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Abstract

We consider linear stability of steady states of 1% and 3D Vlasov-
Maxwell systems for collisionless plasmas. The linearized systems can
be written as separable Hamiltonian systems with constraints. By
using a general theory for separable Hamiltonian systems, we recover
the sharp linear stability criteria obtained previously by different ap-
proaches. Moreover, we obtain the exponential trichotomy estimates
for the linearized Vlasov-Maxwell systems in both relativistic and non-
relativistic cases.

1 Introduction

Consider a plasma at high temperature, of low density such that collisions
can be ignored compared with the electromagnetic forces. Such a collisionless
plasma is modeled by the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system. In applications,
the classical Vlasov-Maxwell system is also considered when the effect of
special relativity is negligible. One of the central problems in the theory
of plasmas is to understand plasma stability and instability. The stability
problem of Vlasov plasmas is complicated partly because of the instability
is usually due to the collective behavior of all the particles. This makes the
instability problem highly nonlocal and difficult to study analytically. It is
also challenging numerically since the distribution is defined in the phase
space with a dimension doubling the space dimension. In a series of works


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12441v1

([10] [12] [L1]), a sharp stability criterion was obtained for certain equilibria
of I%D Vlasov-Maxwell system and 3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system
with cylindrical symmetry. More specifically, when the steady distribution
function has a monotonic dependence on the particle energy, the number of
unstable modes of linearized RVM systems is shown to be equal to n™ (£°),
the number of negative eigenvalues of a self-adjoint operator £° (see (3.21)
and (4.19)) acting on functions depending only on space variables. In these
works, the existence of unstable eigenfunctions was shown by introducing a
family of non-local self-adjoint operators A* for electromagnetic potentials,
where the positive parameter A\ is the possible unstable eigenvalue. Then an
instability criteria was obtained by using a continuity argument to exploit
the gap of numbers of negative eigenvalues of A when A — oo and A\ — 0+.
The proof was particularly involved for the 3D Vlasov-Maxwell systems ([12])
since the self-adjoint formulation of A* relied on a careful choice of the gauge
condition of the electromagnetic potentials. Moreover, the operator .A* in 3D
has an infinite number of negative eigenvalues and a truncation of A* has to
be introduced in order to use the continuity argument. The linear stability
criterion £° > 0 was proved by studying the invariant functionals of the
linearized Vlasov-Maxwell systems.

In this paper, we study the linearized Vlasov-Maxwell systems by using a
framework of separable Hamiltonian systems, which was recently developed
in [9] when studying the stability of nonrotating stars. Consider a linear
Hamiltonian PDEs of the separable form

() (5 (D) () o

where u € X, v € Y and X,Y are real Hilbert spaces. The triple (L, A, B)
is assumed to satisfy assumptions (G1)-(G3) in Section 2, which roughly
speaking require that B : Y* D D(B) — X is a densely defined closed op-
erator, L : X — X™ is bounded and self-dual with finitely many nonpositive
modes, and A : Y — Y™ is bounded, self-dual and positive. Then the num-

ber of unstable modes of (1.1) is shown to be equal to n~ <L|ﬁ>, which

is the number of negative directions of the quadratic form (L-,-) restricted
to the subspace R (B) C X. Moreover, exponential trichotomy estimates
are obtained for the solution group e*’r. See Theorem 2.1 for the detailed
statements. By using a parity splitting of the distribution function, we are
able to rewrite the linearized I%D and 3D Vlasov-Maxwell systems in the
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separable Hamiltonian forms (1.1) with the constraint of the Poisson equa-
tion for the electric fields ((3.10) for 11D and (4.3) for 3D). The assumption

(G1-3) can be verified in an energy space X and the number n~ (L|W>

is shown to be exactly equal to n~ (£%). Then by Theorem 2.1, we recover
the stability criterion obtained in [10] and [12]. Moreover, we also obtain the
exponential trichotomy estimates for the linearized Vlasov-Maxwell systems.
These estimates will be useful for proving nonlinear instability or construct-
ing invariant (stable, unstable and center) manifolds near an unstable steady
state. The exponential trichotomy for the linearized relativistic 1%D Vlasov-
Maxwell system can be shown ([12] [5]) by using the compact perturbation
(A-smoothing) theory of semigroups, where the separation of characteristics
of the relativistic Vlasov equation and Maxwell system played a crucial role
in the proof. Such a separation is possible since the particle velocity in the
relativistic case is always less than the speed of light which is the propaga-
tion speed of the Maxwell systems. However, for the nonrelativistic Vlasov-
Maxwell system such a separation of characteristics is no longer true since
the particle might travel faster than the speed of light, and as a consequence
the same arguments fail. By using the separable Hamiltonian structures, the
exponential trichotomy is obtained for both relativistic and nonrelativistic
Vlasov-Maxwell system. Moreover, we get more precise growth estimates
(i.e. at most quadratic growth) on the center space. In particular, there is
Liapunov stability on the center space when £° has no kernel.

