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GLOBAL SOLUTION OF THE 3D RELATIVISTIC VLASOV-MAXWELL SYSTEM FOR THE LARGE
RADIAL DATA

XUECHENG WANG

Abstract
We prove global existence of the 3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system for a class of arbitrary large regular initial data with spherical
symmetry, in which the initial distribution function of particles is assumed to decay fast but polynomially towards infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

The 3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system is one of the fundamental models in the collisionless plasma physics. It reads
as follows,
Of+0-Vof +(E+0xB)-V,f =0,
V-E:47r/ f(t, z,v)dv, V-B=0,
(RVM) R? 1.1
OE =V x B — 47r/ ft,z,v)odv, OB =-V x E,
R3
f(0,z,v) = fo(z,v), E(0,z) = Ey(xz), B(0,z)= Bo(x).
where f : Ry x R x R3 — R, denotes the distribution function of particles, E, B : R; x R2 — R3 denote the

electromagnetic field, ¥ := v/4/1 + |v|?. As a result of direct computations, we can reduce the Maxwell system into the
standard wave equations as follows,

0?B - AB = —47r/ O X Vof(t,z,v)dv, O0?E—AE = —47r/ 00 f(t,z,v)dv — 4w | Vi f(t,z,v)dv. (1.2)

R3 R3 R3
The following conservation law holds for the RVM system,
H(t) == / |E2(t, )| + | B2(t, z)|dx + 87r/ / V14 v2f(t,z,v)dv = H(0) (1.3)
R3 R3 JR3

Moreover for any p € [1, o0, we have
1tz o)z, = 10,2, 0)] 1z - (1.4)
Note that the following system of equations satisfied by the backward characteristics,

~

d
d—X(s; t,x0,v0) = V(s;t,20,v0)

d—V(s;t, xo,v0) = K (s, X (s;t,20,v0), V(s;t,x0,v0)) (1.5)
s

X(t7 t7 Zo, UO) = X, V(t7 tu Zo, UO) = Yo,
where K (s,x,v) := E(s,x) + O x B(s,x). Due to the transport nature of the Vlasov equation, we have f(t,xo,v9) =

f(s, X (85, 0,v0), V(s;t,20,v9)) forany s € (=T, T), where T denotes the maximal time of existence.

There is a large literature in the study of the Vlasov-Maxwell system. Large data global solutions for the RVM have
been constructed in two dimensions and two and half dimensions, we refer readers to [4, [13]] and reference therein for more
comprehensive introduction and more details. Moreover, global solutions for the RVM in the three dimensions for small data
have also been constructed, we refer readers to [[6, 19, [21]] for more details.

In this paper, we are mainly interested in the large data Cauchy problem of RVM in the 3D case. The result of Glassey-
Strauss [5] says that the classical solution can be globally extended as long as the particle density has compact support in
v for all the time. A new proof of this result based on Fourier analysis was given by Klainerman-Staffilani [9], which adds
a new perspective to the study of 3D RVM system, see also [3, [14, 20]. An interesting line of research is the continuation
criterion for the global existence of the Vlasov-Maxwell system. In [7], Glassey-Strauss showed that the lifespan of the
solution of the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system can be continued if the initial data decay at rate |v|~7 as |v| — oo and
[|(1+ |v]) f(t,2,v)| Lo 1 remains bounded for all time. An improvement of this result and a new continuation criterion was
given by Luk-Strain [13], which says that a regular solution can be extended as long as || (14 |v|?)?/2 f (t, z, v) | Laz: remains
bounded for § > 2/¢,2 < g < +o00, see also Kunze[10], Pallard[15], and Patel[16] for the recent improvements on the
continuation criterion.
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We assume that the initial data (fo(z,v), Eg(x), Bo(x)) are spherically symmetric in the following sense,
fo(Rx, Rv) = fo(xz,v), Eo(Rx)= REy(x), Bo(Rx)= RBy(z), VRe SO(3). (1.6)

As a result of direct computation and the uniqueness of solution, we know that the above radial symmetry property can be
propagated from the initial data. Our main result in this paper is summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that initial data (fo, Eo, Bo) are radial (in the sense of (L&), fo(z,v) € H*(R2 x R3), Ey, By €
H*(R3), s € Zy,s > 6. Moreover, for Ny := 108, we assume that the following estimate holds for the initial distribution
Sunction fo(x,v),

Do I+l + )Nove, folz,v)z, < oo (1.7)

a€Zs la|<s

Then the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system (L) admits global solution (f(t), E(t), B(t)) in H*(R3 x R3) x H*(R3) x
H*(R3).

1.1. Local theory and the main idea of proof. Since the assumption imposed on the initial data in is stronger than the
assumptions required for initial data in the work of Luk-Strain [[13]], the continuation criteria obtained there can be applied
directly in this paper. From the work of Luk-Strain [13], we know that the 3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system is local
well-posed and the regularity can be propagated within the time interval of existence [0,T"), where T denotes the maximal
time of existence. Moreover, from the work of Luk-Strain [13], we know that the lifespan can be extended to [0, 7 + €] for
some positive number e if the following assumption holds,

T

sup  sup / (|E(s, X (s;t,20,v0))] + | B(s, X (s;t, 20, v0))|)ds < +o0. (1.8)
t€[0,T) zo,voER3 JO

Readers are refereed to [13]][Theorem 5.7] for more details.

The main goal of this paper is to show that the acceleration accumulated along characteristics is indeed uniformly bounded
for all time. Hence finishing the proof of global regularity for the 3D relativistic RVM system.

To this end, we propagate a high order moment of the distribution function of particles. By using the Glassey-Strauss
decomposition and the spherical symmetry of the solution, we show that the quantity in (I.8) is controlled from the above by
the moment of the distribution function, see the estimate (4.17) in Lemma 4.4

Actually, we not only show that the boundedness of the high order moment but also show that it grows at most polynomially
over time, see the estimates (3.28) and (3.29). To this end, as summarized in the Proposition[3.1] the main observation is that
the majority of particles, which are localized around zero due to the polynomial decay assumption on the initial data, will not
be accelerated much after the speed of particles reaches a certain level.

Intuitively speaking, particles will travel toward infinity when the speed of particles reaches a certain level. Due to the
spherical symmetry, the electromagnetic field is localized around zero and it becomes weaker as the radius becomes larger.
As a result, the accumulate acceleration caused by the electromagnetic field is not strong. To get more transparent intuition,
we refer readers to [22] for a similar result in the 3.D relativistic Vlasov-Poisson system, which is a simpler model of RVM.

To prove Proposition we measure carefully the gain and the loss of using the smoothing effects. One type of the
smoothing effects comes from the oscillation in time for the electromagnetic field itself. The other type of the smoothing
effect, as pointed out by Klainerman-Staffilani [9], is that the integration of electromagnetic field along the characteristic is
smoother.

This paper is organized as follows.

e In section[2] we introduce the notation and prove two basic lemmas used in this paper.

e In section 3] we introduce the set-up of propagation of moment and prove the Theorem[L.Ilunder the assumption that
we have a good control of the electromagnetic field and the increment of characteristics in terms of the moment of
the distribution function.

o In sectiond] we give a rough control of the electromagnetic field based on the Glassey-Strauss decomposition.

e In section[3] by exploiting the smoothing effect, we use a Fourier method to control the increment of the magnitudes
of the spatial characteristic X (s; ¢, zo, vo) and the velocity characteristic V'(s;t, xg, vg) over time.

Acknowledgment The author is supported by NSFC-11801299.

2. PRELIMINARY

For any two numbers A and B, weuse A < B and B 2 A to denote A < C'B, where C' is an absolute constant. We
use the convention that all constants which only depend on the initial data, e.g., the conserved quantities (|| f (¢, z,v)l| .z , ,
p e [L00L [[(L4 [v*) f(t, z,v)|| Ly, [[E(t)]| L2, | B(t)]| £2), will be treated as absolute constants.
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For any two vectors v, u € R3, we use Z(v,u) to denote the angle between v and u and use the convention that / (v, u) €
[0, 7]. For any r € R, we use r_ to denote min{r, 1}. For any vector v € R?/{0}, we use ¢ := v/|v| € S? to denotes the
direction of v. Note that, for any v € R3/{0}, we define S, := {w,w € S?,w - ¥ = 0} to be the great circle on sphere that is
orthogonal to the direction v.

We fix an even smooth function ¢ : R — [0, 1], which is supported in [—3/2,3/2] and equals to “1” in [—5/4, 5/4]. For
any k € Z, we define the cutoff functions ¥y, Y<i, ¥>r : Up=1,3R™ — R as follows,

Vi (@) = (el /2%) = d(|2|/257), den(@) = d(|2l/2F) = D da(a), Ysu(@) =1 -t (@),
1<k

Moreover, for any [,n € Z,l > n, we define the cutoff function le;n(') with threshold n as follows,

| Y<n(z) ifl=n
Pin(z) = { wf(m 1o .1

If n = 0, then we use the convention that ¢, (-) denotes ¢;.o(+).
We first record the classic Kirchhoff’s formula, which allows us to represent the solution of linear wave in physical space.

Lemma 2.1. Foranyt € R,z € R3, the following equality holds,

V| sin(t|V])h(z) = it/ h(z + t6)db, 2.2)
ar Js2
V|~ cos(t|V|)h(x) = ! / V|~ th(z + t0)do + — ! / tH-Zh(:c—i-tH)dH. (2.3)
At Am Jso V|
Proof. Note that
/R % P /S (@ + 19)dfd = /S ] e Oh(€)do = 2mh(€) /O " citlelcos(o) sin(¢)d¢ = 4”%;'”5”&(5). (2.4)

Hence finishing the proof of the desired formula (Z.2)). Our desired equality (2.3 holds after taking derivative with respect to
“¢” for the equality (2.2)). O

Recall the equations satisfied by the electromagnetic field in (I.2) and the Kirchhoff’s formula in (2.2). From the Duhamel’s
formula, the following decomposition holds after we do dyadic decomposition for the velocity variable,

K(t) = Kfee(t) + Y K;(t), K €{E,B}. (2.5)
JELy
where Ky,c.(t), K € {E, B}, denote the linear wave solution determined by the initial data of RVM (L),

Kree(t) = cos(t|V|) Ko + sin(t|V])|V| " (&, K)|,_,, K €{E,B}, (2.6)

E;(t) = —/0 /R3 /§2 (t —s)(00cf (5,2 4 (t — 5)0,v) + Vo f(s,z+ (t — )0, v)) p;(v)dbduvds, 2.7)

B;(t) = —/0 /§2 /R3 (t—8)0 x Vaf(s,z+ (t — $)8,v)p;(v)didvds. (2.8)

The benefit of radial symmetry is mainly exploited in the following Lemma. Essentially speaking, it says that the average
on sphere for an integrable radial function is well controlled if the center of sphere is far away from zero. Also, it’s very
natural that the radial symmetry won’t provide any gain when the center is close to zero, which explains why the estimates
(2.9) and (2.10) behaves badly when r approaches to zero.

Lemma 2.2. For any fixed wy € S?, any radial function h : R® — C, the following estimate holds for any | € 7 N
(—00,2],z € R3/{0},

2l
2V 4+ |Z X wol)rs

1Py sup slzllh(2)l}, 29)

min{
| | z€R3,\z\€Hrfs\,r+s]

’ h(z + sw)p< (£ (w,wo))dw‘ <
where T := x/|z| and v = |z|. Moreover, for any fixed a,b € R, and any radial function f : RS x R3 —s R in the sense
of (L), the following estimate holds,
2N f(@,v)llzy,

+1Z x wo|)rs|r — |

| / / / [z = ad — bwy + sw, v)v<i(£(w, wo))dwydwdv| < o (2.10)
RS Js?

where for any fixed v € R3/{0},S, := {0 € S%,0 - © = 0}.
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Proof. Since h is radial and fixed wy is arbitrary, without loss of generality, we assume that 2 = (r,0,0),r := |z|. Let
w := (cos B, sin b cos ¢, sin  sin ¢) and wq := (cos Oy, sin Oy cos Py, sin Oy sin ¢g). Due to the cutoff function y<; (£ (w, wp)),
we know that . l
S o ~

20 +sinfy 28+ |7 X wyl
Therefore, from the above estimate and the radial symmetry of h, we have

|suppg (<i(£(w,wo))) =: C(x,wo).

