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Landau Damping in a weakly collisional regime

Xixia Ma *

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the nonlinear Vlasov-Poisson equations in a weakly collisional regime
and study the linear Boltzmann collision operator. We prove that Landau damping still occurs in this case.

0. Introduction

In this paper, it is assumed that the plasma system is weakly collisional, nonrelativistic, hot. The kinetic
theory is an effective method of studying the hot plasma particles. Perhaps the most widely used formulation
of kinetic theory is the Boltzmann equation, for which the nonrelativistic form for particles of the s species is

s d S
atfs +v-Vafs+ :1—(E + v X B) “Vofs = é collisions- (01)

S
In Eq.(0.1), fs, E, and B may be thought of as the s—particle species distribution function fs(z,v,t), and
the electric and magnetic fields in the plasma averaged over a spatial volume that contains many particles. It
was A.A.Vlasov (1945) who first pointed out that Eq.(0.1) is dominated by the term on its left-hand side for a
hot plasma. And for much of the study of waves in a hot plasma, it suffices to use the set of Vlasov equations
in many situations,

Oufo+ 0 Vofs+ L (E+vxB) Vofs =0. (0.2)
ms
For Eq.(0.2), it is well known that Mouhot and Villani[28] made a ground-breaking work when B = 0. And
recent we [26] prove Landau damping on Eq.(0.2) in a uniformly magnetic field case. In this paper, we consider
the unmagnetized plasma in the weakly collisional case, that is,
S d S
atfs +v- vmfs + q_E . vas = Vi|collisions- (03)
Mg dt
where v € (0, 1], 9 > 0 some small constant.
First we start with the linearized Vlasov equation in an unmagnetized plasma to analyze the effect on
between Landau damping and collision. We write the linearized Vlasov equation in collisionless case as

atf"'v'vzf'i_%E'vva:Oa (04)
f(@,v,t0) = fo(z,v). '
We can solve Eq.(0.4) with a simple integration,
t
Flz,v,t) = folw —vt,0) — | LE@— ot —t),t') -V, fOd. (0.5)

to M

In order to simplify the analysis, we assume that E(z,t) is known and we represent it as ReF; exp(ikx — iwt).
Then the integration in Eq.(0.5) becomes

einl dfo('u) 1 — eilw—kv)(t—to)

t) = — vt —R kr — iwt
flz,v,t) = fo(zx —vt,v) - » exp(ikz — iwt) P

einlw dfo(?}) 1
m dv w—kv

)

f(k,v,w) = -R (0.6)
Then from the first equality of Eq.(0.6), we can observe an important feature that f(z,v,t) remains finite even
at exact wave-particle resonance, w — kv = 0. On the other hand, the amplitude of f(z,v,t) at resonance grows
linearly with ¢ — ¢y and for ¢ — ¢y large, f(z,v,t) becomes strongly oscillatory near resonance and desplays a
large peak exactly at resonance. However, when we consider the collisions among particles, we have to limit the
magnitude of ¢t — tg. Now we use a really simple-minded model to simulate the collisional effect on f(z,v,t) as
follows:

{ Of +v-Vaf +5LE-Vof® =—vf, (0.7)

f(z,v,t0) = fo(z,v).
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Then we have

0B 0 ) ) 1— i(w—kv)(t—to)
f(z,v,t) = fo(z —vt, U)e_”(t_t") — Z/Re—lq ! —df (v) gihw—iwt g —v(t—to) ¢
m dv w—kv

(0.8)

For Eq.(0.8), we can regard e~V(t=t0) a5 the probability that any single particle, now at z, v, t, suffered a collision
at tg in the past, here v is the collision frequency. Then setting s = t — ¢y, and averaging over the collision times
for all particles that have reached x,v,t, we obtain

’Lqu dfo(v) eikz—iwt /OO eV 1- ei(w—kv)s ds
0

(f(z,v,1)) = —vRe T P
iqF, df° G 1
1q L df (U) ezkm—zwt (09)

m dv w—kv+iv’

= —Re

From the second line of Eq.(0.9), first of all, we shall observe that the effect of collisions in this model has
been to transform the appearance of w, namely, w — w+iv. The second line of Eq.(0.9) also shows that f(x,v,t)

0
is the product of two peaking functions, one depending on dfd—iv) and the other on the resonance denominator,
w — kv + iv. And now we show that a mathematical representation that leads directly to Landau damping is to
write the Fourier amplitude for f(z,v,t) as v — 0,

iqE(w, k) df°(v) 1

f(w,k,v) = lim

v—0+ m dv w—kv+wv
iqE(w, k) df°(v) 1 i w
= - P ——dv—=)|. 1
m dv w— kv || (v k:) (0.10)

Although the f peak is infinitely sharp in Eq.(0.10), the moments of Eqgs.(0.6) and (0.10) will be approximately
0

the same provided that dfd—iv) in Eq.(0.6) does not change appreciably over the range of v through which

(w— kv +iv)~1 is large. That is, the collisional model, Eq.(0.6), will lead to the same moments of f(x,v,t) as

the collisionfree model Eq.(0.10), provided that the resonance denominator in Eq.(0.6) supplies the dominant

peaking effect.

In this paper, based on Mouhot and Villani’ work in [28], we consider the following model,

Of +v-Vaf + %E Vo f = vC(f),
E = VW(Z') * p(t,:c),

p(t, T) = fRz f(ta z,v)dv,

f(O,.T,U) = fO('T’U)’fO = fo(v)’

(0.11)

where v € (0, 1], vp some small constant, and here C(f) represents the linear Boltzmann collisional case, namely

C(f)=pf"~f.

We recall the related results on Landau damping on weakly collisional plasma as follows. First, if v = 0,
some earlier results of the linearized Vlasov-Poisson equation were obtained in [8] by Caglioti and Maffei and
in [21] by Hwang and Veldzquez. We also refer to the work of Mouhot and Villani [28], they prove Landau
damping (linear and nonlinear) in analytic or Gevrey regularity. Later Bedrossian, Masmoudi and Mouhot
[6] give a simplified proof in Gevrey norm. Let us mention that lots of literature is devoted to the study of
the Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann equation with a general Boltzmann collision operator, for example, the paper of
Dolbeault and Desvillettes[13]that deals with the large time behavior of solutions and two papers of Guo on
the Vlasov-Poisson-Bolzmann equation [18,19] which is about the large time behaviour of solutions: the first
one is in a near-vacuum regime, the second is in a near Maxwellian setting. Meanwhile, there are other many
references which are concerned with the lager time behavior of solutions,such as Duan and Strain[15], Duan,
and Liu [14] and so on. However, as far as the case of the linear Boltzmann equation, the literature on the
stability is very scarce, even in a weakly collisional regime, namely, if v — 0, the first paper on Landau damping
in this case is by I.Tristani [31] for the linearized Vlasov-Poisson equation. It should be relevant to compare this
kind of question with the one studied by Bedrossian, Masmoudi and Vivol[3] about the two-dimensional Euler
equation where the equivalent of v should be viscosity. I.Tristani [31], Bedrossian[1],Bendrossian and Wang][7]
also study this kind of problematic of uniform analysis of large time behaviour in a weakly collisional regime
through another different form : the Vlasov-Fokker-Plank model.

In this paper, we will consider the nonlinear Vlasov-Poisson equation on weakly collisional plasma. On one
hand, different from the linear case, we have to face the resonance that the nonlinear term brings. In order to
deal with this difficulty, the method we use is based on the one in [28]. On the other hand, comparing with
the collisionless case in which the index of the decay rate becomes smaller, we find that for the linear case in
weakly collisional case, the index of the decay rate is the same with the initial data, that is due to the effect of
the weak collision. However, for the nonlinear case, the decay rate still becomes slow comparing with the initial



time because of the nonlinear term. In other words, weak collision does not change the dynamical behavior of
the plasma.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 1 mainly introduces hybrid analytic norms and the related
properties. Section 2 we will prove Landau damping at the linear level. We will state sketch the proof of main
theorem at the nonlinear level in section 3. And section 4 will show the deflection estimates of the particles
trajectory, section 5 is the key section, it will state the phenomena of plasma echo. We will control the error
terms in section 6, and give the iteration in section 7.

Now we state our main result as follows.

Theorem 0.1 Let fO:R3 — R, be an analytic velocity profile, and let W (x) : T3 — R satisfy

. . 1
Further assume that, for some constant A\g > 0,
~ A\
sup ™M ()| < Co, D> VSO, < Co < 0. (0.12)
neR3 neN3 "

Consider equations(0.11), there is € = (Ao, to, B, 7s Ays fho) with the following property: if fo = fo(z,v) is
an nitial data satisfying

sup  e2mrolmlg2muolkl| f0 _ £ +/ / 170 = fole®lPldvda < e, (0.13)
k€73 ,neR3 T3 JR3

where any B > 0.
At the same time,we also assume that the following stability condition holds:

Stability condition : for any velocity v € R3, there exists some positive constant vr. such that if
v =% +istr,w, k are frequencies of time and space t,x, respectively, then |v] > vre.

Then for any fized n,k,¥r € N, as v — 0, |t| = oo, we have

F(t k) = Folkm| < eI p(t,) = pollrray = O M),
HE(t; .)HCT(TS) = 0(6_27"A()‘t|),
(0.14)

where pg = fTS ng fo(x,v)dvdz, for any 0 < A < Ao.

Remark 0.2 v > 1 of Theorem 0.1 can be extended to v > 1, the difference between v > 1 and v = 1 is the
proof of the growth integral in section 7. The proof of v = 1 is similar to section 7 in [28], here we omit this
case.