We make some comments to compare the Hamiltonian approach and
the previous approach. In [10] [12], the instability and stability criteria
were obtained in very different ways. In the Hamiltonian approach, both
stability and instability information are obtained from the computation of

n- <L|W)‘ Another difference lies in the treatment of the Poisson con-

straint. In the Hamiltonian approach, the Poisson constraint is only im-
posed on the initial data and it does not appear in the Hamiltonian formu-
lation (1.1). Moreover, since the constraint is automatically satisfied on the
eigenspaces of nonzero eigenvalues, it does not affect the counting of unstable
modes. Thus, we can leave out the Poisson constraint until stating the expo-
nential trichotomy estimates for data satisfying this constraint. We refer to
Remark 3.1 for more details. In [10] [12], the Poisson equation is needed to
formulate a family of self-adjoint operators A* on electromagnetic potentials
for the eigenvalue problem. But it requires some careful choice of the gauge
condition to make the Poisson equation to be compatible with the current



equation ((3.7) in 14D and (4.1) in 3D). The approach of ([10] [12]) had
been extended to Vlasov-Maxwell systems in a bounded domain ([13] [14]
[15]). It might still be possible to use the Hamiltonian formulation for mod-
els with boundary conditions. The current Hamiltonian approach requires
the monotone dependence of steady distribution function on the particle en-
ergy. On the other hand, the approach of ([10] [12]) can be used to obtain
sufficient instability conditions for non-monotonic steady distribution func-
tion. See [7] [0] for the Vlasov-Poisson models, and [12, Section 9] [4] [1] [2]
for the Vlasov-Maxwell models. It would be very interesting to explore the
Hamiltonian formulations for the non-monotonic cases.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the results of
separable Hamiltonian systems to be used in later sections. In Sections 3,
we study the 1%D Vlasov-Maxwell system. In Sections 4, we study the 3D
relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system with cylindrical symmetry.

2 Separable Linear Hamiltonian PDEs

We briefly describe the results in [9] about general separable Hamiltonian
PDEs (1.1). The triple (L, A, B) is assumed to satisfy assumptions:

(G1) The operator B : Y* D D(B) — X and its dual operator B’ : X* D
D(B') — Y are densely defined and closed (and thus B” = B).

(G2) The operator A : Y — Y* is bounded and self-dual (i.e. A" = A and
thus (Au,v) is a bounded symmetric bilinear form on Y'). Moreover,
there exist ¢ > 0 such that

(Au,u) > §||ull}, Yu €Y.

(G3) The operator L : X — X* is bounded and self-dual (i.e. L' = L etc.)
and there exists a decomposition of X into the direct sum of three
closed subspaces

X=X_@ker L& Xy, dimker L < oo, n (L) 2 dimX_ < oo (2.1)
satisfying

(G3.a) (Lu,u) <0 for all u e X_\{0};



(G3.b) there exists § > 0 such that
(Lu,u) > 6 ||ul|* , for any u € X,.

We note that the assumptions dimker . < oo and A > 0 can be relaxed
(see [9]). But these simplified assumptions are enough for the applications
to Vlasov-Maxwell systems studied in this paper.

Theorem 2.1 [I/Assume (G1-3) for (1.1). The operator JL generates a
C° group eY of bounded linear operators on X = X x Y and there exists a
decomposition

X =E"®E @ E",

of closed subspaces E"*¢ with the following properties:

i) B¢, E*, E* are invariant under e”b.

i1) E" (E®) only consists of eigenvectors corresponding to negative (posi-
tive) eigenvalues of JL and

dim E* = dim E* = n~ (L|m> , (2.2)

where n”~ (L‘W> denotes the number of negative modes of (L-,-) |zzy- If
n- (L‘W) > 0, then there exists M > 0 such that

‘etJL|ES

< Me ™™ t>0; || pu] < MM, t <0, (2.3)

where A\, = min{\ | A € o(JL|g.)} > 0.
iii) The quadratic form (L-,-) vanishes on E**, i.e. (Lu,u) =0 for all
u e E"* but is non-degenerate on E* & E°, and

E¢={ueX|(Luv)=0, VveE @E"}. (2.4)
There exists M > 0 such that

|| ge| < M(14t%), for allt € R. (2.5)

iv) Suppose (L-,-) is non-degenerate on R(B), then |e¥|g.| < M for
some M > 0. Namely, there is Lyapunov stability on the center space E°.