’ h(z + sw)<i(£(w,wo))dw| < C(:C,wo)/ |h((V/12 + s + 2rs cos6,0,0))] sin 6d
0

N

C r+s C 1 r+s
o / 1h((z,0,0)]zdz < T40) iy |h((2,0,0))|z%dz, sup slyllA(y)[}-
rSs |r—s| rs |T - S| |r—s| yERS |y|€(|r—s]|,r+s]

(2.11)
Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (2.9). In the above estimate, we used the change coordinates § — z :=

V12 4+ 52 + 2rscos@. For fixed a,b € R, we define

p(z;a,b) = / / f(x — av — bw,, v)dw,dv.
R3 J3,
Note that, VR € SO(3), the following equality holds from the radial symmetry of f(x,v) in (T.6),

p(Rz;a,b) = / / f(Rz — ad — bw,, v)dw,dv = / / / f(Rz — aRii — bRw,, Ru)dw,dv
R3 JS, R3 JR3 JS,
= / / f(.’L' —au — bwu7u)dwudv = p(.%', a, b)
r3 JS,

Therefore, our desired estimate (2.10) holds directly after we applying the estimate (2.9) to the radial function p(z; a, b).

0
3. PROPAGATION OF MOMENTS AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM
Let Ny = Ny x 10723 = 10°. Define
My, (t / / (1 + oM f(t,z,v)dedv, My, (t) : :(1+t)N12—|— sup My, (s). 3.1
RS JR3 s€[0,]

Note that for any ¢ € [0,7'),j € Z4, we have

/ f(t, z,v)y;(v)dv Smin{23‘j,/ f(t, z,v);(v)dv} 523‘j(1_1/”)(/ f(t,a:,v)d)j(v)dv)l/p
RS RS RS

Hence, we obtain the following basic estimate for any p € [1, o0,

£t 2, 0)05 (0) || popy < 2350712 / / F(t, 2, 0); (v)dv) P < 239071P) (min{27, 27 NI My, (1)3) 7. (3.2)
R3 ]R3

Let M, denotes the minimum integer such that 2M¢ > (My;, (t))*/N'. Hence 2Mt ~ (My;, (t))*/N'. We define a set of

majorities of particles at time s as follows,
R(t,s) == {(X(s;t,20,0), V(s;t,0,v0)) : | X (05, 20,v0)| + |V (0;t,20,v0))| < 2°Mt 24,09 € R}, B :=1/300.
(3.3)

Lett € [0,7) and the initial data (zo,v9) € R(t,0) of characteristics in (L3) be fixed. For the simplicity of notation,
we will omit the dependence of characteristics with respect to the initial data and view the spatial characteristic X (s) and
velocity characteristic V' (s) as regular functions with respect to time s.

We will use a standard bootstrap argument to show that the size of any velocity characteristic V'(s), which starts from the
major set R(t, 0), is uniformly bounded by 2(' =M 5 :=1/300, for all s € [0, ¢]. More precisely, we have

Proposition 3.1. Foranyt € [0,T), the following relation holds for some sufficiently large absolute constant C,
R(t,t) C B(0,C2°Mt) x B(0, C21—AMr), (3.4)
Proof. Recall (3.3) and the system of equations satisfied by characteristics in (IL3). First of all, for any t1,¢; € [0,], the

following rough estimate holds,

to _ .
IIX(tz)I—IX(t1>IIS/ [X(s)- V(s)lds < |ta —t1], = sup |X(s)] <2°M 4 1] <2°MF1 (35)

ty s€[0,t]
Hence finishing the proof of first part of (3.4).
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From the continuity of characteristics and the size of initial data in R(¢, 0), we know that one of the following two scenarios
holds.

(i) There exists a maximal time 7* € (0, ¢) and a maximal number 7** > T™* such that the following estimates holds,

sup [V(s)| < 207AMt (7)) = 20 m ML, (3.6)
s€[0,T*]
2-AM=2 < inf  [V(s)| < sup  [V(s)| < 207 AM e T C (o, 1], 3.7)
SE[T*,T**] SE[T,T**]
(i) The following estimate holds,
sup [V (s)] < 20=AMe=L, (3.8)
s€(0,t]

under the assumption that M; >> 1. We will show that the estimate (3.7) can be improved hence close the bootstrap argument.
To obtain an improved estimate, we control the increment of velocity between any two time in [T*, 7**] C [0, t], which is
also the main mission of this paper.

As aresult of direct computations, we have

If the second scenario happens or M, < 1, then there is nothing left to be proved, we restrict ourself to the first scenario

CLIX()P = 2X() - V(s), TV (s)| = 2V (s) - Es, X(5)). (3.9)

To better see the dynamics of the magnitude of spatial characteristic, we also study the second order derivative of | X (s)]2.
As a result, we have

d

. e X(s)- (E(s, X(s)) + V(s) x B(s, X(s))) X(s)-V(s)
& (X(s) - V() = 1V(9)] + -

572 (V(s)- E(s, X(s)))

1+[V(s)]? (1+[V(s)?)
= [V(s)| + C1(X(s), V(s)) - E(s, X (5)) + Ca(X(s),V(s)) - B(s, X (s)) (3.10)
where
X(s) X(s)-V(s) X(s) x V(s)

C1(X(s),V(s)) :=

V(s), Co(X(s),V(s)):= 3.11)

VITIVEE  A+[V(s)P)?? VI+IVEP
From the estimate (3.2) in Proposition[3.1] the following rough estimate holds for any ¢1,ts € [T*,T**] C [0, 1], s.t., t1 < i,
N N 4 ta
X(t2) - V(t2) = X(t2) - V(t1) 2 p(t2 —t1) = ’/ C1(X(s),V(s)) - E(s, X (s))ds|
t1
ta

—| [ (Ca(X(s),V(s))- B(s,X(s))ds| > %(tQ —ty) — 27 2MeAL6aM: oy — 1 /100 = 3. (3.12)

t1

Case 1:  If there exists a time 7, € [T*, T**] s.t., X (73.) - V(7%.) = 0.
From the estimate (3.12), the following estimate holds for s1, s5 > 0 s.t, 51 + Ty, —82 + 7 € [T, T**],

S2 “ S2 4
I X (12 = | X (1, — 82)]2 = / 2X (1o — 824 7) - V(1 — 82+ 7)d7 < / —g(SQ — 1) 4 27 2MeH16aM: gy
0 0
2
= |X (1 = 82)* 2 [X(r)[* 4 355 — 272 00Mes,. (3.13)

S1 2
X (7 + s1)” = [ X (r)? > / 2(57 —27MATOM ) dr 2 5 — om0, (3.14)
0

Case2: If there doesn’t exist a time 7, € [T, T**] s.t., X (7,) - V(7,.) = 0.
For this case we know that | X (s)|? is a monotonic function with respect to s, which implies that either | X (7*)|? or
| X (T**)|? is the minimum. If | X (7**)|? is the minimum , i.e., X (s) - V(s) < 0, then the following estimate holds from

m)’
. N ~ 2
—X(T** =) - V(T —8) > X(T*) - V(T*) - X(T* —s) - V(T*™ — s) > 35~ 9~ 2Mi 160l

T . 2
— | X(T))? - | X(T™ - 7)]? = / 2X(T* — ) - V(T — 5)ds < —572 + 27 2MeF16aM+1,
0

2
— | X(T™ = 7)]? > | X(T*)]* + 572 — 27 2Met16aMetl o [0, T — T, (3.15)
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If | X (7*)|? is the minimum , i.e., X (s) - V(s) > 0, then the following estimate holds from (3.12),
T ~ 2
| X(T*+7)]? = | X(TH)]? = / 2X(T* +5) - V(T* + s)ds > 572 — 27 2Metl6aMitl - p e [0, T — T*]. (3.16)
0

To sum up, from the estimates (3.13H3.16), we have a good control of the magnitude of characteristic for all time except a
small neighborhood of the fixed local (global) minimum.

Since the Case 2 is of the same type as in the Case 1, without loss of generality, we restrict ourself to the Case 1. Let
1o 1= 27 2Me+20aM: Based on the possible size of | X (7 )|, we separate into two cases as follows.
@ If|X ()| > 275Me/3,

From the rough estimate of increment of magnitude of spatial characteristic in (3.3)), we have

sup X (5)| > 275Me/3 _ 9=2Mi+20aMy > 9=5M: /3 (.17)
SE[Tw—T0,Tx+To)N[T*,T**]

From the above estimate, the estimate (5.1) in Proposition [5.1] and the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field (.8)) in
Lemmald.2] the following estimate holds for any x € [—27¢, 270], s.t., o + K € [T, T**],

1 a+e) M,

HV .+ K)| _ |V H < 2Mr/3+7aMf + ‘/ ds‘ 5 22Mt/3+200¢Mt' (3.18)

| X (14 + 8)|—
For any k € [—70,70]%, s.t., T« + & € [T, T**], from the estimates (313) and (3.14), we have
[ X (e + &) 21X ()] + |5

From the above estimate, the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field (£.6) in Lemma[4.2] and the estimate (5.1)) in Propo-
sition[5.] the following estimate holds for k € [—279, 279]°, s.t., 7w + & € [T, T**],

Tt K 2(1—o¢+€)Mt
min{| X (7)] + |s — 7, 1}

[V (7o + &)| = |V (7x + sign(r)70)]| S oMi/3+TaM; | |/

Tw+sign(k)To

dS‘ 5 2(1—a)Mt+2eMt i

(3.19)
where € := 60/N; = 6 x 1074
@ If|X ()| < 275Me/3,
From the rough estimate of increment of magnitude of spatial characteristic in (3.3), the following estimate holds for
s € [—70,70] 8.t., Tw + 5 € [T*, T,

X (x4 5)| < 272M/3 45 S 27OM/B,
Since now | X (7, + s)|, s € [—70, 7o), is small, from the estimate (3.2) in Proposition[5.1] the following improved estimate
holds, for any t1,t2 € [Tx — 70, 7o + T0] N [T, T**], s.t., t1 < to,
~ ~ 2
X(ta)  V(ta) = X(t1) - V(1) = S(t2 = t1) = 9 5Me/3=2M:/3+0aM:
With the above improved estimate, the following improved estimate holds for any s € [—79, 7], s.t., 7« + s € [T*, T**],

2
= |X(1e 4+ 9)]? > | X (1)]? + 552 — 2 TM/3+9aMy g (3.20)

Let 7 := 27 7M¢/3+10aMy ) Recall the decomposition of electromagnetic field in (2.3). From the rough estimate of
electromagnetic field (@13) in Lemma 3] which is used for the case j < (1 + €)M, and the second estimate in (@.17)
in Lemma [d.4] which is used for the the case j > (1 + €)M, the following estimate holds for any x € [—27,27], s.t.,
T + K € [T*, T%],

T*-‘rfi
||V Te 4+ K)| — |V (74 H Z Z / X(s))|ds < 9= 7M; /3+100M; 93(1+3¢) M, < 92M; /3+11aM; (3.21)
j€Z, Ke{E,B}

For any k € [—71,71]%, s.t., Tw + K € [T*, T**], from the estimates (3.14), (3.13), which are used for 7 € [—79, 7] and the
estimate (3.20), which is used when 7 € [—71, 71]° N [—70, To], we have

[ X (7 + 6) 21X ()] + [5]-
From the above estimate, the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field (&.6) in Lemmal4.2], the estimate (3.1)) in Proposition
[51] the following estimate holds for any k € [—27y,27]%, s.t., T« + & € [T*, T**],
Tet+K 2(1—a+e)Mt

min{ | X ()| + |s — 7, 1}

[V (7o + &) = [V (7% + sign(x)m)]| S oM:/3+TaM; }/

Tetsign(k)T

dS’ S (1—a+2e) M,

(3.22)
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To sum up, in whichever case, from the estimates (3.18), (3:19), (3.21), and [3.22), the following estimate holds for any
t1,ts € [T*,T**] C [O,t],