Remark 0.3 First, from the physics viewpoint, for the collisionless case, the condition that the damping occur
is that the number of particles that the wave wvelocity greatly exceeds their wvelocity is much larger than the
number of particles whose velocity is slower than the wave velocity. However, when considering the collision
among particles, from the above theorem, we know that if very little energy due to collision loss, then when the
stability condition of the collisionless case is satisfied, the damping still occurs. From the dynamical behavior
viewpoint, it can also be understood that when the collision is very weak, the electric field play main role on the
change of the plasma’ trajectories.

Remark 0.4 During the proof, it is easily observed that the reqularity loss become smaller because of the weak
collision, because the collision term provides a reqularity e ¢.

Remark 0.5 Combining the results in this paper and the idea in our previous paper on Cyclotron damping in
a uniform bounded magnetic field, Landau damping on Viasov-Mazwell equations in a weakly collisional regime
may be proved.

1 Notation and Hybrid analytic norm

Now we introduce some notations. We denote T® = R3/Z3. For function f(z,v), we define the Fourier
transform as follows.



For a function f = f(x),x € T%, we define its Fourier transform as follows:

¢ — L —ix-k d
f(k)—(2ﬂ>d/wf($)e dx, keZ°.

Similarly, for a function f = f(v),v € R?, we define its Fourier transform by:

- 1

7w-£v d.
f©) = Gy [, S 5o, £ R

Finally, if f = f(z,v), (z,v) € T? x R, we define its Fourier transform through the following formula:

1

f,6) =

/ flx,v)e o= eapdy, (k&) € Z% x R™.
Td xR4
We shall also use the Fourier transform in time, if f = f(¢),t € R, we denote

w) = /Rf(t)e_it“’dt, weC.

Now we start to introduce the very important tools in our paper. These are time-shift pure and hybrid
analytic norms. They are the same with those in the paper [28] written by Mouhot and Villani.
Definition 1.1 (Hybrid analytic norms)

)\n m
Iflless = 3 S IVEVEflimmsnry,  Iflmnn = / | F (ks me>m X0 e2me L,
m,neENG keZ3
Iz =D Z 2’”"”IIV" F0) | L 3)-
€73 neN3 n

Definition 1.2 (Time-shift pure and hybrid analytic norms) For any A, u > 0,p € [1,00], we define

A’ﬂ/ m m
[ Fllerme = 11£ 0 S2z,0)lerw = Y ;—IIV (Vo + 7Va)" fll Loo (13 xR3))»
m,n€N3 ’
[ fll 22 = I1f 0 Sz, )|l Frn = / |f (k)| Akmnl g2mulkl gy,
kez3
£l 220 = 11f 0 S2@, 0) [ 22 = D Z = 2mll||(7, + 2imr - )" F(L0) | e g
ZEZ3n€N3 :
Il e = ) Z 2|V, + 2077 - 1) (L, 0) | o ey,
lez3 neN“" !
||f||yw = ||f||ﬁv“‘=°° =  sup e?ﬂm\k\e27r>\\77+k'r||f(k’n)|.
T T keZ3 neR3

From the above definitions, we can state some simple and important propositions, and the related proofs
can be found in [26.28], so we remove the proofs.

Proposition 1.3 For any 7 € R, A\, u > 0,
(i) if £ is a function only of 3, then || fllgre = I fllesrtons 1Lz = 1712 = 17
(i) if f is a function only of v, then || f||ormme = || fll 220 = || flleris

(iii) for any X >0, then || fo (Id+ G)||z> < || fllzr+v, v = |G| £2;

(iv) for any A > X,p € [1,00], [Vfllers < s 1 llesns [V lpre < sy I llzns

(v) for any X> X >0, >0, then [vf|| zxwr <[ fI| 53013

(vi) for any X\ > \, i > p, Vo fll zrme < C(/\log( )||f||ZA e ||f||ZA u:ﬂ)

(vii) for any A > X\, [|(Vy + 7V, )f||zwp—m||f||zwm



(viii) for any X > X\ > 0,7 > p > 0, then [fllzrm <
11l z2e < N grsri=rim;

(viiit) [ fllyxe < FI|zxm0s

(iX) for any function f = f(x,v), || [ps fdv|| pririen < || f] zrm1.

<zim . Moreover, for any 7,7 € R, p € [1,00|, we have

Proposition 1.4 For any X € {C,F,Z} and any t,7 € R,
1 0820 = 1 flln-

Lemma 1.5 Let A\, > 0,t € R, and consider two functions F, G : T?> x R* — T? x R®. Then there is € € (0, 1)
such that if F,G satisfy

IV(F = Id)] 50 <, (11)
where A=A+ 2|F — Gl zow, p=p+2(1+|7))|F — Gl zrn, then F is invertible and
||F*10G71d|\23,u <2|F = Gl g2 (1.2)
Proposition 1.6 For any A\, > 0 and any p € [1,00],7 € R,0 € R,a € R\ {0} and b € R, we have
£+ bv+ X (,0),a0 + V(@ 0))l 2w < lal 7> [ £ gm0

where o = Aa| + [V g2, B=p+Ab+7—ac|+ [ X — V| zrn.

Lemma 1.7 Let G = G(z,v) and R = R(x,v) be valued in R, and (x) = [55(G - R)(z,v)dv. Then for any
Ayt >0 and any b > —1, we have
18]l mrten < 3||GHZM1+17) i1 ‘RHZ>\(1+b) -
T71_+b T71_+b

2 Linearized Landau damping in weakly collisional plasma
In this section, we consider the linearized Vlasov-Poisson equations in the weakly collisional case as follows:

atf'i_v'vmf'f'%E'vva:VC(f)a

E VW()*p(tac) C(f)=pf’—f,
= Jgs f(t,x,v)dv,

f(OfCU) fo(z,v), fO*fO(U),

(2.1)

for any v € [0, o], 1 some small constant.
Theorem 2.1 Consider equations (2.1). For any n,v € R3 k € N3, assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) W(0) =0 where |W (k)| < ﬁa

v> 1
(ii) [|f°]|exn < Co, for some constants X, Co > 0;
(i) || fol|zrwn < 0 for some constants p > 0,00 > 0;

(iv) {0|7’ any velocity v € R3, there exists some positive constant vre € R such that if v = % +iseg, then
V| > Ure-

Then for any fized n, k, we have

R R 1— —vt
(6. kom) — Folk, m)] < C(Ch, do)e 2™t e=2mmlkl { — 1= }

14
1p(t, k) — po| < C(Cy, 8o)e™2mNFmIkL
|E(t, k)| < C(Co, 5g)e 2 kltg=2mulk] 2

where po = [1s [gs Jo(x,v)dvdz.



Remark 2.2 In the linear case, before proving Theorem 2.1, we recall the result of I. Tristani in [31]. We define

KO(t, k) := ve vt fO(kt),

KL (t,k) = =W (k)e "t fO(kt)|k|*t, (2.3)
K, (t,k) = KOt k) + KL(t, k), '
Ly, k)= [ > MK, (¢, k)dt,

where n* is the complex conjugate to n. The stability condition of I. Tristani’work is as follows::
there exists g > 0 such that L, satisfies the following condition: for some constant k > 0, Vv € [0, 1],

H inf  inf |1— L,(n, k)| > k.
(H) kezlﬁ\{o}hi%go| Ly(n, k)| =k

Comparing (H) condition, our stability condition in Theorem 2.1 are suitable for the physical intuitive from the
energy viewpoint. From the condition of the classical KAM theory, our condition is in correspondence to the
Diophantus condition in KAM theory in some sense.

The proof of Theorem 2.1. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ > 0. we consider (2.1) as a perturbation
of free transport and apply the Duhamel’s formula to get

f(t,2,0) = folw — vt v)e ™ + v / (s, — o(t — ) (w)ds
0

t
—/ e VN E -V, fO) (s, — v(t — s),v)ds.
0
Then we take the Fourier transform in both variables (x,v),

Ft k&) = e folk,& + kt)

t
+ (27Vr)d / / e_V(t_s)p(S, m)fo (,U)e—ik»z—ivv(g—i-k(t—s))dmdvds
0 JT4xRd

1 ! —v(t—s —ik-x—iv- —s
W/o /erdee BV, fO) (s, z,v)e* (k=) dyduds,

and from which we can deduce

f(t, k&) = eil’tfo(k:,«f + kt) + 1// efy(tfs)ﬁ(s, kz)fo(«f + k(t — s))ds
0

_ /O e~k (€ 4 k(t — )T (R)p(s, k) FO( + k(t — 5))ds. (2.4)

Then taking £ = 0, we obtain the closed equation on p(t, k) :

pt, k) = e fok, kt) + v / t e p(s, k) fO(k(t — ))ds
0

t
- / e VO (k(t — 8)W (k)p(s, k) fO(k(t — s))ds. (2.5)
0
Recall the definition of K, we have
t
(LK) = e~ fo (k. kt) + / Ko (t — 5, k)p(s, k)ds. (2.6)
0
First we assume k # 0, and consider A > 0, write
(L, k) = pt, k)e>™ Mt and  A(t, k) = fo(t, k)e Vte2™ kIt

then (0.6) becomes
t
(L, k) = A(t, k) +/ Ko (t — s, k)e>™ =)@ (s k)ds. (2.7)
0

We take the Fourier transform in time variable, after extending K, A and ® by 0 at negative times. We
have,

D(w, k) = A(w, k) + L, (w, k)D(w, k).