Remark 2.1 Above theorem shows that the solutions of (1.1) are spectrally
stable (i.e. monexistence of exponentially growing solution) if and only if

L|@ > 0. Moreover, n~ <L|W> gives the number of unstable modes when

Llgsy has a negative direction. The exponential trichotomy estimates (2.5)-
(2.5) are important in the study of nonlinear dynamics near an unstable
steady state, such as the proof of nonlinear instability or the construction
of invariant (stable, unstable and center) manifolds. If the spaces E™* have
higher reqularity, then the exponential trichotomy can be lifted to more reqular
spaces. We refer to Theorem 2.2 in [S] for more precise statements.

3 1.5 D Vlasov-Maxwell systems

In this section, we consider the stability of a class of equilibria of 1%D Vlasov-
Maxwell systems by using the framework of separable Hamiltonian systems.
We largely follow the notations in ([10]). Here, we consider the classical
(i.e. nonrelativistic) Vlasov-Maxwell system, while in ([10]) the relativistic
Vlasov-Maxwell system was studied. The stability criteria obtained in both
cases are very similar.

The 1%D Vlasov Maxwell system for electrons with a constant ion back-
ground ny is

Orf +v10,f — (Ey +v2B) 0y, [ — (Ey —01B) Oy f =0
O b = —J = /Ulf dv, OB = —0,E>

OB + 0,8 = —jp — / vaf dv

with the constraint

8xE1 =Ny — /f dv.

We consider steady solutions of above system that are periodic in the variable
x with a given period P. Consider the P—periodic equilibrium f° = u(e, p),
E) = —0,¢°, E = 0,B° = 0,¢4° where the electromagnetic potentials
(¢°,4°) satisfy the ODE system

a§¢0 =Ny — /M(e,p)d'l}, a§¢0 = /UQ/.L(E,]))CZ'U
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with the electron energy and the “angular momentum” defined by

1
€= B) |U‘2 - ¢0(5L’)7 p=1v3— ¢0($)- (3.2)
We assume
1 _ ou
M207 M€C> ,Ue:§<0 (33)

and, in order for [ (|ue| + |pp|) dv to be finite,
(Jpe] + 1)) (e,0) < (1 + |e])"% for some a > 2. (3.4)
The linearized Vlasov equation is
(0 + D) f = pev1 By — ppyv1 B+ (peve + 1) Ea, (3.5)
where D is the transport operator associated with the steady fields, that is,

D =019, — (E{ + v2B°) 8,, + v1B%9,, (3.6)
- Ulax + ax¢0 avl + ax,lvbo ('Ulavg - U2av1)-

The linearized Maxwell equations become

8tE1 == /’Ulde, (37)
8,5E2 + 8xB == /Ugfd’(], (38)
0B+ 0,Fy = 0. (3.9)
with the constraint
0. FE, = —/fdv. (3.10)

We consider the initial data satisfying the constraint [ B (0,z) dx = 0. Then
by (3.9), [ B(t,x) dz =0forallt € R. Let ¢ (¢, x) be the magnetic potential
function satisfying

P t P
e = B, /0 () de = —/0 /0 By (s,a)dedt.  (3.11)



Then by (3.9), ¥y = —FE,. Below, we write the linearized equations (3.5) and
(3.7)-(3.9) as a separable Hamiltonian system (1.1). We split f into its even
and odd parts in the variable v;:

f = feo+ foa Where fo,(z,v1,v2) = {f(z,v1,02) + f(z, —v1,02)}.

and define g, = fe, + 1p90. The operator D takes even functions into odd
ones, and vice versa. So from (3.5), we have

O1foa = —Dfer + (Ey +13B)0,, f* — v1 B0, f° (3.12)
= _Dfev + ,Uelel - ,Upvlax,@b - _Dgev + ,Uelela
and
atfev + Dfod = E2av2 fo = ,ueU2E2 - ,upatwu

which yields
atgev = _D.fod + ,UE'U2E2- (313)

