) - Vunlwhoto) o],
S B0z B (@) 5 ay=20-1m902

for p = 1, which again verifies the assumption of Lemma [(.2] It remains to study the quadratic
oscillation Q°*¢°%¢(¢, x), which is handled in the next section.

7.5.3 Quadratic oscillations

It remains to prove Proposition [Z.8 for the quadratic oscillation, which is defined by
Qe (t, x) = ES(t,x f¢+ 1(102) ESC(t, ) - Vp(v)p(v) dv, (7.22)

for any combination of + in each E3*(t,x) (that is, a summation of four terms). Since E*°(t,x)
does not decay in L2, the quadratic term Q°%¢°%¢(t, z) does not decay in L. and so the assumption
of Lemma is not valid for J = Q%%5¢(t,x). We need to further exploit oscillations in the
convolution

gOSC,OSC<t7 :1:,) = (iSC *qu QOSC,OSC(t7 x)

In Fourier, recalling éoisc(t, k) = e*+®la (k) from ([237) and Ef’fc(t, k) = e+ ®IB (¢ k) from
(£11]), we compute

(Ejosc,oscay k) _ )\i(k)t ( ) QOSC’OSC(t, k)

Jf w by Eosc(t f)Eosc(t k—20)-Vyuv)e(v) dédv

+
)ers (ke fo fj mesq)i(k’g)ﬁi(s,ﬁ)éi(s, k—20)-Vyu(v)p(v) dédv

I
s}
+

in which w4 (¢) = Ay (¢) + i - 0, and the phase function ®4 (k, /) is defined by

O (k,0):= =X (k) +AL(0) + Ae(k—0).
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We emphasize again that above any combination of + is allowed and for any such combination the
corresponding phase is bounded from below in absolute value by a constant independent of (k, ¢).
Precisely, on the support of both B (s,#) and B4 (s,k — ¢), since Ay (0) = i, we have

1
@y (K, 0)] = 5(1 + 102 + |k —¢?) (7.23)

uniformly for |k| < 1/2. Therefore, we may integrate by parts in s to improve decay. Precisely, set

1

t
T(tk, ) f e BB (5, 0Bs(s,k — 0) ds (7.24)
0 Wt
and so
goscose(y k) — au (k) B f f I(t, b 0) - Vop(v)o(v) déd. (7.25)

Integrating in s, we obtain

t
T(tk, 0) — j L b kOB, (5 0)Ba(s, k- O)ds

Next, writing back e*+®)! B, (¢, k) = E'_fc(t, k) and using
010, By (t, k) = ay (k) F(t, k),

with By (0,k) = ax (k) Fy(k), we obtain

t 1 1 R A
o Bl VEe(s
foe oo (D) a0y OF (& OFE (s k= ) ds

t ] L X
- “A+(k)s = = posc _ B
L ‘ wy () D4 (k,0) EL(s, l)at(k — O)F (s, k — {) ds.

Putting this into EA"scvosc(t, k) in (C.25) and setting, for convenience,

Vop(v)p(v) dv, (7.26)




we write

é-\osc,osc@7 k) _ 51 (t7 k) + @(t, k) + gg (t, k) + §4<t, k)

where

) fm (k, O) B9 (8, O) B2,k — 0) d

Ext, k) = = jm(k:,f)aJr (O)as (k — O)Fy(0)Fy(k — ) db

(7.27)
& (t, k) fm k,l)a (L (t K)Eosc(t,k —0) dt
(k) = e *tjm (kB2 (t, g (k — OF (1, — 0) dL.
Let us now bound each term in the physical space. Precisely, we shall prove that
1€z < (0 + €)™ (7.28)

for j = 1,2,3,4, which would complete the proof of Proposition [7.8]

First, thanks to (7.23]) and the nonvanishing of wy (k) = Ay (k)+ik-0, the symbol m(k, £) defined
in (Z.26) is smooth and bounded by (k,£)~!, and thus is a Coifman-Meyer multiplier. Therefore,
Lemma B3] yields

[€1®)lLe < IBL()Z2 < 577,

which verifies (728). In addition, as for the second integral term, we write & (t, k) = e ®t ], (k),
where

Tolk) = f m(k, O (O (k — 0)Fo(0) ok — 0) de.