By the Stability condition, let n = ¥ + iz,

Ey(w, k) _ 7”(]1 . /Rd efut627r/\|k|te27ritw6727rik-vt[kW(k)ava + yfo(v)]dvdt

(2.8)

- ' 2miNk[E|™ =
efvte27rztw€727rzkvt . Z | U | | | [kW(k)vaO(’U) + l/fo(’U)]d’Udt
R+ JR3 n!

n

/ / o~ Vt2mikt(§ —v) [kW(k)VZHfO(U) + yvgfo(u)]dvdt‘
R+ JR3

w m
q A"

= sup — —
wpm; n!

' e
_Sgpm; n!

where in the last inequality we use the stability condition (iv) that if v = ¢ + i5Z%, then [v| > vre, and the

assumption (i) and (ii). Then there exists some constant 0 < x < 1 such that || £, (w, k)|~ < k.
Now we apply the Plancherel’s identity to find (for each k)

— )

MuUTe

(_Z(k/m?(k)vz-i_lfo(?’]) + VV:;fO(T])) < Le_COUTe

All 72
@l oy < VA
K

Then we plug this into the equation (2.7) to get

@[l oo (ary < NAlL=(aey + 1Ko M 2 191 L2 ga

1K, €2 MHE| o i) | Al L2 gat

K

< [|All Lo (ar) + (2.9)

Through simple computation, we can obtain

ap (3 eiemono)

£20 \ peza\o

< C(A, k)sup sup |ﬁ)(k,kt)|62”()‘t+“)‘k‘eﬂ’t
>0 kezZd\0

<CO\k)ysup > |folk, kt)]em(Orrmlk vt
20 eza\o
Equivalently,
sup [|p(t, )| zre+n < C'sup II/ fo o S%dv|| zayerne™ <sup||foo S% | zrmre™ = || fol| sru < .
t>0 t>0 JRd t>0 ¢ 0
We write

t t
F(t.) = (foo 8% )e ™" — / e UI(VW % pg) 08, ) - Vo fOds + v / e M (pa 0 8%, ) - Vuflds,

where ps = p(s,-). Then we have, for all ¢ > 0,

t
I spos < oo S2ulgpne™ + 1o UTW )0 820y gpore IV zponds

t
v / e py 0. 8%, | pee [V s ds

t
= [ foll grmae™ + I\Vufollc'x;l/ e TINVW sk ps| aernds
0

t
L P s PP (2.10)
0



Now we consider the case k = 0.
t
p(t,0) = e " f5(0,0) + V/ e_”(t_s)ﬁ(s, 0)ds, (2.11)
0

F(£,0,6) = ™" fu(0,€) +v /O e (s,0) (€)ds (2.12)
If we assume fy a mean-zero distribution, then we have
p(t,0)=0, forall t>0,
and

1F(8.0,€)l| pr < €71 Fo(0, )| (2.13)

3 Nonlinearized picture in weakly collisional plasma

We next give the proof of the main theorem 0.1, stating the primary steps as propositions which are proved
in subsections.

3.1 The Newton iteration

First of all, we write a classical Newton iteration : Let

"= f%v) be given,
and

fr=f+nt+ .. +h",
where

{2 o Toll 4 B Vg = i1 ) (3.)

hl(o,l',’l)) = fO - an
and now we consider the Vlasov equation in step n+ 1,n > 1,

Db v - Vo kL - E[f] - Wkt
= —E[h" Y] -V, f* — E[h"] - V,h™ + v(p[hn 1] O — hntl), (3.2)
"0, 2,v) = 0,

the corresponding dynamical system is described as follows: for any (z,v) € T? x R3, let (X7, V;",) as the
solution of the following ordinary differential equations

%Xtr,ljl(wav) = Vtr,lerl('T’U)’
X;fjl(x,v) =z,

{dv"H( v) = Bl X (@, 0), (3.3)

Vitl(z,v)
At the same time, we consider the corresponding linear dynamics system as follows,

{ %Xﬁs(ac,v) = Vt?s(wav)a %Vt?s(xav) =0,

X0, (z,v) =2, VO, (z,v)=v, (3.4)

It is easy to check that
QZS (6X?S,5Vn) ( st’VYsOt) (Xg?s ( st’VYsOt) Id"/t’?s ( st"/sot) Id)
Therefore in order to estimate (X} 0(X?,, V) —1d, V]’ o(X?, V?)—1d), we only need to study (§X}",,8V/")o

( s, Vsot)
From Egs.(3.3) and (3.4),



E[f)(t, X2 (2, v), (3.5)

{ %5%’};1(:6,1) =
=0.

Vil (x,v)

Integrating (3.2) in time and A"*1(0,2,v) = 0, we get
¢
B (8 X (2, 0), Vi (2, 0)) = / =S (5 X (2, 0), Vi (1, 0))ds, (3.6)
0

where
Yt z,0) = B[R] - Vo f" — E[h"] - Vh™ 4+ vp[h" T f°.

By the definition of (X{'i(z,v), V/\(z,v)), we have

(z,v))ds

s,t

t
Btz 0) = [ IR s X (0,0),
0

t
= / IS (5, 6X 7, (2, 0) + X2, (2,0), 8V (2, 0) + V2, (@, v))ds.
0

Since the unknown h™*! appears on both sides of (3.6), we hope to get a self-consistent estimate. For this,
we have little choice but to integrate in v and get an integral equation on p[h"*1] = [, h"T'dv, namely

t
p[h"+1](t,x) :/0 /]RS e_”(t_s)(E"Jrl o Q’;t(x,v))(s,th(x,v),\/soﬁt(x,v))dvds

t
/o / e [w:#-G:,t) (€2, HE) + v(plh" 1] £0) 0 Q2 (2,0) | (5.2 — o(t — 5), )
_ InJrl,n L Imn +III”+1’O, (37)

where
6;?_1 = E[thrl] ° Q?,t('rv U)v Eg,t = E[hn] o Qg,t(zﬂ ’U),
G?,t = (Vyf")o Q?,t(xvv)v H:,t = (Vyh") o ta(z, v).

3.2 Inductive hypothesis

For n=1, from (3.1), it is known that (3.1) is a linear Vlasov equation. From section 2, the conclusions of
Theorem 0.1 hold.
Now for any i < n,i € Ny, we assume that the following estimates hold,

sup || p[R)(t, )|l i+
t>0

sup ths o Qi;le)\i(l:b),ui;l <4,
bt

0<s<t P

then we have the following inequalities, denote (E™) :

sup [ B[R (t, )| rseens < 6,
t>0

sup va(h‘é ° Qi:sl)HZM'(lbtb)le < d;, sup H(thé) © Qi:slHZMUbtb)le <4,
0

0<s<t s— 12 <s<t s— 12
1V + 5V2) (B 0 Q1) prscsinsn < 8o [ (Vo + V2)RE) 0 )| s, < 6
o bt P
—— —|(VVA) o it ; it < 05
Osgl?;t (1+s)2 II( s)o t,s st)‘i(lbtb) niil S 04,

T+b

sup (14 5)*[(Voh') 0 Qi1 = Vi (h' 0 QM| prsasma < ds.
0<s<t bt

STI+8

It is easy to check that the first inequality of (E™) holds since E[h?] satisfies the Poisson equation, so we
only need to show that the other inequalities of (E™) also hold, the related proofs are found in section 4.



3.3 Local time iteration

Before working out the core of the proof of Theorem 0.1, we shall show a short time estimate,which will play
a role as an initial data layer for the Newton scheme. The main tool in this section is given by the following
lemma.
Lemma 3.1 Let f be an analytic function, A(t) = A— Kt and p(t) = p— Kt, K > 0, let T > 0 be so small that
A(t) > 0,u(t) > 0 for 0 <t <T. Then for any s € [0,T] and any p > 1,

dt K
E tzs”f”zg(t),u(t);p S (1 T )vaHz)‘( 8).n(s)ip

where % stands for the upper right derivative.

Proposition 3.2 There exists some small constant T > 0, such that when all conditions of Theorem 0.1 hold,
then
for any fized n, k, for all t € (0,T],0 < XA < Ag, we have
|£(t,k,m) = fo(k,m)| < C(Co, do)e 2Nkl g=2mulkl,
(8, k) — pol < C(Co, do)e TN+ E(t, k)| < O(Co, do)e > Ml 2mrlk, (3.9)

where po = [1s [gs fo(z,v)dvdz.

Proof. The first stage of the iteration,namely, h! was considered in §2. So we only need to care about the
higher orders. Recall that f* = fO + h' + ... 4+ h*. And we define

/\k(t) = /\k — 2Kt and Mk(t) = WKk — Kt,

where {A\;}22, and {p}72, are decreasing sequences of positive numbers.
We assume inductively that at stage n of the iteration, we have constructed { Ay }7_;, {ue}i_1, {0x}}_ such
that

sup ||hk(t, ')Hzxk(t),uk(t);l <§, forall 1<k<n
0<t<T ¢

for some fixed T > 0.

In the following we need to show that the induction hypothesis are satisfied at stage n + 1. For this, we have
to construct A1, 41, Ont1-

Note that h,4+1 =0, at t = 0. For n > 1, now let us solve

R v Vop L = Bt

where _
S = —E[f"] - Vbt = B[RV, f* — E[R"] - Vb 4 v(p[h" 1 f0 — h" ).