“V(tl)| _ |V(t2)|’ S 2(l—a)Mt+2€Mt < 2(1—2ﬂ)Mt, (323)
3 5

— 29(1-f)M;—1 < inf |V(S)| < Sup |V(S)| < 29(1=p)M;~1 (3.24)
4 SE[T*,T* €] SE[T*,T*+e 4

Hence improving the bootstrap assumption in (3.7). Therefore, we can extend the size of € such that 7** = ¢. To sum up, in
whichever case, we have sup¢(o 1 [V (s)] < 2(1=A)M: Hence finishing the proof of (3.4).
O

Proof of Theorem[L1]: Recall (B.1). From the conservation law (L.3), we have
| / / (L+ o)V £(t 2, v)dado| S 2N DA=FFIMe < (Ary, (1)) 1-FF). (3.25)
R3 J|v|<2(1=B+e) My

Recall the definition of the majority set R(¢, s) in (3.3). From the relation (3.4) in Proposition[3.1l we have | X (0;¢, z,v)|+
[V (0;t,z,v)| = 28Me if || > 28Me or |u| > 2(1=F)M:  Therefore, the polynomial decay of the initial data in (I77) implies
that the following estimate holds if |v| > 2(1=A)M:

[f(t,0)] = fo(X(0st,2,0), V(0:t,2,0))| S (14X (08,2, 0) + [V(0s, 2, 0)[) N0 < 27 10MM/3,
Moreover, if || > 22¢M:_ then from the estimate (3.3)), we have
|X(t,0,$,’l))| > |$| —t> |$| - 2€Mt Z (1 + |.’L‘|),

If [v] > 23(1449)M: then the following estimate holds from the equation (3.9) and the first estimate in (@.17) in Lemma[d.4]
t
V0.0 2 ol [ (1B X+ 1B(s, X(6))ds 2 (14 e,
0

Therefore, from the above three estimates and the assumption of initial data in (L7), the following estimate holds if |v| 2>
2(1=A)M: regardless the size of |z,

If(t,z,0)| = | fo(X(t,0,2,0), V(t,0,2,0))| < (1+|z)) "1 + o)~ N4 (3.26)

Therefore, from the above estimate, we have

\/ / (1+ [o))N f(t, 2, v)dadv| < 1. (3.27)
R3 J|y|>2(1=B+e)M¢
To sum up, from the estimates (3.23) and (3.27), we have

My, (t) S (M, (8) 777,

~

Since the above estimate holds for any ¢ € [0,7) and M, (t) is an increasing function with respect to t, the following estimate
holds for any s € [0, t],

My, (s) S (N, ()74 < (Bn, ()71,
Hence

My, (t) = sup My, (s)+ (146N < (My, () 7"+ 1+ 0N, = My, (1) S A+ 5N (3.28)
s€[0,t]

Therefore, from the above estimate and the first estimate in ({@17) in Lemma[d.4] we have

T
sup  sup Z/ |K (s, X (s;t,20,0))|ds < (14 T)*N. (3.29)
xg,v0 ER3 te[O’T)j€Z+ 0

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (I.8) and the theorem from the the decomposition of the electromagnetic
field in (2.3). a
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4. ROUGH ESTIMATES OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

In this section, we provide several rough estimates for the electromagnetic field in terms of the moment of the distribution
function, which will be used as basic tools in the next section for more sophisticated analysis of the increment of the sizes of
characteristics. In particular, as stated in (.6) and (@.17), we give a point-wise estimate for the electromagnetic field and give
an upper bound for the targeted quantity in (I.8)) respectively.

To prove our desired rough estimates, for simplicity, we don’t distinguish the frequencies of the electromagnetic field. The
Glassey-Strauss decomposition as stated in the following Lemma is very convenient and useful.

Lemma 4.1. Forany j € Z_, the following decomposition holds

K;(t,x) = / KSJ (t,s x)—i—KTj(t s,x)ds, K € {FE,B}, 4.1)
—7<l<2 lez

where

ET7 (t,s,x) := / / (- | | T )f(s,x—i- (t —9)8,v)p;(v)pr,—; (L(v, —0))dbdv, (4.2)
RrR3 Js2
BT sty s, x) /Ra /S2 1 — |v 0 j v)f(s,x + (t—5)0,v)p; (v)pi,—; (L(v, —0))dOdv, 4.3)
ESJ (t,s,z):= / / (t—s)K(s,z+ (t—s)0,v)- VU( 210 )(U+9))<p17 i(L(v,=0))f(s,x+ (t — s)8,v)dbdv, (4.4)
R3 J§2 140-60
©;(v)(6 x D)

Bls;j(t, s,x) = /RS /S2 (t—s)K(s,z+ (t —s)0,v) - Vv(m)w;,j(l(v, —0)f(s,z + (t — s)0,v)dOdv. (4.5)

Proof. The desired decomposition () follows from redoing the Glassey-Strauss decomposition first for K;, K € {E, B},
and then used a dyadic decomposition with threshold —j for the angular between v and —6. See [6][Theorem 3] for more

details. ]
Lemma 4.2. Forany x € R3/{0}, s € [0,1], the following estimate holds
2(1+€)]Wt
S IE(s,2)] S ———, ro=min{l,r}, €=60/N1 =6x 1074 (4.6)

j€Zy KE{E,B}
Moreover, we have the following estimate as a byproduct,
2(17a+5)Mt

> > K(s) < ——— a:=1/100=38. 4.7

J€L4,j¢[(1—a) My, (1+€) M, ] Ke{E,B}

Proof. Recall the decomposition of electromagnetic field in (2.3)) and the Glassey-Strauss decomposition in (.1)).
We first estimate the “T” part. Recall (£.2)) and (£.3)). Note that, from the estimate (2.10) in Lemma[.2] the estimate (3.2),
and the volume of support of v and 0, we have

1
rls —7|jr — (s = 7)|

B4 (s, 7, @) + | By (s, 7, 2)] < 2777 min{ min{277, 27 MIFMMY 93420 - (48)

Now we estimate the “S” part. Recall (4.4) and (£.3). From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the estimates in Lemma
the estimate (3.2)), and the volume of support of v, we have

i 1/2
B (sma)l + 1By (s, ma)| 527 s =l [ [ fra+ (= 160y 01y (L0, ~0))dud)

< / / (E(r,z + (s = DO + |B(ryz + (5 = 1)0))0; (0)pr 3 (£(v, ~0))dvid6) >
RrR3 Js2

ZAAT LA Y
rls —7||r — (s — 7)]

rls = 7ljr = (s = 7)|
Based on the possible size of j, we separate into two cases as follow.
Casel: Ifj > (1+¢/2)M;. From the estimate (4.8) and the estimate (Z.9), we have

Z Z Z /|KTJST.CC|—|—|KSJ(STI)|C[T

JE€Z4 5> (14¢/2) M, I€[—j,2INZ K €{E,B}

< Z (1—|—j)[/ (22j)9/10(

ey 5> (Lre/2)M, 0 rls = 7llr — (s — 7)|

<2792 — 7|( 28212 (4.9)

259 =N1j+N1 My 1/10
Mgr
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° s — 7)1/493i/2 1 1/2
+ [y )

rlr—(s—71)|

9—N1j+N1 M; )1/4(23J+21)1/4d < % 4.10)

rlr—(s—71)|

Case2: Ifj < (1+4¢/2)M;.  Let§:=2-(1+/2M: From the estimate (.8), we have

Z Z Z / |KTJ s,y x)|dr < Z Z / 227 47
[s—8,s]U[s—r—8,s—7+4]

JEZL j<(1+€/2) M, l€[—4,2]NZ Kc{E,B} JET4 §<(1+¢€/2) M, 1€[—5,2]NZ
2j—21 2 (14€) M
+/ 2 dr < (M:) + M2@+M: 5 < e (4.11)
[0,s—=d]N[s—r—¥8,s—r+5]° ’f‘|8 - T||’f‘ - (S - T)' 70 r—
Let 0 := 27"M¢_ From the estimate (@.9), we have
> Y Y [syena
JEZ4,j<(14€/2)M, l€[—3j,2|NZ Ke{E,B}
2—l
S S S = e
JEZy i<(14€/2)M, I€[—4,2NZ [0,s]N[s—r—08,s—r+d]° T|T - (S - T)|
1 V227 (g — 1/2 2(1+€/2)M¢M 1 2(1+€)M
+/ A+)Ps=r) 7)) 2T RM L 2T (4.12)
[0,s]N[s—7—3,5—7+3] ( |T - (S - T)|)1/2 r ri/2 r—

To sum up, our desire estimate (4.6) holds from the estimates (@.10), @.11), and @.12).

By using the same strategy used in above estimates and letting & := (M, (t))~(1=</2/("=1) and § := (M, (t))~", we
obtain our desired estimates (4.7) after combining the estimate (4.1Q) and changing the range of the summation with respect
tojin@I2) fromj e Zy,j < (1+¢/2)Mitoj € Zy,j < (1—a)M.

]

Lemma 4.3. The following estimate holds for any s € [0,t],j € Zy,x € R3 s.t, j < (1 + €)M,
| (s, 2)| + By (s, z)| S 2202, (4.13)

Proof. Note that our desired estimate (£.13) is a trivial consequence of (Z.8) in Lemma[.2]if |z| > 1. It would be sufficient
to consider the case |x| < 1. Recall the Glassey-Strauss decomposition in (). From the obtained estimate (£.8)), we have

ET S T ZC + BT S T ZC aT 1 + _7 1’: 2 2 4.14
3 3J I < ( ) ( )
le { j2] Z

Hence, it remains to estimate the “S” part. Recall (£.4) and (@.3). From the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field
(@.6) in Lemmal[4.2] and the obtained estimate (4.9), we know that the following estimate holds if T # s — 7,

_ Ao+eM: _ sy s
Kl p < : L2*J*2l23]+2l 22(1+5)Mt _s—-T ' 415
KG{ZEB}| S,J(S7T,$)|len{ |7._(s—T)| ) (T|T—(S—T)|) } ( )

From the estimate (4.13) , we have

s—r+4r/2 _ _ 23(1+6)M
> IKsy(s,2)| S / gAMLy / b2 g
Ke{E,B} s—r—r/2 T|T - (S - T)| [0,s]N[s—r—r/2,s—r+r/2]c |T - (S - T)|
S 22HaMp1/2 4 gUFOM (] 4 [tIn(t)] + rn(1/r)) S 250H20M: (4.16)
To sum up, our desired estimate (@.13) holds from the estimates (&.14) and (4.16). O

Lemma 4.4. Foranyt € [0,T), the following estimates hold for any initial data o, vy € R? of characteristics,
>y / |K (s, X (s))]ds < 23(F3 M > > / |K (s, X (s))]ds < 1. (4.17)
Jj€Z+ Ke{E,B} j€z,j>(14+€)M, Ke{E,B}

Proof. Recall the decomposition of electromagnetic field in (2.3) and the Glassey-Strauss decomposition in (Z.1)). Note that,
the following estimate holds from the estimate (4.6) in Lemmal[£.2] the estimate (&.10), the estimate (£.13) in Lemmd4.3]

1
Z |K(t, $)| S (m + 23(1+26)Mt)¢§2(r) + 2(1+26)Mtw22(71)' (4.18)
Kc{E,B}
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Moreover, the following rough estimates hold straightforwardly,

> // \Kh (5,7, X (5))|drds

Ke{E,B}

<o /t /t /R /277 /ﬁ F(m, X () + (s — T)w, 0); (0) 1 (£ (v, —w)) sin Odfdbdvdsdr, (4.19)

S [ [ nxomass S @ [ [T [ KkExE +6-n0

Ke{E,B} Ke{E,B}
x (V)i (L(v,—w))(s — 7) f(1,X(s) + (s — T)w, v) sin §dOdpdvdsdr, (4.20)
As observed by Pallard [14]], for fixed 7, we can do change of coordinates (s, 6, ¢) — (X (s) + (s — 7)w). As a result

of direct computation (see also [14]), the Jacobian of the transformation is (X'(s) - w + 1)(s — 7)? sin §. From the Holder
inequality, we have

|/Tt/ow/Owh(T,X(s)w)sint?de(bds‘ < \/:/02”/:Ih(ﬂX(SH(S—T)w)lp(X’(s)~w+1)(s—r)2sin9d9d¢ds\1/p

2
_ 1 1
X |/ / / ) w+1)(s—17)?%) q/p(sin9)(1_1/”)qd9d¢ds|l/q, —4+-=1 (4.21)
P q
Note that the following estimate holds for any ¢ € (1, 3/2),
2m
/ / / ‘w4 1)(s — 7')2)7q+1 sin fdfdpds < (1 + t)%.

