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Abstract. The main purpose of this paper is to provide an effective procedure to study
rigorously the relationship between unipolar and bipolar Euler-Poisson system in the per-
spective of mass. Based on the fact that the mass of an electron is far less than that of an
ion, we amplify this property by letting m./m; — 0 and using two different singular limits
to illustrate it, which are the zero-electron mass limit and the infinity-ion mass limit. We
use the method of asymptotic expansions to handle the problem and find that the limiting
process from bipolar to unipolar systems is actually the process of decoupling, but not the

vanishing of equations of the corresponding the other particle.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the paper, we mainly discuss the fundamental relationship between the unipolar and
bipolar system in the perspective of mass based on the famous Euler-Poisson system. As
the limiting system of the non-relativistic limit for the Euler-Maxwell system (See [15], 22]
and other limiting problems [16, 17, [I8]), Euler-Poisson system plays an important role in
describing the motions of charged fluids (ions and electrons) in semi-conductors or plasmas
when the effect of the magnetic field is weak. We consider an un-magnetized plasma con-
sisting of electrons with charge —1 and ions with charge +1. More specifically, the scaled

Euler-Poisson system in the d dimensional space R? can be described as, with e standing for
1
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the electrons and ¢ the ions,

(

One + div (neue) = 0,
M0y (Netle) + Mediv (nette @ ue) + Vpe(ne) = n.Vo,
on; + div (n;u;) = 0,
s+ div (mu) .

m; 0 (nyu;) + mydiv (nju; @ w;) + Vpi(n;) = —n; Vo,
_)\2A¢ =Ny — Ne,

(t=0:(n,u,) = (o, u0), v=ei,

here for v =e, i, n, stand for the particle density and wu, the average velocity of ions and
electrons respectively, ¢ is the scaled electric potential. All of these are functions of the
position x= (x1,--- ,74)€ R? and the time ¢t > 0. The pressure functions p,(n,) are supposed

to be smooth and strictly increasing for all n,, > 0. Usually, they are of the form

where ¢, > 1 and a, > 0 are constants. The fluid is isothermal if £, = 1 and adiabatic
if ¢, > 1. The parameters m, stand for the mass of an electron and an ion respectively
and A > 0 is the scaled Debye length. For details of the scaling and physical background of
the model, we refer to [3] [0, 4, 19] and the references therein. In order to make ¢ uniquely

determined, we add a restriction condition
¢(x) = 0, when |z| — oc.

Physicists believe that the ions can be regarded as background when studying the equations
of electrons because of the huge mass difference between them. That is to say, the unipolar
model for electrons was formerly derived from the bipolar model by assuming that the mass of
electrons can be neglected compared to that of ions. On the other hand, the unipolar model
for electrons can also be formally derived based on similar assumptions and simplifications.
However, this kind of simplifications lack rigorous proof. To study this, we amplify the
difference between the mass of ions and electrons by letting m. /m; — 0 and use two different
singular limits to illustrate it, which are the zero-electron mass limit and the infinity-ion mass
limit. We will prove that the unipolar models are indeed the simplification of the bipolar
models.

As is mentioned above, the study of the limit m./m; — 0 consists of two natural ways.
One is to let m; = 1 and m, — 0, which is the known-to-all zero-electron mass limit.

The limit is based on the assumption that m, can be ignored when m; is fixed. Letting
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me — 0 and m; = 1 in (L1]), formally we get the system for ions
Oyn; + div (n;u;) = 0,
O (nyu;) + div (nju; ® u;) + Vpi(n;) = —n; Vo, (1.2)
— XN2A¢p=n; —ne,
and the system for electrons

One + div (neu,) = 0,
(1.3)
Otte + (te - V)ue + VP, =0,

where P, is a funtion of n. and wu.. At the same time, we can also obtain the Maxwell-

Boltzmann relationship [12],
Vpe(ne) =n.Vo,

which is used to replace n. in (L2)), leading to the solvability of (.2 (see the details in
Section 2). We then take back n. into (L3)) to solve for u, and P,, which yields the formal
limiting equations for the electrons and success in decoupling. Thus we get the unipolar
model of ions (L2)) from the bipolar model (L.TJ).

Another way is to consider just the opposite, we set m, = 1 and m; — oo. It is based on
the fact that m; turns to infinity when m, is fixed. We call it the infinity-ion mass limit.

We let m, =1 and m; — +oc in (LL1]), which yields the formal limit system for electrons

One + div (neu,) =0,

O (neue) + div (neue ® ue) + Vpi(ne) = n. Vo, (1.4)

— N2A¢p=n; —ne,
and the system for ions

@ni + dlv(nzuz) = 0,
(1.5)

It is easy to get the local existence of smooth solutions to (LE) by the energy method, then
we substitute n; we have solved in (L3)) into (L4]). The solvability of (I4]) is guaranteed by
Lax[10] and Kato[8]. Thus, the decoupling is successful. That is to say we get the unipolar
model of electrons (L4]) from the bipolar model (I1]). The details of the formal asymptotic
analysis can be found in Section 2.

The main purpose of this paper is to provide an effective procedure to study rigorously
the relationship between unipolar and bipolar systems in the perspective of mass. As to the
zero-electron mass limit, many former works have been done for the unipolar Euler-Poisson
system for electrons (see [I, 2, [7, 20, 21]). Due to the complex structure of the bipolar

Euler-Poisson system, few results have been obtained by now for the bipolar case. See [5]
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for the one-dimensional case in a bounded domain and [11] for the quasi-neutral limit. For
the unipolar cases, authors tended to believe that when letting m, — 0, the equations of
ions stay the same (see (L2)), so it is rational to ignore the limiting process of the equations
of the ions, and put emphasis on the equations of electrons. This is a misunderstanding.
Although the equations for ions (LZ) looks the same as those of ions in (L)), the value of
u; and n; are different, which actually are dependent on the parameter ¢ £ \/W . Thus,
the system for ions (IL2]) is only invariant in forms. It is improper to just ignore the effect of
the ions, and only do the asymptotic analysis to the equations of electrons when considering
the two-fluid model. Thus, the limit process from bipolar to unipolar system is actually
the process of decoupling, but not the vanishing of equations of the corresponding the other
particle.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some basic lemmas and give
the formal asymptotic analysis as well as the error estimates. The main results of this paper
are Theorem [2.I] and Theorem [2.2], which are stated at the end of each subsections in Section
2. Section 3 and Section 4 are devoted to the detailed proofs of Theorem 2.1l and Theorem

in the sense of the zero-electron mass limit and the infinity-ion mass limit, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Notations and inequalities. In the following, we denote by C a generic positive

constant independent of . For a multi-index o = (ay,-+- ,aq) € Nt and 8= (B, ,84) €
N, B < a stands for 3 # « and 8; < o for all j = 1,--- ,d. For a multi-index o € N%, we
denote
ol :
8§:W with |a| =a;+ -+ ay.
We denote by || - |[s, || - || and || - || the norm of the usual Sobolev spaces H*® (R?), L* (R?)

and L (Rd), respectively. Moreover, we denote for simplicity H° = L?. The inner product
in L? (Rd) is denoted by <-, > Throughout the paper, we denote v = e, i, and

me
€= ,/—.
my;

We first give several inequalities that will be used in the later proof.

Lemma 2.1. (Moser-type calculus inequalities, see [9] and [14] ). Let s > 1 be an integer.
Suppose u € H* (R?Y), Vu € L* (RY) and v € H*' (RY) N L>® (RY). Then for all « € N*
with 1 < |a| < s and all smooth function f, we have 0% (uv) — ud%v € L? (R?), 92 f(u) €
L? (RY) and

02 (wv) = wdol] < Cu (IVullool 1 ll 4 9] [o]c)
[0 F@)]l < Coe (IVulloe + 1)1 V100,
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where the constant Co > 0 depends on ||u||l and s, and Cs > 0 is a generic constant which
depends only on s. Moreover, if s > &+ 1, then the embedding u € H*® (R?) — W (R?)

18 continuous and thus we have
105 (uv) — udiv|| < Csl| V|| s—1[|v][s-1-

Lemma 2.2. Let s > 4 + 2 be an integer . For all a € N with 2 < |a| < s, if u € H* (R?)
and v € H? (Rd), then

108 () = udfv = Y @dpud vl < O (V2o V20 4+ V" u] [[0]]oc)

1<i<d
a; 70

< GlIViullsaflvlls—,
where o/ € N is o multi-index and 8,,0°" = 8%. Term Z aiﬁxiuﬁg‘}iv denotes all the terms
1<i<d

a; 70
related to the first order derivatives of u by using the Leibniz Formula.