Hence,

t t
_ +1 +1
th+1” n+1(t) Hpg1 (831 S / v(t— S)HEn OSg(t,S)sz\n+1(t),un,+1(t);1 ds S / e v(t—s ||En HZ>\n+1(t),un,+1(t);1 dS,
0 0 g

where
—=n+1 o

) —E[f"] - V,h" Tt — E[h" T -V, " — E[h"] - V,h" + vp[h" 1] fO.

then by Lemma 3.1,
d+ n—i— n+1 n+1

H H n+1(f> bn41(t);l < KHV h H n+1 Hnt13l T KHV h H n+1’“n+1%1

+HE[fn]H]:*n+1f+“n+1 ||V thrlH n+1 png1il + ||E[hn+1]”]:*n+1f+“n+1 ||v an n+1 K413l

+||E[hn]||}'*n+1t+“n+1 ||vvhn||zkn+1vun+1%1 + V||P[hn+1]||fkn+1t+“n+1 ||f ||an+1,un+1;1
t t

t
+1
v / IS s snsaconds
0

First, we easily get | E[R"][| zani1ttuni < C[ VA x Antrbngil Moreover,

HhZ” z+1 Hit13l

HV f || n+1 it S Z”V h || n+1 g1t < CZ

i—1 min{)\z - )\n—i-laﬂi - :un—i-l} .

10



We gather the above estimates,

d+ n S
P thrl , < (cC 2 : 9 _K+uC thJrl Y ;
dt | ”Z?"“m'””“(m - ( — min{A; — Ans1, i — pntr} vCo )l ”33"“ poat

o
min{ A, — Apt1, fn — /LnJrl}.

We may choose

52
On ,
o mln{>\ n+1; Hn — ﬂnJrl}
if
Ci , 0 <K —vC (3.10)
p min{\; — An1, (i — fint1}
holds.

We choose A\j — A\jy1 = s — tit1 = Z%, where A > 0 is arbitrarily small. Then for ¢ < n, A\; — A1 > Z%, and
Sng1 < 62n?/A. Next we need to check that Y.~ §,n? < oo. In fact, we choose K large enough and T small
enough such that Ao — KT > Ay tio — KT > e, and (3.9) holds, where \g > Ai, po > p are fixed.

If §; = 6, then 6, = n?3 (22)2n *(42)2"77 . ((n — 1)2)2n2. To prove the sequence convergence for § small
enough, by induction that §,, < 2*", where z small enough and a € (1,2). We claim that the conclusion holds

n+1 Z(Z—a)a" 2

for n + 1. Indeed, 6,11 < sz\ln n? <z 22— If z is so small that z(2ma)a” < % for all n € N, then

Ont1 < zan“, this concludes the local-time argument.

3.4 Global time iteration

Based on the estimates of the local-time iteration, without loss of generality, sometimes we only consider
the case s > 1+b, where b is small enough.

First, we give deflection estimates that compare the free evolution with the true evolution for the particles
trajectories.
Proposition 3.3 Assume for any i € N,0 < i <mn,

sup || E[RY(t, )| zrseens < 0.
>0

And there exist constants Ax > 0,y > 0 such that Ao > X) > A > AN > ...> XN > N, > 00> A >

B S > > > s > > .
Then we have

n 2
ntl (X0 —mu=As e [ (T 8) 1
I0XET 0 (X Vi gt <€D bie mm{ 2 2 A

ST1t86 i=1
- Ly t—s) 1
5 n+1 0 < 51 —m(Ai—A))s - (
ISV o (X0 Vil gy < €3 min {5 o |

for 0 < s <t,b=>b(t,s) sufficiently small.

Remark 3.4 From the above proposition, we know that weak collision has little impact on the trajectory of the
plasma particles.

Proposition 3.5 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, then

HVQnHXt,S_(Id,O)H <OV — (O,Id)’ o SCEHCS,
2z +1 nt1 +b1 n+1

s+1 s+

-7 s _ )2 77r(>\7;7>\,.)s
where CI = C' Y1, H min { (¢ 25) ,1},65’ =C>", eQWT_;,)‘SZ min {t — s, 1}.
Proposition 3.6 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, then

< Ci,n
Zkﬁ(lfb),u’n Lo

s—

HQiXt,s — 0" Xy s Vs — Vi <" HeT

A=k,

T+6 STI1p

here Ci™ = C e T mind 4522 1) ein — o S mind s
where &y 2= z+1mmm z (%2 2= z+1mmm S0

11



Remark 3.7 Note that Ci’n,Cé’n decay fast as s — 00,1 — 00, and uniformly in n > i, since the sequence
{0,152 has fast convergence. Hence, if r € N given, we shall have

cim <w:$, and CY" <w:2, all r>1, (3.11)
I n 8, min{ (t725)2 ,1} r n 3; min{ (t—2s)2 ,
with w =C] Z] —it1 30N /\,)HT T and w = (] ZJ i+1 3x(x, _,\f)1+r FE for some ab-

solute constant C? depending only on .

Proposition 3.8 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, then

i,n i,n
N <y el
=z n(l b),ph,

s—

H(tal,s)_l © QZS —1Id

i

To give a self-consistent estimate, we have to control each term of Eq.(3.7): LILIII. And the most difficult
term is I, because there is some resonance phenomena occurring in this term that makes the propagated wave
away from equilibrium.

Let us first consider the first term I.

bt ) / / e v(t=s) E"+1 Gy ) (s,x —v(t — s),v)dvds. (3.12)
R3

To handle this term, we start by introducing
Gry=Vof'+ ) Vy(hioQiyh), (3.13)
i=1

and the error terms R, Ro are defined by

Ro = / /R e/ ITI(BR] 0 Q1 (2,0) — E[R"T) - G2) (s, — v(t — s),v)dvds, (3.14)

t
Ro = / / e /INER (G, — G2 ) (s, x — v(t — s),v)dvds, (3.15)
0 JR3
then we can decompose - 5
In+l,n — In+l,n +RO +RO
We decompose as

n
I_n+17n — I‘OnJrl,n + } :[‘inJrlyn’

where

[t ) = t "H(s,x —v(t —s)) - Vo f(v)dvdr
) = [ B s = ol = 5) - Vuf o
It z) = / E[h" (s, —v(t — 5)) - (Vohi o Q;_sl)(s,x —v(t — 5),v))dvds.
R3

Proposition 3.9 (Main term I) Assume b(t,s) > 0 small. And there exist constants A, > 0, uy > 0 such that
AN >N > >SN > o> Agpo>m >l >pl > o> u >l > > 0> .
We have -
[T D] [Fevrem

t
< C/O TR 8) | Vo (B 0 Q1) — (Vo (Bl 0 QD _spasm.ata

bt
ST140

t
B[R .0 ds +/0 e U Rt 8) (Vo (W 0 QD | pxavora - 1B o ds,
where )
U = max {)\;s + - iA;’b(t —5), O},
KJ(t,s) = efﬂ(kifkil)(tfs)v

)\/
Kf“(t,s) — sup e~ 2m(ni—np)|l o= m (N =) |k(t—s5)+1s| g—2m (T (s—s")+py —p) k1|
k,l€Z3

12



Corollary 3.10 From the above statement, we have

t
I () | g e, S/ SRS )8l plA" N g e, d
0

t
+ / e UKt ) (1 + 8)8 | p[h" | g e, ds,
0
where KJ(t,s) = e~ mN=AD(E=9)  and
KTH(L, 5) = e 270 —mi) Il gmm(N =N k() ] =23 (s bl =g 1

Proposition 3.11 (Error term Ry)

§ . § n+1 7
IRo (s )l prmens < C(C/ " i=1 61) ( X ) / R (14 s)%

=1
Proposition 3.12 (Error term Ro)
IRolt oot = (C2(C+ 300) (3 it )+ 200) [ Mol sy
0\¢, FAnstry, = w 0 P 2 = 27_(_()\] 7 A;)G gt ) 0 FAnstun (1 + 8)2

t
~ 1
— [ Kt vt ————ds.
J Rl o

3.5 The proof of main theorem

Step 2. Note from the definition of §,,; in (7.17), more smaller v is, more lager the coefficient of 62 is
Therefore, without loss of generality, we assume that v is small enough, up to slightly lowering A, we may
choose all parameters in such a way that A\p, A}, = Aoc > A and  pg, ptj, = pioo > p,  as k — oo; then we

. _ B
phd/; upQB > 0 such that ficc — Aeo(1 + B)B > i > p, and we let b(t) = ;7. From the iteration, we have, for
all & > 2,

SU.p ||hk © Qt s ||Z>‘00(1+b) pooil < 5k; (316)

0<s< t—l—H7

where "7, 0 < C6. Choosing ¢t = s in (3.15) yields SUP(< < thsc||z)\oo(l+B),uoc;1 < 0. This implies that

Ly s

. . . . Moo’ ;1 .
SUpP;>0 ||hi€|‘Zt)\co(1+B),uoo—)\oo(1+B)B;1 < dk. In particular, we have a uniform estimate on A¥ in Z;>"*>~"". Summing

up over k yields for f = fO+ Y77 | h¥, the estimate
I~ 1l s < OO (317)

From (viiii) of Proposition 1.3, we can deduce from (3.21) that

sup | £(£,) — fOll jau < C0. (3.18)
>0 t

Moreover, p = [ps fdv satisfies similarly sup, > [|p(t, -)|| £rsot+u00 < C6. It follows that [p(t, k)| < C9 e~ 2 Aol klt g —2mtioo k|
for any k£ # 0. On the one hand, by Sobolev embedding, we deduce that for any r € N,

lp(t,-) = (p)lor(rsy < Croe™ ™
on the other hand, multiplying p by the Fourier transform of W, we see that the electric field F satisfies

\E(t, k)| < Coe=2mN Mt g=2mu'lk], (3.19)

for some Ao > N > A, po > i’ > p.
Now, from (3.15), we have, for any (k,7n) € Z> x R3 and any t > 0,

|f(t k4 kt) — fO(m)| < Coem 2 M2, (3.20)
this finishes the proof of Theorem 0.1.
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4 Dynamics of the particles’ trajectory

Because the proof of Proposition 3.3 can be found in [26,28] here we sketch the key steps in the proof. To
prove Proposition 3.3, the idea is to use the classical Picard iteration, we only need to consider the following
equations

FOXI (@,0) = OV (2, 0),
457 (0,0) = BIf)(2,6X7, (2,0) + X0, (2. 0)), (a.1)
5X;fjl(z, v) =0, 5V;}j1(:c,v) =0.