Letp = 3/(1 — 1/n) and ¢ = 13. From the estimates (T8/4.2T)) and the estimate (3.2)), we have

Z > > //IKSJSTX( |drds+//|KTJSTX( ))|drds

>(14+e)M; Ke{E,B} —j<I<2,l€Z

S Z > (141 /||/ \K (7, 2)| £ (7, 2, v) 5 (v )dv||Lpd7'+/ ||/ (7,2, 0)p;(v)dv]| Lo d7]

i>(1+€)M; Ke{E,B}
(4.22)

S D> s 2j(1+f)4[23(1+26)M‘H/ f(r,z,0)p;(v)dv| e +||/ r 3o (r) (7,3, 0) 0 (V) dv]| 12 |
3> (14e) M, T€[0,t] R3 R3

< Z 9J [23(1+36)Mt23j(1_1/p) (2_N1j+N1Mt)1/p + 93i(1-1/q) (2—N1J+N1Mt)l/q} <1. (4.23)
7> (14€)M;
Our desired estimates in (@.17) hold from the above estimate and the estimate (Z.13) in Lemma @.3). O

5. INCREMENT OF THE SIZES OF CHARACTERISTICS OVER TIME

Recall the equations satisfied by the magnitudes of characteristics in (3.9). As stated in the following Proposition, our
main goal in this section is to quantitatively control the increment of the size of characteristics over time.

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions in (3.8) and D), the following estimate holds for any t1,ts € [T*,T**] C [0,t],

t 9—3M, /2+24a M,
‘ (s, X (s dS‘ < / |K(S7X(S))|min{—72Mn/2+3aMt|X(S>| + 2—2A4t/3+8aMt}dS
t [ X (s)]-
to 2(1 a+e)]\4t
+ 2Me/3+TaM; +/ s, a:=1/100, €:=60/N;=6x10"%, (5.1)
no IXGI- -
to ta
[ X, VD) Bl X()ds| + | [ CalX(6),V(5)) - Bls, X(s))ds] 2710259 gy — 1
t1 t1
92— 2Mi+15a My
2M¢/2+30th |X(tl)| + 2—2M¢/3+80¢Mt}, (52)

t?f'mm|ﬂwf’

where C4 (-, -) and Ca(-, -) are defined in 3.11).

Proof. To improve presentation, we postpone the proof of the above two estimates to the end of this subsection. 0
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Recall the decomposition of electromagnetic field in (Z.3). Because the rough estimate of K;, K € {E, B}, in @) in
Lemma.2lis sufficient for our purpose, we only need to consider the uncovered case j € [(1 — a) My, (1 + €)M]. In the rest
of this section, we use a Fourier method to prove our desired estimates for the uncovered case.

First of all, we introduce the set-up of different frameworks for the electromagnetic field in different scenarios. Recall the
detailed formulas of (¢, z) and B;(t,z) in 2.7) and (2.8). After represented them on Fourier side and using the Vlasov
equation to substitute O, f, the following decomposition holds after doing dyadic decompositions for both the frequency and
the angle between ¢ and v,

—i S
z) = Z Z T(Kk;j,l(t,x) — Ky;j,(t,z)), K €{E, B}, (5.3)
kEZ1e[—35,2]NZ
where . .
Bk;jﬂl(t,x):/ ka;j)l(t,s,:c)ds, Ek;jﬂl(t,x):/ V,f;j)l(t,s,x)+High2;j)l(t,s,:zr)ds, (5.4)
0 0
Vit s, @) = /% /'a e”f“t‘f‘_is‘f‘mu(&v)f(s,&v)cpk;j7l(§,v)d§dvds, u € {e, b} (5.5)
r3 JR

B | N N .
HighQ, (t,5,7) = / / / (i L2, 0 (B, § =)+ B, € =) Flov . )i (€ ), (5.6
R3 JR3 JR3

where the cutoff function ¢y ; (£, v) and the symbols m,, (&, v), u € {e, b}, are defined as follows,

o1t (60) = () 0y gty (L(6,—v)),  malE,v) = itV € k3

g MY
where the cutoff functions ¢, () and ¢y, ;(-) are defined in Z.1).
We remind readers that the angular cutoff function in (3.7), which measure the angle between frequency £ and v, different
from the one we used in the Glassey-Strauss decomposition (4.I), which measure the angle in physical space.
Recall (LI). To take account of the linear effect, we study the profile g(¢t,z,v) := f(¢, z + t9,v) of the distribution
function f (¢, x,v) as follows,

Og(t, z,v) = (E(t,x +t0) + 0 X B(t,z +t0)) -V, f(t,z + t0,v), [f(t,z,v) = g(t,x — t0,v). (5.8)

To exploit the oscillation with respect to time in some cases, we will use the normal form transformation for Vi, (8, 2)
in (3.3). More precisely, after doing integration by parts with respect to s, the following equality holds,

/V,”l (t,s xds-// / iwEkitle|=islEl—ist &y (¢ )G (s, €, v) k.1 (€, v)dEdvds
R3 JR3

5.7

:End;ct;j,l(tatvx)_Endz;j,l(tvoax)'i'/ Highz;j,l(tasax)dsa u € {evb}a (5.9)
e 0 (& 0)rspa (€.0)
u piz-E—itd-£ TS, V) Phij 116, V)
Endg vt = [ f e e+ JLeE®
1x: gmu 57 )Spkyj; (57 )At ded 5.10
= [ [ e At g e, (5.10)
End _ io-etitle) (& 0)Pr;5(6,0) 4 ded 5.
n k,],l(tvou‘r) /]R% /]R%e |€|(|€|+{) ) (0757/0) 5 v, ( 11)
Highi.;,(t, s, x) == /}R3 /}R3 e 5“”5"15'5'_““|§|?|1§”|(i’ v) )3@(575,v)¢k;j,z(§7v)d§dv (5.12)
_ ix~§+it\f\fis\§\vv M (€, 0) k5,85 v) (B _ 5% B _ 7 dndédv. 513
L] | (P G (B(s, )+ Blsn — ) fls oo, (513

Since End}, 4, ,(£,0, z) only depends on the initial data, which is regular, it is uniformly bounded over time.
For simplicity of notation, we formulate Highy?; ,(t, s, x), m € {0,¢,b}, in (5.6) and (S.13), uniformly as follows,

Hightly (tys,) = [ [ [ ety 6 0) (B, )+ % Blsy€ — ) Fls,m, v)dndods. (5.14)
R3 JR3 JR?

where

mk,j,l;O(ga U) = Pk;j,l (57 U)(|€|)_1 V’Uﬁa mk,j,l;u (57 U) = v’U (mu|éé|-(’|’2)|(jj€g’l(§)7 U) )’

As pointed out by Klainerman-Staffilani [9](see also the smoothing effect pointed out by Bouchut-Golse-Pallard [1]]), a
very important observation, which will also be used here, is that the integration of electromagnetic field along the characteristic

u € {e,b}. (5.15)
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is smoother than the electromagnetic field itself. Intuitively speaking, the smoothing effect comes from the different speeds
of wave and particles.

However, we need to be very careful about the gain and the loss of using the smoothing effect, which, in practice, is doing
integration by parts with respect to “s”. This process will be carried out in (3.20).

As a matter of fact, the loss of doing integration over time along the spatial characteristic X (s) depends on the angle
between the frequency and the velocity characteristics V' (s), see the resulted symbol in (3.24). Presumably, the loss can be
very large because another electromagnetic field, which is the main unknown, will be introduced when “0;” hits the velocity
characteristics, see (3.23) and the system of equations satisfied by characteristics in (L.3).

To better measure the loss, we dyadically localize the angle between the frequency variable and the velocity characteristics
V(s), which is fixed at any fixed time s. Motivated from the above discussion and the general form of nonlinearities in (5.14),
we study the following bilinear form,

T]i:;l(Ku f)(su T, :E) = /]1{3 /]1{3 ,/]R? eix.£+i(577)‘g‘¢k;j,l(§a U)ml (57 U)m2 (57 wO)SDn;l(Z(gv wO))K(T7 5 - n)f(Tu m, U)dndvd§7

(5.16)
where wy € S?isfixed, k € Z,j € Z4,l € [5,2]NZ,n € [I,2]NZ, K € {E, B}, the cutoff function ¢y ; ;(£) was defined
in (3.7), and the symbols m1 (£, v) and mo (&, wy) satisfies the following assumption for any k € Z,j € Z,

sup sup [2“]“’ (3 Ve) ma(&v) ’—1—2“(’“”)‘ (9 x V) “ma(&v )] erija(€v) S [mallsg, s (5.17)
la|<N2 £,0€R3 7

sup sup  [2%|(wo - Ve) “ma(& wo)| + 2| (wo x Ve ) “ma(€, wo) | ]9 -t k4] (€) oyt (£(€ wo)) S [mallsze, -
la| <NF EER3 wo€S?

(5.18)
We use [|[mi||sge, , and [[mz|| sz, which are not norms, simply for notational convenience.

In applications, wy will be the direction (module the sign) of velocity characteristics V (), the symbol my (€, v) will be the
price of using the normal form transformation or one (if not using the normal form transformation), and the symbol ma (&, wo)
will be the price of doing integration over time along the spatial characteristic X (s) or one. More precisely, recall (5.14),
after doing dyadic decomposition for the angle between £ and —V (s), we have

Hzgh,”l §, T, ) Z Hk (s, 7, ), H;cnﬂ(svﬂ x) = /R% /]R’f /]R'a eiw.fﬂ(s_ﬂlglmkvjxl:m(57U)

nell,2]NZ

X ‘Pn;l(é(fa _V(S)))(E(Tv 5 - 77) + v X B(T,f - n))f(Tv , U)dndvdf- (519)

Let C : R3 x R3 — R? be a differentiable function. To control the increment of magnitude of characteristics between

any two time t1,ty € [T*,T**] C [0, t], we estimate the following general form, which is applicable for quantities in
and (3.10). Moreover, recall (5.19), the following equality holds after doing integration by parts with respect to “s”

/ / C(X(5), V(5)) - B (s, 7, X (5))drds = 3 GI(C)(h, 1), (5.20)

i=1,2,3

where m € {0, e, b} and the detailed formulas of G™(C)(t1,t2),i € {1,2,3}, are given as follow,

G (C) (b ) = / /R /R /R X EM,, (O)(5,€,0)- [(E(s, E—n)+0x B(s,6—n)) F (5,71, v)] dvdédnds, (5.21)

GO = Y0 [ [ [ et o) 6.0 (B -0
) 12 + 0 x B(r,& — ) f(r,n,v)] dvdrdédn, (5.22)
et == [ [ [ [ [ X oe im0 g 0 [(Bine )
+ 0 x B(r,& —n)) f(r,n,v)]dvdrdsde, (5.23)
O MBO6.60) = (g €0) XLV + 716)- ) e TG 529

Recall that j € [(1 — a) My, (1 + €)M,]. For the sake of readers, based on the possible size of k (corresponds to the size
of output frequency &), [ (corresponds to the size of angle between & and —v) and n(corresponds to the size of angle between
¢ and velocity characteristic —V'(s)), we summarize our main strategies as follows.

e The case k < 40M;and k < —l+ j + (1 — 3a/2)M;. For this case, we work with the formulation directly.
We don’t use the normal form transformation and don’t use the integration by parts in characteristic time.
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e The case k < 40M; and k > —l+ j+ (1 — 3c/2)M;. For this case, we always use the normal form transformation
and work with the formulation (3.9). Moreover, we don’t use the integration by parts in characteristic time if { is
large or n is small and do use it if [ is small and n is large.

e The case k > 40M;.  For the very large frequency case, we use both the normal form transformation and the
integration by parts in characteristic time.