The Maxwell equations (3.7)-(3.9) become

8tE1 = /’Ulfodd’l}, (314)
O\Ey = 0, / )+ / Vol (3.15)
o) = —Es. (3.16)
Define
Xod: {fEL% | f(!lﬁ', _Ul>v2) :_f(I’01’02) }
and

Xew = {f € Ly | f(z,—v1,09) = f(z,01,02) }

[1el

Let L%, H}, be the z—periodic functions in L? and H', and define X =
Xep X L% x Hp. Define the operators L : X — X* by

Jev _“_16 0 0 Gev
Ll e = o 1 o B, (3.17)
(8 0 0 Lo (G



where Ly = —% — [ ppvadv. Let Y = X,y x L} and define the operator

AY =YY" by
-1
— He
A (0 I)’ (3.18)

Note that A:Y — Y™ is an isometry. Define B : Y* D D(B) — X by

peD HeV2
B=| —[pevi-dv 0 (3.19)
0 —I

and the corresponding dual operator B’ : X* D D(B') — Y is

B _ —peD  —pevy 0
[ prevs - dv 0 -1 )

Let

Gev
u= | F; € X, Uz(%d)EY.
" 2

Then the linearized 13D Vlasov-Maxwell system (3.12)-(3.16) can be written
as a separable Hamiltonian form (1.1) with (L, A, B) defined in (3.17)-(3.19).
Now we check that the triple (L, A, B) satisfies assumptions (G1-3) in Sec-
tion 2. Assumptions (G1-2) are obvious. To verify (G3), we note that for

any (gev7E17¢) € X7

Gev Jev
Ll Ey |,| Ex (3.20)

(G (G
1
://m|gev|2dvd:c—|—/|E1\2dx+/|1p’|2dx—//,upv2\1p|2d:cdv.
Then assumption (G3) follows since the operator Ly = —% — [ ppvadv has

finite-dimensional negative and zero eigenspaces. To apply Theorem 2.1 to
study the solutions of (3.12)-(3.16), we need to compute n~ <L|W)‘ First,

we introduce some notations as in ([10]). Define the following operators,
A9, AY, L0 act from H? to L2 and BY, (B%)" act from L2 to L2

Ah = —0°h — (/,uedv) h + /,ue Ph dv,
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ASh = —02h ( v2updv) /uevgp(vgh)

( updv) st P(vsh) dv
- [ n =Py (wahy v

(B")" h < / updv) h+ / vapte P (h) dv

LY = (B (AN B’ + A3, (3.21)

where P is the projection operator of L‘ 1| ONto ker D. Then we have

and

Lemma 3.1
— o —_ 0 . _ . 0
<L|7R(B)> =n" (£°), dimker L|gpy = dimker £,

Proof. First, for any 0 # u = (gey, F1,%) € X with (Lu,u) <0, it is easy
to see from (3.20) that ¢ # 0. For any u = (gey, F1,9) € R(B) = R(BA),
let w = BAv where v = (foq, E2) € Y. Then

Jev = _D.fod + ,ueU2E2a El = /Ulfoddv7 w ==
Thus

1
(Lu,u) = // ﬁ |Dfod — ,U/eUQEQEd’UdLU—'— / \8mE2|2 dx
/‘/vlfoddv dx—// up1)2|E2| dvdz

- W fod> E2)
It was shown in ([10, P. 751-752]) that W (f,q, E2) > (L°Es, Ey). Therefore,
(Lu,u) > (L%, 1)) for any u € R(B), and also for any u € R(B) by the

density argument. Thus, n=Y <L|ﬁ> < n=0 (L%, where n=° (L|W> and

n=Y (L") denote the maximal dimensions of subspaces where the quadratic
forms (L-, -) |5y and (£°.,-) are nonpositive.
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Next we show that n=° (L‘W) > n=0 (L"), which then implies that
n=’ <L|@) =n=0(L"). For any ¢ € Hp, define

¢0 = — (A B, [V = — ped? + pP (o + Y. (3.22)
Then by the definition of ¢¥
d2
500 @) = [ foav
Let p
EY = 70" (@), gl = ="+ . (3.23)

We show that u¥ = (g;/’v, Ef’, @D) € R(B). Indeed, since g¥, € X,, and

9bw + pevat = pie (I = P) (v + ¢%) € R(D),
there exists a sequence {h,} € X,q N Dom (D) such that

|—-Dhl, — (92, + pevar)) HL2 o 0, when n — oo.