It is easy to check that
Q?,jl 7Idé (5ng155‘/t7s+1) ( stv‘/sot) (Xi;r,ljl ( staVO ) Idv‘/t?;rl ( staVO ) Id)

Therefore, in order to estimate (X['7' o (X0,,V2) — Id, V" o (X2,,VY,) — Id), we only need to study
(5Xt7f:_1’ 5‘/;5’:1:_1) ( s, Vsot)

Note that in the proof, in order to obtain

||5X1;r,ls ( t57‘/155)|| A, (1+b)u’ <C

5’1+b

we need the following assumptions:

If s > 1+b, then
n S NS+ T < Nis 4 — (A = A)s
as soon as \ob(t
ep< 2=y

2

If s < 1_+b’ then
S NbE A+, — A (L4 D)s +C7 < ALB -+l — (A = N)s+CF < po— (N — A)s

as soon as

Y,
C?SLQM" (II).

In order to the feasibility of the conditions (I) and (II), we only need to check that the following assumption

(I) holds )
204 (X oy ) < @

min{%(t—s)2,1}
1+s

since C7 < wo =2C,, (Ez 1 (2#()\6 A3

Combining (4.1) and (I), we can obtain the following conclusion

n t n
n+1 O —2m(Xi—=\))s —27r(XNi=A)s .- (t - S) 1
H(S‘/ts ( 8t s,t)”zjf,(ijbb),#él < 0251'/5 e 2m( )5ds < C;éie ( i) mm{ > ) )
T+ i= i=

then we have

n e 2T i—\.)s - —27t(Ni—X\))s - (t_8)2 1
10X +o(X0,, St)||zw+b) ur gcz(s/s 27(\i—\)) dsSC;&-e 2r(\i— X)) m1n{ T IO AR S

i=1

We finish the proof of Proposition 3.3.
In the following we estimate VQi  — Id. In fact, we write (9?5 — Id)(x,v) = (0X],,0V%) o (X2, VD)),

and get by differentiation V,Q7" — (1,0) = V4 (6X[ o (X2,,V0),6V o (X2,,V0)), V.,.Qp, — (0,1) =
(v + (t - S)v )(6Xg?s ( st’VYsOt) 6‘4”5 (Xs t’VO ))

sV r0) = [KNWﬁWW+XMWW) (4.2)
6X5 s(z,0) =0, 5V’ s(z,0) =

Using the same process in the proof of Proposition 3.3, we can obtain Proposition 3.5.
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To establish a control of 2} . —Qf' in norm Zj"(ij_ B ", we start again from the differential equation satisfied

_ ~1t5
by §V;', and 6V :

%(5‘){;,5 - 5X£s)(1', ’U) = 5‘/15175(1'5 ’U) - _(S‘/tils(xvv)v

GOV, =6V (w,0) = B[, 60X, 5  (z,0) + X{ (2,0)) (4.3)
_E[fn—l](t,éXt’fs_l(ac,v) +X£S(x,v)), '
(5Xg,s - 5X1;r,ls)(xvv) = 07 (5‘/151,5 - 5‘/1575)(567’0) =0.

So from (4.3), 6V;', — 0V, satisfies the equation:
d . ~ .~
E(é‘/tfs - 5‘/15’75)(1'5 ’U) = E[fz 1](ta 5Xt,sl(z5 ’U) + X?,s('rv U))

=B, 0X, 5 (@, 0)+ X0, (2, 0)) B (86X, (@, 0) + X7 (2,0)) = B[ (8 0X] 7 (2, 0) + X7 (2, v)).
Under the assumption (I), we can use the similar proof of Proposition 3.3 to finish Proposition 3.6.
Let € be the small constant appearing in Lemma 1.7. If
3Ci4+Ch<e, for all i>1, (II);
if in addition _ _
2(1+5)(1+ B)(3CT™ +C3")(s,1) < max{X; — Ay, pi — pi,} - (III)
foralli € {1,...,n— 1} and all ¢ > s, then
N1+ 8) 42007 = Ol s, < Xi(1 D)
4 201+ Js = DI = Vg, < 1 )

s—

t
T+b

Then Lemma 1.7 and (4.6) yield Proposition 3.7.
As a corollary of Proposition 3.7 and Proposition 1.8, under the assumption (IV) :

4(1+8)(Cy" +Cy™) < min{hi = N, i — o}

for alli € {1,...,n} and all s € [0,], we have
Corollary 4.1 under the assumption (3.8), we have

||hi © QZS||Z>\'TI,(1+b)w;L’TI,;1 S 51';
bt

STI+%

1((Vo + 5Va) k) 0 Qv aemgn < 0
o_ bt

1+b

5 The estimates of main terms

In order to estimate that term I, we have to make good understanding of plasma echo. First of all, one of
the key steps is that we need to translate the physical phenomenon into the mathematical language. In the
following we give the corresponding mathematical analysis.

5.1 Plasma echoes: Mathematical expression

From the above physical point of view, under the assumption of the stability condition, we have known that,
echoes occurring at distinct frequencies are asymptotically well separated. In the following, through complicate
computation, we give a detailed description by using mathematical tool. And the proof is simple, so we omit.

Theorem 5.1 Let A\, A\, i, ji' be such that 2X > X > X > 0,4 > u' > p > 0, and let b = b(t,s) > 0,
R =R(t,z),G = G(t,x,v) and assume G(t,0,v) =0, we have, if

o(t,z,v) = /0 R(s,z+ (t — s)v)G(s,x + (t — s)v,v)ds,

then
HG”Zi(lti)),gg

t
ot zpwn < [ KSR osen — s, (1)
0

1+s

where K (t,s) = (1 + 8) supy, jegs e~ "M g=mA=NIk(t=s) sl g=2xl et Ab(t—s)] =],
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Now we try to explain this above theorem from the two aspects: mathematical and physical,respectively.
First, the inequality (5.1) is vital for the Vlasov-Poisson equations (0.11). Now we assume that the function
G(t,z,v) is known and is good enough, then in some sense, if the kernel is “good”, (5.1) is considered as a
inverse “Holder” inequality on the function R(t,z); on the other hand, from the energy viewpoint, for (0.11),
(5.1) can be also regarded as a “monotone” energy formula. However, in order to prove the inverse Holder
inequality or the “monotone” energy formula holds, we have to check whether the kernel K; , is good or not.

Indeed, let y/ — p = o, assuming that b = % with B so small that (' — p) — Ab(t — 5) > Z, then K is
bounded by

Ko‘(t,s) _ (1 + S) sup e—froz\l|e—fra\k(t—s)+ls|e—27roz\k—l|,
k,lez3

where o = 1 min{\ — X\, i — p, o}. Through simple computation, it is easy to find that when s < £, K(¢,s) is

“good”; however, when %t < s < t, whenever s/t is a rational number distinct from 0 or 1, there are k,l € Z3
such that |k(t — s) + Is| = 0, K“(t,s) is “bad”, that is, as t — oo, K{*; maybe cannot be controlled. From
the physical point of view, one can consider [,k — [ as frequencies of two different waves, and start a wave at
frequency [ at time 0, and force it at time s by a wave of frequency k — [, a strong response is obtained at time
t and frequency k such that k(¢ — s) + ls = 0. And the corresponding strong response is called plasma echo in
plasma physics. It is worthy mentioned that the condition € T® guarantees the asymptotically well separated
behavior of echoes occurring at distinct frequencies, which was discovered by Mouhot and Villani. The detailed
computation is found in the following section 7.2 ( also see the paper [26,28] ).

5.2 Estimates of main terms

In the following we estimate I_Z-"H’"(t, x). Note that their zero modes vanish. For any n > i > 1,

— t
I k) = / / / e~ (tms)vp—2mikz <E[h”+1] (Vy(hio Q;_Tl)) (s,z —v(t — s),v)dvdzds,
o J13 JRs

s [ (T

- (Z

/RS e (et r =N (v, (b 0 Q) (s, 1, v)dv

(BT (s, m)ds

/e*(tfs)uefzmk.(u(tfs))(vv(hi o 911—81))(8,1,1})%
R

(BT (s, — z>|>ds

lez3
(5.2)
From (5.1) of Theorem 5.1 and (5.2), we can get Proposition 3.9.
6 Estimates of error terms

In the following we estimate one of the error terms Ry.
Recall

t

Ro(ta) = [ [ e ((Emm110 00, w0 - EB"1) - G ) (5. X o0 Vi o).
0 JR3
First,
Ro(t, s, e,
t
< [ B o 01 5,0) = BB g [GEl s s,
0 57% 57%
Next,
(B[R 0 (2, v) — B ana+o.,
1
<198, ~ Tl g, | IVEI( = 0)Td+ 098] sginon 4,09
s— bt 0 s— bt
1+b 1+0
< IVER™ ) 2o 198 = Tdll x40,
57113&;
(6.1)

16



Where 1/7/1 = A,/n(l + b) S — 1_+b —+ ‘U,n —+ ||QnXt s IdH bVa (1+b) uly -

s

o
Here we only focus on the case s > %, then we need to show HVE[h"H]H}. o < lplh™ || zaretur, - For

that, we need to use the fact E[h"t1] = V., W (x) * p([h"*1]) and prove v/, < M, s + u!, — ¢, for some constant
¢ > 0 sufficiently small.

