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HILBERT EXPANSION FOR COULOMB COLLISIONAL KINETIC MODELS

ZHIMENG OUYANG, LEI WU, AND QINGHUA XIAO

ABSTRACT. The relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell-Landau (r-VML) system and relativistic Landau equation (r-
LAN) are fundamental models describing the dynamics of an electron gas. In this paper, we develop a
new weighted energy method and justify the validity of the Hilbert expansion of the r-VML system and
r-LAN equation. As the Knudsen number shrinks to zero, we prove the relativistic Euler-Maxwell limit and
relativistic Euler limit, respectively. This resolves the long-time open problem of hydrodynamic limits of
Landau-type equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell-Landau System. The relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell-Landau (r-VML)
system is a fundamental and complete model describing the dynamics of a dilute collisional ionized plasma
appearing in nuclear fusion and the interior of stars, etc. Correspondingly, the relativistic Euler-Maxwell
system, the foundation of the two-fluid theory in plasma physics, describes the dynamics of two compressible
ion and electron fluids interacting with their own self-consistent electromagnetic field. It is also the origin
of many celebrated dispersive PDE such as NLS, KP, KdV, Zaharov, etc, as various scaling limits and
approximations.

Since the ion mass is far larger than the electron mass in a plasma, the dynamics of ions is negligible
for simplification sometimes. In this special case, the plasma can be approximately described by the one-
species r-VML system in the mesoscopic level and treated as a single fluid in the macroscopic level. It has
been an important open question if the general relativistic Euler-Maxwell system can be derived rigorously
from its kinetic counter-part, the r-VML system, as the Knudsen number goes to zero.

In this paper, we are able to answer this question in the affirmative. Consider the r-VML system for
Fe(t,z,p) € R:

1

OF*+cp- Vi F® —e(E°+px B°)-V,F* = EC [Fe, Fe], (1.1)
coupled with the Maxwell system for (Ee(t, x), BE(t, :E)) € R3 x R3:
O E® —cVy x B® = 47Te/ pFedp,

R3
O B° + ¢V, x EF =0,
V.- Ef = —47re(ﬁ — / Fedp),
R3

VB =0.

(1.2)

Here ¢ is the Knudsen number, F¢(¢,z,p) is the number density function for electrons at time ¢ > 0,

position z = (21,72, 23) € R? and momentum p = (p1, p2, p3) € R3. p° = /m2c2 + |p|? is the energy of an
electron and p = 1%' The constants —e and m are the electrons’ charge and rest mass, respectively. c is

the speed of light, 7 is the uniform number density of ions, and (EE (t,z), Be(t, :E)) are the electromagnetic
fields.
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Denote the four-momentums p* = (po, p) and ¢* = (qo,q). We use the Einstein convention that
repeated up-down indices be summed and we raise and lower indices using the Minkowski metric g, :=
diag(—1,1,1,1). The Lorentz inner product is then given by

3
Pau = —p""+ > pig;. (1.3)
i=1
The collision operator C on the R.H.S. of (1.1), which registers binary collisions between particles, takes
the following form:

Clg,h] =V, - {/RS ®(p,q) [Vpg(p)h(q) - g(p)th(q)]dQ} ) (1.4)
where the collision kernel ®(p, q) is a 3 X 3 non-negative matrix
A(p,
®(p,q) = Zfé’qé’)sm q) (1.5)

with

Njw

1 1
e (— (p“qu)—1> (p®qg+q®p).

It is well-known that ®(p, q) satisfies

23:@“(1)7 q) <q—é - p—é) Zgjq’“(p, q) (q—é - p—é) = 0. (1.6)

— ¢ p = ¢ p

The collision operator C satisfies the orthogonality property:

1
L3 2| clanw pan—o (17)
R3 0
p
which, combined with (1.1) and (1.2), yields the conservation laws

// “(t,z,p)dpdz = 0,

R3><]R3

— // pFe(t,z,p) dpdz + L (Ea(t x) x BE(t x)) dey =0

dt R3xR3 T 47 R3 ’ ’ )

d // p F=(t, z,p) dpdz + i/ (!Ef(t z)|? + |B(t a:)]z) dz b = 0.
dt R3xR3 T 47T R3 ’ ’

Corresponding to (1.1)—(1.2), at the hydrodynamic level, the electron gas obeys the relativistic Euler-
Maxwell system for (n(t,z),u(t,z), T(t,z)) € R x R* x R:

&
—~

uo) + V- (nu) =0,

O ((e + P)u%) + C%Vx : <(e + Plu® u) + VP — %en(uOE +ux B) =0, (1.8)

Ol Ol Ok

0, ((u®)? + Pluf?) + Cizvz (e + PY(0)u) - %en(u B) =0,
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coupled with the Maxwell system for (E(t,z), B(t,z)) € R® x R?:

OFE —cV, x B = 4776%,
c

OB +cV, x E =0,
o (1.9)

Ve -E= —47re<ﬁ— %),

V. B =0,

where n is the electrons’ number density, v = (u1,ug2,u3), u® = \/|ul> + c2, and T is the temperature.
In particular, e(¢,x) is the total energy (including the rest energy and internal energy) and P(t,x) is the
pressure given by

2
p.=mne ks o (1.10)
07 m
e Lat) - 2 ) (1)
¢i=—— 3 K3(y) — — K> ; :
Ka(7) Y
where p := nm is the mass density, v := mc?(kgT)™' is a dimensionless variable, kg is Boltzmann’s
constant, K;(vy) for j =0,1,2,... are the modified second-order Bessel functions:
(29)4! 1 /Oo SAN2  A2vi—1/2 ,
Ki(y) = ——+— e N2 =220, (5> 0). 1.12
10) = (02 =) (G20 (112)
The system (1.9) has been well-studied in the irrotational context. Denote Faraday’s tensor
0 —C_lEl —C_lEQ —C_lEg
~1
aij . C E1 0 —Bg B2
F = 1By By 0 B (1.13)
c'Ey  —B B, 0

P(z)

Let h be the specific enthalpy defined by h/(x) =
(1.9) is irrotational if

with A > 0. Then we say the solution to (1.8) and

eFji, = — 05 (hnuy) + Ok (hnu;) . (1.14)

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.2 of [47]). Assume that the initial datum (n(O, x),u(0,2),T(0,z), E(0,z), B(0, :17))
satisfies (1.14) and is sufficiently close to the equilibrium (ﬁ, O,T,0,0) for some constants 7 > 0 and T.
Then there ezists a unique global solution (n(t, x),u(t,x), T(t,z), E(t,z), B(t, a;)) to the one-fluid relativis-
tic Euler-Mazwell system (1.8) and (1.9) that satisfies (1.14) for any t > 0 and

tes[gp | H (n(t) —n,u(t), T(t) — T, E(t), B(t)) HHNO (1.15)

+ sup sup <(1 +t)Po HV@ (n(t) — n,u(t),T(t) — T, E(t), B(t)) HLOO) < &,
t€[0,00) [p|<N

where Ny € N is a sufficiently large constant, N > 3 is a constant, g = % and &g is a sufficiently small

positive constant.

In this article, we rigorously prove that solutions of the r-VML system (1.1)—(1.2) converge to solutions
of the relativistic Euler—-Maxwell system (1.8)-(1.9) globally in time, as the Knudsen number ¢ tends to
zero.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that <n0(t,:17),u(t,x),T0 (t,z), Ey(t,x), Bg(t,:n)) 1s the global solution constructed

in Theorem 1.1 and M(t,z,p) = WB%KM exp { z;’}’;} is the corresponding local Mazwellian. Then
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there ewists an €9 > 0 such that for any 0 < e < eg, k >3, and 0 < t < t with t = 5_1/3, the Hilbert
expansion (2.3) holds. Moreover, if F¢(0,z,p) > 0, and

Ff—M
(") @), 1= )@l + 18 =B O] 2 = 00 (1.16)
then Fe(t,z,p) > 0 and
. FfF—-—M
[ L I P (T S

1.2. Relativistic Landau Equation. When the effects of electromagnetic fields are negligible, the rela-
tivistic Landau (r-LAN) equation provides a much easier yet still accurate description of the dynamics of a
fast moving dilute plasma when the grazing collisions between particles are predominant in the collisions.

Let F* = F¢(t,x,p) be the number density function for particles at the phase-space position (z,p) =
(71,22, 23,p1,p2,p3) € R® x R3, at time t € R,. Then F¢ satisfies the r-LAN equation

1
OF* + cp- VoF* = ~CIF*, F7], (1.18)

where p = ;z%’ p’ = /m2c% + |p|? is the energy of the particle, constants ¢, m are the speed of light and

the rest mass of a particle, respectively. 0 < ¢ < 1 is the Knudsen number.
Similar to (1.4), the collision operator C yields the conservation laws

d d
— // Fé(t,z,p)dpde = — // pUFe(t, z,p) dpdz = 0,
dt R3xR3 dt R3xR3

d // pF(t,z,p)dpdz = 0.
dt J Jr3xgs

Corresponding to (1.18), at the hydrodynamic level, the plasma obeys the relativistic Euler equations
for (n(t,x),u(t,z), T(t,r)) € R x R3 x R:

L0 () + V- (mu) =0,

%E?t{(e + P)uou} + C%Vx : {(e +P)(u® u)} + VP =0, (1.19)

éﬁt{(e +P) (u0)2 S \u\2P} + C%Vx . {(e + P)uou} =0,

where n is the particle number density, u = (u1,ug,u3), u® = \/|ul?2 + 2. Here, P and ¢ are defined as in
(1.10) and (1.11) (see [82]).

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 1 of [82]). Under proper regularity conditions, if the initial data (n,u,T) is
sufficiently close to an equilibrium state (n,0,T): for N >3

|(n =7, u, T —T)(0)|| ;v <0 <1, (1.20)
then there exists a unique solution (n,u,T) fort € [0,to] to (1.19) with ty > ¢~ for some constant & > 0

satisfying

sup {|Vf,x(n,u,T)|} < 1. (1.21)
0<t<to,r€R3,0<(<N—2

In this article, we rigorously prove that solutions of the relativistic Landau equation (1.18) converge to
solutions of the relativistic Euler equations (1.19) locally in time, as the Knudsen number ¢ tends to zero.
Theorem 1.4. Assume that (no(t,z),u(t,z), To(t, x)) is the global solution constructed in Theorem 1.3 and

M(t, z,p) exp { Z}Z‘Zﬁ(‘) } is the corresponding local Mazwellian. Then there exists an g > 0

_ n
~ dmemZckpToKa(v)
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such that for any 0 < e < ¢eqg, k>3, and 0 < t < t with some t depending on (no(t,x),u(t,a:),To(t,a:)) but
independent of €, the Hilbert expansion (2.41) holds. Moreover, if F=(0,x,p) > 0, and

|54 o), -0 0

then F°(t,z,p) > 0 and

i {15 o, ) -

1.3. Background and Literature. As a key ingredient to attack the well-known Hilbert’s Sixth Problem,
the rigorous derivation of fluid equations (Euler equations or Navier-Stokes equations, etc.) from the kinetic
equations (Boltzmann equation, Landau equation, etc.) has attracted a lot of attentions since the early
twentieth century. The fundamental problem is to justify the asymptotic limits of kinetic solutions as the
Knudsen number (which measures the relative mean free path) or the Strouhal number (which measures
the relative time-varying speed) shrinks to zero.

There are mainly two genres to study hydrodynamic limits: kinetic-based approach or fluid-based ap-
proach. We refer to [62, 66] for more details.

Kinetic-based approach purely relies on the solution theory (well-posedness, regularity, etc.) of the
kinetic equations and does NOT assume any a priori properties of the fluid limits. On the one hand,
in the context of the renormalized solution and entropy method, there are successful applications of this
approach (usually referred as BGL Project) to the incompressible Euler/Navier-Stokes limit. We refer
to Bardos-Golse [6], Golse-Saint-Raymond [35, 36], Saint-Raymond [77], Masmoudi-Saint-Raymond [74],
Arsenio-Saint-Raymond [5], Bardos-Golse-Levermore [7, 8, 9], Lions-Masmoudi [70] and Masmoudi [73].
Interested readers may refer to the books by Saint-Raymond [78] and by Golse [34], and the references
therein provide a nice summary of the progress. On the other hand, in the context of classical solutions, we
refer to Nishida [75], Bardos-Ukai [10], Briant [11], Briant-Merino-Aceituno-Mouhot [12], Jiang-Xu-Zhao
[66], Jiang-Luo [62]

The fluid-based approach DOES assume a priori that we have a well-prepared fluid system, which has a
unique smooth solution, and then justify the kinetic solution converging to this fluid solution. In some sense,
this is essentially “fluid-to-kinetic” limits and we avoid the complication of possible fluid ill-posedness, like
blow-up or shock wave. This approach typically provides hydrodynamic limits in the stronger sense and
utilizes the so-called Hilbert expansion techniques. In this paper, we will focus on the fluid-based approach
and discuss the progress in detail.

The Hilbert expansion dates back to 1912 by Hilbert [54], who proposed an asymptotic expansion of the
distribution function solving the Boltzmann equation with respect to the Knudsen number and formally
derived the limiting compressible Euler equations. The similar formal expansion can be naturally extended
to treat the Landau equation, and Vlasov systems.