[rel

We can choose A, such that

//vlhg‘ddxdv = 0. (3.24)

To show this, we claim that there exists an odd (in v;) function y € ker D
such that [ [wvixdzdv # 0. Therefore, we can adjust h”; by cx to ensure
(3.24). Indeed, a function y € ker D if and only if it takes constant values on
each particle trajectory (X (¢), Vi (t), Vi (t)) in the steady electromagnetic
fields
(E?7 Egv BO) = (_8:v¢07 07 8w¢0) )
that is,
X({#)=W, Vi=—(E)(X)+ B’ (X)), Va=ViB"(X).

In particular, y can take opposite constants on two untrapped particle tra-
jectories with the same particle energy e and momentum p (defined in 3.2))
satisfying

e > max [(p + ¢0)2 —¢° (SL’)]

11



but with different sign of v;. By choosing x € ker D to be zero on the trapped
region, take nonnegative values on the untrapped trajectory with positive vy
and opposite values on the other untrapped trajectory with negative vy, we
can ensure that [ [ pev1x dedv < 0. We note that this also implies that

vy ¢ R(D) = (ker D)".

Let
B = [ . = ~Diy =
then
= (g2, BV, ) = BA( s ) cR(B).
Moreover, the property (3.24) implies that E = £¢" where
e, . d .
@ == / (gev + ,uev2¢) dv = % /'Ulhoddl).
Since

d2
00 = [ roao = [ (gt = m) do =~ [ (g8 + o) o

and Hggv — gg;HL2 — 0, thus HE{L - EfbH , — 0 when n — oc. This shows
1 L
[rel
that ||u¥ —u"|, = 0 and u¥ € R(B). As shown in the proof of Lemma 2.8
in [10], we have
(L°Fy, Bs) = L (u¥,u¥) .
Thus n=Y (L£%) < n=0 <L|W> which implies n=° (£%) = n=0 <L|W>‘ To

show that n~ (L|W> =n"~ (L), it remains to show that
dim ker L| 75y = dim ker L. (3.25)

We note that u € ker L|ggy is equivalent to u = (geo, £1,4) € R(B) N
ker (B'L). So
Dgev - ,ue'UlEl =0 (326)

and
Loy + /vggevdv =0. (3.27)
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Since u € R (B), we have

P (gev + ,uev2w) - 0, (328)
iE——/( + pevat)) d (3.29)
dz 1= Jev T HeU2 v. .
Let ¢ be such that
¢:c:c = - / (gev + ,Uev2¢) dv. (330)

Then By = ¢, +k where k = & [\ Eydz. By (3.26), we have D (ge, — f1c6) =

kpev; which implies that k& = 0 since p.vq € R (D). Thus D (gey — pte®) = 0,
that is, (I — P) (gev — pe®) = 0. Combining with (3.28), we get

Jev = He® — peP (029)) — pePo. (3.31)
Plugging above into (3.30), we get A% = B%) and ¢ = (A%~ B%). Then
by combining with (3.27) and (3.31), it yields £%) = 0. On the other hand,
if £0% =0, define EY and ¢?, as in (3.22) and (3.23). Then (g;/’v, E}p,@b) €
R (B). By reversing the above computation, it can be checked that (3.26)
and (3.27) are satisfied. This shows that <ng, EY, w> € ker (L|W> . Thus

ker <L|W> and ker £° have the same dimension. This finishes the proof of

the lemma.

Remark 3.1 We make some comments on the constraint (3.10) which be-
comes

0, By = — / (gev - MW)- (332)
This constraint is preserved by the system (3.12)-(3.16) in the sense that

) (@El + / (ev — upw)) = 0.

In particular, this implies that for any nonzero eigenvalue \ of (3.12)-(3.16),
the constraint (3.32) is satisfied on the corresponding eigenspace. Therefore,
the same dimension formula (2.2) is true under the constraint (3.52). The
exponential trichotomy estimates (2.3)-(2.5) remain the same by restricting
to initial data satisfying the constraint (3.32). The same remark applies to
the constraint fOP B(z,t)dz = 0.
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We can apply Theorem 2.1 to the linearized system (3.12)-(3.16) with
initial data satisfying the constraints fOPB (x,0)dx = 0 and (3.32). To be
more convenient for potential applications to nonlinear problems, we state
the results without the even and odd splitting of f. Let ¢ (z,t) be the
magnetic potential defined in (3.11) and define g = f + p1,%. Then g satisfies
the equation

g = —Dg+ pevi By + pevo B (3.33)

by (3.12) and (3.13). The Maxwell system becomes

&gEl = /Ulg dU,

O Ey = =030 — /MpUﬂﬁ + /UQ.gdva
atdj = _E27

with the constraint

0.5 =~ [ (9= mw). (3.34)