Lemma 2.3. For any smooth vector-valued function u and scalar function ® , we have
[ (uA®, V) | < C||Vull| VO,

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of u and P.

In order to simplify the later proof, we introduce the enthalpy function, defined as
/
By = 2 h(1) =0,
n

Then for n*™i > 0, system ([.I]) can be rewritten into

’
atngnmmi + diV(ﬂme’miume’mi) — 0’

e e
Me,m; Me,m;
atugneymi + (ugnfeymi . V)u;nevmz _'_ Vhe(ne : ’L) = V¢ ’ ’L’

Me me
Ome™ 4 div(n*e ™™ = 0,
I V4 M ¢ i W vy (2.1)
Oy ™ 4 (w; ™ - V)u ™ + i _ ’

my; my;

)

_)\ZA(bme,mi — n;ffbe,mi _ ngme,mi

— . Me,M; Me,Mi\ __ Me,M; Me,MmMy; _ ;
\t—O.(nVE LUt Z)—(nu,o z7uu,0 1)7 v=ei,

where the initial data of ¢" ™ i.e.g¢y "™, is defined by
2 Me, My __ . Me, My Me, M
—A"Agy =N0 T Neo -

The next result concerns the local existence of smooth solutions which can be easily
obtained by employing the theory of Lax[I0] and Kato[8] for the symmetrizable hyperbolic

system.
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d
Proposition 2.1. Let s > — 5 +1 be an integer and (n, ™, ups™) € H* (RY) with n, g™ >
2n for some given constant n > 0, independent of m. and m;. Then there exists T} <™ > 0
such that the Cauchy problem (2.1)) has a unique smooth solution (nl'e™ wlte™i @mem)

defined on the time interval [0,T]""™], satisfying n™=™ > n and

(ne™, upe™) e C ([0, Ty"™]; H* (RY)) nC* ([0, T™™]; H' (RY)),

v

g™ e C ([0, T{™™]; HH(RY)) nCt ([0, T7"™]; H* (RY)).
2.2. Asymptotic analysis for zero-electron mass limit (¢ — 0,m; = 1).

2.2.1. Formal expansion. As to the zero-electron mass limit, by setting m; = 1, we look for

e,1 51 e,1
v Uy

an approximation of solution (n ) to (1) in the form of power series with respect
to the small parameter €. In this subsection, we denote the integer s > 5 + 2. Assume that

the initial data of (n5!, u5!, ¢=!) admit an asymptotic expansion with respect to e,

g1 el e, 1 2j ,J €.J €] — )
(”u,m 05 Do E € , U ) ) (x), v=ei,

7>0
where (ﬁi’j, usd, ¢ )j>0 are sufficiently smooth. We further assume the following ansatz:
( 1/ ) 1/ ’ gb&l ZEQJ J’ qu’ gb@J) (t7 ZL‘) (22)
7>0

In what follows, we use a formal expansion formula, which is obtained by the Taylor’s formula

hy <Z 52jni’j> =h, ( 60 + h, 60 ZEZJTL J + Zgzjhe’] ! ( n, )kﬁj—l) )

7=0 j>1 j>2

ek

° )ij. We also de-

e,0 __ : L. g1 5,1 g,1 e,j e,] e,]
note h%Y = 0. For simplicity, from now on, we denote (n", , 070), (ng?, ug?s 697) 50,

(n J u, il ¢6’J) and {h J}]>0 by (nw Uy, gbs) ( uw ¢J)j>07 (n]ya um gbj) and {hj }j>0

respectively in the section of zero-electron mass limit. Substituting the expansions (2.2)) into

where {h%7};51 are smooth functions depending only on h, and (n

system (2.1)) and comparing the coefficients before each order of e, we obtain

(1) The leading profiles (n%, u2, ¢°) satisfy the following system

(&gng + div(nlu?) = 0,

Ol + (u - V)ul + VP =0,

on + div(nful) = 0, (2.3)
Ol + (uf - V)u? + V(h;i(n?) + ¢°) = 0,

a0 =t

where

P° =K. (n0)n! — ¢, (2.4)
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with the initial data
(ny, ug) (0,2) = (), uy) (z), =z € RY. (2.5)

v 14

Noticing that the coefficients before the e=2 term imply
Vhe(n?) — V¢’ =0, (2.6)

we deduce that up to a constant n = h-1(¢%). Thus the equations for ions and the Poisson

equation in (2.3) are actually the following unipolar Euler-Poisson system for ions

om? + div(ndu?) = 0,
O0u(ug) + (uf - V)ug! + V (hi(nf) + ¢°) =0, (2.7)
—A2A¢° =nd — h1(¢°).

The solvability of the Poisson equation can be found in [I3], in which ¢° is expressed as
a function of nY and can be viewed as a zeroth order term. Thus the first two equations
are symmetrizable hyperbolic, to which the unique local smooth solution exists due to the
famous work of Lax[10] and Kato[8]. By this time n? is also known since it is a function of
#°, and (u?, P?) satisfy the following incompressible Euler equations:

div (ndul) = —8yny,

(2.8)

ud + (u) - V)ul + VP? =0,
to which the local existence of smooth solutions is ensured by the theories of Lax[10] and
Kato[8].Then Cauchy problem (Z.3)) with (Z3) has then been solved, and P? is used to solve

(e, ¢') by (@Z9).
(2) For the €* term, we find

(9.1 o Ji0 (0,1 1,0
On + div (ndul + nlul)

)

u) + VP! =0,

e

Owul + (u) - V)ul + (ul -V

On} + div (nfu + njuy)

i

0
)
0, (2.9)
) uf + V(hi(nd)n} + ¢') =0,

O + (uf - V)u; + (uj -V

[ — MA@ =n} —nl,
where

P, = h(ng)ng + he(ng) — ¢*,
with the initial data

(ny,uy) (0,2) = (0, 4,) (z), x€R% (2.10)

vy v
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Since P2 and n? are known, by (2.4)), we substitute ¢! into the Poisson equation in (2.9)
with
a_betdl
NACHE
Now the equations for ions in (29) turn out to be the following linear system
o} + div (ndu} + nju?) = 0,
Opuj + (u) - V) uj + (uj - V) g + V(Ii(n)n; + ') =0,
—NAp! =n} ——=——
O
to which we can get the unique solution n}, u} and ¢!, and thus n!. Also, u! and P! satisfy
the following

onl + div (n2ul + nlud) = 0,

Ol + (u? - V) ul + (ul - V)ul + VP! =0,

in which P} is used to solve (u?, ¢?).

(3) For j > 2, in general the profiles (n!, u?, ¢/) are obtained by induction. Assume that
(nk uk, gbk)o <k<j_1 ATC smooth and already determined in previous steps. Then (n/, u’, ¢’)

v

satisfy the linear system

( i—1
Ol + div (ndul + nlug) = = 3 div (nful™),
k=1
j—1
Ol + (ul - V) ul 4 (ul - V) ul + VP! = = > (uk - Vyul ™,
k=1
| - i1 | 2.1
On] + div (nfu] + njuf) = =) div (nfui_k) , =
k=1
. ; —
Ol + (u) - V) u] + (u] - V) u + VP = = " (uf - V)u] ™",
k=1
| = NA¢7 =n! —nd,

where

with the initial data

(nf,, u{,) 0, z) = (ﬁ{,, ﬁ{,) (x), v=e,i. (2.12)
Generally, we can get (n], u!, ¢’) from P/~! and the third to fifth equations in (ZII), and
thus n?. Then we can obtain (u/, P7) from the first two equations in (ZI1]). We then have

the following Proposition.
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Proposition 2.2. Assume that the initial data (ﬁ{,, ul, g?)f) .. are sufficiently smooth with
n% > 0 in RY. Then there exist unique smooth profiles (nd, uJ )]>0, which are obtained
as solutions to problems ([2.3) with (2.5), (2.9) with [2ZI0) and (EII) with (212)) on the
time interval [0,Tf] with Tf independent of c. In other words, there exists a unique

asymptotic expansion up to any order of the form (2.2).

2.2.2. Error estimates and main result. Let m > 1 be a fixed integer and (nS, us, ¢°) be
the exact solution to problem (2.I) (with m; = 1) defined on the time interval [0, Te’l]. We
denote by ( ny s, ugl ¢ m) the approximate solution of order m defined on [0, T¥] by

m
i i i
(ngts g, ¢2™) = ¥ (n, ul, ¢7)
Jj=0

I ol i i i -
where (n], ui, ¢’),< j<m are constructed in the previous subsection. The proof of the con

vergence of the asymptotic expansion (2.2]) is to establish the limit

(g, uy, ¢°) — (g, ug, ¢2™) — 0,

v,E 1/67

and obtain its convergence rate as ¢ — 0 on a time interval independent of e, when the

em ge™) by (i, ull, o)

e,m
v,e )

convergence holds at ¢ = 0. For convenience, we denote (n U
in the section of zero-electron mass limit.