The first rigorous justification of the compressible Euler limit of the Boltzmann equation was due to
Caflisch [13]. Later, with the L? — L> framework introduced in Guo [43], Guo-Jang-Jiang [50] improved
Caflisch’s result and removed the assumption on the initial data F3(0,2,v) = 0. This framework was
extended to treat the Vlasov-Poisson-Boltzmann (VPB) system in Guo-Jang [49] and the relativistic
Boltzmann (r-BOL) equation in Speck-Strain [82]. Recently, this framework was further developed to
the investigation of the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwellian-Boltzmann (r-VMB) system in Guo-Xiao [53] and
the Boltzmann equation with boundary conditions in half-space in Guo-Huang-Wang [45], Jiang-Luo-Tang
[63, 64]. We also refer to Grad [37], Ukai-Asano [87] De Masi-Esposito-Lebowitz [14], and the recent work
Jang-Kim [61] for the incompressilbe Euler limit.

For the convergence of the Boltzmann equation to the basic waves of the Euler equations: the shock
waves, rarefaction waves and contact discontinuity, the interested readers may refer to Huang-Wang-Yang
[57, 56, 58], Xin-Zeng [97] and Yu [101].

As for the incompressible Navier-Stokes limit of the Boltzmann equation, there are way too many
references and we only list some closely related works. The early development tracks back to De-Masi-
Esposito-Lebowitz [14] in 2D. Then Guo [42] justified the diffusive limit in the periodic domain via the
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nonlinear energy method. This result was extended to the whole space in Liu-Zhao [71], to more general
initial data with initial layer in Jiang-Xiong [65], and to the Vlasov-Maxwell-Boltzmann (VMB) system
in Jang [60]. See also the recent work Gallagher-Tristani [32]. We also mention the very recent work
Duan-Yang-Yun [22] for the compressible Euler-Maxwell limit of the one-species VMB system.

For stationary Boltzmann equation and other settings, we refer to Di-Meo-Esposito [16], Arkeryd-
Esposito-Marra-Nouri [4], Esposito-Lebowitz-Marra [30], Esposito-Guo-Marra [29], Esposito-Guo-Kim-
Marra [28], Wu [90], Wu-Ouyang [92, 91, 93].

Despite the fruitful progress in the hydrodynamic limits of the Boltzmann-type equations, there are
very limited works in this direction for Landau-type equations. For Landau equation, we refer to Guo
[42] for the incompressible Navier-Stokes limit, Duan-Yang-Yun [24, 23] for the rarefaction wave limit and
compressible Euler limit, and the recent work Rachid [76]. As far as we are aware of, our paper is the first
result to justify the Hilbert expansion for r-LAN equation and r-VML system.

As for the well-posedness issue for fixed Knudsen number and Strouhal number, there are a huge number
of literature. We list some closely related to this article. For the r-VML system, we refer to Strain-Guo [84],
Yu [100], Yang-Yu [99], Liu-Zhao [72] and Xiao [94]. For the r-LAN equation, we refer to Hsiao-Yu [55] and
Yang-Yu [98]. We also mention Guo-Strain [52] and some works in the non-relativistic framework: Villani
[88], Guo [39, 41, 44], Strain [83], Duan-Strain [21], Duan [18], Duan-Lei-Yang-Zhao [19], Guo-Hwang-
Jang-Ouyang [46], Duan-Liu-Sakamoto-Strain [20] for Landau equation and Dong-Guo-Ouyang [17] for
Vlasov-Poisson-Landau (VPL) system.

Finally, we record some significant progress on the compressible fluid system. Sideris [79] justified the
classical result on the compressible Euler equation that the solution might blow up even if the initial
datum is small and irrotational. However, as a key observation, the electric field or the electromagnetic
fields might help stabilize the system. Based on the Klein-Gordon effect, Guo [38] and Germain-Masmoudi
[33] constructed global classical solutions to the one-fluid Euler-Poisson system and Euler-Maxwell system,
respectively. Using the combination of normal-form method and vector-field method to capture the so-
called “null structure”, Guo-Ionescu-Pausader [48] justified the global well-posedness of 3D two-fluid Euler-
Maxwell system, and the similar results were extended to treat 3D Euler-Poisson system, and 3D one-
fluid /two-fluid relativistic Euler-Maxwell system in Guo-Ionescu-Pausader [47]. The 2D case was justified in
Deng-Ionescu-Pausader [15]. More recently, the one-fluid Euler-Maxwell system in 3D with non-vanishing
vorticity was studied in Ionescu-Lie [59].

2. FORMULATION AND DISCUSSION

2.1. Hilbert Expansion for the Relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell-Landau System. In this section, we
will provide the Hilbert expansion of the r-VML system (1.1) and (1.2), and introduce necessary notations.
We consider the Hilbert expansion with respect to small Knudsen number € and k£ > 2:

2k—1 2k—1 2k—1
F® = Z e"F, +e"Fg,  E° = Z e"E, +e"E5, B = Z "B, + " B5,. (2.1)
n=0 n=0 n=0

To determine the coefficients Fx(¢,x,p), Es(t,z), Bs(t,z) for 0 < s < 2k —1, we plug the formal expansions
(2.1) into equations (1.1)-(1.2) and equate the coefficients on both sides in front of different powers of the
parameter € to obtain:

e 1-order:

C[Fy, Fy] = 0. (2.2)

eY-order:

O Fo+cp-VaFy—e(Eg+p x By) - VpFy = C[Fy, Fy] + C[Fy, F1], (2.3)
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and

8tE0 - ch X B() = —471'6/ ﬁF()dp,
R3
OBy + ¢V, x Ey =0,

(2.4)
V., Ep = 47Te<ﬁ . / Fodp>,
R3
Vi Bg=0.
e"-order (1 <n <2k —1):
Oy Fy + cp - VyFyy — e(En +px Bn) - VpFy — e(Eo +p x By) - V,pF, (2.5)
> ClR.F]+e Y. (EitpxBi)-V,F,
i+j=n+1 i+j=n
4,720 1,521
and
O E, —cVy x B, = 471'6/ pF,dp,
RS
0By, +cVy X E, = 0, (26)
Ve Ep= —47‘(’6/ F,dp,
RS
Vs B, =0.
e2k=1_order:
(2.7)
OiFop_1+cp-VpFop_1 — €<E2k—1 +p x B2k—1) - VpFo — e(Eo+ p x Bo) - VpFa_1
=S clREl+e S (B+pxB) VB,
i+j=2k i+j=2k—1
1,521 1,521
and
O1Baiy — ¥, % By = dme [ 5P ad,
R-
Boj.— FEor_1 =
0y Boj—1 + ¢V X Eoyp_1 =0, (2.8)
Vi Eop1= —47T€/3 Fp—1dp,
R-
\ Ve Bag—1 =0.
Remainder equation: The remainder (F E,E%,B%) satisfies
OFj+cp-VoFg—e(Ex+px Bg) - VyuFy—e(Eo+p x By) - V,Fg (2.9)
1
- {C[FE,FO} +c|R,Fq| }
2%-1
- [FR,FR] Z #{c [FEF} +e [FFE} } +ebe( B+ x BR) -V, F
2%—1

-y 5ie{<EZ- +px Bi) VS + <E§+ﬁ x Bg) -vai} teks,
=1
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and
O FEf —cVy X By = 47re/ pFrdp,
R3
8tB%+CV;B XE%ZO, (210)
Vu- Ef = —4me | Fgrdp,
R3
V. By =0,
where
(2.11)
s= > el BlvclRFf+ > (B4 px B) -V, F.
itj>2k+1 i+j>2k
2<4,j<2k~1 1<i,j<2k—1
From (2.3), we conclude that Fjy should be local Maxwellians:
ng ut'p,
Fo(t =M= 2.12
0( ,x,p) 47Tem20kBT0K2(’y) xp { kBT() } ’ ( )

where (ng,u,Tp) is part of the solution to the relativistic Euler-Maxwell system (1.8). The higher-order
terms F) can be derived in a similar fashion (see Appendix). Without loss of generality, we will take kp = 1
below.

To prove Theorem 1.2, our main task to solve (2.9)—(2.10). Define f¢ as

F§, = VM~ (2.13)
(2.9) and (2.10) can be rewritten as
0
{0+ b Vo — e(Bo + 5 % By) -Vp}fe%—e;—ﬁ\/M-Eﬁ (2.14)
0
- uvM 5 N € l €
e TO (ER+pXBR)+€£[f]
N {0+ b Vo = e(Bo+ 5 x By) - V, WM+ 1D [, f7]
vM

2k—1 ‘ E FZ A
+;€Z_1{F |:\/Maf€:|+F|:f€7m:|}—€k€<E%+pr%),foe

1 R .
- EkeZ—TO (uop— u> . (Efz +px B%)f€

2k—1

—|—e;€i{(Ei+ﬁXBi)'vpfe—'_(E%—FﬁXB%)’Y/p_l\}Z}

—eZsi{<Ei+ﬁxBi) -%%(u%—@fe}%’fs,

and
O ER —cVy X By = 471'6/ pvVM fedp,
R3

8.B%, + ¢V, x B =0,
f f (2.15)

V.- Ef = —4me \ VM fedp,
R

V.- Bs =0.
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Here S = M2 5. The linearized collision operator L[f] and nonlinear collision operator I'[f, g] are defined
as follows:

1
L) = {C[\/Mf, M] + C[M, mf] } = —A[f] - K[f], (2.16)
and
1
Mlfgl = {c[\/ﬁf, \/Mg] + c[\/ﬁf, \/Mg] } : (2.17)
Note that the null space of the linearized operator L is given by
N = span{\/ﬁ,pi\/ﬁ(l <i< 3),p0\/ﬁ} . (2.18)
Denote P as the orthogonal projection from L?, onto N:
Pf] = (as - %cf)M% +by - pM? + ¢;p"M3, (2.19)
1

where ay, by and ¢y are coefficients which will be written as a, b, c when there is no confusion, and

eo(u®)? + Ppolul?
3 )

nouo 0
01 ::/ Mdp = —, 02 ::/ p"Mdp = (2.20)
R3 C R3
2.1.1. Notation and Convention. Throughout the paper, C' denotes a generic positive constant which may
change line by line. The notation A < B implies that there exists a positive constant C' such that A < CB
holds uniformly over the range of parameters. The notation A ~ B means %A < B < CA for some
constant C' > 1.
Let (-,-) denote the L? inner product in p € R3 and (-,-) the L? inner product in (x,p) € R? x R3:

(f.9)= [ fogdp, (2.21)
R3
(f.9) = // fgdpdz. (2.22)
R3 xRS
Let | -|;2 denote the L? norm in p € R® and || - || the L? norm in (z,p) € R3 x R3 :
=0 P =0 (2.23)

Note that for quantities related to E or B which do not depend on p, we also use |- || to denote the L?
norm in z € R3. Similarly, for s = 0, 1,2, we define the Sobolev norms

2 = 9% f12dpd 2.94
T gi/éwmyﬁ|p$, (2.24)

where 0% = 091092003 with o = (a1,a2,a3) and |a| = a1 + ag + az. For M given in (2.12), we de-
note (no,u,Tp)(t,z) as part of a solution to the relativistic Euler-Maxwell system (1.8)-(1.9), which was
constructed in [47] , and define the following 3 x 3 matrix-type collision frequency:

o (p) = / ©YM(q) dg.
R3
To measure the dissipation of the linearized relativistic Landau collision, we define the inner product:

3 N 3
(f7g)a = Z /]R3 Uljapifapjgdp—k Z

2 i D
72 /R3 o ==L fgdp. (2.25)
ij=1 ij=1 "0

p° p"
Denote the corresponding ¢ norms:

P = (2 e umi=/|ﬂmﬁM- (2.26)
R3
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Similarly, for s = 0, 1,2, we define the Sobolev ¢ norms

fllrs = // 02 f12dpdz.
A7 = RM%I |

|a|=0

(2.27)

Remark 2.1. According to [69], all eigenvalues of o%(p) are positive and depend on p. Moreover, the
eigenvalues converge to positive constants as |p| — oco. Then, for the |- |, norm defined above, we have

1 1
T [flee + IVpflpe S1fle S T [fle +1Vpflpe

Define the weight functions

0
€ _ (0)\2(N1—0) cp <0<9
w =) eXp{5ln(e—|—t)T}’ 0<f=2

where N1 and T are constants satisfying N1 > 3 and

T> sup To(t, x).
t€[0,6~1/3],xcR3

It should be pointed out that the weight functions in (2.29) are designed to make sure that
(WM L @0 < (W + @")?)
for some small constant ¢ > 0.
Correspondingly, define the weighted norms

e = 0 f [l Wl = Z [w!*log f]],

|a|=0
o = [0 f e Iy, = D w0l
|ar|=0
Denote
c w’ c

Wt) = exp <5ln(1 + t)T> YO = - = s ora s o
Z(t):= sup {|V;}'Z(no,u,Tg)‘ + ‘VQI(EO,BOH + |fou‘} .

2€R3,0<(<2

2.1.2. Key Proposition. Theorem 1.2 follows naturally from the following proposition.

(2.28)

(2.29)

(2.30)

(2.31)

(2.32)

(2.33)

(2.34)

Proposition 2.1. Let F*(0,z,p) > 0. Assume that (no(t,x),u(t,a:),To(t,a:),Eo(t,x), Bo(t,a:)) is the

global solution constructed in Theorem 1.1. Then for k > 3 in the Hilbert expansion (2.1) and f¢
defined in (2.13), there exists an g > 0 such that for 0 < e <eg and 0 <t <t with t =~ V/3, if

£(0) <

~

L,
(2.14) and (2.15) admit a unique solution (f¢, E%, B) satisfying F*(t,z,p) > 0 and

t
sup E(t) + / D(s)ds S E(0) + 1,
0<t<t 0

where
& = (117 + BRI + IB3I + 11T - P)F7] %0 )
+ e (19272 + IV BRI + Vo B3I2 + V(T - P[] )

+ (V2 + V2RI + V2RI + < V273 )

M~ 2 F%

(2.35)

(2.36)

(2.37)
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and

D (- B2+ 1A= P, + ¥ || VAT - By, ) (2.38)
(Hv PF)[* + (X = P) Va2 + V2= P)[F] 2 md\fv a-pys,)
+ (2 V2R + 2 [ = PRI + 22 V2 - P, + 2 [Vrvia - Py, ):

Remark 2.2. By (2.1), the estimates (A.7) of the coefficients F;, E;, B; in Proposition A.1, and (2.36), we
can obtain (1.17).