Theorem 3.1 Consider the above equivalent linearized Viasov-Mazwell sys-
tems for (g, Eq, Ea, 1) in the space

Z=1% x1L%xL%xHp,
[rel

with initial data satisfying the constraint (3.54). Then

i) The solution mapping is strongly continuous in the space Z and there
exists a decomposition

Z=F'®FE®E°

of closed subspaces E“*° with the following properties:

i) B¢, E", E* are invariant under the linearized system.

ii) E* (E®) only consists of eigenvectors corresponding to negative (posi-
tive) eigenvalues of the linearized system and

dim B = dim B° = n~ (L°),

where L is defined in (5.21). In particular, £° > 0 implies spectral stability.

iii) The exponential trichotomy is true in the space Z in the sense of
(2.3)-(2.5). Moreover, if ker L = {0}, then Liapunov stability is true under
the norm ||||,, on the center space E°.
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2
By assuming [ %dv < 00, above Theorem implies the exponential tri-

chotomy for the linearized VM system (3.5), (3.7)-(3.9) for (f, 1, E2, B) in
the norm
1Az, + 1Bz + Bl e + 1Bl 2 -

[Hel

4 3D Vlasov-Maxwell systems

The case of 3D Vlasov-Maxwell is rather similar to the 1.5D case. So we will
be more sketchy and only give details when there are significant differences.

Asin [10] and [12], we consider the 3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system
(RVM) for a non-neutral electron plasma with external fields

Of +0-Vof — (E+E™ +6x (B+B%))-V,f=0

8tE—V><B:/@fdv:—j (4.1)
OB+VXxE=0, V-B=0 (4.2)
V-E:—/fdvzp, (4.3)

where z € R? v € R3. Denote (r, 8, z) to be the cylindrical coordinates. The
equilibrium distribution function with cylindrical symmetry is assumed to
have the form f° = y (e, p), where

e — /1 + |U|2 _¢0 (’f’, Z) o ¢e:ct (T,Z),

p=r (UO - Ag (Tv Z) - Azmt (Tv Z)) )
are particle energy and momentum, and (¢° (r, 2) , AJ (r, 2)) and (¢°** (r, 2) , A5* (r, 2))
are self-generated and external electromagnetic potentials. The steady elec-
tromagnetic fields are given by
1
E’ = ~9,0°¢, — 0.0°¢,, B’ = —0,4%¢, + =0, (rA})e..
T
The steady potentials (AY, ¢°) satisfy the elliptic system
1
AP’ = 0,.¢° + 0,,¢° + =0,¢° = / pdv, (4.4)
r
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1 1 1
(A — ﬁ) Aj = 02 A + 00y Ay + —0, A — 5 A = / Depdv. (4.5)

By choosing ¢°**, Ag™* and p properly, steady solutions satisfying (4.4)-(4.5)
were constructed in [10] with a compact support S for f° in the (z,v) space
and f° E°, BY to be differentiable in the whole space. We assume that p, < 0
on the support {y > 0}. The linearized VM systems are

Of+Df —(E+9xB)-V,f'=0, (4.6)
coupled with the Maxwell systems (4.1)-(4.3). Here,
D=10-V,— (E°+E“ +0x (B"+B“)) -V,

is the transport operator with the steady electromagnetic fields. We consider
axi-symmetric perturbations and decompose such f as f = f,q + fe, Where
fod (fev) is odd (even) in (v,,v,). Then the linearized Vlasov equation (4.6)
can be written as (see [10])

8tfod + D.fev = He (@TET + '[}ZEZ) — HpT (@T’Bz - f)ZBT) 5 (47)

and
8tfev + Dfod - ,Ue'lA}gEg + MPTEG- (48)

Introduce the magnetic potential function Ay such that B, = —0,Ay, B, =
10, (rAg) and
0:Ag = —Fjp. (4.9)

Define gey = fen + 71, Ag and note that r (0, B, — 0.B,) = D (rAy), then we
can get from (4.7)-(4.8)

at.focl - _Dgev + He (,Z}T’ET’ + f)ZEIZ) (410)