For v = e, i, we define the remaining terms (Re’l’m Re’l’m) by
» 9y ny ) Uy

8tn + div ( ngu ee) Ra’l’m
1
atu:?es + (uzla v) + V ( ( ) gbm) = 5 i’:’m,
Ol 4 div (nfu 26) Re’l’m (2.13)

O + (uile - V) il + V (hilni) + 02') = Ry,
|~ NAGT =nlt —nl

e’

It is clear that the convergence rate depends strongly on the order of the remaining terms

with respect to €. Since the profiles (n/, u/, ¢’ Jo<j<m are sufficiently smooth, we have

Proposition 2.3. If [23)), (Z9) and (ZII) hold, then we can find é;’jvm, such that
dvFgtm = gt

and for all integers m > 1, the remaining terms satisfy

< O™t (2.14)

S

(Ret, mete, REM) (@)

sup
0<t<T¢

where Cy,, > 0 is a constant independent of €.
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Proof. By the definition of RS in (213)), we have

then

RoLm = ony); .+ div (nl} um)

V€ v,e

= Zerﬁtni + div ((Z 52jn{;> (Z 52ju,{>>
= — —
= O, + div (nJuy —|—Z€2J (871] —|—Zd1v nkul~ k))
j=1 =

+Z€2j+2m <Z le k m+] k))
= div (Z g2it2m (Z nl;u;”ﬂ_k)) 2 div (§23m> ,
j=1 k=j

sup || B (1)]s < Cre®™ .
0<t<T¢

By the definition of RS™, we have

1
=]

e,1,m
Ue

8tugfe+(ugfe-v) 65+ V(h( ee)_gbzn)
Z e¥ ol + ((Z azju£> : V) Z e¥ul
=0 =0 j=0
1 / - — 1 = i
+€—2V (he (n?) + h. (n?) Z e¥nd + Z e¥hl ((ng)k§]1)> ) Zo eIV
= =

V() — %)+ (0l + (- Vi + 9 (B (nhmk — 61))
m—1 J

+ Z g% <8tui + Z(uli : V)Ui_k +V (h'e(ng)niH + hﬁ ((nf)k§]> - ¢j+1)>
j=1 k=0

+O(82m),

and by the definition of RS, we have

e,l,m
Ry>

Dl + (u - V) ut + V (ha(nl) + ¢

zm:g”@tu{ n ((Z 2 J> -V) 3 ey

j=0 Jj=0

v (h )+ H (n Zezjn " Z€2th 1 ( s 1)) + igzjvqu
=0

j>1 j>2

O + (uf - V)l + hy(n?) + V¢
& (Ol + (uf - V)l + (ul - V)l + ¥ (B (n))nd + "))
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m J

+y g% (@uz + ) (uf - Va4V (hg("?)nf +hT ((nf)kgj_1> + ¢j>>
j=2 k=0

+O(€2m+2).

Hence, combining (2.3), (2.9), (2.11)) and the Maxwell-Boltzmann relationship (2.6)), implies
Z14). O
The main result for the zero-electron mass limit is the following convergence result, of

which the proof will be given in Section 3.

Theorem 2.1 (The zero-electron mass limit). Under the conditions of Proposition [2.3, let

s > g + 2 and m > 1 be integers. Assume

71 3 71 )
Inco = neZ (0, s + lIniy = ni (0, )lls

+ellugy —ugl (0, s + llufy — w2 (0, )lls < Cre®™H, (2.15)

i€

where Cy; > 0 1s a constant independent of €. Then, for the isothermal fluid, there exists
a constant Cy > 0, which depends on Ty but is independent of €, such that as ¢ — 0 we
have TP > T¢ and for all integers 2m > s, the solution (nS', us', ¢=) to the problem (2I)

satisfies
sup (||ngt(8) — ngZ (12 + 1nf (1) = ng @O + IV (651 (1) — g™ (1)]12)
0<t<T¢
+ sup (ellugt (t) = ugZ ()12 + Jug (1) — ui(1)]2) < Coe®@mti=),

0<t<T¢

That is to say, the zero-electron mass limit € — O of the bipolar Euler-Poisson system (2.1])

is the unipolar Euler-Poisson equations for ions ([21) and the incompressible Euler equations

2.3).
2.3. Asymptotic analysis for infinity-ion mass limit (¢ — 0,m. = 1).

2.3.1. Formal expansion. As to the infinity-ion mass limit, by setting m. = 1, we look for
1

. . . 1,1 1,1 1 . . .
an approximation of solution (ny Uy, gbl’s) to (2I) in the form of power series. In this

1 1
subsection, we denote the integer s > g+1. Assume that the initial data of (n,l,’f, u,l,’f, ¢1v§>
admit an asymptotic expansion with respect to ¢,
17% 17% 17% o = )
(ma i, 007 ) (@) = D&% (Al @it 6) (), v =i
j=0

where (ﬁ’V] , UL, @b )j>0 are sufficiently smooth. We further assume the following ansatz:

(b, a0 (1) = 32 & (. 02, 6) 1, ) 216

Jj=0
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In what follows, we use the formal expansion which is obtained by the Taylor’s formula

<Z€22 z,j) :hy( 7,0 +h/ ZO 2623n7]+282jhl,] 1< ny )kﬁj—l)’

7>0 j>1 j>2

ik

v )k<A. We also for-

where {h%7},>; are smooth functions depending only on h, and (n
mally denote h~! = hi® = 0. For simplicity, from now on, we denote (n,l, 1, u,jg, gbl’s)
(niu’ja fo’ja i’j)jzoa (”u’]a Uy o, Z’]) and {hiu’j}jz—l by (n;, u;, ¢°), (n]w U]w J)j207

(nl, ul, qgj)jzo and {h{};>_1 in the section of infinity-ion mass limit. Substituting the ex-
pansions (2.10) into system (2.I) and comparing the coefficients before each order of ¢, we

obtain

(1) The leading profiles (n%, u2, ¢°) satisfy the following system

;

on? + div(nlu?) = 0, (2.17)

with the initial data

(np,u)) (0,2) = (n),u)) (x), =€R% (2.18)

Through energy method, it is easy to get the unique local smooth solution (n?,u?) to the

[l ]

following system

i

(2.19)

Since n? is known, we can see that the third to fifth equation in (2I7)) is actually the

decoupled unipolar Euler-Poisson system for electrons,
On? + div(nul) = 0,
Al + (10 - V)ul + Vh,(nl) = V¢, (2.20)

NG = (1) —

and thus (n2,u2, #°) is known due to Lax[I0] and Kato[S].

e’

(2) In general, for j > 1, the profiles (n/, ul, ¢’) are obtained by induction. Assume that

(nl"f, uk, ¢k)0 <k<j_1 A€ smooth and already determined in previous steps. Then (n/, u/, ¢’)
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satisfy the linear system

( j—1

O + div (n?ui + nfu?) =—» div <nfuf7k) ,
k=1
i1
Opu] + (u - V) ul + (u] - V) u) + VP! = =3 (- V)ul ™,
k=1
. o I . 2.21
Onl + div (nful + nlul) = Z div (nful7%), (2:21)
k=1
j—1
Ol + (u) - V) ul + (ul - V)ul + VP! = — Z(u’; Vw7
k=1
| — NA¢ =n] —n],

where

with the initial data
(n,{, uf/) 0, z) = (ﬁf/, ﬂf/) (x), v=e,i. (2.22)

We mention here that formally h;! = h2 = 0. Generally, we can get (nf, ui ) from the first
two equations in (Z21)), and then insert n/ into the Poisson equation to solve the third to fifth
equations in ([Z21)) and thus getting (nf, ul, ¢’). We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that the initial data (ﬁ,{, ul, gz_Sj)j>0 are sufficiently smooth with
nd >0 in RY. Then there exist unique smooth profiles (nl, uf, j)j>0, which are obtained as

solutions to problems [ZIT7) with ZI8) and Z21) with Z22) on the time interval [0, T}

with T} independent of . That is to say there exists a unique asymptotic expansion up
to any order of the form (2.10]).