Remark 2.3. In this paper, we will focus on deriving the a priori estimate (2.36) in Proposition 2.1. Then
Theorem 1.2 naturally follows from a standard iteration/fixed-point argument. Based on the continuity
argument (see [85]), from now on, we will assume that

sup E(t) Se 2, (2.39)
0<t<t

[un

and try to derive (2.36).

Remark 2.4. The irrotational assumption (1.14) is necessary in the global well-posedness of Euler-Maxwell
equation in [48]. Our proof does not rely on the irrotational assumption. Actually, as long as the fluid
equation is well-posed and the solution enjoys proper time decay, our method should be able to justify the
convergence.

2.2. Hilbert Expansion for the Relativistic Landau Equation. In this section, we will derive the
Hilbert expansion of the r-LAN equation (1.18), and introduce necessary notations.
We consider the Hilbert expansion for small Knudsen number ¢,

2k—1
Fe(t,z,p) Zs Fo(t,z,p) + " F&(t, z,p), (2.40)
n=0

for some k > 2. To determine the coefficients F,(t,z,p), we plug (2.40) into (1.18) and equate the
coefficients on both sides of equation in front of different powers of the parameter € to obtain:

6_1 : C[F(],F(]] = 0,
60 : atF(] 4+ cp-Vibpy = C[Fl,Fo] —l—C[Fo,Fl],

...... (2.41)
e QFutep-VoFu= ) ClF,F),
i+j=n+1
4,520
e 0Py + e ViFapq = Z CIF;, Fjl.
i+j=2k
1,522
The remainder term F satisfies the following equation:
1
0T+ b - VoFf — {CLFR, Fo] +C[Fo, F7l (242)
2k—1
— et IClF, FRl + Y & {CIF, Rl + CIFR, Fil | + 5,
i=1
where
Si= > MR, F (2.43)
i4j>2k+1

2<i j<2k—1
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From the first equation in (2.41), we can obtain that Fy should be a local Maxwellian:
n utp
Fo(t =M(t = = 2.44
0( 7‘Tap) ( 7‘Tap) 47T€m2CkBT()K2(’y) exXp { kBTO } ’ ( )

where (ng,u,Tp)(t,x) is a solution to the relativistic Euler equations (1.19). Again, without loss of gener-
ality, we may take kg = 1.
We define f¢ as

Fi(t,.p) = M2 (t,2.p) f*(t,.p). (2.45)
Then the remainder equation (2.42) can be rewritten as
1
Ouf+cp-Vaft+ gﬁ[fe] (2.46)
2kl . 1 1 1 1 1
= I, £+ Y ST MR, £ 4 T[f5, MR | - M7 (M + - VM) £ + S,
i=1

where S := M_%S.

2.2.1. Notation and Convention. The notation here is mostly similar to those in Section 2.1.1.
Define the weights

0
. (0\2(No—0) A 0<(<2 2.47
= P ey (B ) o< es (2.47)

where Ny > 3 is a constant and T is a constant satisfying
T > sup Ty(t, z). (2.48)

t,x

For the classical solution (ng(t, ), u(t,z), Ty(t,z)) to the relativistic Euler equations (1.19), denote W
and Y as in (2.34) and

1+ Ty)u®
Z:=  sup {‘vt,:v(nmuvTo)‘%} ’
0<t<ty,z€R3 h
Z:= sup {Wf,m(”o’“’%”} '

0<t<to,z€R3,1<(<3
2.2.2. Key Proposition. Theorem 1.4 follows naturally from the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let F*(0,2,p) > 0, and Fy = M as in (2.44). Assume (no(t,z),u(t,z), To(t,z)) is a
sufficiently small solution to the relativistic Euler equations (1.19) satisfying
sup {|Vf,x(no,u,To)‘} < 1, (2.49)

0<t<to,r€R3,1<(<3

and
14 Tp)u?
sup {‘Vt,x(no,u,Toﬂ%} < 00, (2.50)
0<t<tg,z€R3 0

where tg > 0 fulfills

M} (2.51)

1
sup { |Vt,m(n07 u, Tp) ‘ 17

107 (e + to) (In(e + to)) - 0<t<to,z€R?
for T defined in (2.48). Then for the remainder F§ = Mif5 in (2.40) with F; defined in (B.1) and k > 3,
there exists a constant ey > 0 such that for 0 < e < ey and 0 <t < tg, if
£(0) <1, (2.52)
then there exists a solution F(t,z,p) > 0 to (1.18) satisfying

sup E(t /D Yds < E(0) + 2+ 3, (2.53)
0<t<tg
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where
e~ (171 +1@-P)fII2 ) (2.54)
e (IVa oI + 192 = P)FIE )
+ (V2] + e [ 92F°2s ).
and

D (7 = BYFY2 + 7 T P2, + Y VAP (2:55)
+ (VP + IV~ PYFNE + 920~ PYF2, +<Y |VoPva - s )

2
+ (V2P + < [V2a - P + 2 VA - P, + Y |VIIVEF| ).
Remark 2.5. Theorem 1.3 and the additional assumption (2.51) actually dictate that for 0 < ¢ < tg

1
Z < §Y and Z < 1. (2.56)
This will play a key role in the energy estimates, since Fuler equation does not have time decay.

Remark 2.6. In this paper, we will focus on deriving the a priori estimate (2.53). Then Proposition 2.2
naturally follows from a standard iteration/fixed-point argument. Based on the continuity argument (see
[85]), for the energy estimates in Section 8, we will assume that
sup €(t) S s_%, (2.57)
0<t<to
and try to derive (2.53). Then in Section 8.4, we will in turn verify the validity of (2.57) with the help of
(2.53).

2.3. Technical Overview. In this paper, we will develop a new time-dependent energy method to study
the Hilbert expansion of the Landau-type equation in the relativistic framework. This is inspired by
Caflisch’s pioneering work [13]. It is well known that in the study of the Hilbert expansion of the

Boltzmann/Landau-type equation, the main task is to solve the remainder term F§ = M3 f¢, and one
of the most challenging difficulty is from the linear term with one power moment growth

fe(t,z,p)

VM(t, z,p)

in the relativistic frame, or the linear term with cubic velocity growth
fe(t,,v)

VM(t, z,v)

{at ey vx} M(t, 2, p) (2.58)

{at Y- vx} M(t,2,0) (2.59)

in the non-relativistic one.
To tame the velocity growth, Caflisch decomposed the remainder Fg(t,z,v) into low- and high-velocity
parts, which satisfy a coupled system and can be separately estimated via a weighted energy method.
This approach motivates us to design a time-dependent weight function
0

cp
w(t,r) = ex {7} 2.60

(h:2) = P G ¥ 0T (2:60)
Then this exponential momentum function generates an additional dissipation term to control the moment
growth terms in (2.58)

w2f€atf€ —

d o\ 2 c .
at ) S e pr? " (2.61)

Correspondingly, the troublesome term in (2.58) is roughly

N =

€ 0
w? fe\‘/f—M{at tep ¥, JVM < {c Ve o (110, To)| %}p%fﬁ (2:62)
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As long as

(1+ To)uo} 1 (2.63)

2 5e + t)[Ine + )27

holds for ¢, z under consideration, we can suppress the momentum growth in (2.58). Therefore, if |V (ng, u, T)|
is sufficiently small for all x € R3, (2.63) holds locally in time; if |V, (no,u, Tp)| further enjoys suitably
fast time decay, (2.63) holds globally in time.

Since 1980s, time-dependent exponential weight functions have been widely used in the study of the
collisional kinetic equations. In 1986, Ukai [86] introduced a weight function w(t,v) ~ exp {(a — xt)(1 +
[v|?)} with o,k > 0,¢ € [0,/(2r)] to study the local well-posedness of the cutoff Boltzmann equation.
Later, this technique was extended by AMUXY [1, 2, 3] for constructing local solutions of the non-cutoff
Boltzmann equation in Soblev spaces. In these works, the weight function provides an extra gain of velocity
weight at the expense of the loss of the decay in the time-dependent Maxwellian.

In the exploration of global classical solutions to the one-species VPB system for cutoff hard poten-
tials and moderately soft potentials, to control the large velocity growth in the nonlinear term due
to the Coulomb force, Duan-Yang-Zhao [26, 27| introduced another type of weight function w(t,v) =~

{C |Vt,m(n07 u, T0)|

2
exp{)‘gﬂsl‘g)}, where A, ¥ are small positive constants. By introducing a new time weighted energy
framework, Xiao-Xiong-Zhao [95, 96] removed the so-called neutral condition assumption on the initial
datum in previous work [27], and extended this well-posedness result to the very soft potentials case. We
point out that the nonlinear energy method and macro-micro decomposition technique employed in [95, 96]
play an essential role in the proof of the main results of this paper. Recently, such techniques was further
used in constructing global classical solutions to the cutoff VMB system, non-cutoff VMB system, and
VML system [18, 19, 31, 68, 89].

More recently, a new weight function w(t,v) =~ exp{(ql — 2 fg gs(s)ds)(1 + M)2}, with constants

q1,q2 > 0 and g3 being a dissipation energy functional, was used in Duan-Yang-Yu [25] to justify the
asymptotic convergence in Landau equation.

Technically, the introduction of weight function w in (2.60) brings multi-level complications. In order to
handle the nonlinear term I', we have to control L norm of f¢, which in turn requires spatial regularity
up to H?. The more derivatives hit M, the more p° will be generated. Hence, we have to carefully
design a hierarchy of weighted functions w’ to control all kinds of interactions and nonlinear terms in the
energy-dissipation structure. In particular, T" satisfies (2.30) and (2.48) so that

2pY pHuy,
<0
5T In(e +t) * 275 ’

due to the smallness of u. This yields that for some constant ¢y > 0

2N g2 —cop?
w M2 S e P,

which helps to control the cross terms with both w!'M?= and polynomial growth in p°.

Nevertheless, this hierarchy of weighted energy method produces new difficulties, especially from the
linear collision operator term e~!'£[f¢] and the macroscopic part P[f¢].

On the one hand, the linear collision operator term ¢~ £[f¢] and P[f¢] do not commute with the spatial
derivative operator V,, and thus we have to bound the commutator [£,V,]. This difficulty was also
present in the third author’s previous work with Guo [53]. In the derivative estimate, we have

<§Vx£[f€],vxf€> _ <§c[vx(1 —P)r). - P)Vx[f5]> - <§ 1£,V,] (T P)[fs],vxf€> (2.64)
> V.- P)is] 2 - SN Is|2 - CZ s

Noting that only ¢! H (I-P)[f°] Hi is included in the no-weight energy estimate, this implies that we have
to pay the cost of % for the derivative estimate HVI fe H2 This is the very reason to include EHVQD fEH2 and
&2 |[v2£|” in £(0).
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On the other hand, in the weighted energy estimate

(2e1 o) = (Ze[- Pl P - Py + (WP ) (2.69)

2 G
g

> % lux - P (s 2 :

g

- P2 - < [Pl

01 o a2 C
S P TR [

-2 - S IPLe,
while ||P[f¢]||? cannot be controlled by the dissipation terms in D. Noting that due to the Maxwellian in
the macroscopic part P[f¢], we naturally have ||wP[f¢]|| < [|f°||, and thus the weight function only takes
effect for the microscopic part (I—P)[f¢]. Therefore, we may first apply the microscopic projection (I—P)
onto the f¢ equation (2.46), and directly estimate w®(I — P)[f¢] and w'V,(I — P)[f¢]. Then the trouble
term Ce~! ||P[f¢]||* in (2.65) would not appear.

However, this (I — P) projection in turn generates another commutator [P,p-V,], which may be
controlled as

(1P.5- Vel [ 00T~ P)[FT) S SN - PSR + ¢ Ve (2.66)

The term ¢ ||V, f¢||> cannot be controlled by the dissipation term el|(X - P)[foe]Hi in D. Similar to

(2.66), in the weighted first-order derivative estimate, linear term &2 HV% fe H2 arises. This reveals that the
(I—P) projection argument requires estimate of one more derivative (e.g. in order to bound w®(I—P)[f*],
we need the control of ||V, f¢||), and thus the microscopic projection cannot be applied to the highest-order
derivatives. Hence, we have to directly perform the weighted energy estimate for V2 ¢, which in turn calls
for &3 H(w2)2V?L,f€H2 in £(t) and leads to the trouble term &2 | VZP[f¢]|| again.

To control the worrisome linear terms ¢||V,P[f¢]|| and £* |VZP[f<]||, we need to capture the macro-
scopic structure of the remainder equations (2.14) and (2.46). The macroscopic dissipation estimates for
e||V.P[f]|| and &% ||VZP[f¢]|| are given in Section 6 and Section 8.3. Motivated by [42], we give the
proof combining the local conservation laws and the macroscopic equations. We write the macroscopic
quantities (2.19), and obtain the conservation law equations for a®,b%,¢®. Although these equations are
very complicated, we only need to focus on main terms corresponding to the global Maxwellian case as in
[72] and [84] without the electromagnetic field.