By the dispersive estimate (2.33), it suffices to bound [Ja;4.1. Indeed, similarly as done above,
Lemma [B.1] yields
ol < 1ol < €,

yielding the desired bound (28] on & (¢, x).
Finally, we bound &3(¢,x) and &(t, z), which are of the same form. Setting

Tt k) = fm(k,@)ai (OB, 0B (b — 0) de,

osc

it suffices to verify the assumption of Lemma[Z.2 for J3(¢, ), since by definition, £3(t, ) = G % »
J3(t, z). Indeed, this follows directly from Lemma [B.I], giving

[J5(0)]1p < IFOIz| EL(0)lLy < 6y 20-1P=%2

for p > 1. The desired bound on the convolution &(t,z) = G¢ x;, J3(t,x) thus follows. This
completes the proof of Proposition [Z.8
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A Fourier multipliers

We recall the homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decomposition on R?, d € N, which reads

h=> P, (A1)
keZ

where P, denotes the standard Littlewood-Paley projection on the dyadic interval [2¢—1, 2F+1]. We
note the following classical Bernstein inequalities (see, e.g., [1])

|Peozhlce < 25 |Plee, 28| Pihlee < |0uh] e (A.2)
for all p € [1,00] and k € Z. In addition, we recall the following definition of Besov spaces.

Definition A.1. Let s € R, p,r € [1,+]. The Besov space B,
norm s finite

is defined so that the following

,T

|7l 5,

Z Pyh

k<0

1/r
+ <Z 28’W||thg,,> < 4.
P

k=0

Lemma A.2. Fiz § > 0. Let 0(&) be sufficiently smooth and satisfy
[0°0(§)] < Cat)* 1
for |a| = 0. Then, there hold

1. The Fourier multiplier o(§) is a bounded operator from LP to LP for p € [1,0].

2. We have for all p € [1, 0],

lo(@)V fllr < Hin? VAR < | Flwio. (A3)

3. We have for all p € [1,+0], r € [1,0), and s = 0 so that 6 > s — |s],

lo(i)V B, < Hfllif IV flze B+ 19 £ < st (A4)

where |s| denotes the largest integer that is smaller than s.

Proof. Using the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we write

(i0)f = Pre<o(0(id)f) + ) Pilo
k>0

in which Py<o(co(i0)f) is a convolution in space of a rapidly decaying function against f. The
boundedness from LP to LP thus follows. On the other hand, using Berstein’s inequalities, we

bound
| Y Pelo (@) f)ler < D) 1Pelo(id) Hle < D277 fllee < 1f]L»s

k=0 k=0 k=0
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in which the summation is finite, since 6 > 0. As for (2), again using the Littlewood-Paley
decomposition, we write

o(i0)Vf = Y. Pelc(id)V )+ > Pelo(id)Vf) =: fr + fo,

k<A k=A

for A € Z to be determined. Using ([A.2]), we first bound
Ifile < Y 1Pelo(@)V Al < D) 281 fle < 24 £l e

k<A k<A

Similarly, recalling |o(¢)| < (€)™, we bound

|folr < D5 IRV H)Lr < Y 27V flee 5 274V f 1o
k=A k=A

We can now fix A such that 24| f||z» = 27%4|V f| s, leading to (A3). Finally, by definition and

(A.2), we bound

1/r
lo(i0)V flBs, < lo(id)V e + (Z 2’“7”Pk(a(w)Vf)zp>

k=0
s 0 1/r
S IVFlL + (Z 2_]“(6_8“8”’") My
k=0

yielding (A4)). The lemma follows. O

Remark A.3. Following the proof of Lemma[A.2, we obtain the following standard interpolation
inequalities

1— ol A a 1— [ a
102 Fllzee < [ £1pA"V 1o 1201 < | PV ey 1o (A.5)

for 0 <[] < [a.

B Bilinear estimates

We repeatedly use the following result, which can be seen as a particular case of Coifman-Meyer
result:

Lemma B.1. Let
QLS 9)( ff 2tk (o) ko) fi Gy dk1dhy

for a sufficiently smooth Fourier symbol m(k1, ks) that satisfies [0f 0£2m(k‘1, ko)| < (ky, ko)~ 1 lel= 1Al
for |al,|8] = 0. Then, there holds

QLS gllley < [ flzellglze (B.1)
for any 1/r = 1/p+ 1/q, with 1 < r,p,q < 0. In case of r = 0, we take p = q = ©
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Proof. The case when r < o is the standard bilinear estimate which in fact holds for a much larger
class of multipliers (e.g., of a Coifman-Meyer type). As for the LY’ estimate, we set

F(x,y) = f(x)g(y).

It follows that Q[f,g](x) = T (F)(x,z), where

T (F)(z,y) = J J e Rk @) (k) o) F(ky, ko) diey dks,

noting F (k1, ko) = flﬁﬁkg- That is, T}, (F') is a Fourier multiplier with sufficiently smooth symbol
m(ky, k2) that is bounded by (ky, k2)~!. Therefore, using Item 1 in Lemmal[A2] T}, (F) is a bounded
operator from LP to LP for p € [1,00]. The L® estimate in (B thus follows.

O
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