Indeed,
n 2
/ / Y okl u—e [ (E—=8) 1
<A S A+, — ALb(t—s) + C;(Sze mln{ SRR Wy
- = ; in{t —s,1}
<X — N, ( min{? = 5,1},
< X5, Ho( X o) T
Note that % < 3{=2. In the following we also need to show that

- 5 \*B
< — VI
QD oapss e W

From Proposition 3.3, then

n

0 1
n+1 n n+1 ? n+1
| E[h * ]OQLS(!T,U) — Elh * ]|‘Z>\%(1:rb)’#'n, < C(Z (A — )\;)5) (1 +S)3Hp[h i ]H]-‘*lnsﬂ%

s—

b ’
T+5 i=1

t,s

Since Gi'y = V, f" o QF

IIG?,SHZA/ vt < (Vo £ o QI v, ot

S,

1+b 1+b

n
+ Y IVohl 0 QF I _snatma
4 o bt

1+b

Scé+<i5i>(1+s).

=1

We can conclude

n n t ds
/ ) —(t—s)v n+1
IRo(t o < (Gt o0 ) (30 g5 ) ) & I s g

i=1
In order to finish the control of Ry, we still need the estimate of |G}, — G} sHZA;(Hb) e
T 1+b

In fact,

mn

1G22 = el ey
PR
0 n
< vaf © Qt75 - V’Uf HZML(Ier),u’n;l

+Z|\vmoﬂgé Voh' o Q| M0

=1 571+b

n
+ 3 [(Voh) 0 Qi = V(R o Q;;l)HZWHb) e
i=1 =
Now on the one hand, we treat the second term

n

Z [(Vh') o Qs — (Vuh')o Q;; HZ A (LD 51
i=1 s 1+b
1 . . .
< [ 1TV = 000+ 09 i 198 = O,
0 5*1+b Sillib
< 2||VVohy 0 O 51” R Al — ! Hz%um “
5’1+b s— 15
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= 5 1
<406, :
= <§<Aj—A;>6)<1+s>2’

197 X1 = Q7 Kl xasmnm, < 2R3 (E,5),

s

where we need to prove

l+b

||Qn‘/;5,s - Qi_lv;f,s

naao, <RVt s) + Ry VMt 5)
S*m
with

Ry V(¢ s)

( n 6j€727r()\j7)\;-)s

On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis, since Z2'* norm is increasing as a function of A and p, then

n

) ) n 1
i i—1 i i—1
D Vah) 0 0! = u(h o R st < <Z“5'>—<1+s>2'

5’ 1+b
So we have

" 5 " t 1
4 % ) —(t—s)v
IRo(t, )| gty < (c (CO+25)<227T(>\ =y )+Z(sz)/0 e o1l 2agetnt (

——ds
n 2
i=1 i i=1 1+ S)
b syt 1 1
— — —st/Kn hn-‘r /5“/7d.
e R I g s
(6.2)
Up to now we finish the estimates of error terms
7 Iteration
Now let us first deal with the source term
T, k) / L[ e ey i) (s, X2 5,0, Ve (0 dvdads,
T3 JR3
(7.1)
then
t
||II(t7')||]-‘>\£Lt+u’n S/ ei(tis)yng || AL (1+b) Iz ‘ Té||Z>‘er(1+b) B ads
0 5’1+b 5’1+b
t
< [ e e Vs < / I g (14 )5
sbe 0
/ CH?
t—s)v —2ms(An—A, n
/W%M“w TR TR A e <
(7.2)
and
t
L0, ) | gy, < v / L P [ NV (7.3)
0

From Propositions 3.5-3.11, combining (3.10), we conclude

[P ) g b,
062 t t - 1 K t—s
< m+/o e TIIKT (1 5) (14 5) D dillplh™ |, s+unds+2/ ~(t=v| K (t, )]
oo e i=1
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n . t e Kn+1+Kn+1 .
> dillplh +1]|p;bs+,%ds+/0 e~ (=9 [WH%} oL | g ey, s,
=1

where K['(t,s), K{'(t, s) are defined in Proposition 3.4, and

iy 2 20(0o 230 (3 )

1=1
~ n n 6 n
Rntla a( v . Jj )
e (es(en 26) (E 2y A;)G) ! 26)

Proposition 7.1 From the above inequality, we obtain the following integral inequality:

]_—x’ntﬂ%

¢
Hp[h”Jrl](t,x) - / / e~ B[R (s, 2 + (t — s)v) - Vo, fOdvdr
o Jr3

05721 ! —(t—s)v 'n 'n % n+1
= m+/o e (7 <K1 (t,8) + K" (2, s)+m+c‘ou>llp[h s M prgern s, (74)

where Ky (t,s) = | K7(t,$)|(1+8) X7y 81, Ko"(t,8) = [Kg (¢, )] o7y 60, of = K™+ K+

7.1 Exponential moments of the kernel

First we analyzed the influence of plasma echoes in section 5.1 when studying the stability of plasma particles
as t — 0o. This is similar to the Diophantus condition of KAM theory. However, in this paper we also consider
the collision among the particles. Because the collision is often considered as a energy dispersive process, then
if the effect of collision is very strong, maybe plasma echoes will not appear. For this, we have to compare
the influence on between the resonances with the collisions, although the collision is weak. We will give two
important theorems, and the corresponding proofs can be also found in [26,28].

Proposition 7.2 (Ezponential moments of the kernel) Let v € (1,00) be given. For any a € (0,1), let K(®)

be defined
e—alllg—a(t—s) 2 —alk(t—s)+1s|

K@t s) = (1 +s) su
(t8) = ( )k,le% 1+ k=17

Then for any v < oo, there is @ = a(y) > 0 such that if « < & and v € (0,1y), then for any t > 0,

@

ut tK<a>w v gg < O 1 L. 1 1 L R S
‘ 0 (8, s)e"ds < a1 o 8 Tt T\ @3 T ez, 8e )¢ T T )

where C' = C(%).
In particular, if v < a, then eV fot K@) (¢, s)e¥sds < o)

a3pltyiy—1-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we shall set d = 1 and first consider s < %t. We can write

K(O‘)(t,s) < (1 + S) sup e—oz\l|e—a|k—l\/2€—a|k(t—s)+ls\'
- l€Z,kET

By symmetry we may also assume that k£ > 0.
Explicit computations yield

ﬁ+m, if >k,

’ eokt(L L Y if =k
—alk(t=s)¥sl(] | g)ds < & _awrifz 8 ,
€ S)as = e—o(k+1t/2 .
/0 W(“r%), if —k<Il<k,

2kt 1 s
o=t atemz T e i L <R

i

(7.5)

So from (7.4), we have

t

2
e*l/t/ efa\k(tfs)+ls|(1+s)evsds
0

3 n 1 " 8z Los) 4 o8 z " 822 1
e = )1
alk =1 o2lk—1]?  av|k—1 h# a ' a2 )R

T _ 671.

N

<e"

where z = sup, re~
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Using the bounds (for a ~ 07)

—al

Zeal()(é), Zel O(logé), Z%ﬂl:()(m,

leZ leZ

we end up, for a < i, with a bound like

% vt 1 €_at/2
e_”t/ K(a)(t, s)e’?ds < C[e‘T (— + T) + 3 }
0 @) (8]

Next we turn to the more delicate contribution of s > %t. We write

7o¢\k(t75)+ls|
K@ (t,s) < (14 s)sup e sup

_ 7.6
lez. kez 1+ k-1 (7.6)

Without loss of generality, we restrict the supremum [ > 0. The function z — (1 + |z — I|7) " te~ale(t=s)+ls]

is decreasing for « > [, increasing for x < —Is/(t — s); and on the interval [—ls/(t — s),l], its logarithmic
derivative goes from < o+ M@/% (t —s) to —a(t — s). It is easy to check that a given integer k occurs

in the supremum only for some times s satisfying k -1< fls/(t —5) < k+ 1. We can assume k > 0, then
k—1 < ;% <k+1 holds, and it is equivalent to k+l 1t <s< k+l+1t More importantly, 7 > t implies that
k> 1. Thus for ¢ > 2, we have

(ht1)t a|k(t—s)—ls|eus

eVt (e) vs vt —al k+l+1
/K (t,8)e"ds < e~ Ze Z[k o S—1+|k+l|’7 ds. (7.7)

k4+1—1

For t < I, it is easy to check that e™* f K@)(t,s)e*ds < L L holds. Next we shall focus on (7.6). According

to s smaller or larger than kt/(k + 1), we separate the mtegral in the right-hand side of (7.6) into two parts,
and by simple computation, we get the explicit bounds

kt/(k+1) ” 1 kt
eVt / (1 + S)e—a|k(t—s)—ls|ellsd8 < e FH ( + 2) ,
(k—1)t/(k+1—1) alk+1)  alk+1)