For the r-VML system, we discovered a new phenomenon related to the dissipation of the electromagnetic
field. Through an intricate analysis of the macroscopic variables ||V, P[f]||?, we conclude that af, E% and
Vza®, Vo E%, V,Bj, belongs to the dissipation D. In the near-global-Maxwellian case (see [18, 99]), these
dissipation terms are stronger than the energy £. However, in our near-local-Maxwellian case, due to the
Hilbert expansion, these dissipation terms are much weaker. Actually, we show that

(a1 + BRI ) + & (I1Vae | + Vo BRI + Vo BRI ) < <€, (2.67)

which can be absorbed by £ after integration w.r.t. time ¢ for ¢t € [0,e71/3].

In addition, motivated by [40] and [46], we justify the positivity of the solution F°. We first perform
a careful analysis of the construction of the initial data and prove that F(0) > 0. Then by analyzing
the elliptic structure of the relativistic Landau operator, we show the validity of maximum principle and
conclude that F¢(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0.

Compared with the L2-L> framework as in [50, 51, 53], our new method has several advantages. Firstly,
we don’t require an explicit lower bound of the temperature Tp:

Ty < HtlaXTo(t,:E) < 2Ty (2.68)
T

for some constant Th; > 0. This extra restriction on T} is a technical requirement in the L?-L> method,
and seems artificial from the physical viewpoint. Secondly, our method works for more general settings,
including both the Landau-type and cutoff/non-cutoff Boltzmann-type equations in the relativistic frame.
The L?-L*>® framework heavily relies on the analysis of the characteristic, which fails for the presence of
the diffusion effect.
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Finally, we briefly discuss the possible applications of our new method. First, it is hopeful to apply this
method to the relativistic non-cutoff Boltzmann equation. Due to the absence of momentum derivative
estimate and weak dissipation of £, the estimation of nonlinear terms related to the electromagnetic field
would be critical. Then, we can make use of our time-dependent exponential weight function and ideas
n [95, 96]. Second, it is also very interesting to apply our method to deal with the bounded domain
problem. Recently, Duan-Liu-Sakamoto-Strain [20] proved the global existence of mild solutions to the
non-relativistic Landau equation and non-cutoff Boltzmann equation in solution spaces X7 := L,ICL%OL%
for x € T3, and X7 := LlLC’OL?L,1 , for ¥ € (—=1,1) x T2, where k and k are the corresponding variables after
Fourier transformation w.r.t. # and Z = (29, x3), respectively. For the case x € T3, replacing the present
H?2 space by L,lC space, the extension of our method can be expected. For the case x € (—1,1) x T2, while
we are optimistic that the boundary layer analysis in [80, 81] can handle the specular-reflection boundary,
the in-flow boundary with possible singularity might be more challenging.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 3, we will present some preliminary lemmas regarding the
linear and nonlinear relativistic Landau operators; in Section 4-6, we will prove the a priori estimate for
the no-weight and weighted estimates as well as the macroscopic estimates of the r-VML system; in Section
7, we justify Proposition 2.1; finally, in Section 8, we consider the r-LAN equation and prove Proposition
2.2.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this part, we will write down explicit forms of the operators A, K and I" and further prove the coercive
estimate of the linear collision operator £ and trilinear estimates about I' for both the r-LAN equation
and the r-VML system. Weighted energy estimates for these collision operators will also be established.

Lemma 3.1. For the local Mazxwellian M, it holds that

‘M‘%atM% n ‘M—%va% <pZ, (3.1)
1
‘vﬁ (M—%atM%ﬂ + (vﬁ (M-3v Mz)( E )z > (3.2)
Proof. Direct computation and the assumption (2.30) can justify this. O
Lemma 3.2. For the operators A, K and I' , we have
Alf] = 0p, (670, f) — 7 (uopi — i) (uop; —u-)f+ia .(aij(uoﬁ —u-)>f (3.3)
Di Dj 4T2 7 J J 2T() Di J J )
UQP; — Uj Iy 1 1 ugq; +u
Kl = (0~ 22 ) [ #antionto) (“UE Y ) - 0,00 e, (34)
0 R3
and
UpP; — U; ij 1
i7g) = (0~ ) [ @000 (9, £ 1ol ~ )2y 0(0) da (35)
2T0 R3

Proof. This corresponds to [84, Lemma 6]. We first prove (3.3). From the definition of the operator A and
(1.6), we have

A =M )0, [ 99(0.0) (3, [MEF0)M() ~ [MEF) )0, M(@)]) do (3.6
010y, [ 29 aMEMG) ( (- “0% N =) 1) 40, 00))
0 [ # oMM (U 1) 49, 0)) dg

:api<aw<p>(“°pj u]f()+3pjf )) >%T;ui<3pjf@”%>

MI»—-

MI»—-
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o¥

. . 1 il
=0y, (o710, 1) - oz (voPi = ) (wobs = us) [+ 57O, (o (uoby —wj) ) .
Similarly, for (3 4) we can obtain that

K[f] = M™2(p)0p, / <I>”pq 0p; M(p)

— M a/

— M), / P (p, )M
R3

l\'}\b—‘

(a) — M(p)3,, [M? f](q) ) dg (3.7)

E< uopg —u uoquTo J; flq) — aqu(q)> d
upp; +u]f (p) — 8qu( )

— (0= "B [ @t M )( Y 1) - 0, 1(0)) o

For (3.5), we use (1.6) again to have
rifal =M 00, [ 99(0.0) (0, [MEF)0) M) @) - [MEf] )0, [MEf]@)]) da (39

l\'}l)—l

l\)l)—l

VS
—
3
\—/

l\.’)\)—‘

_ M_%(p)f?pi [, 0. nE M @) (0, 1 0)a(0) ~ 1 0)0,9(0) ) da

i (p, q) M 1 _Uopj — Uy UoGj — Uy
a/<I> (p, )M ( )Mz(Q)f(p)g(Q)< Ty 2Ty >dq

= M2 (p)d), /R @Y (p, M3 ()M (q) (9, F(P)9(@) — ()04, 9(a) ) dg

= (00— Bt [ 2.0 @) (0, S0t~ 1002,9(0) )

0

Remark 3.1. From Lemma 3.2, we know that when taking x; derivatives on £ and I', although there will
1 1
be p or ¢ popped out from M and M2, they can be absorbed by M or M2.

Lemma 3.3. The linearized collision operator L is self-adjoint in L?. It satisfies

(L[f), ) 2 1T =P)[f1I2. (3.9)
Proof. Using Lemma 3.2, compared with [84, Lemma 6], for any large constant R, it holds that
(L[f], ) Z 1@ =P)[f]I3, (3.10)
where the norm | - |5 is defined as
=Y [, 7019, pap+ 5 12 [ o b= ) (wopy — )l Pdp. (1)
i,j=1 1,j=1

Now we show the equivalence of the norm |- |, and |- |5 under the smallness assumption of u. By the
simple inequality

1
(A—B)*> 5A - B? (3.12)
we have
3 .. 3 1 . 3 .
Z o (U()ﬁz — uz) (U()ﬁj — Uj) > Z §u30'w]§iﬁj - Z a”uiuj. (313)
ij=1 ij=1 ij=1

Combining (3.11) and (3.13), we use the the smallness assumption of u to obtain

g Z/ japlfap]fdp+ Z 8T2/ Jijﬁip]|f| dp — Z 4T2/ o’ ulu]|f|2dp

5,j=1 3,j=1
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> G102 = gl 112 2 1V f15a + 111 2 17

On the other hand, from (2.28), we have |f|, < |fls. (3.9) follows from (3.10) and the above inequality. [
Lemma 3.4. The nonlinear collision operator I' satisfies
| (CLf, 9]+ Tlg, 1,0 | S (112 lalo + lgl 2 |F1, ) [T =P)[R]], -

Proof. The proof is similar to [84, Theorem 4], so we omit it here. Compared with [84, Theorem 4|, we
need the smallness of [|u/[ . to handle the term — 5 in (3.5). O

Lemma 3.5. For the weight functions defined in (2.29), it holds that
2
(whcif), £) 2 |whs| —clriz.

Proof. We split £ as —A and —K and use the expression of A in (3.3) to integrate by parts w.r.t. p to
have
g ij
(E[f]’ (wé)zf) - <ai (6705 f), (wz)Zf) * (40T2 (uopi — us) (uop; — uy) f, (wé)2f> (3.14)
0
1 -
=g (000" (wos —wy) ) 1. 1) = (KIAL, ()5 )

= (cY0;1, (w'Poif ) + < j; (uops — i) (uob; — uz) f, <w£>2f>

1 g g
- o -] A 0\2 o ija. ) 0N\2 o 0N\2
g (007 (wob =) ) 1. w7 5) = (090,700 £ ) = (KL, (w)2F)
Now we estimate the terms in the R.H.S. of the second equal sign in (3.14). From [84, Lemma 5], we know
Vo ()] < )7, (3.15)
for any integer £ > 0. Then for any large constant R, we have
1 g 1 (wz)2
_ | Y 5. £\2 < = W) 2
o | (200 oy — ) .25 | 5 o [ e (3.16)
_ 1 (W)? .o 1 24 R |42 Loy el
—ﬁ/pOSRp—om dp+2T0/po> |f| _0|f|L2+R—TO‘(w .
Noting that
4(Ny —¥) 2cpi
0\2 0\2 0\2
() = i ) 1
(') = T s ) (317)
we use Cauchy’s inequality to have
| (a"ja-f, a-[(w%?]f) | (3.18)
<c f+157) ap+| [ 2" (g5 ) (0.00,5) "
P g3 DT In(e +t) I R
1 . 2¢?
<C 2 ~ V4 2 _/ 0N\2 zyai 9. fd / 0N\2 Uz 2d.
< Crlfi2+ R|<w By [ wreosesdp e s [ w0l dp

For the term (K[f], (w’)?f), we integrate with respect to p and use (3.4) and (3.17) to have

(k1. (wh2r))| —2 / [@(p, 9)IM? (p)M? (q) (P IV FP)IVEF (@) dg (3.19)
T ki1,ko<1

2 % ko 2 %
([ 1#warmM@an)’ ([ 32 1955w o)

ko<1
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« (/Rg(wf)ﬂv[(p) dp)2</RS ];1|V§1f(p)|2dQ>2
<( [ 1900 goMtag)

Here we used (2.31) to deduce that

| @M@ ap s (3.20)
R3
Note that 1 < (TIL can be absorbed by M(q). Then, as in [34], we can split R3 into two regions A and
B. From 84 Lemma 2], we have
1 1
[ peal M@= [ @pofpMades [ emoPEM@d (620
qeA 0 q€B 0

< /R (1+[p—q/72)M"?(q)dg < 1.

Then we can further bound |(K[f] , (w?)? )2 f)| by |f12.
Collecting the above estimates in (3.14), we use (2.48) and (3.13) to get

(171, (w')2r) (3.22)
> 5 ((wPotioss.0u7) — Calsl2 — € (5 + s, ) 1)1
81;502 2577 li(f(e + t)> / (W) pits 11" dp
> 2 (@Por0,0.000) Calf =0 (5 + Il ) WOFE + oo [ o1

200k% T3
2 |(w")f15 = Crlfl;
by choosing R large enough. ([l

+
7N

Lemma 3.6. For the weight functions defined in (2.29), it holds that
(1791 (w'n) < (|(h)s (w)f] )| wn
Proof. From (3.5), we integrate by parts with respect to p and use (3.17) to get

‘ <F[f’ " (wg)%) ‘ (3.24)
_ ‘ (/R3 7 (p, g)M(g) <8pjf(p)9(Q) - f(p)aqjg(q)>dq, (% - %) ((wé)gh)> ‘

1

<[ M )]0, F)a(@) — F)0y9()] ()2 (1] + 10, 1]) dpda
By Hélder’s inequality, we can use (3.21) to further estimate (3.24) as
|(PLF gl (w)2R) | S 100, @)ME |y (1), Flalglz + () F12104, 912 ) ()l (3.25)
S (1) 1o lglge + | @) f] oo ) 10w)Rls-

lgl, + 19l 2 (3.23)

L2

(o

4. NO-WEIGHT ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive the L? energy estimates for the remainders ( e, B, Bf%).
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4.1. Basic L? Estimates. We first perform the simplest L? energy estimate for the remainders.

Proposition 4.1. For the remainders (fe, E%, Bf.%), it holds that

d
dt

sla+ t)_ﬁo e8] €4+ 2D + (14 )52 4 F(1 4+ ) *VE.