2.3.2. Error estimates and main result. Let m > 1 be a fixed integer and (n¢, us, ¢°) be
1
the exact solution to problem (2.)) defined on the time interval [O, T 11’5] We denote by

(ni’m ubm Zm) the approximate solution of order m defined on [0, T}] by

v,e)» Tver e
m
(2, w2y 6c) = &% (n) i ).
=0
where (n/, ul, ¢’ )o<j<m are constructed in the previous subsection. The convergence of the
asymptotic expansion (2.I6) is to establish the limit

(ni’ ulen ¢a) _ (ni,m ui,m i,m) N O,

ver e Ve
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and obtain its convergence rate as ¢ — 0 on a time interval independent of e, when the

convergence holds at ¢ = 0. For convenience, we denote (nf]g, Lm gl m) by ( Nyley Uy'es Qﬁ’en)

in the section of infinity-ion mass limit.

Lm

1
For v = e, i, define the remaining terms <R,1{j’ , Ri’; m) by

1,1 m

8tn +d1v(n u ): s

O™ + (u™. - V) u™, +V (he(n™) — ¢™) = Ry

ol 4 div (ntui) = R}{;’m,

i,e Vie
l,l,m

Ol + (ut - V) ul' + &V (hi(n%) + o) = Ruf™,
\—)\zAgb?:ng—nm

e’

It is clear that the convergence rate depends strongly on the order of the remaining terms with

respect to . Since the profiles (nf, u, are sufficiently smooth, a straightforward

o<jcm

computation gives the following result.

~1 1 m
Proposition 2.5. Let (2ZI7) and [221) hold. There exist a smooth function Ree™ such
that
1,1m
divR, ’5’ =Ry,
and for all integers m > 1, the remaining terms satisfy
,8, 1,%,m 1%,771 2m-4-2
sup || (R ™, R ™, R ™) (1)), < G2,

O<t<TZ

where C,, > 0 is a constant independent of <.

The proof is similar to that of Proposition 2.3] we omit it here. The main result for the
infinity-ion mass limit is the following convergence result, of which the proof will be given

in Section 4.

Theorem 2.2 (The infinity-ion mass limit). Under the conditions of Proposition [2.3, Let

s > g + 1 and m > 1 be integers. Assume

1 1 ,
|2 (- iz, )|

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of €. Then there exists a constant Cy > 0, which

1,1 ; ;
Mo — nle7,7g(07 ) - ”i:?(oa )

€,

S

1
’e i,m 2m—+2
Uep — Uee <O7 ) < Cie )

s

4 1 .
depends on T} but is independent of €, such that as e — 0 we have Tll’E > T} and for all
integers m > 1, the solution (nlé, ubs ¢1’§> to the problem [2.1)) satisfies
)

sup ()
0<t<T}

1
€

ne (t) — nb

i,m
e, t

171
n;' e (t) — Lo

|+ (6740 - o)
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1 2

w® (1) — ul(t)

i,e

2 1
=2

1
€

ue® () — Ut (¢)

e,

+ sup (’ ) < Cyetmt2,
0<t<Ti

That is to say, the infinity-ion mass limit ¢ — 0 of the bipolar Euler-Poisson system (21I)
is the unipolar Fuler-Poisson equations for electrons (2.20) and the equations (2.19)).

S

Remark 2.1. We mention the difference of the conditions needed for the zero-electron mass
limit and the infinity-ion mass limit. In Theorem [2.1], we require the fluid to be isothermal
and the integer s > g + 2, which is like the situation in [12]. And in Theorem [22, the

condition that the fluid should be isothermal is not needed, and s > % + 1.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

3.1. Energy estimates. In this section, we study the zero-electron mass limit of the bipolar

2,,6,1

Euler-Poisson equations. We assume the fluid to be isothermal, i.e., p,(nS!) = a2nS!. In

this section, we continue to use (n;, uj, ¢°) and (n}, ul, ¢’);5, to substitute (n3', up', ¢=')
and (n&7, us?, ¢*7) j>0- All the corresponding notations are in accordance with those in
Subsection 2.2. The exact solution (nf, us, ¢°) is defined on the time interval [O, Ty ’1} and
the approximate solution (nl’jfe, (T qbé”) on the time interval [0, T¥], with T} independent
of e. Let

Ty' = min (7, T§) > 0,
then the exact solution and the approximate solution are both defined on the time interval

[0, T3 ’1]. On this time interval, we denote

(NS, U5, @) 2 (n, — e, up — w6 = 0F'), v=e,i.
It is easy to check that (Ng, UZ) satisfy

(O,N: + (U; +ul ) VN + (N2 +nlt)divU; = —(NZdivuls + U VnlY) — Ro™,
eQU; +e((UZ +ul) - V)U: + %h;(Ng +ne) VNG

= —e(Us - V)uil - é(h@(Ni +ngl) = he(ni)) Vg + évqf - %Rzz”,

e,

DN + (UF +ult)VNE + (NF + nl)divUs = —(Nedivalt + Usvnl) — Re™, (1)

OU; + (U +ul) - V)UF + hiy(N; +nl.)VN;
= _(Uf : V)u;ne — (h;(Nf + n;”e) — h;(nzne))Vn;ne - Vo* — Ry,
\ (szv sz) ’tzo = (ni,O - nZLe(O’ ')7 uzex,o - UZLE(O, ))7

coupled with the Poisson equation for ®¢

~MA®F = NF — N¢, lim ®°(x) = 0.

|x| =400
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For simplicity, we let A = 1. Set

NE NE
WeE == ) M/ia - )
eU; U;

oo deivu;’fe + UjVnQ}a
e (Us - V)urt + L (h(NE +nr) — hi(n)) V. )

oo Nidivuy, + U Vnj',
Uz - V) ul + (R(Ng +n) — Bi(n)) Vg )

2 _ 0 2 _ 0
Hes - ) HiE o ’
’ Vs ’ —V o=
RS R,
R = © | R = o,
R R,

and for 1 < j <d and ug, = (u5, -, u; ),

1, e, T
} us . =nte;
5 5 _ €,] e €7]
Ai (ne7 ue) - ( 1 ) )

=hy, (ng) e, ug ;14

-
AJ (n‘? u‘?: ) — Uij nf 6]»

) )
Y hi (nf)e; us ;L

where (e, -+, e4) is the canonical basis of R? and I is the d x d unit matrix, thus (3.I]) can

e

be written as
d
OWE+ Al (n, ug) 0, Wi = —H,) + H_ — R, v=e,i. (3.2)
j=1
with the initial data
t=0: W;=W;, v=e,i, (3.3)

in which

N; (O, - ns o —n; (0, -
I/I/Z‘EO _ z( ) _ %,0 7, ( ) )
’ Uz (0, ) uio — ui(0, )
System ([B2)-(B33) for W¢ is symmetrizable hyperbolic when nf > 0, which is ensured by
Proposition 2.1. Indeed, let

h, (ng 0 b, (ng 0
A2<nz>:( S ),A?mf):( e )
nid n‘?d

7
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thus for 1 < 7 < d,

y | WS ue . Lyl (nf)el
Al (ns uz—:) — AO (ne)AJ (ne UE)I< e(ne) ue,] €pe (ne) 6] )7

e Mgy Ye e \"te) “1e
1.7 € . €,,€
Pe (ne) €;j neue,j]:d

Al (nf, u5) = A} (nf) A] (nf, M?)Z(

7 i

W (ng) s, p(ng) el )

pi(nf)e;  miui Ly

then AY is positively definite and A{, is symmetric for all 1 < j < d. Thus, the theories of
Kato for the local existence of smooth solutions can also be applied to (3:2)-(33).

By standard arguments, to prove Theorem 2.1, it suffices to establish uniform estimates
of W¢ with respect to €. Since [B.2)-B3) is symmetrizable hyperbolic, we deduce that
there exists a time 7¢ < T5"" (For convenience, we still denote T° as T5"), such that W2 €
C ([0, T5'] ; H* (RY)), which implies that the function ¢ — ||W¢||, is continuous on [0, T3"'].
From ([ZI5) and m > 1, there exists 7' € (0, T5"'] such that

Wil < ¢, vee o, 7],

d
provided that £ > 0 is bounded by a constant. If s > 5 + 1, the embedding from H* (Rd)

to Whoee (Rd) is continuous. Then we have
W50~ ey < C Ve [0, T4
Since T=! < T 1< T7, hence for € < 1, it is obvious that the approximate solution satisfies
|0 s 62 Bl ) < €5 W€ [0, T51]
which implies that
|05 0, ) () e () < € V€ [0, 757

Now it remains to show that u¢ is uniformly bounded with respect to . Noticing the initial

condition (215, since 2m > s, we immediately have for e < 1,
lugolls < llugo = ug'(0,)lls + ugl(0,)]ls < Cie®™ + C < C,

which, by Proposition 2.1, implies that there exists a time T, such that u is uniformly
bounded with respect to ¢ on the time inteval [0, T]. This implies that U? is also uniformly
bounded with respect to € on the same time interval. In the following, we will establish the
estimates for W on the time interval [0, 7], with 75! = min(7",T). In order to prove
T9' > T¢, we need to show that there exists a constant > 0 such that

sup [[W(0)[s < Ce.
0<t<Tel
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3.1.1. L?-estimates. In what follows, we always assume that the conditions of Theorem 2.1]

hold.