8tgev = _D.fod + ME@GEQ' (411)
The Maxwell system (4.1)-(4.3) is reduced to

OFE, = —0,Bg + /@rfod dv, oE, = 187» (T’B@) + /’fizfod dU, (4.12)
T

0,By = —0.E, + 0,5, (4.13)
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0:Ey = 0.,B, — 0,B, + /f)gfevd’l} = LoAg + /'f}ggevd'l}, (414)

1 1
LO = _azz - 87“7“ - _87" + R /®9Mpdv T,
r r
with the constraint
1
V-E=-0,(rE,)+0.E, = — /gevdv + /r,updv Ag. (4.15)
r

Define
XOd = {f € LL (R3 X Rs) ‘ f(T,Z, —Ur, Vg, _UZ) = —f(T,Z,UT,’Ug,’UZ) }

[1el

and

X, = {f € Li (R3 X R3) | f(r, 2, =y, 09, —v.) = f(7,2,0,,00,02) } :

[rel

Let V! to be the space of cylindrically symmetric functions h (r, z) such that

Il = ( / (\18 ()

and L? be the space of cylindrically symmetric functions in L? (R3). Let
X =X x (L) x V' and Y = X, x (L?)°. Define the isometry operator
A:Y - Y* by

2

08 ) ) = 9 () <

0
A= 0 I (4.16)
and L : X — X* by

L= . (4.17)

Define B:Y* D D(B) - X by

:ueD ,U/eﬁe 0
—[op-dv 0 -0,
—[v.-dv 0 20, (r)

0 -1 0

B= (4.18)
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and the dual operator B’ : X* D D(B') = Y is

_,UED _,Ueﬁr _Me@z 0
B = fueﬁg - dv 0 0 —1I
0 0. -0, 0

Let w = (gew, By, E., Ag) € X and v = (f,q, Ep, Bg) € Y, then the linearized
3D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system (4.9)-(4.14) can be written as a sep-
arable Hamiltonian form (1.1) with (L, A, B) defined in (4.16)-(4.18). We
check that the triple (L, A, B) satisfies assumptions (G1-3) in Section 2. We
note that for any u = (gey, Er, E., Ag) € X,

1
(L) = / / Tl duds + / B, de + / B de + (LoAg, As)

2
)d:v—//r@gup|Ag|2d:de.

Note that since f° = p (e, p) has compact support in z, v, we have

where

(LoAg, Ag) = / <|(3>er|2 + '%ar (rAyg)

\ [ ooy Aol dodo| < 140l S IV (o) [, = WAal

Moreover, by Lemma 3.1 of [10] and its proof, oess (Lg) = [0, 00) and Ly is a
relative compact perturbation of

1
(_A) = _azz - 87‘7‘ - %87‘ + —

mag = r2 :
Thus there exists a finite co-dimensional subspace V' C V! such that
(LoAg, Ag) > co||Aglltn, ¥V Ag €V,

for some constant ¢y > 0. This proves assumption (G3) and assumptions
(G1)-(G2) are obvious.

Now we compute n~ <L|W)‘ As in [10], we define the following opera-

tors acting on the cylindrically symmetric functions h = h (r, z) € L*(R?) by
1
Ah = —0,.h — 0, h — ;&,h — /,uedvh + /ueP (h) dv,
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ASh = —0,.h — 0,,h — %&,h + %h — /@g,updv rh — /ﬁgueP (0gh) dv,

B°h = /ueP (0gh) dv — /ﬁguedv h,

and )

L£0=(B")" (A))" B+ A, (4.19)
where P is the projection operator of L‘Zue‘ onto ker D. The properties of
these operators are studied in Lemma 3.1 of [10]. As in the 11D case, we
have

Lemma 4.1 For L, B defined in (/.17) and (4.18), we have
n” (Lliggy) =n (£°) , dimker Lz = dim ker £°

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.1. For any u = (gey, Er, E,, Ag) €
R(B) = R(BA), let u= BAv where v = (f,q, Fy, By) € Y. Then

Gev = _Dfod + Me@GEQa A0 - —Eg,
1

Er = —8239 + /r&rde d’U, Ez = —8r (TB@) + /r&szd dU,
T

and
(L)
1 1 2
://m\Dfod—ueﬁgEg|2d:cdv—/rﬁgup\Eg|2d:cdv+/ <‘;ar (rEy) +\8ZE9\2> dx
2 | 2
+/ <‘_82B9+/®7‘f0d dv| + ‘;& (ng)+/17szd dv )dm
= W(fod,EG,BQ) .
It was shown in [10] that W (foa, Eg, Bs) > (L°Ey, Ey). Thus (Lu,u) >
(L0Ag, Ag) for any u = (gey, Er, E., Ag) € R (B), which yields n=° (L‘W> <

n=0 (L") as in the 11D case.