(k4+1)t

Ut i+l —alk(t—s)—ls| jvs — 1 kt 1
1 ds < CERESY .
e / (1+s)e e’’ds < e FHIT a(k+l)+a(l<:+l)2+a2(k+l)2

kt
k+1

Hence, (7.6) is bounded above by

3 3 1 1 it it
—al o
Clzzle ; (OZQ(kJrl)Q*’Y * alk + 1)1+ + a(k+l)2+7)e - (7.8)
We consider the first term I(¢) of (7.7) and change variables (z,y) — (z,u), where u(x,y) = :—_ﬁ/, then we

can find that

1 [e'e) efax I/t/? 1
— —uo,Y oy —
I(t) = T /1 z1+’7dx/0 e “u du_o(a2yl+'vtl+v)'

The same computation for the second integral of (7.7) yields

0o — vt/2
! / e dw/ e ldu =0 1 .
av'tY Jq v 0 av vy

—vitk
Finally, we estimate the last term of (7.7) that is the worst. It yields a contribution £ 3~ e~y e fkHD

(D)2
_ vite/(o+y)
ox f > Wdydm and the same change of variables as before

We compare this with the integral £ [[“e
equates this with

vt vt

1 x© egmax 2 1 1 0 p—ox = 1
dx e "u" " du — dx e "udu =0 ——— |.
avVtyl o xY 0 oty Ji Y 0 avVtv—1

The proof of Proposition 7.2 follows by collecting all these bounds and keeping only the worst one. To finish
the growth control, we have to prove the following result.

Proposition 7.3 With the same notation as in Proposition 7.2, for any v > 1, we have

e 1 1
Sup eus/ e—VtK(Ot)v'Y(t, S)dt S C(’y) (T + —) (79)

>0 a‘v oY
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Proof. We first still reduce to d = 1, and split the integral as

e} oo 2s
e”s/ e VK@Y (L, 5)dt = e”s/ e VK@Y (L, 5)dt + e”s/ e VK@Y (L, s)dt = 1) + L.
s 2s s
For the first term I3, we have K()7(t,5) < (1+48) Y02, > ey, e Ollmalb=l/2 < %, and thus e’ [ e~
K©@(t,s)dt < -5

We treat the second term I, as in the proof of Proposition 7.2:

s o tK(a) y d 1 et ol ) (k:l—ll)s —alk(t—s)—1s| . C
v g ) < _ e T _V <
e /s € (t75) t < e’ + s l_zle Z (k+l+1)5 1 + (k + l) t < —QV’Y7

where the last inequality is obtained by the same method in Proposition 7.2 with the change of variable u = %

7.2 Growth control

From now on, we will state the main result of this section that is the same with section 7.4 in [26,28], the
detailed proof can be found in appendix ( also see [26,28] ). We define || ®(t)[|x = 3 ;czs |®(k, t)]e> A

Theorem 7.4 Assume that fO(v), W = W (x) satisfy the conditions of Theorem 0.1, and the Stability condition
holds. Let A > 0, > 0 and X € (0, \*] with 0 < X" < Xo. Let (®(k,t))rezs >0 be a continuous functions of

t > 0, valued in (CZi, such that for all t > 0,

M) [ xs+uds,
(7.10)

t t
[@(t) — / e CTIWEO(t — 5)P(s)ds|xe4p < A +/ e U (Kot s) + Ka(t,s) + ﬁ
0 0

where ¢cg > 0,m > 1, and Ko(t, s), K1(t,s) are non-negative kernels. Let o(t) = || ®(t)||rt+n- Then we have the
following:

(i) Assume that v > 1 and K; = cK(®" for some ¢ > 0, € (0,a(y)), where K7, a(y) are the same with
that defined by Proposition 7.2. Then there are positive constants C, x, depending only on v, \*, Ao, Kk, co, Cw and

1
m, uniform asy — 1, such that if sup, fot Ko(t,s)ds < x and sup, (fot Kol(t, 5)2d8) +supsg [ Kolt, s)dt <
1, then for any v € (0, ), for all t > 0,
1 2 2
o(t) < C’A%ecc0 (1 + a—cy)eCTeCC(lJrT et (7.11)

v

1 1 1
2 y—1 1 v—1 2\ I
where T, = Cmax 4 [ Sv2t7 ) (Suitr) (@ :

(ii) Assume that K1 = ZN Lci K@) for some a; € (0,a(7)), where a(v) also appears in proposition 7.2;

then there is a numeric constant I' > 0 such that whenever 1 > v > Fz i °—3 with the same notation as in
.7

(1), for all t > 0, one has,

1 2
o(t) < CA :;_CO eCeo (1 + i)eCTeCC“JFTz)e”t (7.12)
1% av

2

1
2m—1
o N ) o 1 N cj [
where ¢ = j=1¢; and T = max {72 > j=1 ot (7 .

Corollary 7.5 Assume that f° = f°(v), under the assumptions of Theorem 0.1, we pick up v, such that
lim,, 00 vy, = v; recalling that p(t,0) = 0, and that our conditions imply an upper bound on ¢, and cf, we have

the uniform control,
Co2(1 + )2 1
o110 M g, < ot B (4 L eom,

NP S TR R
ﬁ
where T, _C(awn) .
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Proof. From Propositions 7.1-7.3, we know that

/Kotsds<CWZ A—X /Kotsds<CWZ /\f/\”

(/OtKg(t,s)%s)l < CWZ m

Here o, = mmin{(pn — p,), (A — A1)}, and assume «, is smaller than &(y) in Theorem 7.4, and that

(@(argo)(Srmimr) s om

i=1
- 0 1 "

4 max{x, =}. (VIII

W; 2r(Ni = A,) ST ;w/\—/\’) {x } ( )

Applying Theorem 7.4, we can deduce that for any v, € (0, ;) and t > 0,

oA Tt ) 2revn,

05721(1 + 08)2 1 oT?
< oy (1 g

1

y—1

where T, = C<a5 Vn)

7.3  Estimates related to h"*'(t, X7, (z,v), VJ,(x,v)))

To finish Proposition 3.11 and Proposition 3.12, we shall again use the Vlasov equation. We rewrite it as

t
RNt X (2,0), V] (2,0)) = / e~ (et (5, X (2,0), VI (2, v))dT.
0

Then we get
thJrl(ta X:,t(za ’U), ‘/sr,lt(xv U))”g’\' (1+b),uf, 51
1
t
S/ 6_(t_8)y|‘2n+1(TaX27(zav)aV (:L' ’U))H Aj (14b), k7,5 adt
0 t*ﬂ
t
= [ IS 0 o)
0 T71_+b
t t
S/ ei(tis)l/”g:jln AL (L4b), 15 1||GstH A (L+b), 1, 1d5+/ ts)y[|H:t|| AL (14b), 1l 5 ||55t|‘ A (L+b), 1,
0 " bt 2" b 0 2" b " b
TTIte TTIte TTIte ’ 1+b

therefore, from the induction assumptions, we obtain

52 "
1 1
sup 00 o Bl pemnn < = (;5) o 17 st

0<s<t s 1+b

this is the conclusion of Proposition 3.11. Next we show the control on h’.
Lemma 7.6 For anyn >1i>1,

IV (kg 0 51 — (Vu (b 0 QI _san g < (1 5)ds.

5—

bt
T+b
Proof. First, we consider ¢ = 1.
In fact,
IVohs(t,a = vt = 5),v) = (Vohgo)ll_s,cem.u0

bt
T+

3,

< VLR )+H/ V,hids
S TS

CA/1(1+1>);1
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S NTuhHpgrmags < B3 < (14 )0,

57 1+b ST1tp

where we use the property (v) of Proposition 1.5.

H/ V,hldz
T3

= (Vo + sVa)h)lloxparma < (Vo + Va)hg| g <01

5*71“7

= Vo)l gy aemn

CA’ (14b);1

where we use (vi) of Proposition 1.5.
Suppose that i = k, the conclusion holds, that is,

k k—1 k k—1
HvU(h‘S © Qt,s ) = <vU(hS © Qt,s )>HZ>\;C(1+b)wM;C;1
oo bt
1+b

< (14 5)dy.

A (14b), 151 -
2"
1+b

S ’

We need to show the conclusion still holds for i = k+1. We can get the estimate for A (¢, XF (2, v), Vi¥ (2, v))

hE ot — (W o Qrh)

from (3.11).
Note that
(Vh)oQ = (VQ)71V(}LOQ) (7.14)
(V2h) o) = (VQ)_2V2(h o)) — (VQ)_1V2Q(VQ)_1(V]1 o Q) ’
Therefore, from (7.14), we get
I(VATT) 0 QI N L SOOIV o Qp ) e
57m 571_#»17
C(l+s)
hr,”rloﬂns Tyl 1 7.15
= min{)\%_)\g,u%_ug}” s t, HZ:il(let:b)ln ( )
and
H(V2hg+1)OQZSH /T(1+b) PANSE
S’W
<C ||V2(hg+1 © QZs)”ZA’nTqub),ugu
5*11«):17
+ HVQQ?,SH ’T(1+b) wit H( hn+1) © QZSH /T(1+b) PANSE
5717% S’W
C(l+s
o min{)\/ _()\/T /i/ ulT}Hh"_i_l Q?s” *n(1+b) nhy il
n nyMn = Bn m
1 2
< C( + 5) th-l-l Q?s” A byl i1 (716)
min{X, — Ay — ) R

We first write
V(h?+1 ° QZ&) - (Vh?+1> o QZs = V(Q?,s - Id) : [(Vh?+1) © QZS]?
and we get

IV(ReFt o Q) — (VAT 0 QF ]

Z)\g(1+b),ug;l

bt
ST 18

TR o0

< ||V(Q;l,s - Id)” PRANCERS WA Ay, il
S bt 57 bt
T+b 1+0
1+s 2
<0 ) I~ Tl s Y 0O g
min{Aj, — An, g, — i } o bty Sl
ccs ( " Sk >
< L+ )2y 0 Ol ancaser s
min{\/, — )\n,,un 9}2 ,; (2m(A\r — )\;c))ﬁ ° b Zj, lat:b it

the above inequality implies V(A3 1! o Q) ~ (VAIT!) 0 QF as s — oo.