47 T(]

FIBRIP + 1517 ) + 2 1@ - P (1)

Proof. From (2.15), we have
(IR + 1BRIP ) = —4n {epvMf*, BR) (4.2)

of (2. 14) with 4”T° f¢ and use (3.9), (4.2) to have

5
+\|E%H2+HB%H2> +— [@=P)FI; (4.3)

AnTy
[0+ ¢p - Va — e(Bo+p x By) - V)| VM, — Of€>

T )
+ <_eu M'(E%+ﬁXB%),i—7gf€> -1 <F[f€’f5] 47TTOf€>‘
i—1 i € ei 4Ty €
X e [ A ] T | ) )
+ |k <e(u0ﬁ—u) - (Eg —|—ﬁxB§z)f€,2Z—£E>‘
1

+ Zsi<e{(Ei+ﬁxBi)-fo€+(E§+ﬁ><B§)- m}%"w

—I-sk

i i ~ 0.4 € 27 € k/ a ATy €
[ e (eA(Brpx B) - (o)) )+ |4 (5. 250 )
i=1

Now we estimate each term on the R.H.S. of (4.3).
First Term on the R.H.S. of (4.3): Note that

1
\/—M{at—kcﬁ'vx—e(Eo—i—ﬁxBo)-Vp}\/ﬁ

are the first-order polynomials of p. Then, for a given sufficiently small positive constant k, we have

(gl i V= (-4 % B) - ¥, VRL T30 )| o

2
(1Bl + 1Bollz ) 1711 + Va0, . To) o= | V37

(il o | aire)

SA+ O f7* +o)e 1@ =P)[FII5 +ellT = P)F50 -

Here we have used (1.15) and e(w")? > e(p®)? = p° for p° > =1

Remark 4.1. The decay estimate Z < (1 4 t)~ is crucial here.
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Second and Third Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.3): From (1.15) again, we have
1 ~ TO 15 3 \/_ 15 A g 47T (=
3 (O +cp-Va) w0 I5Anfe )|+ | —eu M'(ER‘FPXBR)’EJC
SV (no, u, To)ll e 1F17 + [l < 1L.f]] (HEEH + HBEH>
S @ =PI + (1 + 0~ (1F71P + I BRI + 18R] ).
Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.3): We use Lemma 3.4 and (2.39) to estimate it as
_ 4T 47T
H(rre s )| = (re . TR e (4.5)

et /ERS o Ll (@ = P)[fEl, S 1S5 e ( X =P)[fe]ll, + HP[fE]IIU) 1T =P)fel,
ST =PI + e IPLEIE < AP +e lLF)1*

Fifth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.3): Similarly, considering that F; decay fast in p by (A.7) in
Proposition A.1 and ¢ < ¢ = £~/3, we have

ol F, F, | 4nTy
i—1 i e e 1t 0 pe
2« <P{m’f}”[f’m}’ f>‘
2k—1
s> (2| i, ) =By,
i=1 D ®
2k—1

= e A+ 5, 1T =PI, < o(De™ X = PS5 + e+ 1 fI7
=1
_ _ 1
0(1)6 @ =P + e+ O IPIFEIS S o(We T = PYLFIIG + 5 11717
Sixth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.3): According to the assumption (2.39), its upper bound is

k 2 2
(1Bl + 1Bzl ) 17712 S e 112,

Seventh Term on the R.H.S. of (4.3): We use (A.7) in Proposition A.1 to obtain

2k—1
Z“G{(Emw»-vpfw(waB%)-V’ﬂ}=4ﬂof€>‘

1

—1

Vp.Fi 47TTO e

Z: < Ef +p x Bg) - AW f>‘
2k— 2k—1 . '
Z . <||E§z|| + HB%H) 1751 S Do @+ (1% + 1BRI + 1 BRI)
= oLy i=1

2
56(1+t)(||f€\| +1ERI? + 1B&I?) S es (15517 + BRI + 1B )

Eighth and Ninth Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.3): Similarly, we estimate the last two terms as

2k—1

> e <e{(EZ- +px Bi) - (up—u)f}, i—ﬁf>
1=1
2k—1 2k—1

. 2
< (1Bl + 1Billp ) 1P S S0 0 1707 S 8 792

i=1 =1
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for t <t=¢e"1/3 and

(550

€

<ot [A-P)[flly + Ce¥H Y7 SN L2 (46)

i+j>2k+1
2<4,7<2k—1

+C Y ETTRa )£
i+5>2k
1<4,5<2k—1
<o(1)e ' | = P)[fe]|2 + CTHL + t)* T2+ e (1 + )% || 7).

Summary: We collect these estimates in (4.3), and multiply the resulting inequality to obtain (4.1). O

4.2. First-Order Derivatives Estimates. In this part, we continue to perform the L? energy estimates
for the first-order derivatives of the remainders (f¢, E%, Bg). To this end, we first apply 05 (1 < |a] < 2)
o (2.14) to have

0
a;;({at +ep- Vi —e(Eo+p x Bo) -vp} [ff]) + e@§<;—0ﬁx/ﬁ : ER> (4.7)
oo L[ fe
—eop (WO (7)) + A

:—8?(%{3t+cﬁ.vx—e(Eo +p x BO) Vp}\/ﬁ> +Ek—la£zr [f{-:,fg]

2k—1 - F

1 &€
_egkaa<2T (u’p — ) - (Bf + p x BR) f)

])—I—esk@a( (ER +p x Bg) - pf€>

2k—1

. vV, F;
+e 528;;( E;+px B; fe+ +p x BS ’)
> ) Vol + (Bt px BR) -4

2k—1

. 1 _
ey s ((Ei 5% B) 5 (1) f€> Lo,
=1

Proposition 4.2. For the remainders (fs,E€ ,BE), it holds that

2
[3( s

S[A+ 070 e8|+ e M= PSR + 2D+ 2214 )84 4 FH(1 42V,

0
VBRI + VBRI ) + 2 9.0 - P (48)

Proof. From (2.15), we have

L (10eRIP + 0. BRI ) = 47 (00 (enVNEF*), 0, R (49)

Note that
1£,0.]) [£°] = £00:£7] = 0. (£1£7]) = £| @ = P)o.£7]] - 0 (£ | € - P)1#] )

= —L[[P. 0,1 1f°]] + [£,0:] [(X - P)[].
Hence, naturally we have

(121 500 )| 5

—1

(e[tp.a1r) b0, )
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! <[[£,ax]] P, o, f€>

For the first term, we have

(e[t e )| =t (2P0 1] Top - Pla.s ).
Note that [P, d,] only contains terms that 8, hits the Maxwellian but not f¢. Hence, we have
(e[t 1) TE R0, ) o)t 1T - PR + < 2

So(L)e™ 10:(T = P)[fIII7 + &oe™ (L + )7 | 7]

For the second term, since [£, d,] indicates that 0, only hits the Maxwellian in £ but not on (I — P)[f¢],
we directly bound

47Tk:BT0

47TT0

-1 <[[.c,amu (- Py, g f>‘ <z @ P, 1071,
B P[0, /]2 + 20e (1~ P)F2

Noting
X =P)[0: [l = 10:(X=P)[f*]ll, = 1P, O] [f°]ll, = 110X = P)[f]ll, — Z M5, (4.10)

In total, we have
- <axc 77, 0, f€> (4.11)

>g1 <£ [0, 1], 4”T°a f€> <[[£ V] [, 47TT° xf5>
>0 |(T=P)[0: f7)|12 — Ceoe 22 (T = P)[f]|2 — CZ | Vo fo|? —c 2|1 £
5|10, (X = P)[f])12 — Caoe 2 | X = P)[f])12 — CA+t) 5 (|Vasfoll® +e |1 £]7)-

Taking |o| = 1 in (4.7) and denoting 0, as 0,,,7 = 1,2,3 for convenience, we multiply the equation by
4”T°8 f¢, and use (4.9), (4. 11) to have

e
< < ) Fr, 00, f€>‘+4W‘<<€ﬁ(0x\/ﬁ)fa>,8xE%>‘

+ e<a ({(E0+p><Bo) ,,}[fﬂ) oy, f>‘

+ <am< N {8t+cﬁ'vx—e(E0+ﬁxBo)-Vp} [\/MD,@&JEN

+[10: ER|I* + 10 BRI > —H8 T -P)[fII7 (4.12)

vM u
+ §<(0t+cp \Y% )[%} ,4%\8xf€\2>‘
+ <e(9 < ER+ﬁXB§{)>,%axf€>‘+€k 1 <3xf[fe,f€] 47TT08 f{5>

2k—
[ o [ ] rorr ] 411Toaf€>\
0p — 4 T

+€k
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+ & <eax<(E§+p x B) .va) 47rT08 f€>‘
2k—1

i A € e A c V,Fi\ 4nT _
;5<e&p<(E¢+pri)-fo +(ER+prR).\/Ii\_/I>,708mf>
2k—1 .

' - 4nT,

e <ea“’”<(Ei+ﬁXBi> ] ZOOaxf€>

i=1

47T

<8 S, i 08 f5> + Cg [6_2 (X — P)[fﬂ”i +(1 _|_t)—ﬁo( ||wa5||2 g ||f€||2)}

Now we estimate each term on the R.H.S. of (4.12).
First Two Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.12): The two terms can be bounded by

+

ClIVamo,u, To) o= (£ + 1R NG ) < (172 (£ + 1BRIG ).
(I Eoll e + IV Ballle ) 102711771, S (1402201750 + 1@ PYFI2 )-
Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.12): Using w° > (p")3, and noticing that for p® > e, we have
fE R R 47TTO e
{(on( Lo o9, - el 20 - v, [VA] ). T
()2 1,0.5%) | <2Hfa I +2pr°f€
<z(|vrapt + [
vz |virel [ ] ooria-p)
R3
So(Le™ [18:(X =P34 € Vo (@ = P)fI50 + 20 I = P)F<TI50,5 + (L +6) 7 £ 7
Fifth and Sixth Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.12): They can be bounded by
Seventh Term on the R.H.S. of (4.12): Using Lemma 3.4 for p integral, (c0,2,2) or (4,4,2) for
integral, and Sobolev embedding, we have
st | (1 19081 1571 19 £ ) K= RSy + 212 7L 1V
re
SETUI N2 1 1@ = PYVafo Yy + 21 N gz 15l IV S5

Third Term on the R.H.S. of (4.12): For this term, its upper bound is
e(w')? > e(p®)? Z p°. Then, for s sufficiently small, we have
SZ(pP0,f%,0: %) + Z[ {(P°)?
[ pea-pErs [ [ Paa-eiee)
pO<E 1, R3 pOZafln
SZ 017 + oW 10:X = P)FI5 + 10X =P T5n + Z 1517 + Z 1@ = P)f<I0
2 (10571 + (W& + 18R ) 10171 ) < OO+ 07 (10u 71+ |l + |1l )
47T}
(ol L o)
1 £ g 1 £ &€
Sez [|f gy (= P)Vaf]ll, +e2Z £, IVafell,-
Noting

1y <N@ =Py + 1P g S TA =PI Ty + 1M

we use (4.10) to have

<v i, 7. Moy f>‘
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$e3 (1@=P)Fly + 155 ) (10X =PI, + 21571
+2(Ia=P)A, + 11 ) (1= P)o s, + V25 )
SN =Py + 1+ )P0z (512 + = Voo ).

Eighth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.12): Similarly, considering that F; decay fast in p, we know

S 0.0 [M—3F. ] + 0,0 [fe M3 ], 7105 4
S (o ] [ ).

o™ (X = P[0, fII2 +e(L+ )2 1 3
+ 2+ ) (I + 1T =P, ) (15 e + 102X = RS, )
SV 19X = PN + &0 [~ T =PYFIIZ + 5 15050 + (75 + 721+ )7 ) 1771

Other Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.12): Similar to the corresponding estimates in Proposition 4.1,
these terms can be conrolled by

_ _ _ 2
oD~ (X = PYF 3y + Ce2 1+ )7 711 + 25 (11BRIG + I BRI + 12017
+ 1 4 )2 R (1 )2 ||V, e

Summary: By collecting all the above estimates in (4.12), we multiply the resulting inequality by e to
derive (4.8). O

4.3. Second-Order Derivatives Estimates. In this subsection, we proceed to the L? estimate of
V2(f%, B BR)-

Proposition 4.3. For the remainders (f*, Eg, B), it holds that

2
d (AT
2 & 02 e
dt<H u? Vaf

S|+ 7% 8 |€+ 5 X =PYS3 + D+ 4314 ()2 4 5421 4 ) VE,

~

+ || V2E5 || + HviB;]Hz) - g V2@ - P)1r)|2 (4.13)

Proof. From (2.15), we have
5 dt ( |02B5|1* + |02B5|" ) = —4x (92 (epVM[?), 023 (4.14)

Using a similar argument as in Proposition 4.2, we have

! <[[£,a§]] ), 20 82f€> <£[ [P.22] 1£7]). = sk 82f€>
vk

(e fa-py TR,

<e! (4.15)

+ e

For the first term in (4.15), we have
(e[ P21 ] gboise)| =t ([ P22 7] - Poie2r)).

Note that [[P, 8%]] only contains terms that 0, hits f° at most once. Hence, we have

(e[ a1 e ) | <

3

oD (X =P)R2f)|2 + 211120

S oM |2M—P)[F||7 + e e (1 + ) ||f 13-
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For the second term in (4.15), since [£,0%] indicates that 9, at most hits (I — P)[f¢] once, we directly
bound it as follows

(e, 07] (@M= P)[fe]],025°)]
SeZ(1@ =P, |02 7], + 10X = P[], [02£°],)
So(e M| Q2@ - P12 + (1 + )% V255" + e 25 1T - P)[£°][13,
In total, we have
e! <a§£ <], 4”T° 82 f€> (4.16)
>e! <£ 025], i 02f5> et <[[£,a§ 7, ko asz>
>0~ ||02(1 - P)| f’f 12— e728 (X P43 — (1 + )P (V277 e ).