Lemma 3.1. For allt € [0, T*'] and sufficiently small € > 0, we have

- (Z (AD (ng) Wi, W5) + ||V<1>€||2>

<O IWSIP + Ve + Cetm2. (3.4)

Proof. Stepl: Taking the inner product of the equations for electrons in (B.2]) with
2A% (ng) We in L2(RY), we obtain the following energy equality for W

<A0 YW, WE) =(divAc(ng, u)) W, WE) — 2 (A2 (n) WE, H.)
+2(AY (n2) We, HZ ) — 2(A2 (ng) W;, RS), (3.5)
where

divA, (ng, uS) = 9,A° (n +Za$JAJ (3.6)

Now we deal with the right hand side of (B.]) term by term. From the mass conservation

equation gyné = —div(nZus), obviously we have
10:A2(nE) oo < CllOmE]loo < Clldiv(ngug)|ls—1 < C,
which implies
(DAY mWEWE) < CIWE|R, (3.7)
In view of the expression of A?(W¢), for 1 < j < d, we obtain
(B A3 (0, EYWE, WY = (0 (L (nE)us ) NE, NE) + 2(N20, (9 (nE)ey), UE)
T €2(0,, (nfu )UE, UP),
in which we have
(On, (he(nE)ug ;) NE, NE) + €%(0s, (ngug ;) UE, Uz ) < CIIWE|?,
and
d
22 (N, (PLnd)es), U) = 2ANEVPL(E), UF),

therefore,
d

D (00, Al(ng, u)WE, W) < CIWEIP 4+ 2( NV, (), Us). (3.8)

e
J=1
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It follows from (B7) and (B:8) that
(divAc(ng, ug)WE, WE) < CIIWEI® + 2(NEVP (), UE ). (3.9)
For the remaining terms without H7, on the right hand side of ([3.3), it can be treated as
—2(AY(n)WE H] ) — 2( A2 (n2) WE, R)
= —2(h,(n%) (NZdivu" + UVl + R™), NS )
=22 (U2 - V)t + (WANE + i) = W) Vi + R UF)
= —2(h.(n)Nidivul, N5) — 2e*(nZ(UZ - V)ul', Us) — 2{h.(n)R;™, NZ)

e,e’ 68’

—2(nZRy™, US) — 2(hl(nZ) NV, Us) — 2(nZ (hi(ng) — hL(nl.))Vnl, US)

S _2<h/ Ngvnee7U€>_2<n (h/ ) hl( ))vn@E’U€>
+CWEP + (IR 2 + IR
<~ oW (E)NTVLL,UF) — 2(nE (W (n) — Wy (o)) V., UF)

+C||WE||? + Ce'm 2,
For the term containing HZ, on the right hand side of (), a direct calculation gives
2(AY (n) WE, HZ.) = 2(nZUZ, VO°).

Back to (3.0), combining the above three estimates yield

<A° WE,WE)
< CHW§H2 +2(nsUs, VO°) + Ce'™ 2 4 2r°, (3.10)

where the remaining term
re = (NEVPL(ng) — hi(ng) NEVngL, +ng (hi(nf.) — hi(ng)) VgL, US).
Noticing that
ng = Ng+ngi, pe(ng) = he(ng) + ngh” (ng), (3.11)
and by the Taylor’s formula, we have
L) — B (nf) = —AL(ONE + Sh(ns — OND(NZP, with 0 € [0,1], (3.12)
then,
NEVD,(ng) = he(nE)NEVnE, +ng (he(ng.) — hi(ng)) Vg
= Nepe(ng) VNG + Nepl (ng) Ving, — he(ng) NEVngl, — nghe (ng) NE Vg,

Fgnehl(ng — ONZ) (N
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= VNG + Suh (nE — ONE) (NPT

2 e'’e e’

Therefore,

re o= %@g(ng)w U+ 5 <n€h’” — ON) NSV, Us)

e,e?

= —%<(N§)2,div( DU+ = <n€h’” — ONZ)(N)*VnlL, Us)
< OfnN:|1%.
This together with (B.10]) yields
<A° YW, WE) < CIWENP + 2(nZUs, VO°) + Ce* T2, (3.13)

Step2: Taking the inner product of the equations for ions in ([B.2) with 2AY (nf) W¢ in

(2

L*(R?), we obtain the following energy equality for W7
<A° YW, Wi == 2(A) (n§) W5, Hl.) + 2(AY (nf) W5, HY,
— 2(A) (n§) Wi, RY) + (divA; (nf, uf) W, Wi), (3.14)
where

d
divA; (nS, uS) = 8,A4° (nS) + Z B, AL (5, ) (3.15)

which are treated term by term as follows. Notlclng the expressions of A?, divA; and H}E,

we have

(A2 () WE, Hi)

IA

Wil
(AT (D) WE, R < CIWEIP + C IR < CWE|P + G,
[(divA; (nf, u)) Wi, W) < Cl|divA; (nf, i) || WP < CIWEP.
For the term containing ng in the right hand side of (8.14]), a direct calculation gives

2(AY (n5) W5, H}.) = =2(njU;, V).

171

Inserting the above four estimates into (B.14]), we get

<A° OWE, We) < —2(nSUE, V&) + C |W||* + Ce'm T, (3.16)

K3 1)

Step3: Summing (3.13) and (3.16]) , we obtain

e~e) 171

- Z (AP () We, We)y < 2(nfUE, V&) — 2(nfUs, VO*)
+C Z IWE|* + Cetre?

= 2<(nu —nlul )—(nu —ntu; ) V(I)5>

€,g e 1,€ 71,E
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+<N§u2?€ — Nfu;’fa, V(I)5>
+C Y WP + Ce*m

v=e,1

in which we have

€, € m . m €, € m,,.m €
2< (neue - ne,eue,a) - (nz U; — ni,aui,a) ) Vo >

= —2(div (nfus — ™) — div (nfus — nlult) , 9°)

) - () )

= _%HV@EH? +2(R™ — R, VOF)

IA

v - v+ oz,
and using Lemma 23]
2(NZul', = Niuh, V&) = 2(N;7 (ul —ut), V&) + 2( (N — N;)ul’., V)
= 2(N; (ul'. —ut), V&) + 2(Adu], V)
< CINFIP + ClIves|®,
Combining these estimates yields (B.4). O

3.1.2. Higher order estimates. Let o € N¢ with 1 < |a| < s. Applying 0% to ([B.2), we

get
d
QOTWE + > Al (nf, u5) 0, 00WE = =08 (H). — Hp .+ RE) + JS., v=e i, (3.17)
j=1
where .
Joe = (AL (0, u)) 0n,05W5 — 0 (A (n5, u5) 0, W) - (3.18)
j=1

Lemma 3.2. For all t € [0, T*'] and sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we have

< (Z (AL )OO + ||va§<1>6||2>

€ € ¢ € m
< C Z‘HWVH\Q + CIVO iy + S IWEllg i+ C™ (3.19)

Proof. Stepl: Taking the inner product of the equations for electrons in (B.I7) with
2AY (ng) 99We in L?(RY) yields the following energy equality for W

L apme)op e, o)

= (VAL (g D) OWE, BRWE) — 2 (A2 (n) SWE, O H] . + 02 RE)
2 (AL (nF) GRWE, RHE,) + 2 (A () G2WE, J2.) (3:20)
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in which divA, is defined in (3.6). We will treat the right hand side of the above term by
term as follows. First, similarly to (39), it is easy to get

(div A, (ng, ud)O2WE, O2WEN < O [WEIIR, + 2(0 NEVY (nE), O2UE). (3.21)

e’ e er~x rYxr e

For the terms without H?_ and JZ, on the right hand side of [3.20), a straightforward

calculation yields

e)r-x

—2( A ()R We, O H, . + 07 Re)

— —2(R(n%) (95 (Nedivarh) + 9 R™), 02 N2) — 2(hL(ng)e NEVnr, 92U
—2(h.(ng) (92 (UZVRIL) — 0USVRI), 90 N?)
—2(nig [2(U; - V)ull + Ry 05U2) = 2 (nid (bl (nf) — W (n12)) Vi, 02UF)
2 08 (1 (n5) — ) V) — 02 () — () V], 62T,

»Yx €

in which we have
2 (B (n2) (B (Nzdivl) + R, 00N < C(IWEIRy + IR,
1
—2{nto* 82(U€ . v)um —|—R€’m ,8QU€ < C HWeH2 + _HRE,mH2 )
e“x e e€ Ue x e e ll|a] £2 ue e
Besides, applying the Moser-type inequalities, we have
—2 (1 (n) (92 (UETnE,) — BRUE VL), e NE) < CINE IR + ITE I, -0 ).
and by the Taylor’s formula
=2(ng (05 ((he(ng) — he(n.)) Ving) — 05 (he(ng) — ho(ng)) VingL), 05 UF)
1 3 3
< O(SINE IRy + 2 IUEIR).
The above four estimates imply

e’ ~x

—2({AY(ng)oc W 80‘H6176 + 00R?)