Lemma 5.1. For any fixed k € Z,j € Z4, 1 € [—5,2]|NZ s.t, k < 40M;,5 € [(1 — a)My, (1 + €)My, and k <
=147+ (1 — 3a/2) My, the following estimate holds for any s € [0, ],

2UmM sl ookt
> |Kk;jyl(s,x)‘§min{r772 F3=G 4 22N g (5.25)

Ke{E,B}

Proof. Recall the decomposition (5.4) and the detailed formulas of V;%, (¢, s, x),u € {e,b}, and High)., (t, s, x) in G.3-
[5.6). From the volume of support of ¢ and the estimate (3.2)), we have

Yo Vials @)l S 2K Fir, € o) (0) g S 23T,
u€e{e,b}
\Highf;,(s,m2)| S Y 22P2||K (1, 2) £ (7, 2,0) 05 (0) |1, S 2292 (5.26)
Ke{E,B}
From the above two estimates, we know that the second part of our desired estimate (3.23) holds. Moreover, it allows us to

focus on the case k > (1 — a) M, /2 for obtaining first part of the desired estimate in (3.23).
From the Kirchhoff’s formulas (2.2) and (2.3) in Lemma[2.1] we have

Vidii(s,mx) = Li(s, 7, 2)+ (s, 7,2),  Iu(s,7,x) :z///(s—T)K}jJ(y,G,U)f(T,:v—y—(s—T)H,v)wj(v)dydvcw
S2 JR3 JR3

(5.27)
Ig(S,T, x) = / / E,?J(y,v)f(T, z—y—(s—1)0,v)¢;(v)dydvdd, wu € {e, b}, (5.28)
52 Jr3 JR3
High (s,7.2) = Jy(s, @) + J (s, 7, x),  Ji(t,s,z) = / / / s—1)K }”gho( 0,v)(E(r,x —y— (s — 7))
s2 Jr3 JRs
+0x B(r,z—y—(s—7)0)) - Voo f(r,o —y — (s — 7)6,v)¢; (v)dydvdd, (5.29)
(s,7,x) = // / hlgho V)(E(r,e —y—(s—7)0) + 0 x B(t,x —y — (s —7)0)) - Vb
s2 Jrs Jrs
x f(r,x—y— (s = 71)0,v)9;(v)dydvds, (5.30)
where
Kl?,l(yv g, U) = /'a eiy'fimu(& ’U)(|€| +0- 5)901 —J( (5 )Wk(f)d& u € {ev b}7 (5.31)
R‘

K0y, 0,0) = / V0D (£(6 —0))pr(€)de (5.32)
Balo0) = [ " Emae o) (L6 —0)unOde ue {eb) (539
B ) = [ e s (L6~ (e (534

After doing integration by parts in ¥ direction and ¥ directions, the following estimate holds for any u € {e, b},

sup 2 SRR (0, 0)] 4+ KGO (y, 0,0)] + 27 B (v, 0)] + 28 B (y, )]
€

< 23R (1 4 2K |y ) O (1 + 2MHy x 6) 1. (5.35)

Note that, for y € R? in (3.27H5.30), we can represent it in terms of the cylinder coordinate system as follows,
y=(0-y)o+rwy, 1, €R,wy€S, S i={weS:w-v=0} (5.36)

Therefore, from the estimate of kernel in (3.33)), the estimate (2.10) in Lemma[2.2] and the estimate (3.2), we have
(s, m2)| < / / / / /(s—7)24k+3[ (14a28) 710 (142 710 £ (7, 2 —at—rw, — (s—7)0, v)1b; (v)rdrdadw, dvdd
s2 Jrs Js R

< 2k+l|| fRs f(Ta z, U)<Pj(v)dv||Lé < ok+l—j
: =t~ 9) S

(5.37)
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Following the same strategy, we have

2 < 2l_j
|I2(s,7,2)| < TS Tk (5.38)
1 277 ‘ 1
ierals 3 gy LKl vps 0ol § e 539
9 < 27k7j ‘ < 27k
Zismol S Y gl L Kol m e el S i 640

Ke{E,B}
Moreover, from the estimate of kernels in (3.33), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the volume of support of v, we have
[Fi(syra)] S 2HHRM (s, rn)| 29, |15, )] S 2R | 2,1, )] 2212
(5.41)
Let § = 2710M:  From the above estimate (5.41) and the estimates (3.37H5.40), the following estimate holds for any u €

{e.0). S
/0(yz;(s,T,xn+\J5<S,T,x>\)d7

My (k1435 | o3k/2+142] M-I 41
5/ o€ t(2++]+2 /++])d7+/ dr
[0,s]N[s—r—38,s—r+4] [0,s]N[s—r—38,s—r+d]°¢ ’f‘|’f‘ - (S - T)'
) ) 1 ) 9(1—a)M;
< 52 Me (QFHIH3T L 93R/2H 2Ty 4 (1/6) = (28T 41) S 00— (5.42)
T T_—
/ (’Iﬁ(sn-,x)‘ + ‘Jg(s,T,x)DdT
0
277 427k
5/ + dT—I—/ 2% dr
[0,s=8]N[s—r—38,s—r+d]° (s =7)r — (s —7)] ([0 s—08]N[s—r—8,s—r+8])U[s—6,t]
. 2=7 49 In(1/6 —(1—a—e)M/2
<ot 4 ZF 2) n(1/9) o . . (5.43)
T T

Note that the above estimate (3.43) is sufficient for the estimate of I2(s,7,2) and J2(s,7,z) if r > 2730 -a=aM/2 f
r < 2730=a=e)M:/2 ‘then from the estimates (3.38), (3.40), and (5.41), the following estimate holds,
27) 27k

s ) ) s g k24102 max{s—2~Mt 0}
I (s,1,x)| + |J;(s, 7, ) dT,S/ (2197 42 +Jr])d7'—|—/ dr
/0 (‘ | | |) s—2—M; 0 r(s—7)lr —(s—7)|

< 920142M; 2Me (277 4 27F) < 9(1—a)M;

(5.44)

Recall the decomposition (3.4) and the decompositions in (]m[) and (5.29). To sum up, our desired estimate (3.23)) holds

from the estimates (3.42), (3.43), and (3.44).
O

Now, we proceeds to consider the case when k > —I + j + (1 — 3a/2) M;. As we explained at the beginning, we will use
normal form transformation for this case. Recall (3.9). The estimate of endpoint case is summarized in the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Forany fixedk € Z,j € Zy, 1 € [—§,2|NZ s.t.,j € [(1 —a)M, (1 +e)M], k > =1+ j+ (1 — 3a/2) M,
the following estimate holds for any s € [0, ],

9(1—a)M; )
|Bndj (5, 8,2)| + [End (s, 5, 2)] S min{=———, 277}, (5.45)

Proof. Recall the detailed formula of Endy.; (s, s, x),u € {e,b}, in (S.10). In terms of kernel, we have

Endy.; (s, s, ) / / L1y ) f(s,z —y,v)pi(v)dydv, u € {e, b},
RS JRS
where

U v) = ely gmu(€7 ) (5) . V. —
R = [ e o (0, e

Recall the detailed formulas of symbol m,, (&, v) in (5.7). After doing integration by parts in ¢ direction and 7 directions,
the following estimate holds for the kernels,

[Kj ) (y,0)] S 225 H (1 4 28]y - o)) 7100/ ¢ (1 4 28y x 5]) ~100/e, (5.46)
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From the above estimate of kernels and the volume of support of v, we have
|Endy.; (s, s,x) <27 K137 < g3, (5.47)
In particular, from the above estimate, we have the following estimate if |x| < Q—dably
|Endy.; (s, s,7)] + |Enko (s, s, @) S rmtomeMe (5.48)

Now, we restrict ourself to the case |x| > 2~ 4aM:  Dye to the fast decay rate of kernels in the estimate (3.46), the following
estimate holds if |y| > 27 k—I+eM:

> / / Kiy(y,0) f (5,3 — y,0)p; (v)dydv| < 2771500 <yt (5.49)
wefepy B Jylzamhotre

Note that |z — y| ~ |z| if |y| < 27F=H<Me and |2| > 274*M¢ | From the radial symmetry of f(¢,-,-) and the estimate of
kernel in (5.46), the following estimate holds if |z| > 2-4M:

o 2—2k—2l+26M,5 ) 226Mt 2501Mt
> / / K (y,0)f (5,2 — y,0)p;(v)dydo| S 22 —275—5-% (5.50)
R3 J|y|<2—k—l+eMy ’ r r r
ue{e,b}
To sum up, our desired estimate (3.43) holds from the estimates (3.47), (3.43), (3.49), and (3.30). O

Recall the decompositions in (5.4) and (5.9). Now our mission is reduced to estimate the quadratic terms, Highy; ,(t, s, ),
m € {0,¢e,b} in GI4) for the case k > —I + j + (1 — 3a/2) M;.

Recall the decomposition of Highj?; (¢, s,x),m € {0,e,b}, in . The key ingredients of estimating 1,7} (¢, s, ),
are two point-wise bilinear estimates in LemmaIZZL which are apphcable regardless whether using the integration by parts in
characteristic time. We will use them as black boxes for the estimate of H,"\"} (¢, s, z), m € {0, e, b}, in the next two Lemmas.
For the sake of clarity, we postpone and and elaborate the proof of Lemmam to the next subsection.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions 3.8) and @), for any fixed s € [T*, T**] C [0,t], k € Z,j € Z4, 1 € [—5,2]NZ, s.1.,

kE <40M;,5 € [(1 — )My, (1 + ¢)My), and k > =1 + j + (1 — 3ae/2)M,, if moreover we have | > —2(1 — Ta)M, /3 or
n < —M;/2 — TaM,, then the following estimate holds,

|/0 C1(X(s),V(s))- (H,S]nl(s 7, X(s)+HZ (5,7, X (s d7'|+|/ Ca2(X(s),V(s))- H,”l(s 7, X (s))dr| <27,
(5.51)

a) M,
‘/ H,S;ll(s 7, X(s)) + H5 (5,7, X (s)) Jdr| < mln{7|X( I , 2R/ 28043 M ()| 4 23(1430M1) (5 57)

Proof. Recall the detailed formulas of symbols 17y j 1., (€, v) in (513) and smooth coefficients in (3.11). Note that, the
following decomposition holds for any u,

weVy=u-8(0-Vy)+ > u-(0xe)((Dxe) V), (5.53)
1=1,2,3

where e := (1,0,0),e3 := (0,1,0),e3 := (0,0,1). Recall (E17). With the above equality, as a result of direct computa-
tions, we have

17k, 00(E ) s, , S 277, ik e (€ 0) s, , + [ j00(E0) s, S 277777, (5.54)
1V(5) - e (€, 0) o (26, =V (D)) s, , S 275972, (5.55)

IC1(X (5), V($))k g e (€, 0) i (£(€, =V (¢ )))llsgojl +[1Ca (X (5), V(9))k, g, (€, 0)pna (£, =V (1))l spe,
SIX()[(IX(s) x V(s)| +27)27 O AIMemhmg =2t (5.56)

Therefore, from the above estimates of symbols, the estimate (3.3), and the estimates (3.96) and (3.97) in Lemma 3.7} we
have

‘/OS C1(X(s),V(s)) - (H,S;Zl(s,T,X(s)) —|—H;:;tl(s,7',X(s)))dT| + | /05 C2(X (s),V(s)) - Hk] (8,7, X (ts)) dT‘

k+1/2+n+(1+3a) M.
& j72l2 / ( )M

<X (s)|27 - AIMe—k— < gmoMe,
| X (s)]-
] 273l/2+n+4aMt
‘/ Hﬁfz(s 7, X(s)) + Hl??l(SaTaX(S)))dT‘ S min{wa2k/2+3(1+36)Mt|X(5)| + 23(1HBM ey
ks s)|—

Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimates (3.31)) and (3.32). a
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Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions B.8) and B0, for any fixed t1,t2 € [T*, T**] C [0,t], k € Z,j € Z4, 1 € [—5,2] N Z,
s.t, k <40M;, 5 € [(1 —a)My, (1 + €)My, and k > =1+ j + (1 — 3a/2) My, if moreover we have | < —2(1 — Ta) My /3
andn > —M,; /2 — TaM;, then the following estimate holds,