Taking |a| = 2 in (4.7) and denoting 02 as 0z, 0,; with 4,7 = 1,2,3 for convenience, we multiply the
equation by =% 47FT° 02 f¢, and further use (4.14), (4.16) to obtain

47TTO 2 re
(R

3 <ea§—|a <§i—

la]<2 0

T le2ER? + |28 ) + 2o ey (4.17)

<

VM > O Es, 4”T° o f€>

+ 47

> (ep(@2 VM) a2 7, 02ER)

lor <2
‘ <83 <(Eo + 5 x Bo) fo) e 82f5>‘
+‘<a§<\'/f€M{at+cﬁ.vx—e(Eo+pxBO)-vp} [\/MD 47TT082f5>
+%‘<(3t+cﬁ.vx) [%] ,4w\8§f€\2>‘
" <68§<U\/M'(ﬁ><3%)> 47TT°82f5>‘ <8§F Il 47TT082F>‘
2l F F 1 4xT,
i—1 2 7 2 € 7 0 02 e

Y ot (ot [ g 7] et | g | et >‘
<8§< 2T ’(E%WXB%)JCE) 4FT082f€>‘
k <€8§<(E§:{+ﬁ><3%)vpfa> 47TTOa2fE>

2k—1
+ Z €i<68§<(E,- +px B;) - Vpf*+ (ER +p x Bg) - vai> 47TT082f€>‘

vM
2k—1 ' 04
> <e@§<(Ei +pxBy) o uﬁ) 47TT082f5>‘
1

+

_l’_

+Ce 25 |1 P)[f 7
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+ O+ (V2P 4+ e 12).

Now we estimate each term on the R.H.S. of (4.17).
First Two Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.17): The two terms can be bounded by

CE(If I3 + 1Bl ) S A+ 07 (13 + 1 Bzl )-
Third Term on the R.H.S. of (4.17): We can obtain

‘ <a§ <(Eo + 5 x By) - fo5> o 02f€>

<Z R 192y S 1+ t>—6°5o( 251 + 1921 = P)FIE + 150 ).

Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.17): Noting that e(w?)? > e(p®)? > p° for p° > e, we use similar
arguments in (4.4) to have

‘<a§<j—;_/l{at +ep- Vo —e(Eo+x Bo) -V, } [VM] > 47TT082f€>‘
SIS+ (02100 5] + P12, 02 1)
<z(||viraa ey + [Viaele ) + 215120, + 2 10:57 1,
So(D)e ! |2 = P)[fA)|2 + <2 |2 - P)[fA)| 2 + 2 |27
+ Z |lwo(X = P)N + 2 wnde (L= P)[FII2 + 2 173
So(Ve[|a2(@ — P12 + 20 || V2@ — P)[fA)| 20 + (L + )P0 || 9277
o+ 2o llwo(X = P)LFYIZ + o Va (L= PYFINZ ) + (14 675 L7230
Fifth and Sixth Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.17): The upper bound of the two terms is
CE([|02/°* + 1BR I3 + BRI ) S (107 (027 ]* + BRIz + 1 BRI ).

Seventh Term on the R.H.S. of (4.17): Using Lemma 3.4 for p integral, (c0,2,2) or (4,4,2) for
integral, and Sobolev embedding, we have

REEET

Sle*

- Py

o (ri L TRk )
<t [ (120 17 02177, + 1017, raxmz) (- P2,
+ z( 00 21, | £z + 10 213 |1, + 1F21, 112 ) 0367,
NSl 15 gz | =PGRS+ L2 0 £ e 52y (162 °]),
Se3 1z (NO2@ =P, + Z 15N ) + 2 211 £y 1627,
SE0 I = PGz + |1+ + ] 1F1e
Eighth Term on the R.H.S. of (4.17): Similar to the seventh term, it can be bounded by
oD [T = PYEF[7 + =1+ ) £
+ 2O (17 + 1O =PIy ) (12 + 02 =Y, )

1 <F[8§f€, F9) 4 TL5, 027] + 10, 5, 0, £,

+ Z gk—

! <F[3:cf€, F1+T[f5, 0,15, ‘”TO o2 f€>
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_ 2 _
So(De o3 (T = P)[f7]||) + coc X =P)[7]l7
1 1 _
2o IS + (273 + e TR 17 .

Other Terms on the R.H.S. of (4.17): As in Proposition 4.2, we have the following upper bound of
these terms:

_ _ _ 2 2
oV [0a(T ~ PYFII% + O 1+ ) |12 + O3 (V277 + 1Rl + B3l )
+ C€2k+1(1 + t)4k+2 + C’ek(l + t)2k Hv:%faH )
Summary: We collect the above estimates in (4.17), and multiply the resulting inequality by €2 to
derive (4.13) O

5. WEIGHTED ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we are devoted to the weighted energy estimates of the remainder term f€.

5.1. Weighted Estimate. Apply microscopic projection (I — P) onto (2.14) to have

{0+ cp-Vu—e(Eo+px By)-Vp} (I—-P)[f] (5.1)
—u%% + u €
—e(T—P)|(Fq +5 x BR) p;o \/M}_i_ﬁ[éf]

= (Ii\/m)[fe]{at—i—cﬁ-vx—e(Eo—kﬁx By) -V} VM + "1 [ £2, £9]
2k—1
- Z; gt (r [\/%fﬂ +T [fe, \/LMD +ee"(EG +p x Bg) - V(I —P)[f]
2k—1
- egk%(uoﬁ— u) - (BR+px BR)I—P)[fT+e Y e (Ei+pxB) - Vy(I—P)[f]
i=1
+ ezilsl(l ~P)((Bs+5x BR) - Vsz-ﬂ
=1 \/M
2k—1
e (Bt i B) 5 (w% - )T P) (]| + AT~ P)IS) + [P, 7] £
i=1

where [P, 5] = Prp — 75P denotes the commutator of two operators P and 75 where
B ::at—l-Cﬁ'Vx—e(Eo—i-ﬁ X BO) -Vp

+\/Lﬁ{at+cﬁ'vx—e(Eo+ﬁXBo)-Vp}\/ﬁ

+es’“ﬁ(u%—u) - (ER +p x By) — (PR +p x Bg) - Vy

2k—1
1

. . 0.
—e ; 5’{(E,-—i—p>< B;) - [Vp— m(u p—u)}.
Proposition 5.1. For the remainders (fa,Ef%, Bf.%), it holds that

NP+ SN YN, + Y || VAR - L)

1 1
SoIa- P2 + el Vafol? + e [1£1? + (€ + D) + (1 + 1)+,

2
w0
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Proof. Noting

(W")*(X=P)[f] - 0{A - P)[f]} = %@!wo(l = P)[fFIP + 0"V (w")?|(X - P)[f] 1%,

we take the L? inner product of (5.1) with (w°)?(I — P)[f¢] and use Lemma 3.5 to have

m 1= P20 + 2 1~ P2, + Y ||VOa - P,

<Z PR + (e (Eo+pXBo> Vy(I=P)[f], ()1~ P) [f])
P)[ (B + 5 By) -~ 2R - P )

0

{8t+cp V,—e E0+p><Bo) p} [\/M] 12
+ < oY, |w(T=P) [£7]] >

+ [FTHT 5, £, ()X (T = P)[£7])
; zggi—l <r [\/—Mf] T [ff, %} ()21 - P)[f€]>‘

=1
uOp —u
n €k<e( STO ).<E§+]§xB%),|w0(I—P)[f€H2>

+

+|(e

N

g+ x By) - Vpf7, ()1 - P) [f7])

- e (e(B; +p x B;) - V(I —P) [f], (w)*(I - P) [£])

Pl w2 P[]
3 )

)
ol
—

Il
—

)
ol
—

3 e (er=P) (B4 5 < BR)
1

)

2k—1 W% —
+ Zsi<e<(Ei+ﬁxBi)- §TO )=|w°<I—P> [fEH2>
+ | (@ =P)[S], W)X = P)[f)| + [([P, 78] [f7], () (T = P) [f7])] -

Second Term on the R.H.S. of (5.4): It is bounded by
(1Bl + 1Bl ) 1T~ PYFNZ0 S (1407 (X PYF] 2.
Third Term on the R.H.S. of (5.4): Noting (2.31), we bound it by
C(IBz) + 1Bz ) I - PSS e 1T =PI + e (IBRI + 1 BRI)-
Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.4): By the smallness of &y, it holds that
ZS(1+t) P <y,

Then, we have

&
A= PR, )

R AP,

O +cp-Vy—e(Ey+DxDBy) -V VM
<{ GRS ORAI ],\w°<I—P>[f€H2>

<2(|[vira-pir
gz\wp’( -7

29

(5.3)

(5.4)
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Fifth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.4): Using (3.23) in Lemma 3.6 and Sobolev embedding, it can be
controlled by

(182 1w + 12 15 ) N =Pl
e (I =P) oo + 1PN, ) +(1E=P)F iz + 1Pz ) JIE =Pl o,

So(Me T =P)f<IIl50 0 +° 1T =PIz + e 1112 + 2 /5117

Sixth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.4): Similarly, we use (2.31), (3.23) and (A.7) in Proposition A.1 to
obtain that for ¢ <= e=1/3,

2k—1 r
< Ei—lH w02
; | \/M‘O’
So(De™ (A= P)[f 0o + (1 + O 10
o) A= P)F o5 + 5 117
Seventh and eighth Terms on the R.H.S. of (5.4): Its upper bound is
FIBRI+ BRI ), 1A =PI, S 21X =P,
Last Terms on the R.H.S. of (5.4): For this term, we have
([P, 7] [f], (A =P)[fD| S e 1A =PI + E( BRI + | BRI + 117 )
Other Terms on the R.H.S. of (5.4): Similarly, these terms can be bounded by

oV T = P)[N20 o + Ce( ISP + BRI + | BRI? ) + CeXH(1 4 1)+

¢ €712
. 175w o 1D =P)FE]I20

Summary: We collect the above estimates in (5.4) to derive (5.2). O

5.2. Weighted First-Order Derivatives Estimates. In this subsection, we proceed the weighted L?
estimate of V, f€.

Proposition 5.2. For the remainders <f5,E§, Bf.%), it holds that

 (FIV= P+ LIPS, + Y [V a-Pue ) 6

5((1 +1) P 4 s%)e + &2 HV?CfEH2 + Vo (T = P)[fe]||2 + €D + Ce2FF2(1 + t)*+2,

Proof. Noting that [L£,V,] only contains terms that hit £, it holds that

1 |(1g, 0. [ - P 1Y) whon - L))
S Z 1A= P Moo 1021 = P)f 1 o
S0 10: (X = P)feIlr o + &0~ 1A= P[50
Then, by Lemma 3.5 and (4.10), we have
e (0L (T - P)[f°]], w}d. (T - P)[f]) (5.8)
> (L[ —P)[f°]], wide(I = P)[f°]) — 7 [{[£, 8:] (1 - P)[f°], wi0: (I — P)[f7])]
0 [0(1 ~ )[fa]\lwl,a = Ce 0L =P)[fI5 — Ceoe™ " 1T = P)[f]l50,,
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Apply 9, to (5.1) and take the L? inner product of the resulting equation with (w')29,(I — P)[f¢]. Then,
by similar arguments as in (5.3), we use (5.8) to have

0= PN + 2100~ PRy + Y | ViPO (1~ P

§C€_1< 102(X = PY[£])12 + &0 | (T — P)[fe]llio,o)

| (e0n (B9 B0)- 9,1 P[] ) (0,01~ P) 17
+|(eou—p)[ (5 +5x B7)- 7 U] ou 1 - P) 1)

0

(5.9)

2
wl

{0+ b Va—e(Eo+5 % Bo) -V} [VM]
| AT
+ P[0T [£5, 7] (w!)?0: (1 = P)[f])]

+ <ax ((1 —P)[f ) (w')?0,(1 - P) [ff1>|

N %_11 o (o [ ] o [ o] o P)[f€]>'

u9p — u
<eax (W2 (g o B P ) (0o P) [f€]>‘

1=

e (0 (B 0 % BR) - DT P[P ) (0! 20,1 - P) 7|
Nyl 0, ((E:+0 % B) - 9,1 P)[F7] ), (0)?0,(1 - P) [ff]>'
=1
“2]) o - P [f€]>'

(
(553 WDty p) 7). ! ou(1 - P) [f€]>‘

2k—1
+ ai<eax (1-P)|(Eq+5 x Bf)
( 7
|

+
(O}
i
—~
&
|
=
=2
i ©
Q
-
|
=
=
_8
>~
_l_
—~
&
=
o
S
=
Kh
\.W
g
»
S
&
=
|
3
=
ki
>~

Now we estimate each term on the R.H.S. of (5.9).
Second Term on the R.H.S. of (5.9): It can be bounded by

C(IVaEollyroe + VaBollyro ) (10:0=P) 12 + 1T = P20, )
SO+ 1)z (0.0 = P + 1= P10, )-
Third Term on the R.H.S. of (5.9): It can be controlled by
C™ 0.1 = PN, + Co (1 BRI + BRI ).
Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.9): Similar to (5.6), we bound it by

oz |[ViPa.a - +czia- Pk,

<3 [ViPa.a - pyr

() (T P[],
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Fifth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.9): Using Lemma 3.6 for p integral, (0o, 2,2) or (4,4, 2) for x integral,
Sobolev embedding and (2.31), we have

|(F10.r17 £, (w201 - P[],

Sek! / . 1000017 o 151, + [0 0| 112 + feon 5] 2 100 7], + |01 £2], 100 7 2
+ 2 ([l 2| o 1L, + [t 72 1572 )| w0 (X = P,

e ([ [ P g P T A P R GO e o1

S(R w0 £y + € 155z ) 10— P)[F]

So()eH|0: (1= P)[F|%1 , + 2 [[w! F=[[ s + € 1172

So(De ™ Vol = P)[f)|%: , + €2 | (X - P)[F)1%0,,
+ & [T = PN + 1N + 2 115 -

Sixth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.9): Similarly, for ¢ € [0,e71/3], we use (3.23) and (A.7) in Proposition
A.1 to bound it by