IN

C (> € e, m 1 E,m
S (INZIR -+ Uz ) + C (IR + SRS )
+C (INEIZ + S2UEIR, ) — 2(hi(n) 98 NEV R, 2U¢)

eerYxr Ve

—2(nz0g (hi(ng) — hL(nl2))Vnls, 00U;) . (3.22)

e Yx e

For the term containing J', on the right hand side of ([B.20), for 1 < j < d and U =

( (il? U 7U:,d>7 we have

(AL(ng)OgWE, 07 (AL(ng, ug)0n, WE) — Al(ng, )07 (0a, W)

e)~x e’ e e’ €

— (R (ng) (02 (uE 0y, NE) — ug 000, NE) , 02 NE)

e ej-x e
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+ 2 (nf (00l ,0,,UF) — e 000, UF) , 00U7)

je e,j"r "~z Ye
+ (1 (95 (he(ng) 0w, N7) — i (ng) 05 05, NZ) O UE ;)

+ (he(ng) (07 (ng0s,UE ;) — nZ07 0, U ;) , O NE)

Zj e Zj e

— (R (nS) (02 (uE 0y, NE) — ul 000, NE) , 02 NE)

e e, j-x e

+ 22 (0 (02 (us 0, UF) — us 000, UF) , 02U

;> e e)-xroTiYe

+ <ni a?<h,e(ni)aI]Ne€> - hé(”i)agaxjN: - Z aiarih,e(ni)agiaxj]v: 76§Ue€,j>
1§z¥§d
a; 7#0

+ <h;(n~;) 0% (N0, UZ ;) — n2050,,US; — > 040y, 205 0y, US ,a;;Ng>

Zj e, j Zj e, j ZTi'leYx YTj Ve
1<i<d

a; 70

+ 3 i ((n0u i (n)05 0, N2, O5UE, ) + (W (n)0eni0 00, U5, 02NE ) )
1§z¥§d
a; 7#0

&€ € C &€ €
S C (HNe |||204\ +€2||Ue|||2a\) + g (||Ne||\2a|—1 +€2||Ue|||2a\—1)

+ 3 i ((nE0u i (n)02 0, N2, ORUE, ) + (W n)0emi0 0, U2, 02NE))
1<i<d

a; 70

where o is also a multi-index and 9,,0%° = 9. The last two terms can be estimated as

follows. Taking integration by parts with respective to x; and z; successively to the first of

the last two terms, we obtain

Z o (<n§8 B (nz)agia%]va aaUg’j> + <h’e(n§)6 nso™ a,.U* 80‘N§>)

Ti'% erYx Ti'leYx YTjYe ) Yx
1<i<d
a; #0
- Y (— <n28xih'e(ni)8§‘8$j]\f§,8§‘iU§7j> + <h;(n2)8xin§8§‘i8$jU§j,8§‘N§>)
1<i<d
a; #0
= 3 i (O (20 I (n) 2 0, N2, 02U )
1<i<d
a; 70
= 3 i ((nin MmO NE, 0200, U7 ) + (WL(nE)0umi0s 02, U5 1, 05N ) )
1<i<d

a; 70
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= 32 ({0 ronto 220, NE B U, ) = (0 00 2N 0 0
;20

<Y (0Pl )0 00, UL, NG ) + C (INE Iy + TS -0)

1<i<d
a;#0

where we have used the definition of the enthalpy function. Noting that the fluid is isother-
mal, i.e., p\(n?) = a2, we get

(A () 502, T2 < CIWE IRy + SIWE (3.23)
As to the term containing H 6278 in the right hand side of (3.20), a direct calculation gives

2(AQ (nf) LWE, OXH2,) = 2 (nL UL, VO 0°).
Therefore, (B21)-(3.23)) yield

(AW WS < CIWEIRy + SIWE Ry + O
+2(nZocUz, VoI &%) + 2%, (3.24)
where
e = (OENEVP,(nE) — WL (n2)OE NV, + 0 (WL (nit) — WL (nE)) Vi, O2UE)

which can be estimated in a similar way as that in the proof of Lemma B Indeed, by

BII)-B12), we have
08 N2V, (n) — WL ()0 NV, + % (W, (n) — B (n)) Ul
= QNI () VN; + O8N (nE) Ul — L (nS)OE NE VL
g [ INE — S (0 — NN Vi,
= QN )N — n 92 (W (nIN) — R (nE)E N Vi
Fgntar (R (ng — ON?)(N2)?) Vil

by the Moser-type inequalities, we have

107 NEVPL(ng) — he(n) O NEV g + nZoy (he(ng.) — he(ng)) VgL |

IA

CINE Ny + CINEllaj-1 + CIINE NIy

IA

CIINZIIE + CIUNE lljag-1-
It follows that
2rs, < CINZIR + INENa=) 1Tz o)

€ 3 C 3
< C(INEIE + VI ) + S INE (3.25)
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Combining (3:24) and (Bﬂ) we obtain
& ey, oo

< AnidUZ VORO) +WEIR, + |ywe|y‘al,1+cg4m+2. (3.26)

Step2: Taking the inner product of the equations for ions in (B.17) with 2A4? (n$) 02WF in
L2(Rd) yields the following energy equality for 0SW¢

<A° DOSWE, 00w ) = —2(AY (nf) 00 W, 05 H ) + 2( A} (nf) 00 W7, 02 H.
— 2( A} (n) 0o W, 0 RS ) + 2( A} (n) 00 Wy, J)
+ <diVAi (ng, ui) g W;, 8?VVZ~E>, (3.27)

where divA; is defined in (B.13) and Ji. is defined in (3.18). By (2I4)) and uniform bound-

edness of n; and nZ, it is clear that

(A () 02wz, 02 HL)| < CIWER,
(AD (n5) 05W5, 9R5)| < CIWEIL, + C IR,
< COWillfy +Ce™
and
(divA; (nf, ) 92WE, 95WEY| < C||divA(ns, wf)| IWEIIR,
< CIWill-

For the term containing J% on the right hand side of (B.27), applying the Moser-type

inequalities to Ji, together with uniform boundedness of n§ and ng yields

[(AY (ng) 095, Je)| < C W5

o
A direct computation yields
<A0 $)OeWE, 0°‘H2 > = —2<n€6°‘U6 V8a®€>
Combining the above five estimates and ([B.27), we get
<A0 SYOSWE, 0°WE) < —2(nf0°Us, V2 o) + C |W5||

”ia| + C€4m+4. (328)
Step3: Summing (3.26) and ([B.28) , we obtain

dt Z <AO aaWE 804W6>

2<n560‘U5 VOO — 2nSo0US, Vo dF)

[ A A

IN

4O Y W, + SIWER:

”\a|f

) 4 C€4m+2

v=e,1
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= 2007 (ngU;), VIR @) — 2(05 (nfU5) , VO &°)

C
2 m
£ 3 WL + SIWE Ry + Cem

v=e,1

+2(nSO0UE — 0% (nSUT), VOrDT) — 2(nsPUs — 02 (nSU7), VOob°)

eE"T T € (2 A}

= 2(0¢ (nfuf — nlul) — 02 (nfu; — n"u™), VOI &%)

e,c Ve i,e e

—2(0% (Nu, — Nul') , Vo or)
C
O D MWy + SIWENyo + G2

v=e,1i

+2(ns00U; — 0F (nCUZ), VOT D) — 2(nf0°Us — 9% (n5U;), VITO°),

e’r e 7

in which we have

2(0% (nfug — nlhul) — 02 (nfuf — ntul™) , VOIO°)

e,c¥ee 1, Vi,

= —2(div (05 (nfu; — nl"ult)) — div (85 (nfu; — njuf)), 05®°)