’/tl2/0 C1(X(s),V(s))- (H,S]nl(s 7, X () +Hyl (5,7, X (s drds’—k‘/ / C2(X (s),V(s))- ,g?l(s 7, X (s ))des‘

92— 2Mi+15a My
Z | X (t: |m1n{W, pMe/2H3aM X (1;)] 4 27 2Me/3 8y 4 9= M/GHI6aMe () ), (5.57)
i=1,2 o=

) ta 27Mt/2+10aMt
| / [ G s X060) + B o X 9] 20057 [ g
t1

23Mt/2+40¢Mt d
O yds

305

ta 9—3M;/2+24a M,
+ / |K (s, X (5))] min{W, gMe/243aMy| X (o)) 4 97 2Me/3+8aMey g (5.58)
t1 S)|—
Proof. For this case, we do integration by parts in characteristic time. Recall the decomposition (3.20) and the associated
symbol in (5.24). Recall (5.18). Based on possible destination of s M™ (C)(s, &, v), we separate G433 (C)(t1, t2) further
into three parts as follows,

G (C)(t1,t2) = G (O)(t1,12) + Gy (O) (b1, t2) + Gy (C) (1, t2) (5.59)
n;3 1X(s E+is|E|—iT|E|\ T s) -V, s), ) i1 (€,0) - AT, _
a7 ][]« )V (5) - Vo O(X (3), V(e am (6, v) - [(Blr & — )

+0 % B(r,6 =) Flr,m,0)] (€] + V() - €)™ pna (L€, V(s)))dvdrdsde, (5.60)

n " (X ()Erisiel—irlel) Afm i (6N (Blr € —

Gyt == [ [ [ ] [ ¢ JMG(C)(5,€) - [k iom(6,0) (B, =)

+0 % B(r, & =) F(r,1,0)]ona (£, V(s)))dvdrdsde, (5.61)

n i X (s)-E+islel—irle] $), V() 1 s 1om (6, 0) - [(B(r. € —

a7 ] JOX (), V() st (&) - [(BOr, €~ )
B(r,& =) J(r.1,0)]0s ((1€] + V() - )" pna (L€, V (5)))) dvdrdsde, a € {1,2}, (5.62)
where
M (C)(s,€) = (K(s,X(5), V(s)) - VoC(X (5), V(s)) (€] + V(s) - &)L, (5.63)
Recall (5.18) and (3.11). As a result of direct computations, we have
1€l + V() - &) s, , S 27577, (5.64)
105 (11 + V() - ) ona (L& V) s, , S D 1K (s, X(s))[27 -DMemhmsn, (5.65)
Ke{E,B}
[V () - VaC1(X(s), V(5))ith g e (6, 0) | s, , S 27 TDMmhmim2lbn () . v, Co(X (5), V(s)) =0, (5.66)
M (CL)(5.)ls + M (C2)(5,)llse=, . S D X (8)[[K (s, X (s))|27 7220 =AM, (5.67)
Ke{E,B}
1Mz, (V)(s, E)llses,, S D 1K (s, X(s))[27h2n (0o, (5.68)
Ke{E,B}

With the above preparation, we are ready to estimate the terms in decompositions (3.20) and (5.39) one by one. Recall
(5.21). From the estimate (3.77) in Lemma[5.3] we have

|G (C) (b, b2)| + |GG (Cr) (tr, 1) | + Gy (Co) (b, t) | S 27 Me/2H100Me (1 — ), (5.69)
. - ta 27Mt/2+10aMt
G2 (T, + 1G5 (P, )] 5 [ min{E s
t1 -
Recall (3.22). From the estimates (3.36) and (5.64)), and the estimates (3.96) and (3.97) in Lemma[3.7] we have

G22(Cy) (1, t)] + |G (Ch) (b1, t2)| + |G 2 (Ca) (t, 12)| S Z P ((B)]
i=1,2

, 25Me /24y g (5.70)

2k+l/2+n+(l+3a)Mt
| X (t:)]-

» min{ 23K/ 2HBIH2nAIeMy ) x (1| | QR +3IH2n42+(143 My )



3D RELATIVISTIC VLASOV-MAXWELL 17

2— 2Mi+15a My
S 3 I (1) min{ g 2V X ()] 4 22 Sy (5.7

1=1,2

From the estimates (5.53) and (5.64) and the estimates (3.96) and (3.97) in Lemma[3.7] we have
G2V (1, t2)] + |GG (V) (11, 1))
Ok+1/2+(1+30) M,

< Z 9—k—j=2+ng—h=2n ip [ X ,

k/243j+2n+1+€M, k+3j+2n+204(1 M,
< 93k/243j+2n+l4€ th(tl)l + 9k+3i+2n+ +(1+3¢) t}
i=1.2

2— Mi+15aM;
< Z Hnn{W 23Mt/2+204Mt|X( )| 4 2Mt/3+70¢Mt} < 2Mt/3+7aMt (572)
i=1,2 -

Recall (3.60). From the estimates (53.66) and (5.34) and the estimates (5.96) and (5.97) in Lemmal[5.7] we have
GLE(Ch) (b t2)] + |GG (C) (tr, t2)| + |G (Ca) (ta, 1))
ok-+1/2+(1430) M,

ta
< / 9—(1=B)My—k—j—2l+ng—k—2n min{>——
¢ | X ()]

23k/2+3j+2n+l+eMt |X(S)| + 2k+3j+2n+2l+(1+3€)Mt }dS

92— 2M+16aM;
/ mln{ 2Mt/2+30¢Mt |X(S)| + 272Mt/3+8aMt}d8 S 272Mt/3+80¢Mt (t2 _ tl) (573)
t1

X (s)]-
Since the function V' : (X(s), V(s)) — V(s) doesn’t depend on X (s), we have
|G (V) (t, t2)] + |G (V) (b1, 12)] = 0. (5.74)

Recall (3.61) and (5.62). From the estimates of symbols in (3.34), (3.36), (3.64), (3.63), and (3.67), the estimates (3.96)
and (3.97) in Lemma[5.7] and the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field (4.6) in Lemma 4.2 we have

D IGEHC) (1) + |G (C) (1, 82)| + |G (Ca) (1, 1)
a=2,3

2k+l/2+n+(1+3a)Mt

ta
< X (3)||K (s, X (s))| min{2 F2(=A)Me=3ng—k—j—2 ,
X o, X () i o

9—k—2(1—B)M;—3ng—k—j—2l [23k/2+3j+2n+l+eMt X (s)] + 2k+3j+2n+2l+(1+35)Mt} Vds

2 (1420a) M, M/6+16aM 2 3M/2+24aM
< [ min{20+200Me X ()| 42~ Y
t | X (s)]-

From the estimates of symbols in (3.33), (3.64), and (3.63)), and the estimates (3.96) and (5.97) in Lemma[3.7] we have

Yds < 27 M/6HIGM () )y, (5.75)

ta
D GEI V) (b1, t2)| + |G (V) (t1, 2)| 5/ K (s, X (s))[27F- (1AM =2n

a=2,3 t1
ok-+1/2+(1+3a) M,

x 2772l min |
[ X ()]

23k/2+3j+2n+l+eMt |X(S)| + 2k+3j+2n+2l+(1+35)Mt }dS

to 273Mt/2+24aMt
< / K (s, X (s))| min{ ———————— 2Me/2F30Me| X (g)] 4 g=2M /38 g (5.76)
t | X ()|
To sum up, recall the decompositions (3.20) and (3.39), our desired estimate (3.37) holds from the estimates (3.69), G.71),
(373D, and (3.73). The desired estimate (3.38)) holds from the estimates (3.70), (3.72), (5.74), and (5.76).

O

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions B.8) and B, for any t1,ta € [T*,T**] C [0,t], any differentiable function C :
R3 x R — R3, any fixedk € Z,j € Zy, 1 € [-5,2]NZ,n € [1,2], s.t., k < 40My, j € [(1 — a) My, (1 + €)M,], and
k> —l+j+ (1 —3a/2)M,, the following estimate holds for any m € {0,u, b},

to
|G (O)(t1,t2)] 5/ |C(X(7), V(7)) min{(|X (7)| )~ "2 8F/2+2im 2t 2ad o =h/242- 1 g7, (5.77)

t1
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Proof. Recall (5.21) and (3.24). In terms of kernel, we have
to
Gt = [ [ [ K0 Km0 (B0 X(7) —y = )40 % B X -y - 2)
t Jr3 JRs JR

X f(1, X (1) =y = 2,0)9;(0)V<nta(£(v, V(7)) dvdydzdr, (5.78)
where the kernel K} (2, v) and the kernel K. (y, v) are defined as follows,

Kim(z,0) = /]RS € g 1im (€, 0)Pr— (£(€, —0)) W1,y (€)dE, (5.79)

Kha(rw)i= [ eSOV + V() -€) ou(Opmal L6~V (D)),

R3
In the equality (3.78), we used the fact that the angle between v and ‘7(7') is less than 2"*2 because the angle between —v
and ¢ is less than 2! and the angle between between ¢ and —‘7(7'), which is a fixed vector, is less than 2.
Recall the detailed formulas of symbols iy, ; 1.m (€, v) in (313). After doing integration by parts in ¢ in directions ¢ and
¥+, the following estimate holds for any m € {0, ¢, b},

| Kkitan (2,0)] S 22677 (14 2012 - 0]) 710007 4(1 4 2542 ) 710007, (5.80)
After doing integration by parts in & in directions V(T) and V(T)J‘, the following estimate holds,
| K (1, 9)] S 220X (r), V(1)) (L + 28y - V(7)) 710 (14 28|y x V()]) 1007 (5.81)

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the integration with respect to z, the conservation laws in (L3)), the boundedness
of Lz°,—norm of f and the volume of support of v. As a result, the following estimate holds from the estimates of kernels in

(5.80) and (5.81),
|Gt (C)(t1, t2)|

S X[ 1k sl VDI (X (7)== 2zl Ko, 0) a2, ()

Ke{E,B}
< " O (7). V(m|2-H it g g < / " (X (1), V)M (5.82)
For fixed 7, based (Z; the possible size of | X (7)|, we separate into twt(; cases as follow.
Case 1: If [ X(7)| < 27kiH2eMe, From the estimate (5.82), we have
GLH(O) (1, t2)] S /tt2 C(X(7), V(m)|(|X (r)[)~ 12~ 3k/2H2i =2t 2eMi g, (5.83)
1
Case 2: If | X (7)| > 27 k—i+2eM:, For this case we have | X (7) — y — z| ~ | X (7)| if |y| + |z| < 27F~1+<M: which

is the main subcase we only have to consider. If |y| + |2| > 27%~+¢M¢ then from the estimates of kernels in (5.81) and
(5.80), we know that the size of kernels is very small. From the rough estimate of electromagnetic field (4.6) in Lemmal[4.2]
the estimates of kernels and the volume of support of v, we have

t2 . .
GO IS [ IOK @, VDI (X ()] )20 Mg g Mgy (5
t1
To sum up, our desired estimate (3.77) holds from the estimates (3.82)), (3.83) and (3.84). a

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions B.0) and BD), for any t1,ts € [T*,T**] C [0,t], m € {0, ¢, b}, the following estimate
holds for any differentiable function C : R3 x R? — R3 s.1., ||C(x, V)|lLe, S L,

1/14

to S ) ) )
]/ / C(X(s),V(s))Highy; (s, 7, X (s))drds| S 272K/ THMeA47 (i {279 o~ M TN My ) (5.85)
t1 0

Proof. For this case, we do integration by parts in characteristic time. Recall the equality in (3.20) and the corresponding
symbols in (3.24), and (3.13). Note that from the L — L7/* type Sobolev embedding, the estimate of velocity of
characteristics in (3.6), and the basic estimate in (3.2), the following estimate holds for any m € {0, ¢, b},

t
Z Z |G:lniz(c)(t1’t2)|S2_]—2l212k/72—2k22(1—6)Mt/ H‘/R%|K(S,{E)|f(8,$,’U)QOj(’U)d'UHL;/4dS
O 3

i=1,2ne(l,2|NZ

t
S 2‘j‘2l2_2k/7+2Mt/ H/ f(s,2,0)p;(v)dv| p1ads S 2_%/7+2M‘+4j(min{2_j,TNI#NIMt})l/M (5.86)
0 R3
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Recall the detailed formula of G™3(C)(t1,t2) in (3.23). Similarly, by using the same strategy used in the above estimate, the
following estimate holds for G™3(C)(t1, t2) from the first estimate (@.17) in Lemmal.4]

. t2
SO GO s S i [P x ()

t1

1=1,2nge(l,2]NZ K,,K>e{E,B}
x / I / Ko (7,) £ (7, 2, 0)p; (v)do||  radrds S 272/ TH5Megb (min{2—d, g nitndy) /e, (5.87)
0 R3 *
Hence, our desired estimate (3.83) holds straightforwardly from the estimate (3.86) and the estimate (3.87). O

Proof of Proposition[5.11

Recall the decomposition of the electromagnetic field in (Z.3) and the decompositions of K; in (5.3), (3.4) and (5.9).