2k—1

S NG S S [ P (5.10)
i=1
2k—1 ' '
So(D)e 0T~ PYF NP, +C 30 21U+ 0% | £
i=1

_ 1
oM I PNy . + &5 113 -
Other Terms on the R.H.S. of (5.9): Similarly, these terms can be controlled by
o™ A= PN, + Ce(IERI + 1 Bild + 17503 ) + Ce (1 4 1)*+2,

Summary: We collect the above estimates in (5.9) and multiply it by € to obtain (5.7).
g

5.3. Weighted Second-Order Derivatives Estimates. In this subsection, we proceed the weighted L2
estimate of V2 f¢.

Proposition 5.3. For the remainders <f’3,E§%,Bf,%), it holds that
d 2 5
e’ (& IV2F e + Y VOV + 2 VR - P)[fe]H;J) (5.11)

552HV92nf€H2+5(5+D) _|_€2k+4(1_|_t)4k+2‘

Proof. Noting that [[E, Vfc]] [f¢] contains terms that V, hits f° at most once, we have
e (L, 3] 157, (w02 e))|
So(De 20 - P[] 2a, + E0e 1A= PYF Ny + (1 &) o £23
Then we use Lemma 3.5 to further obtain
e @RLL, (W22 7) 2 e (LA, (w2l 7y — et [([L. 2] 1) wRT) | (512
>0 |02(1 — P[5, — Czoe ™ (L= PYF Iy — Ot £l
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Now we take \a! = 2 in (4.7) and multiply the equation by (w?)292f¢ to get
5 2
e T [ g Ve T 11 B 1 (5.13)
2( NI FE 15 oy uh—u 21292 fe
§‘<€8x< M(ER+pXBR) T >7(w)8xf >‘
0

+le <3§<(Eo +p x By) ‘fo€>=(w2)2a§f€>‘
(o o5ty 1] ) o)

\/M
+FTH(IT 15 )L (w?)? 02 )]
R e ey

(u0

(E§z +px B;)f5> , (w2)2a§ff>‘

k

682< ER +p x Bg) - pf€>,(w2)28§f€>‘

ol
-l

2k
+13 ’<e@§<(E2+p X B;) -fo5>,(w2)26§f5>
=1
Fun V,F;
#|3 e (eon (a0 m) - 2 ’),<w2>26)§f8>‘
ZZ:; ( R R) \/M
Fan 5 . (u"p — u) 212 92
+ Z €8x<(Ei+pXBi)’27%f€>7(w)a:cfe
=1

e* (928, (w05 f7)| + Ceoe I = P)[fIIF, , + Ce I -

Now we treat the terms in the R.H.S. of (5.13).
First Term on the R.H.S. of (5.13): By (2.31), it can be bounded by

(£ 3 + 1Bl + 13513 )-
Second Term on the R.H.S. of (5.13): Its upper bound is
215, S (4 0% (1= P + 11 ).
Third Term on the R.H.S. of (5.13): Similar to (4.4), it can be bounded by
: [P,
<3 |[Vierr|, + o e (1@ - PN + 1712 ).

Fourth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.13): We use (2.31), (3.23) in Lemma 3.6 and Sobolev’s inequalities
to have

Sy

‘< k— 162 fe fa] ( 2)2a£fe>
S[EETHTIORS, £+ DU 02 7] + D10, 7, 0 ), (w?) 202 )
+Z‘€k H(Oa f5, £+ DU, 0ufe), (w?) 202 £9) +Z‘€"H (TLre, o] ()02 f°)
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S I o R P e P R N e e P
o [w20n 7|, 100 £ 2 + [0200 7] 2 100 £y + 2 ( [0200 £, 1] 2 + [w0u £ 12 1 £,
e et R PP e A P Y e R e S T PR e S PV W | N S Y
<t (e 02 g+ 05 72 gz ) 1025°] e,
< (e 5 s 1z ) 1025 e,
SIE=P)f T, + 15N -

Fifth Term on the R.H.S. of (5.13): Similarly, Similarly, we use (2.31), (3.23) and (A.7) in Propo-
sition A.1 to obtain that for t < t = e¢~1/3,

2k 1 F

> [ o [ g )
2k—1

I ( 2 \/1(_4|W§WL% 15, + 10 ozl ||f€\|ng> [
SA+0)1£513, S oW 1A= P)FlIde, +e 5 11

Other Terms on the R.H.S. of (5.13): Similarly, these terms can be controlled by
oM (X~ P)[f3,, + Ce" [

,o

+ Ce(I1BR I + |1 Ballhe ) + Ce%+1 1+ 1)1+,

w

Summary: We collect the above estimates in (5.13) and multiply the resulting inequality by &% to
derive (5.11). O

6. MACROSCOPIC ESTIMATES AND ELECTROMAGNETIC DISSIPATION

In this section, we study the macroscopic estimates of f€ and electromagnetic dissipation. With these
estimates and the estimates obtained in the previous two Sections, we can finally close the whole energy
estimate.

6.1. Macroscopic Estimates. To capture the dissipation of the macroscopic part of f¢ which can be
seen as a perturbation around a local Maxwellian, as in (2.19), we write P[f¢] as

£
P/ = (o - %65>M% +bipiM? + M, (6-1)
1

where p1 and py are defined in (2.20).
Proposition 6.1. There are two functionals EM for i = 1,2 satisfying
& S|IVe ol Ve fel (6.2)
such that Thus, we have
& (egpee + 2e5e) + (1P + 0l + (V- B3 (63)
2 (IR + IVeal? + [|[Va(Va - E5)|)
ST @ =PI + 1920 = P + < [VEA =P, +6F (€4 D)+ 411+ 2,
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Proof. Motivated by [42, Lemma 6.1], we will prove this proposition by two key ingredients: local conser-
vation laws and the macroscopic equations of f¢. For convenience, we write (2.14) as

0
1 _
atff+cﬁ.vxff+e;—ﬁ\/M-E§+ L[] =1 (6.4)
0
where
. VM
he :e<E0—|—]§><BO>-fo€—|—euT -(Efﬁ—ﬁxB%) (6.5)

fE
VM
2k—1 - E E .
—I—Ze’_ {r [\/—M,fﬂ+l“[f€,\/—ﬁ]}+es (ngxB;)-vpf
1

—ee 2—T0<u0]§—u) . (E%—i—ﬁxB%)fe

2k—1 ' V. F.
rey e {(nn) v+ (i) - T

1 0 € kg
_ez {(E—I—pr) 2T0< p—u)f}+z—:5,
Local conservation laws: Firstly, we derive the local conservation laws of a®, b, ¢®. Note that

p5 _ eo(u0)’ + Polul* ¢ eo(u®)? + Rolul?

{0+ ch- Vo= e(Bo+5 x Bo) - Vp VM 47T [, 7]

(6.6)

o5 c3 noud noc2ud
Projecting (6.4) onto the null space N, similar to the derivation of (A.3), (A.4) and (A.5), we can obtain

nou

8tCL +P()V -b°

ZEI[ae,bice] — Ve | pME(I-P)[f]dp+ / MR dp,
R3
M eou’ a) nom?c2u’ K3 (vy)
TK3(7) ~EK>(7)

=Esla”, b, 7] —ch'/ ppM: (1 - P)[f] dp+/ pM2 1 dp,
R3 R3

0
ob* + PV, (aE V& + e%Eﬁ

c
noc?

0\2 0 20,,0)\2 3K K. 2
eo(u®) 8t<a€ eou C€> | mom (u”)?[3K3(7) + vKa(v)] B, + nom*u’c®Ks(y )Vm-be

3 noc? YK () vKa(7)

—Ea[at, b, ] + / M3 A dp.
R3

where u][ £ b8, ’3] for j = 1,2,3 denotes a combination of linear terms of a®,b%,¢® with coefficients
Viz(no,u, T 0), and derivatives of af, b, ¢ with coefficient u. Since they are small perturbations and thus
will not affect the estimates, we will ignore the details for clarity.

Noting that

2 K 1 K

Py = nomec 7 e0 = nomc> < 3(7) B _) — ngmc? < 1(7) + §> 7 (6.7)
gt Ka(v) v

we can further write the above system as

2
c gl



36 Z. OUYANG, L. WU, Q. XIAO

ZEI[aibicﬂ—ch-/ ﬁM%(I—P)[fﬂdp+/ MR dp,

R3 R3

Ki(v) 4>
+— | o +

VK>(v) )

= Sa[a ] - 9, [ M-+ [ pMEap,
R3 R3

2 2.2 0

nom=c nouw
V.a® + — Vac +e
¥ c

ngmec

B (6.9)

(3]
N

nemec

K3(y) 3 Ki(v) 3 ) nom?2c?

2.2 1 £ (5

nom-c” [ — - = +14+—= )0+ ———V:-0b 6.10
< K3(v) v Ka(y) 2) ok (6.10)

= Sg[a®, b, ] +/ p"M2FF dp
R3

—mu0<§;8; +%> <—cVz-/}RSﬁM%(I—P)[fe]dp+/RSM%l_fdp>.

This system fully describes the evolution of a®, b° and ¢°.
Macroscopic equations: Secondly, we turn to the macroscopic equations of f€. Splitting f¢ as the
macroscopic part P[f¢] and the microscopic (I — P)[f¢] part in (6.4), we have

a(a—p—ga Bb° + p Oyt s M3 6.11
G +p- O+ p Oy M2 (6.11)
£ 0
tep- {vx (cf - p—gcf) + Vb p +p0vxc€}1v1% + e pM3 - S, = (5 + BF,

P To

where
. 1
== (O+cp- Vo) |- P)F| - LI,
€ € P; 5 5 0 € N 1 5 N P; 7€
h = — (a - —=c > +p b +p° (O +cp-Va)M2 +E (O +cp- Vi) [=| +I°.
P1 1
For fixed ¢, z, we compare the coefficients in front of

{M%,piM%,pOM%,%M%,p;?Mé}, i<ij<3, (6.12)

on both sides of (6.11) and get the following macroscopic equations:

85—'0—385—65 ht + 0 ,0_3 o 6.13
La Pitc_a—i_ a+tpic7 (6.13)
0yb; + cO;c” = Ly; + hy;,
Opc® = 05 + hi, (6.14)
ps uO pe
coja® — cp—%@ica + GTOE%’i =Llo; +hg; + c@i<p—§)ca, (6.15)

cOb = 65, + I,

cOib5 + c0;b; = L5 + hi;. i# 7.
Here (g, hS, 65, hi;, €2, e, 005, hey, €5, hs; and Ejj, hi; take the form
(£5,¢) and (h%, (),
where ( is linear combinations of vectors in (6.12). Combing (6.13) and (6.14) yields
Bt = £+ 15+ 22 (¢ +n5) + 0y (@)c (6.16)
P1 P1
For j = 0,1, we have the following estimates:

VARSI + V2R + ([ VERe | + (1 V3Re | + ([V2A5 | + | Viks | (6.17)
SZ(IviBs] + VB3l ) + (2 + ) [Varl,
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2%—1

£ e (M B 925, +
=1
2%k—1

N Z Y HV]fEH X ijERH + HVJBRH) +Z2 HVﬂfEH + eF(1 + )2+

_vir)

37

b (- Pl +1921) [0 0 ] (I 93] )+ 5,

for t € [0,e~1/3]. For brevity, we only give the estimate of ||V, a|| and |a®||. The estimates w.r.t. b° and

¢® in (6.3) can be derived similarly as in [42, Lemma 6.1]. From (6.15), we have
0
p2 ’LL €
—cAa® AE —e—V,-E
cAa” + Cp c To « R

ud

3 [ ,03 X e 3
= E 0; E —I—h ch<pi) \Ve Vm<e 0) ER.
On the other hand, by (2.15), we have

V.- Ef = —4me M%fadp

R3
4
= —4dmwenga® — i6710a‘3(uo )
c
4
= —4mena® — 4me(ng — n)a® — ienoa (u® — c).
c
Collecting (6.19) in (6.18), we have
3
A
—cla® + c Ac + €2 TonaE =— Z@'(@fn + hi;) + Es[a®, b5, ¢,
i=1
where
0
[a ,be,ce] __Ceo(u )Ac —47Te(n0—n)a
cno
tre . () o0
- — ) = eVa(2) Ve + V(e ) - Fi
- noa®(u” —c¢) — cVy, ot ¢+ Vg eTO %

Note that

(e ma )| = f { 29,69, (1) ) | < o) [, + € 9.7
no no

We multiply (6.20) by na® and add the resulting equalities to have

0
3 3
gz (€5,,n0;a%) Z (hi,;,nd;a®)

(2
For the first term in (6.21), we have
(€5, no;a)

- @+ V) [ PIF) - 207 r) i)

<( [ ]] , Cai),ﬁaiaa>

+<(‘0p Ve [< P —%c[fﬂ,cm),naiae>

3 2
ZC ‘\/ﬁvmaEH ten

<E5 [ae, b°, ce] , ﬁa€>

I
/\

2
|17

(6.18)

(6.19)

(6.20)

(6.21)

(6.22)
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< S(([a-Pr] o) o) + { ([P o) mi01")
+0() IVaa? | + C (VL= P2 + =2 X =P ).
By (6.16) and (6.17), we have
(<( } ga,),na Byaf >( (6.23)
<|((@ [(I = P)[f]. Cui ). 70" | S [100a”[* + | V(L= P[] 2

_1 — 2
SIVa@ =P + 75 1517 + [0+ )7 + 8] (NERI? + BRI ) +5(1 + )2+,

Therefore,

<em,na a®) (6.24)

Mw

€ N\ 7O.af €112 . e1n2
- Z a <<[ P)[f ]] @),n&a >+0(1) Vel || + C V(I = P)[fe]IIZ
+Cle 2 =P)NL +eF 1717 + [+ 07 + 5| (IBRI? + 1 BRI” ) + <51+ 0%+ ).
For the second and third terms in (6.21), we use (6.17) to have

3
N (g 10ia%) So(1) [IVaa]|* + 73 |(T—P)[fF]|2 + 75 [|Va (T - P)[F)12 + |1 £°]° (6.25)
i=1

[ 075+ ] (IBRIP + BRI ) + €41+ 0+,

and

<E5 [aa, b°, ca],na€> <

Collecting the estimates (6.24), (6.25) and (6.26) in (6.21), we obtain

o) [ VLPLNIP + L+ ) (£ + 1B ). (6.26)

47T

3 VA e e

<= SO o). 0007) + V.- P

T c( NP + 75 7502+ [+ )7 + &3] (IEBRI + BRI ) + 51+ t>2k+1).