= 2(0: (07 N; — 97N;) — (92 Ry — R Ry™) L 070°)

d .
= IV |? - 2(0r B — R, VL)

x n;

IN

d
— IV + [ VO &°||* + Ce™ 7,
and using Lemma 23]

288 (Nowl — N7ull) , Vosae)

€ €

= 200 (N5 (u. = ufr)), VOrd®) 4 2(a2 (N2 — NP)ul), Vo)

% e,e %

= 2092 (N7 (wl — ), VOro©) + 2( A0 %ul™, VI O°)

ee e,e)

2 AGDTUT — O (ADU) | VIrD*)

,€

IA

ClINf Il + CIIV Iy
Finally, the Moser-type inequalities imply
2(nZO0U; — 02 (n2UY), VOL©°) — 2(nf05U; — 0% (nUs), VT @°)
< SIWEIR -+ CIWE IRy + IV,
Combining the above four inequalities yields (B.19). O

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1 We deal with (3.19) by induction for 1 < |a] < s. In view of

the L? estimate, we assume

||W5||\2a|_1 < 062(2m+1—(|o¢\—1)) _ 062(2m+2—|o¢\)’
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then, (3.19) becomes

% (Z (AD(n2)OWE, 00WE) + Hva;}qf”?)

rv=e,1

= ¢ Z IWEN2, + V2|2, + Ce@mtizlal  oetm+2
= ¢ Z ”sz”\?a| + HV(I)EH‘?al 4 Og2@mti=lal). 520

Since AY(ng) is positive definite, consequently, (A% (nf)eWe, 09W ) is equivalent to [0S W |2,

v~z

Summing (3.29) up to the a-th order derivative and using the Gronwall inequality, we have

VoI, + Wil < Ce*Cmttlal, (3.30)

||\a|

so that the induction argument is complete. Combining ([B.30) for all 1 < |o| < s and
noticing (3.4]), we have
sup ||[WE()|)? < C2CmHl=s) -y — ¢ 4. (3.31)
0<t<Te!
It suffices to prove TO' > T¢ ie. T5'' = T¢. By the definitions of T¢, T, T5" and T,
we have 7! < T 1< T7Y. According to the argument of the uniform boundedness of W;,
we may replace 75! by T=! € (0, Tf] such that [0, T5'] is the maximum time interval on

which W} exists and satisfies
oIz <C, vtelo, T2,
for some constant C' > 0. By ([B.31]), it is obvious that
I (20 < corera

We want to prove T51 = T¢. If TS < T¢, we apply the theories of Kato for the local existence
of smooth solutions with initial data W¢ (T=1). Consequently, there exists T.; > T=! such
that W; € C ([Tf’l, T..1]; H? (Rd)) When 2m > s and ¢ is sufficiently small, we always have
g2@m+1=s) < (' Since the function t — ||WZ(¢)]|
T!, € (T2, T.4] such that

, is continuous on [T, T. ], there exists

WE@I<C, telo T,].

This is contradictory to the maximality of T5!. Thus, we have proved T=! = T¢, which

implies that 75" > T¢. O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM

4.1. Energy estimates. In this section, we study the infinity-ion mass limit of the bipolar
Euler-Poisson equations. We continue to use (n;, u;, ¢°) and (n}, u}, ¢’),5, to replace
(nll,’%, ull,é, gbl%) and (nj7, u’, ¢"7),-,. All the corresponding notations are in accordance
with those in Subsection 2.3. The exact solution (n%, u$, ¢°) is defined on the time interval
[O, Tll’é] and the approximate solution (n,’j}e, (T Qﬁ’e”) on the time interval [0, T7], with T}
independent of €. Let
T — min <T11’%, Tf) >0,

then the exact solution and the approximate solution are both defined on the time interval

1
[0, T21 ’5]. On this time interval, we denote

(N:, Ug, %) & (ng, —njl, uy, —ul., " — o), v=e,i.
For simplicity, set A = 1. It is easy to check that (N2, U¢) satisfy
(O,N: + (U +ul.)VN; + (N: + nlt)divU; = —(NZdivul. + U VnlL) — Ry™,
OUE + ((UZ +uf) - V)US + ho(NZ + g )V
= —(Ug - V)ul, — (RL(NE +nl) — Bl(n)) V™ + VO — RE™,
ON; + (U7 +ulL)VN; + (Nf + nj)divU; = —(N;divu® + U Val') — R™, (4.1)
éaw+éqw+ﬁgwmﬁ+mww+%@vw
::—é@§~vygg—awaf+ng)—hxmg»vwg—av¢€—§332

\ (szv sz) }tzo = (nzex,o - nlr/rfe(o’ ')7 uzex,o - ulr/r;(o’ ))7

with the Poisson equation for ®¢

“AP* = NF—N°, lim () =0.

|x| =400
Set
N¢ N¢
‘/‘/6€ = ’ I/VviE = )
Ue 1Us
oo ]\fjdivugf6 + UjVanE
Uz - V) ur + (RL(NE +n) — bl () Var. )
oo Nfdivuﬁ_ + UanZl_
LUz V)ur +e (B(NE 4+ n) — hi(nm)) Var )

H? — 0 H? — 0
o ves | —eVaes )
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Re Re
R = | R = anp
R'Ze %Rzz

and for 1 < j < dand uf = (u,,--- ’ulid)’

v, 1

, Uus ntel
AL (g, ) = SO
he (ng)e; g la

€ e, T

Al (ng, uf) = ( Yisj i
(A ) (A / e e )

eh; (n5) e; uz‘,de

where (e, - eq) is the canonical basis of R? and I, is the d x d unit matrix. Thus the

equations (4.1 can be written as

d
OWE+ Al (ng, uf) 0, Wi = —H, + H -~ R, v=e,i, (4.2)
j=1

with the initial data

e _ N:(O’ ) _ nZ,O - TLZLE(O, )
- U0, -) uly—ur(0,-) )

W%ZZ<W@J>:<7%—%MO )
7 U;s(o’ ) é (Uf,o - u;7,15<07 ))

System ([L2)-(A3) for WE is symmetrizable hyperbolic when nf > 0, which is ensured by

t=0: W;=W;, v=e,i, (4.3)

where

Proposition 2.1. Indeed, let

A%®=<%m® 0>,A%m=(“W)O )

0 TL‘ZId 0 n‘?Id

7

thus for 1 < 7 < d,

- A (&) us . v (nf)el
Aj (TLE ua) — A(e) (n.z) A] (na uE) — < e(ne)ue,j De (ne) 63 >’

e e’ e e e’ e
/ € €,,€
Pe (ne> 6]' neue,de

Mwmaammd)

/ € E,,€
ep (nf)e;  n; ui,de

Al (nf, ) = A (n5) A] (05, ) = (
then for n¢ > 0, AY is positively definite and AJV is symmetric for all 1 < j < d. Thus, the
theories of Kato for the local existence of smooth solutions can also be applied to (£.2)-(Z3).
Following the similar procedures as those in the section of zero-electron mass limit, we can

obtain that there is a time T > 0, such that for e < 1 and V¢ € [0, Tl’é],

”sz(t)”wl"’o(Rd) + H (nZLE’ uZLE’ (bsm) (t)HWI,oo(Rd) + ”(ni7ui7gbe)(t)”wl"’o(]l%d) < C.
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1 .
In order to prove Tll’f > T}, we need to show that there exists a constant p > 0 such that

sup [[W7(1)]ls < Ce”.

0<t<T*
4.1.1. L?-estimates. In what follows, we always assume that the conditions of Theorem
hold.

Lemma 4.1. For allt € [O, Tlé} and sufficiently small € > 0, we have

o <Z (AD (ng) We, We) + quff”?)