The desired estimate (3.1 follows from the second estimate in (4.17) in Lemma [£.4] which is used for the case j >
(1+ €)My, the estimate (.7) in Lemma[.2]and the estimate (4.13) in Lemmal£3] which are used for the case j < (1 —a)M;,
the estimate (3.23) in Lemma[5.1] which is used for the case j € [(1 — )My, (1 + €)My, k < =1+ j + (1 — 3a/2) My, the
first estimate in (3.43) in Lemmal[5.2] the estimate (3.32) in Lemma[5.3] the estimate (3.38) in Lemma[5.4] which are used for
the case j € [(1 — a)My, (14 €)My], =1+ j + (1 — 3a/2)M; < k < 40M,, and the second estimate in (5.43) in Lemma[3.2]
and the estimate (3.83) in Lemma[5.6] which are used for the case when k > 40M;.

Similarly, from the estimate (4.7) in Lemmal4.2] the estimate (3.23) in Lemma[3.1] the estimate (3.43) in Lemma[3.2] the
estimate (3.31) in Lemmal[3.3] the estimate (5.37) in Lemmal[5.4] the estimate (3.83) in Lemmal[3.6l we know that our desired
estimate (3.2)) holds.

O

5.1. A pointwise bilinear estimate. As summarized in the Lemma [5.7] our main goal of this subsection is to prove two
point-wise estimates for the bilinear form Tl "(K (¢, s, z), which have been used as black boxes previously in the proof of
Lemmal5.3land Lemmal5.4] These two estimates schematically give their dependence to the localized angles and the symbols
of the bilinear form.
Recall (5.16). From the Kirchhoff’s formulas in (Z.2) and (2.3). We have the following formulation in terms of kernel,
T,i;(K, s, mz) = M,lc’?(K, s, 7x) + ET’T;’Z (K, f)(s,T,2), (5.88)

where

M,lc’;?(K,f)(s,T,x) = /R3 /RS /RS /52(5 —NK(r,z—y—z+(—7)0)f(r,x —y—2+(s—71)0,v)
X Mi;(y,0,0) Kiin (2) 05 (V)Y <nta (£ (v, —w0))dfdydzdv, (5.89)
ET’I“L’Z(K,f)(S,T,I) = /}R3 /RS /RS SzK(T,x—y—z—l— (s=7)0)f(r,x—y—2z+(s—71)0,v)

X gllc;j (y7 ’U)Kk;" (Z)SDJ (U)¢Sn+4(é(vu _WO))deddedvu (590)

where we used the fact that / (v, —wp) < 27%2 as Z(&,wp) < 2™ and Z (&, —v) < 2! due to the cutoff functions and the
assumption that n € [I, 2] N Z, and the kernels are defined as follows,

Mgy (00.0) 5= [ eVl + 0 my (€ 0bulE)r—s (216, —0)) . (59

) 1= [ | Em(E )i (L6~ Kion()i= [ e L(Ewn)male b snra (€

(5.92)
By doing integration by parts in ¥ (wg) direction and & (wg") directions, the following estimate holds from assumptions

of symbols in (3.17) and (G.18),

~1\—10% /e ~1\—10% /€
sup Mi;i(y,0,0) S 2% Imalspe, (142" |y - o)~ 61 4 2k |y x ) 7107, (5.93)
S

€ (0] S 2552 e (14 28y - 0) 71O/ 4(1 4 25y s 1) 10 (5.94)

| Kien(2)] S 2°542" [mallsge, , (14 25]2 - wol) 7107/(1 4 28072 s wo ) 7107/, (5.95)

kin,l
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Lemma 5.7. For any fixed x € R3/{0},s € [0,t], k € Z,j € Zy, | € [-§,2]NZ,n € [,2] NZ, s.t, k < 40M,j €
[(1— )My, (1+€)M), k> =1+ 7+ (1 — 3a/2) My, the following estimate holds for the bilinear form defined in (3.16),
Imallsg, , Imellsg, , 2k+1/2tnt(143a)M,

> /\T”Kf s, 7,2)|dr < 2n+|xwa|‘* — o=z (5.96)

Ke{E,B}

Moreover, the following rough estimate also holds,

Z / ’Tli? K, f)(s,7,2)|dr < Hm1||sgojl|‘m2|‘szonl[23k/2+3j+2n+l+€]\hr+2k+3j+2n+2l+(1+36)]\h] (5.97)
Ke{E,B}

Proof. Let 6= 2*k*l+EMj. Based on the possible size of ¢ — s, we separate into two cases as follows.
Casel: If|s— 17| <d,ie,7 € [s—0,s].  Recall (5I6). Note that after using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for
the integration with respect to & and the volume of support of £ and v, the following estimate holds if 7 := |z| < §2¢M¢,

T35 (K, ) (5,7, 2)| S llma g, melspe, 255720 /2/ 1K (r, ) f (7, 2, 0) | 220 (V) <npa (£(=0, o)) dv

k,j,l

2k/2+3j+2n+26Mt

S llmallsge,, Imallsgs, 22524390200 g s, flm

Note that, |z — y — z + (s — 7)0| ~ |z| if |y| + |z| < 0 and |z| > §2¢M+. Moreover, from the estimates of kernels in
(5:93H3.93), we know that the kernel is extremely small if |y|+|z| > §. Therefore, from the rough estimate of electromagnetic
field (#.6) in Lemma[4.2]and the volume of support of v, the following estimate holds if r := |z| > §2¢M¢,

2llsze, - (5.98)

(A+e)Me
T8 (K, £)(s,m2)] S llmallsz, Imallsge, |, [(s — T)gk%zsﬁzn 4 o-toMy / K (1, 2)| f (1, 2, v)p; (v)dv]| 11 ]
. (5.99)
Combining the estimate (5.98) and the estimate (3.99), we have
s 9—k/2+3j+2n—1+3eM,; 9—k+3j+2n—2l+(146€) M;
| s s S sz, el - ~ 2]

2k+l/2+2n+(1+10a)Mt/2

S lmallsgs, Imellsge (5.100)

k,j,1 k;n,l r

Case2: If|s—7| >4, ie,7€[0,s—0d]

To better see the angular relations, we localize the angle of v by using the following partition of unity. Let 7;(w),w €
S%,i € {1,---, K} be a labeled partition of unit for the unit sphere such that the support of 7;(-) is contained in small ball
on sphere with radius of size 2! and the supports of 7;(+) overlaps only finite times. More precisely, we have

VweS 1= Y mw), [supp(n(:DIS2¥, |LI~27%, miw) >0, mw)n(w)=0if |i-j| > C.
i=1,,L
(5.101)
Moreover, we fix a choice of {w;} | C S2. s.t., w; € supp(n;(+)). Therefore, supp(n;(-)) C supp(V<it10(- — wi))-

Once we localize ¥ inside supp(n;(-)) , due to the cutoff function ¢;,_; (£(—v, §)), we know that £ is also localized in a
sector of size 2! centered at w;. Moreover, due to the cutoff function Y<nta(ZL(€,wp), where wy € S? is fixed, we know that
there are at most 22" 2! sectors on sphere to be considered.

Recall the integral (Z.4) in the proof of Kirchhoff’s formula. From the stationary phase point of view, we know that 6 is
localized near &/|¢| and —¢/|¢| with radius of size (|s — 7||¢|)~'/2. Hence, it is also localized roughly near the fixed direction
wo with radius of size (|s — 7||¢]) /2 + 2™,

Motivated from the above discussion, we define #% := (1 + |s|2¥)~1/22¢M: 4 214+20 and the following two cutoff functions,

(pess;i(sue) = Z ¢(Z(97sz)/éls)w(l(@aﬂwo)/é?% Spgd(sue) =1- Z (pess;i(sue)' (5102)
welr-} =Ll

Recall (5.89). After using the partition of unity in (3.101)) for the direction of v, ¥, and the partition of unity in (3.102) for
0, we have

MUK, f)(s,ma) = MUK f)(s,ma) + Y Mo (K, f)(s,7,2), K, ~22""2 (5.103)
i=1,--K,

where the angular localized M ,i (K f)(s, 7, 2),u € {gd, ess; i}, in physical space are defined as follows,

Mg E )= [ ] ] 5= nMe 000 K oeal 2o oy 0pts = 7 0n6)
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xK(r,e—y—z+(s—7)0)f(r,x —y—z+ (s —7)0,v)dydzdvdd, u € {gd,ess;i}. (5.104)
Let £ be fixed. After changing coordinates such that £ - § = |¢| cos o, we do integration by parts in o many times. As a
result, the following estimate holds for any N € Z, if |s — 7| > 27 F+eMe,

\ Tl (s — 7,0)df] Sy 27NV (5.105)
Therefore, from the above estimate and the volume of support of £, the following estimate holds for any 7 € [0, s — S],

| MUK ) (s, ma)| S mallsge, Imellsge, 27 200Me2@k 2072 /RS K (7, 2)If (7,2, 0) | L2605 (v)dv

kin,l

S 271 I |l see,  llmallspe, - (5.106)

Now we focus on the essential part. We first rule out the case |y| + |z| > §27<M/2 = 2=k=I+eMe/2 i which the kernels
provide sufficiently fast decay. Note that, from the rough estimate of the electromagnetic field (4.6) in Lemma[4.2] and the
estimates of kernels in (5.93) and (5.95)), we have

L 6= DMb 00 DKl o)) 5 00 = O
R Js2 J|y|+|2|>52-<Me/2
xK(r,x—y—z+(s—7)0)f(r,2 —y — 2+ (s — 7)6, v)dydzdfdv|
24k+2l23k+2n(1 + 2k+l|y|) 103/6(1 + 2k+n|z|)—103/6
2”8’“‘1‘/]1@3 /52 /y|+ |>52- eMt/z(S T) e —y—2+4+(s—7)0|-
23J+<1+E>Mfdydzd9 S llmallsg, Imallsg, ,- (5.107)

Recall the estimate of kernel K, (z) in (5.93). Note that, the followmg estimate holds from the above estimate (3.107)
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for ﬁxed z,

l,n;ess,i
S M, £ (5,7 2)| S llmallse, [Imalls,
i=1,- K,

S llmallsge, [Im

+ / i (5 — T)2%9427 (1 4 252 - o) 71O/ (1 4 2872 x wo) 1O/ F (s, 7, 2, 2)d2], (5.108)
| |<52 eMy /2

where
0< F(s,T,2,2)

S Z / S /S/ |Mkj (y,0, 1J)||K(T,:zc—y—z—|—(s—7)9)|277i(17)<pess;i(s—T,6‘)%(v)dvd&dy}1/2
U< Q—eMy/2 2

L / o M w00 = 2 =y (5 = 70, (B a5 — 7O (0)dodBy]
K ly|<o2—<Me/2 JS2 JR3

i=1,--K,
(5.109)
Note that,

if [0-60]>2°0,_ = (0,0) ¢ Uiz1,... L5upp(ni(0)pess;i(t,0)) C S* x S2.
With the above fact, from the estimate of kernel in (3.93) and the estimate (2.9) in Lemma[2.2] and the point-wise estimate of
electromagnetic field (@.6) in Lemma.2] and the volume of support of v, the following estimate holds for any fixed z € R3,