23



Since

1+s
HV(h?Jrl o Q?’S)szg(l+b)7”g;1 < C< - ; T 7 )|h?+1 o QZSHZ’\%U“’)W%‘J
s— %5 mln{)\n — An, iy, — ,un} s— 1oty
and
IVa(hi*ho B tarmwra (Ve + sVoy) (e o W nif it
S 1¥p =1
C
= R thJrl OQ? ” AL (L4b),uf, 51
min{X, — X, pf, — i} TE
we have
IVahe ™) 0 Ol _utismutta + 1V + V)R 0 QL _trpny it
ST llfktb 5*111'1;
c* ( - 0% ) 1 )
< C( 3 + ||hn—|r1 0 QF N _xpateyug -
min{ X, — A, 1f, — il ) ,; @rOw =N " mingx, — N, — ) e
7.4 Conclusion
If we define

)\n—i-l - )\g; HUn+1 = ,U/ga
then we see that the n + 1th step of the inductive hypothesis have all been established with

Cr(1+ Cp)(1+C4)eCTs i 26\ o
Ont1 = max 1,2@ ”;E 52 (7.17)

mln{)\{n - )\77,-‘1-13/'[/;1 - ,U/n-i-l}g

For any n > 1, we set A\, — AL, = A — Apy1 = i — i, = [, — fnt1 = % for some A > 0. By choosing A
small enough, we can make sure that the conditions 2w (A — X)) <1 and 27(ux — pj,) < 1 are satisfied for
all k, as well as the other smallness assumptions made throughout this section. We also have A\ — A}, > ,?—2
(I) — (VIII) will be satisfied if we choose constants A,w > 0 such that Y ;= i'%§; < ASw.

Then we have that T, < C.Y(nQ/A)%, so the induction relation on 4, gives 67 < C§ and 0,41 =
C(,,}\_2)960("2/1\)(14#%)/("771)5721.

To make this relation hold, we also assumed that d,, is bounded below by Cr(,, the error coming from the
short-time iteration; but this follows easily by construction, since the constraints imposed on é,, are much worse
than those on (,.

1. Appendix

Proof of Theorem 7.4. Here we only prove (i), the proof of (ii) is similar. We decompose the proof into three
step.
Step 1. Crude pointwise bounds. From (7.9), we have

t
p(t) =Y @k, tle> M < A4 N / |KO(k,t — s)|e™ IR D (¢, )| dr
kez? kezs 70

t Cco
Jr/o (Ko(t,s) + Ki(t,s) + )m)w(s)ds

(1+s
t
<A +/ (Ko(t,s) + K1(t,s) + S + sup |K°(k,t — s)|62”’\(t*5)‘k‘)<p(s)d7-.
0 (L+s)™ " pezs

We note that for any k € Z3 and t > 0,

|K0(k,t _ S)|e27r/\|k|(t—s) < 47T2|/V[7(k)|coe—27r(/\o—)\)\k\t|k|2t < C:\COC;/\V’
0 —

where (here and below) C stands for a numeric constant which may change from line to line. Assuming that
f(f Ko(t,7)dr < 3, we deduce that

%
(1+s)m

1 b ([ CoCw
o(t) <A+ = sup p(s)+C +e(l+s)+
2 o<s<t 0 \Ao—A

Jotelas.
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and, by Gronwall’s lemma,

o(t) < 2A4eC(CoCwt/ o= te(t+t%)+eoCm)

where Cp, = [7(1+ 5)"™dr.

(7.18)

Step 2. L? bound. For all k € Z2 and t > 0, we define W (t) = e =t ®(k, t)e2 " NHWIK (09 (1) = e ==t KO(k, t)
2 MHWIR Ry (1) = et (@ (k,t) — f(f KO(k,t — s)®(k, s)ds) e2mNFWIRL = (T, — Wy % kD) (t), and we extend

all these functions by 0 for negative values of ¢. Taking Fourier transform in the time-variable yields Rk =
(1 - ICO)\I/;€ Since the Stability condition implies that |1 — IC0| >k, we can deduce that | U] 12 < kY| Ryl L2,

o 1Wkllz2 < k7Y Ri| L2. So we have
Wk — Rill2qary < & IIKRI L an | Rell 2y for all k€ Z3.

Then

e e Nrz@n = I Y 1Wklllza@n <11 [Relllz2@n + > 1Rk = Wellz2ar)
kez3 kezZ? kez3

1
< Z | Ricl | L2 (aey (1 + ;)

keZ3
Next, we note that

Co

1K L1 gary < 47r2|W(k)|/ Coe™ 2o MMt k| 24t < 47 W (k)| ——,
0 (Ao —A)

SO D kezs I L1 (ary < Am (Y jezs |I/V(l€)|)(>\ocf°/\)2 Furthermore, we get

B ccocw
lo(t)e™= |l aqan < (1 ; )| S flocan

keZ3

(S [ o (s o))

(7.19)

(7.20)

(7.21)

By Minkowski’s inequality, we separate (7.15) into various contributions which we estimate separately. First,

1

(fooo eQetAth> = %. Next, for any 7' > 1, by Step 1 and fot Ki(t,7)ds < w, we have

([ ([ meeo) ) < amo( [ ( [ meo) )

< C’AeC(COCwT/(AoA)+C(T+T2>>£< / e (1 +1)? dt>
< a\ J;

<CA— C(CUCWT/()\O )\)+C(T+T2))
a52

Invoking Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, we also have

/OO e‘2€t</t K1(t,5)sﬁ(s)ds>2dt)% = /OO (/Ot Kl(t5)6_28(t_s)€_28580(5>d5>th)%

g/ (/ Ki(t, s)e s~ S)ds)( ( Kl(t,s)ef@fS>e285<p(s)2ds)dt)2

sup/ Ki(t,s) e—=(t=9)gs
t>T

N
N

= (Sup/ Ki(t,s) et S)ds>
t>T
< (

1
sup/ Ki(t,s) e et S)dT)
t>T

vE
IV
oo
v\
3
=
=~
[V
N~—
3
o
)
|
[\V]
o
W
IS
~
~~__
[V
7N
N
8
=
&
[\v]
|
[\V]
o
W
ISH
&
N~

(7.22)

(7.23)



Similarly,

[ ([ soteortoie) )= (s [ soienie) (g [ o) ([ toran)

(7.24)
The last term is also split, this time according to 7 < T or 7 > T :
o0 T 2 1 o0 T 2 1
2 d 2
(/ e 2t (/ Mds) dt) < co( sup ¢(s)) (/ e 2t (/ 78) dt)
0 o (I+s)m 0<s<T 0 o (1+s)m
< ¢o CA oW T/ o= +eT+T?) ¢ (7.25)
— e 3

and
(o o) <ol [ ([ [ o)’
([ ) [ ) (o) (o) o

Gathering estimates (7.16)-(7.20), we deduce from (7.15) that

e | L2qan < (1 + %) C—\/’; (1 + % + cocm) C(CoCwT/(o=2)+e(T+T?)
R{A) — a
+allet)e™ | L2 (ar) (7.27)

where

CCOCW)K /t_t | )( /oo _t)%
a=(14 ——— su e "Kq(t,s)eds su e Ky (t,s)e”%"dt
( (Ao — A)? =t Jo 1t ) 0. 1t 9)

1 1

2 CEc
su Ko(t,7)dr su Ko(t, s)dt + —=n
<t>$/ of > <s>%)/ of ) Tmé\/g]

Using Proposition 7.2 and 7.3, together with the assumptions of Theorem 7.4, we see that a < % for x
sufficiently small. Then we have

CCyCw ) CA

e o < (14 —20EW V220 € C,,, | C(CoCwT/(o=N)+e(T+T%)).
et < (14 00 2 (14 £ 4 et )

Step 3. For t > T, using (7.9) we get

t 2 3
eiEtga(t) < Ae~ct 4 [</ (Sup |K0(k,tf S)|e27r>\(t5)k> ds)
0 \kez3

+ (/Ot Ko(t,r)2d7->; + </OOO ﬁds)é + (/Ote%tKl(t,T)QeQ”dT)j (/OOO go(s)eesds> ;. (7.28)

We note that, for any k € Z3, (|K(k, t)|e2™\Et)2 < Crd|W (k) [2| O (kt) |2 |k 42 < CC§)2 OF e 2m(Mo=N1t g

2
2 ~2
we get [y (SupkeZE’: KOkt — T)Iem“—”k) dr < G5k

From Proposition 7.2,(7.22), the conditions of Theorem 7.4 and Step 2, the conclusion is finished.
Having fixed A, we will check that for § small enough, the above relation hold and the fast convergence of
{6:}52,. The details are similar to that of the local-time case,and it can be also found in [21], here we omit it.
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