Next, we show n=° <L|W> > n=0(L£%). For any 4y € V!, we define
o = — (A)) B Ay, FA = rppAp — p1ed™ + P (9 Ag + ¢7).
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By the definition of ¢4, we have A¢p4e = i fA9dv. Define

B — 0,6%, EY — 0.0%, g% — —f4 4 Ay, (4.20)

ev

Then u = (g2, Ei*, B2, Ag) € R(B). We skip the proof since it is similar
to the I%D case. We only point out that the following observation is used.
Let h € Dom (D)N L*, ,if A¢ = [ Dhdv and (E,,0, E,) = V¢, then there

[nel

exists By € L? such that
1
E:—@&+/wmu@:—@mm+/@mm
r

which is due to

r

It is easy to check that (LA, Ag) = L (u?,u??). This shows that n=° (L|W> >

n=Y (L") and consequently n=" <L|W> =n=0(L£9).
It remains to prove dim ker L|W = dimker L°. If u = (ge, E,, E., Ag) €

ker L|zrgy, then u € R(B) Nker (B'L). Thus

Dgey, — 0. B, — 0. E, = 0, (4.21)
LoAg + /@ggevd’l} =0, (4.22)
0.5, — 0,E, = 0. (4.23)

By (4.23), there exists a potential function ¢ (r, z) such that E, = 9,¢ and
E, = 0,¢. Since u € R (B), it follows that

A¢ =V- (Er’a O, EZ) - - / (gev + ,LLEI/)OAG) dv (424)

By (4.21), D (gey — pe®) = 0 which implies (I — P) (ger — fe) = 0. Since

u € R(B), P(gey + ptet9Ag) = 0. Thus
Gev = 11e@ — 1P (D9 Ap) + e Po- (4.25)
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Combining (4.22), (4.24) and (4.25), we get £°45 = 0. On the other hand,

if L0Ag =0, we define u = (gi, B, Edo, Ag) € R(B) by (4.20). Then

v

reversing the above computation, we have u4¢ € ker <L|ﬁ>. This shows

that dimker L| 5 = dim ker £°. [l
Let g = f + ru,Ap, which satisfies

9= —Dg+ pe (0,E, + 0. E, + 0gEp) .

Then we can study the equivalent linearized Vlasov-Maxwell system for
(g9, Ag, By, B, B, E,), where (Ay, E,., E,, Ey, By) satisfy

813149 = —Eg, 8th = —8ZET + 8TEZ, 8tE9 = LoAg -+ /@gg dU

1
OE, = —0,By + /@rg dv, O,E, = =0, (rBy) + /@zg dv,
T

with the constraint
1
-0, (rE,) + 0.E, = —/gdv + /rupdv Ap. (4.26)
,

As in the 11D case (Remark 3.1), the constraint (4.26) is automatically
satisfied on the eigenspaces of nonzero eigenvalues.

Theorem 4.1 Consider the linearized relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system for
(g9, Ag, Bo, Ep, E,, E,), with azi-symmetric initial data in the space

Z=1% (R*xR% xV'x (L?(R%)"

[rel

satisfying the constraint (4.26). Then

i) The solution mapping is strongly continuous in the space Z and there
exists a decomposition

Z=FE"'@E®L"

of closed subspaces E*“*° with the following properties:

i) B¢, E*, E* are invariant under the linearized RVM system.

ii) E* (E®) only consists of eigenvectors corresponding to negative (posi-
tive) eigenvalues of the linearized system and

dim E* = dim E° = n~ (L°),
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where L0 is defined in (4.19). In particular, L° > 0 implies spectral stability.

i11) The exponential trichotomy is true in the space Z in the sense of
(2.3)-(2.5). Moreover, if ker L = {0}, then Liapunov stability is true under
the norm |||, on the center space E°.

By assuming f %dv < 00, above Theorem implies the exponential tri-
chotomy for the original linearized RVM system (3.5), (3.7)-(3.9) for (f, E,B) in
thenorm ||z -+l o+ |Bll 2, where E = (E,, Ey, E.), B = (B, By, B.).

[Hel
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