S [ L MK (s = 2 5= DO geni(s — 7O (e)dudbdy
T K Ke BBy lylSt2=eMes2 Js2 JRe

35(a0 V2 i —1 o(14+e)M,

S / 24k+2l||m1||goo n77'2 J(esfr) 7m1n{||gc~—y—z| B (S_T)l 72( +e) ‘lS—Tl}
ly|<G2—epre/2 bt (05— + 1% x wo)Jz —y — 2|(s — 7)

Moreover, after changing coordinates for y in terms of the cylinder coordinates system with © as axis as in (3.36), from the

estimate of kernel in (3.93), the following estimate holds after using the estimate (Z.10) in Lemmal2.2] or using the volume of
support of § and v,

Z / |<2—eMe/ / / |M§c-j(y’ 0,0)[[f(T,2 — 2 —y+ (s = 7)0,0)[0:(0) Pess;i (s — T, 0)p; (v)dvdbdy
K y eMy /2

_ Z ///W/ /Sz 22y [l spe (14 2%) 7101+ 25H0) 7100, (8) pessi(s — 7, 0) 0 (v)

Xf(r,x — 2z —a® — rw, + (s — 7)0,v)d0dw,dvrdrda

dy. (5.110)
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2K C (x, W) 277

. ko3j+21 (pl 2
< ||m1||5§<1>jyl mm{|;v—z|(s—7')||;v—z| yp _T)|,|Kn|2 2 (6._,)7}, (5.111)
where C,, (7, wp) == (2" + |Z X wol) L.
With the above preparations, based on the possible size of “7”” and “7”, we separate into four sub-cases as follows.
Subcase 1: Ifr < §2Mt and 7 € [s—r—0,s—7+0]N[0, s—4]. Recall (5.104). Note that we have |s — 7| < 62¢M¢

for the case we are considering. From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the integration with respect to y, the estimate of
kernels in (3.93) and (5.93), and the volume of support of § and v, we have

min{s—8,s—r+4}
Z / | M (K f) (s, 7, 2) | dr

Kyl

s r+5
< Jmallsg, Imalsg / (s = 1)K |27/ (@ )29
S

r—3a8

k l k—1
< ||m1||51430] L ||m2||$k . l25 /2+3j+2n+ +66Mr2 2 < ||m1||51430] L ||m2||5;30n l

Subcase 2: Ifr > 02M and 1 € [s —r — 6,5 —r + 6] N[0, s — 4.
For this case we are considering, we have |s — 7| ~ 7 and |z —y — z|, |z — 2| ~ 7 if |y| + 2| < 0 = 27k~ 1TMe From
the estimate (3.109) and the estimates (5.110) and (5.111), the following estimate holds for fixed z € R? s.t., |2| < J,

okt+daMi+2n+1/2,—1 (5.112)

s—r+3d s—r+0 Cn T, w 2k—jé?_7_
/ (s=T)F(s,T,x,2)dT < ||m1||3§oj l/ (s— T)(Inin{23j+2n+k (91 )2 (z,wo) })1/2

=) 2] = (5 — 7))
- 2
(] P 2
S s g By P 1
k241 / s—143 12
S Nlmallsse, , [Co(, wo) 200/ 2413/ 24ebte / / aydr
el i<a-ctresz 17—y —z| e )

§—T)

—r=3 2o =z = (s = 7)|
« (min{523j+2n(24z+n +p29-2k4n +,r,—5/22—5k/2)7T—22—j+2l+2n 4+ p—39—i—k+2n +T—42—j—2k})1/2 (5.113)
< HmlHS;:’oj,LCn(;C,w0)2k+l/2+n+(l+3a)]\/[t,r.—l- (5.114)

I~n the above final estimate, we used the second estimate in (3.113) if » > 2 %~2! and used the first estimate in (G.113) if
62¢M <y < 272 Therefore, after combining the estimates (3.108) and (5.114), we have

s=r+5 T (A <
o[ mingpren @y o, 2O g0 ) < s sz

min{s— 65 T+5}
oz / MUK, ) (5,7, 2)|dr S Cularwo)lmalsgs,, [mallsgs, 25720 (30,1
~ - N . (5.115)
Subcase 3: Ifr > 62=M/3andr € [s—r—0,s—r+06]°N[0, s —4]. For this case, we have |x —y —z|, |t —z| ~ r
Y

and ||z —y| — (s = 7)| ~ ||z — (s = 7)| if [y], |2 < 27F~1+eMe/2 = §27<Me/2 From the estimate (5.109) and the estimates
(3.110) and (5.ITI), the following estimate holds for fixed z € R3 s.t., |z| < 6,

/ i i (s=T7)F(s, 1,2, 2)dT S Cp(x, w0)||m1||3kjl[/ i i (s—1)
[0,s—d0]N[s—r—35,s—r+4d]° [0,s=d]N[s—r—38,s—r+4d]°

ok+j— l/2(9l )9?4 ok+3j—1/2+n (9’!57 ) (9? 7-)1/2
(r(s=mr=(=7)" (r(s=7)|r—(s—7))/2
If |s — 7|2F > 272 e, 6. < 21+<M: then we use the first estimate in (5.116). Meanwhile, if |s — 7|28 < 272 ie,,
0. < (s— 1) 1/227k/2+eM: then we use the second estimate in (5.116). As a result, we have

x min{ }ds]. (5.116)

/ (s = T)F (s, 7,2, 2)dr < Cn(w,wo)[ma || spe 2 H/2 44800 M7
[0,5—8]N[s—r—5,s—r+5]° 7
After combining it with the estimate (3.108)), we have

Z / ) ) ) ’Mllcg;eSS)i(Ka f)(S,T, l‘)‘dT 5 Cn(x7w0)||m1||8§°j l ||m2||81f‘_’n l2k+l/2+n+(1+3a)MtT:1'
i=1, K, [0,s—d]N[s—r—¥5,s—r+4d]°¢ o o

(5.117)
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Subcase 4: Ifr < 62-M¢/3and 7 € [s—r—0,5—7+0]°N[0,s—0].  For this case, we have ||z —y —z| — (s —7)| ~
|s — 7| if [y| + |2] < 27k~ 1+eMe/2 — §9—Mi/2 Recall (3.104). From the estimates of kernels in (3.93) and (3.93), the rapid
decay rate of kernel if |y| > 9 h—lteMe/2 — §o—eMi/2 (he point-wise estimate of electromagnetic field (@.6) in Lemma[4.2]
and the estimate (3.111), the following estimate holds,

S e s o)
i=1, Kn [0,s=68]N[s—r—¥8,s—r+d]¢

,S ||m1||51<:ojl||m2||5]<:9nl[/ / i i - 23k+2n(1_|_2k|z'w0|)7100/e(1+2k+n|2 ><w0|)7100/e
” o |z|<2—k—n+eM/2 J[0,5—8]N[s—r—3,s—7+5]¢
2(1+e) My 26C, (2, wo)0™_ 277 o
% (S _ 7_) mln{ (I WO) S—T , |Kn|2k23j+2l (ols_.r)2}d7'd2’ + 2710Mt} . (5118)
|s =7l [z = 2|(s = 7)l[x — 2| = (s = 7)|

If s — 7 < 27k=2+aM: then from the second estimate of (3.118), we have

m 5 ||m1||sg?jl||m2||Sl€?n1l2k+4(l+é)Mt+2n(27k72l+01Mt221 4 27k)T7127k7l+EMt S ,r712k+l+2’n,+6a1\/[t7 (5119)

If s — 7 > 2 k-24eM: (je gL~ 2l) and 27 F—n+2eMe < o < §2¢Me then we have |z — z| ~ 1 if |2 < 27 F—n+eM/2,

> VSsS—T

From the geometric mean of two estimates in (3.118), we have

p—1/29k+2(14€) M +143n/2

G118 S ol wo)llmillse,  Imallsz,
S Cn(iZ?, WO)HmlHS,‘C’fj,L ||m2||S,§f’n,17ﬁ712k+(1+2a)Mt+l+3n/2- (5.120)

If s — 7 > 27 F=24al: (je gL~ 2, andr < 27k~ +2¢M: then from the geometric mean of two estimates in (5. 118),
we have

EII®) < Co(,wo)malsp, sl sy

kin,l

93k+2n |5 | =1/29k+ 21O MAI3N/2 0, < O (11, )
2| <2—k—n+2eMy

p—1ok+(1+2a) M+31/2
(5.121)

2k+2(1+e)Mt+l+3n/22k/2—n/2+65Mt 5 Cn(x,w0)||m1||soo ||m2||goo

X mallsge, Imallsgs R R

k,j,l kin,l

To sum up, after combining the estimates (3.119-5.121)), in whichever case we have

>

’M,lc’;’;;ess’i(K, s, T, J,')‘dT < Cn(x,w0)||m1||sgijl ||m2||Sg<;nylr_12k+(1+3a)Mf+l/2+".
i=1, Ky ¢

/[O,ss]ﬁ[srs,errs]

(5.122)

Recall the decomposition (3.103). To sum up, after combining the estimates (3.106), (3.112), (3.113), (3.117), and (3.122),
we have

5—0
[ 1. . ar S Cutesonlms:
0

oy T:l2k+(1+3a)Mt+l/2+n- (5'123)

[mallse,

Recall the detailed formulas of M,lc’;(K ,)(s,7,2z) in (389) and Erré’"; (K, f)(s,7,2) in (390) and the estimate of
corresponding kernels in (5.93) and (3.94). Note that we have s — 7 > 6 > 2~ %+<M:_ The smallness of extra 2~* comes
from the symbol compensate the loss of smallness “s — 7” in Errfg’z (K, f)(s, T, z). Therefore, with minor modification of
the proof of the estimate (5.123)), we have

s—0
/ |Errls (K, ) (s, 7 @) |dr S Co(a,wo)[mallsze,  [Ims s, r= 2k TOH80Mett/20m, (5.124)
0
Recall the decomposition (3.88). To sum up, our desired estimate (5.96) holds from the estimates (3.100), (3.123), and
(5.124).
Moreover, we obtain a rough point-wise estimate as a byproduct of the above argument, which will be used when r is
extremely small. Recall (3.16). Note that after using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the integration with respect to £ and
the volume of support of ¢ and v, the following estimate holds

T (K, £)(5,7,2)] S llmallsge,Imallsgs, 2542072 /R 1K (1, 2) f(7,2,0) || L2 5 (V)Y <nta(£(—v,wo))dv

S lmallse,  lmslsge, 25472 H3H20 4, (5.125)
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Moreover, for any fixed 7 € [0, 5] s.t., |s — 7| > 10(r + 27+~ M) ‘'we have |[x —y — 2 — (s — 7)| ~ (s — 7) if y], |2] <
9~k=l+eM: Therefore, from the the rapid decay rate of kernels in (5.93) and (5.93) if |y|, |z| > 2~ F~tHeMi/2 = §o—<Mi/2,
the estimate of good part in (3.106), the point-wise estimate of electromagnetic field @.6) in Lemma[d.2] we have

2(1+5)Mt

ln . _ 2
T2, ) (s, m2)| S Imallsg, limallse, | [(s = ) K282+ (L)) (5.126)

Combining the estimates (5.123)) and (5.126), we have

S
L,
/O ITE (K, £)(s, 7, 2)dr] S s, Imallss,

|s =7l

[/ 23k/2+3j+2n+ld7,
[0,s]N[s—10(r4-2—k—1+eMt) g4 10(r4-2—k—L+eMy))

201 +M: kodj+2l (gl \2
+/ (s — 1) =———|K,[252%24 (6} _ ) dr]
[0,5]N[s—10(r42—k—l+eMt) 54 10(r42—k—l+eMe)]e s — 7]
S Hml HS?},L ”m?HS;:’nJ (23k/2+3]+2n+l+€Mt,r. 4 2/€+3J+2n+2l+(1+36)Mt)' (5.127)
Hence finishing the proof of our desired estimate (3.97). O
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