< O IWEIP + IVeF|? + Cetm . (4.4)

Proof. Stepl: Taking the inner product of the equations for ions in ([2) with 2AY (nf) W¢

(2

in L?(RY), we obtain the following energy equality for W7
<A0 DWW =(divA;(ng,uf)Ws, Wi ) — 2(AY (nf) Wy, H.
+2(A) (n§) Wi, HY.) — 2(A] (nf) Wy, RY), (4.5)
where

divA; (nf, uf) = 8,A? (n +Zam]AJ (4.6)

Now we deal with each term on the right hand 81de of ([A3). In the later proof, we will
frequently use the fact that for sufficiently small ¢, 1 < —. First, from the mass conservation
€

law Oyn; = —div(nius), we have
18:A2(15) oo < ClBuE ]l < Clldiv(ngud)llsos < C,
which implies
(A (nS)WE, WEY < CIIWE|?, (4.7)
and in view of the expression of A?(W¢), we obtain
(On, AL (05, u)) W, WE) = (O, (Wi (nf)us ;) NF, NP ) + 2( N7 O, (0 (15)e; ), U )
+8i2<8m]. niu; )U;, Us),

in which
<8x1(h;( Z) NE N6>+ 2<893] 7 zy UE UE> < CYHI/VEH2

and

22(]\763% pi(ng)e;), Us) = 2(NiVp'(nf),Us) < C|Uf|* + C|| NE||?
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C.. . .
< SIUFIE + CINEP
< CfwrlP,
therefore,
d ~
> (0, Allng, un)WEWE) < CIWE, (4.8)
It follows from (A7) and (8] that
(divA,(nf, ud) W7, WE) < O™ (19)

For the remaining terms without HZ_ in the right hand side of (£5), we have
—2(A}(n5)W5, H} ) — 2(A) (nf) W7, RY)
= —2(hi(ng)(N;divu® + U Vni~ + R™), N7 )
—2<n§ [?(U; V)ul + (h;(N; i) — hi(n)) Vil + LR m} U;>

= —2<h’ SNidivul, No) — <n§(U§-v) wt, Us) — 2(hi(nf)R5™, N7 )

<n5R5m Us) — 2(hi(n§)N; Vi, Us ) — 2(n; (R} (n5) — hi(ni)) Vnl, Us),

ZE’

in which by the Taylor’s formula,

— 2(h{(n)N; divu]® N€>—%<nf(Ui€~V) Zg,U€> < CIwe|l?,

1,7

—2(R(n5)N; VL, Us) — 2(n5 (hi(nj) — hi(nf)) VR, Us) < C|WiP,
and
) R, NE) = S (ni R UF) < O+ ¢ SR,

As for the term containing ng in (4.5), a direct calculation gives

2(AY (n5) W5, H}.) = =2(njU;, V).
Finally, using (4.3l), (IIQI) and the four estimates above yield

<A0 OWE, W)
< CIwEIE - 2(nvz, Vo) + (IR + SR, (4.10)

Step2: Similar to what we have done in the previous section, taking the inner product of

the equations for electrons in ([#2) with 2A4% (ng) W¢ in L?(RY), we have
<A° YWE, WEY == 2(A2 (ng) WE, HL ) +2(A2(n) W, HZ.)

—2(AY (n2) WE, RE) + (divA, (nf, ud) We, WE),
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where

divA, (ng, u) = 9,A° (n +Zam]AJ (4.11)

The estimates are all the same as we did for the equatlons for ions in the zero-electron mass
limit, since both of them do not contain the parameters € and are only different in notations,

we omit the proof. Indeed, we have

<A° SYWE, WEY < 2(nfUs, V&) + C |WE|)? + Cetmtt, (4.12)

e~ e’

Step3: Summing (AI0) and [EI2) , following a similar procedure as the L*-estimate in
the previous section, we obtain (4.4]). O

4.1.2. Higher order estimates. Let a € N? with 1 < |a] < s. Applying 92 to ([{2), we
get

d
DOIWE + Y Al (nS, ug) 0, 00Ws = =05 (H),. — Hy .+ Ry) + Jo., v=e i, (413)

v,e)
j=1

where
d

Joo = (AL (n5, u) 0p,00W; — 05 (AL (n, u5) 0, W) .

Jj=1

Lemma 4.2. For allt € [O, Tlé} and sufficiently small € > 0, we have

% (Z (A (n)OSWE, OCWE) + ||va;;c1>6||2>

< C Z{ [WEI% + IV, + Ce*mt2, (4.14)

Proof. Stepl:Taking the inner product of the equations for ions in (£I3) with 2A4? (nf) 0¢We
in L2(RY) yields the following energy equality for 9W§
< AO aaws aaws>
<del- s, uf)0SWs, 00Ws) — 2(AY (nf) O0WE, 00 H} . + 0 RS)
+2( A} (nf) OSWs, 00 HY ) + 2 (A (n) 05 W7, JPL), (4.15)
where divA; is defined in (4.6]). We will treat the right hand side of the above term by term
as follows. First, similarly to (4.9), it is easy to get

[(divA;(nS, ud)deWE, 92WE)| < C |[We ||

) Y |||oz\

(4.16)

For the terms without H7, and J? on the right hand side of (IZ), a straightforward

calculation yields

—2(A}(n§)0oW;, 00 H, . + 02 R;)
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= —2(hj(nf) (82 (Nidivulls) + OXRE™), 8 NE ) — 2(h(n) (82 NE V™), 92 UE)

—2<h’ ) (02 (Us V) — 02U;Vnl), 05 N5 )
<n58°‘[( V)ull + Re"| 05UF) — 2 (nf05 (1 (nf) — R(nl2)) Vi, 05U

—2<ni[3§(h2() hi(ni72))Vnit) = 07 (hi(nf) — hi(ni,)) VniL], ORUF),

» YT 3

to which applying the Moser-type inequalities yields

—2<h/ (8“(N€dlvu )+8§Ri’¢m)>8§N5> < (||W€|||a\+||R )
—2(hi(n$)(OSNEVRL), 05U5 ) < CHWfH\ap
—2 (hi(n5) (03 (U Vn) — 00U Vnfh), 05N )y < CIIW|[Ry,
—E—<n§8§;[(U§-V)u;’1+R;ﬁ;’”],8§U5> < C<||Wf|||2a\+ | Ry, |||a\)
—2(nf0% (Ky(ng) — hy(nj)) VL, 00U ) < CIWEl%y,

and further by the Taylor’s formula,

=2 (nf (07 ((hi(nf) — hi(ni)) Vnie) — 0 (hi(nf) — hi(ni)) Vi), O2U7 ) < C|IWE

» Y T ||\a|

These estimates imply

—2( A%(nf)OeWE, OCH} . + O°RE) < C (IIVVf||2a| + R

L) @

For the term containing J{. on the right hand side of (AI3]), we have for 1 < j < d and
Uf = (Usy, - Uia),

2

IIR

(AY(ng)0oWs 9%(Al (ng ug) 0y, Wi) — Al(ng u5)08 (0, W5))

19 Yx 19 Y Rt )

= (B(ng) (92 (uS 0, N7) — S 000, NE) , 05 NE)

©,j X

Tj~q ,jox YT )y Y e

+§2<n§ (09 (u5 ;0,,U5) — us ;050,,U5) , 05U )
+ (15 (07 (W(n)0s, N7) — hi(n)0; 0, N7 ) 07U )

+ (Bi(ng) (02 (n50,,UE,) — nfdtd,, Us,) , 0Ng)

Tj 71,9 i~ 1,
< ClIWll + € (INF a2 + 1T lag) + C (NGl + 105 -0 »

which implies

[(AY (ng) OS5, JR)| < C|W5 (4.18)

H|a\ :

For the term containing Hga in the right hand side of (4.15), a direct calculation gives

Z:B’L’

9 <AO 8aW€ 8QH2 > - _ saaUe vaaqf) (419)
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Therefore, using (£.15)-(419) yield
<A° DOSWE, 09WE) < —=2(nf0gUs, Vg @) + CIWi |7, + Ce™*2, (4.20)

Step2: Taking the inner product of the equations for electrons in (LI3) with 242 (n) 02We
in L?(RY) yields the following energy equality for W

<A° D)W, 00WE) = — 2( A (nl) O0WE, O H, ) + 2( A (n2) 00 W, 09 H?,
— 2(A2 (n%) oW, 02 RZ) + 2( A2 (n2) OSWE, J2L)
+ (divA; (ng, ug) O5WE, 9eWE),

where divA, is defined in (AI1]). The estimates are all the same as we did for the equations
for ions in the zero-electron mass limit, since both of them do not contain the parameters
and are only different in notations. We omit the proof. Indeed, we have

<A0 ) OSWE, 0°WE) < 2(nfdeUs, VOrd®) + C |We ||

”|a\

+ Cetmt, (4.21)

Step3: Summing (4.20) and (4.21]) , following the same procedure as we did for the higher

order estimates in the previous section, we obtain (ZI4]). O

4.2. Proof of Theorem Summing up (@I4) for || < s and combining (4.4]), we have

2| 20 D (mparwranws) + Vel

|a|<sv=e,i

< O IWSIE + VO3 + Cetm P,

v=e,l

Since A%(n?) is positive definite, > lal<s (A% (n)0oWE, 00WE) is equivalent to ||WE||2. By

v)Tx

applying the Gronwall inequality, we have
IWE@®)|2 < ™2, vie [0, TV,

The rest of the proof is also based on the continuous method, which is similar as what we

did in the section of the zero-electron mass limit, we omit it here.
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