(6.27)

O

6.2. Electromagnetic Dissipation. In this subsection, we derive the dissipation of the electromagnetic
field (Eg, BR).

Proposition 6.2. It holds that, fori=0,1

2
0
f —e}; ViEE,

3
<3 0 S (V- P g ), Vi By ) + O - P2

1 .
_Ez—l—l

> (6.28)

i [5”1HVﬁlP[fE]H2+g§(5+D) _|_€k+i+l(1_|_t)2k+l]‘
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Proof. For brevity, we only prove (6.28) for ¢ = 0 since the case i = 1 can be proved in the same way. From
(6.15), we have

/ euo

For the first term in (6.29), we use (2.15) to have
<€ZZ’E3:%,Z'>
~((~ 2= P G) B + ( (b Tull - Pl - 2217 ). B )
< S{([a-Pour) ) B + (@ PYFL Gar) 00R, )
o) | B3>+ C (Va0 P)[FYIR + 72 X~ P)[F)2 )
<= S{([a=P)s) ) By + 2 (I9BRI + 15712
o) |15 + O (19,1~ P + 2 [@- P2 ).

For the second and third terms in (6.29), we bound them as follows:

3

3
Z aszRz Z

1=1

. 3
<c@ia€ — cg—g&-ce, E§Z>‘ + Z |(heis ER i) - (6.29)

1=1

3

D

i=1

Z [(hess Exi)| S o(0) | BRI + 273 (11— P)FIZ + 1£11°)

<caa - 2o, ER>\ <o) | ELI? + VPP,

+ [(1 #0700 4 e8| (IBRI2 + 1BRI) + (1 + 1)+,

We collect the above estimates in (6.29) to obtain

1 eu? . d
3 |V Fm | <~ 2@ (=PI G) B (6:30)

+C( IV =P)F +2 @ - P)LF)I2 )
+C(2IVaBRIP + 731517 + V2P
+ O+t 45| (IBRI +1IBRI? ) + (1 +p%+].

This verifies (6.28) for ¢ = 0.

]
Proposition 6.3. It holds that
552 V2B g&% (E%,Va x B3) + ¢ |V E5||* + Ce%€. (6.31)
Proof. From (2.15), we have
¢||Ve x Bg||? = (8,E%, V. x BS) + <—47Te /RS VM fEdp, V, x B§> (6.32)

d
<5 (ER Vo X Bi) = (ER, Vo x 0BR) + C || f*|[[IV2 x Bil

d
< (B, Vo X BR) + (B, Va x (Va x BR)) +0(1) | V2 x BRlI* + C | £
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Noting
(B3, Ve x (Ve x BR)) = ¢||Vae x B3|, (6.33)
we have
c €112 d 5 5 € 112 £112
5 IVa x BRI" < 4 (ER, Vo X Bg) + ¢ |[[Va x ER[|” + C I f]". (6.34)
Noting V - Bf = 0, this further implies (6.31). O

Remark 6.1. By proper linear combination of (6.3), (6.28) and (6.31), we can obtain the macroscopic dissi-
pation and the electromagnetic filed dissipation together. However, the dissipation of the electromagnetic
field are too weak to be necessarily included in D.

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1

Proof of Energy Estimates: We multiply (6.3) by a sufficiently small constant x; and collect the
resulting inequality, (4.1), (4.8) and (4.13) to obtain that for some small positive constant 4y,

d Ao ;i e
w55 (|5

+alsuvxP[f€]H + 02 || V2P (£ ||
+6 (== PR + 9.0 - P2 + < || V2@ - P) ()7 )

<[+ 070 4 e3]e + 3D 4 (14 92 R4 0 RVE,

+HVZERH + || ViBs)| ) (= sma0+a25ma0)} (7.1)

Multiplying (7.1) by a large constant C; and adding it to the sum of (5.2), (5.7), and (5.11), we have

%8 + 3D S (64 2)E 43D+ 21+ 1) 42 F (1 4+ )2 VE, (7.2)

where D is given in (2.38), and

ol

=0

47 T(]

vl f€

VLB + Hv;za;\f) — (g 4 ezé’m“)}

sv(la- P)[ff]nio el VL1 PN + 2 - P ).
Note that
2
sepee - 2gpee 5 3 |V IVaFN S €2 (151 + e Vsl + € [ 9257 )
i=1
by (6.2). This verifies (2.37). Then for sufficiently small constant € > 0, we use (7.2) to have

%5 +D5 [(1 +1)P + a%}e + 1+ )2 k(1 )R VE.

Then for k£ > 3, we apply Gronwall’s inequality to the above inequality to have

sup /D ds < E(0) +
sEOﬂ

This verifies (2.36) and (2.39).
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Proof of Positivity: First we show that there exists F;(0,z,p) such that F*(0,z,p) > 0. The pro-
cedure is motivated by the analysis in [42, Lemma A.2]. We first estimate the microscopic part of the

coefficients (I — P) { £y ], 1 <i<2k—1. By (2.3) and the definition of £ in (2.16), we have

VM
L [(1 _P) [i” oL [atM +ep VoM — e(EO +p x Bo> -vpm] (7.3)
VM VM
Then, we use Lemma 3.3 to have
Fy
I-P)|—|| < |Valno,u,Tp)| + |Eol + | Bol. 7.4
1= P) | ]| <9 1) + ]+ |0 7.4
By similar arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we can obtain that for any x < 1,
_ Fy F ])
ML |I-P)|—=||,0I-P)|—= 7.5
(oela-p ] o-m |5 2
_k Fy 2 ‘ [Fl}z 2 2
>2M:2I-P)|—=|| —C||I-P)|—|| + |Eo|”+|Bol|*)-
apvia-py | L] —o(ja-p) | || lme + imP)

Now we combine (7.3), (7.4) and (7.5) to have

elo-

2
+ O (|Valno, u, To)|* + |Eof? + | Bol?).

(o

besan [ 2] 2

<o(1) ‘M—S(I -P) [\f—li_/J

(o (o

Namely,

< [Va(no,u, To)| + | Eo| + | Bol.

e

o

Similarly, we can obtain that

> v <M—§”(I—P) [

0<j<2

5 |Vx(n07u7T0)| + |E0| + |BO|

i)

By the Sobolev imbedding, this implies
I
I-P)|—
( ) [\/hd

By induction, we can use the equations (A.3), (A.4) and (A.5) in the appendix to obtain

:| 5 Mg [‘Vx(no,u,To)‘ + ‘EO‘ + ’Bo‘] . (77)

(I-P) {\/FM} <M [(W;(no,u,ia)ﬂ + |V Eol + \v;—lB()!) (7.8)

+ Y (195 (b0 + [V B+ [V B ),
1<j<i—1
for all kK < 1 and 2 < i < 2k — 1. Note that here a;,b;,cj, the coefficients of the macroscopic part of

P(jli;/[), are defined in (A.1). Then we use (7.8) to have

F;(0,z,p) SM” {(‘Vi(no,u,To)‘ + |V | + ‘Vi—lBOD + |(ai, bi, ¢i)| (7.9)
+ <\v;—j(aj,bj,cj)\ + |V T B+ |V§v_j_1BjD]
1<j<i
Now we choose Fj(0,z,p) in the following form
2k—1

Fi(0,,9) =M"(0,2,p)| > (|Vh(no,u, To)| + | V5B, + Vi By (7.10)
j=1
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2k—1 2k—12k—1—1

+ 3 | b+ 3 Z (IViais b )| + |3 Ei| + V3Bl )]
=1 =

=1

with 0 < 7 < 1. We choose k < 1 such that

E(1—k)+T <k (7.11)
From (7.9), we have
2k—1 ‘ 2k—1 ‘ '
> (0., p) SCeMF(0,,p) | D (Vi (no,u, To)(0,)| + V5 (B, B;)(0,2)] ) (7.12)
i=1 j=1
2k—1 2k—12k—1—4

+ Z ‘(ai,bi,ci)‘ + Z Z (‘Vé(a,,bl,cl)‘ + |v]x_1(E“BZ)D]
i=1 i=1 j=1
<CpeM"(0, z, p)

for some uniform constant Cop > 1. We discuss the positivity of F5(0,z,p) in two domains in R3 x R;’,:
A= {(:Evp) : M(07$7p) > CO€MK(0’$’p)}’
B = {(r,p) : M(0,,p) < CoeM*(0,7,p) }.

In the domain A, by the expression of the Hilbert expansion (2.1), we have F5(0,z,p) > 0. In the domain
B, for the chosen k, we use (7.11) to have

EkMT(O,a:,p) > C'g“ngMT(O,x,p) > COEMk(l_“)(O,x,p)MT(O,x,p) > CpeM" (0, z, p).

This implies that the remainder term is the dominant term in (2.1) and F*(0,z,p) > 0 for £ small enough.
Therefore we have F¢(0,z,p) > 0 for all (x,p).
Based on the proof of [84, Lemma 9, Page 307-308], we may rearrange the equation (1.1) as

OF + - Vo F* — e B + 5 x b )V, F* (7.13)
1 3
== </ @ (p, q)Fe(q)dq> Op, Op, F*
9 R3

1 . 1 .
! ( [ o q>F€<q>dq> 0y, F° — © ( [0 q)aqu%q)dq) Oy F°
& R3 g R3

1 g
L, ( [ % q)aqu%q)dq) Fe
& R3

Then clearly, there is an elliptic structure on the R.H.S. of (7.13). Therefore, using the maximum principle
(see the proof of [84, Lemma 9, Page 308] and [67, Theorem 1.1, Page 201]), we have

?}011;{F}—m1n{F0} > 0.

Then for sufficiently smooth F**, as long as the initial data F§ > 0, we naturally have F** > 0. For general
F¢, a standard mollification and approximation argument leads to the desired result.

8. RELATIVISTIC LANDAU EQUATION

8.1. No-Weight Energy Estimates. In this section, we derive the no-weight energy estimates. Since
Corresponding to Proposition 4.1, we have

Proposition 8.1. For the remainder f¢, it holds that

HfEH +e||(I-P fa]H S (e+2)E + €D+ 23, (8.1)
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Proof. The whole proof can be done in a similar and much simpler way as in Proposition 8.1. We omit the
details except for the following two estimates:

‘<M_%<6tM%+cﬁ-VxM%)fE,fa> < z||vitse ’ (8.2)
e1/|2 e112 o112
sz(Ivweraps [ sla-pir /R/ - PrP)
<Z(|rP[ff]u?+s—1o<1>H<I— e[l >[fﬂ\)
SZIFIP + oD [@— P +Z/Rg/o> L PP
§ZHf€H2+0(1)€_1H(I— P2+ Ze [|X = P)[£7]II%, -
by Lemma 3.1, and
(S, £9)] = [(S, @=P)[f])] S o) ||X - P)[]||2 + **2,
by (B.3) in Appendix A. O

Proposition 8.2. For the remainder f¢, it holds that
(G IV + NI P ) S (o4 2)€ + o™ NI PSS + D445, (83
and
( V291 + =8 |1 — BY 2| >5 (e + 2)€ +o() [T P)[f] |4, +eD+ e (8.4)

8.2. Weighted Energy Estimates. In this section, we will derive the weighted energy estimates to
complete the whole estimates.

8.2.1. Weighted Basic Energy Estimate. We take microscopic projection onto (i.e. apply operator I — P
on both sides of) (2.46) to have

1
0 (T=P)[f]) + - Vo (= P)[f]) + —L[T = P)[f]] (8.5)
2%k—1
=< )+ Y T MTER, 7] + T MR
i=1
~ M (OME + ep Vo ME) (T P) () + (1-P)[S] + [P, 7] [/,
where
[P,7]=Pr—P=(I1-P)r—7(1-P) (8.6)
denotes a commutator of operators P and 7 which is given by
Tzat+cﬁ-vx+M—%(atM% +cﬁ-vx1v1%>. (8.7)

Proposition 8.3. For the remainder f¢, it holds that

=P+ = T = P e, +Y VAP~ P[] (8:8)
SelIVafil? + e A= P)FI +2(€ + D) + %+,
(G IV = PN+ 8= PP+ Y [Vorvaa -, ) 9

<é? HvifEHQ + || V(I — P)[fe]Hi + 5(5 + D) 42kt
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and
63(% V277150 + 78 [ V2@ =PI, + Y || V0027

<e? HVifEHQ +e(E+ D)+ g2k+6

. ) (8.10)

8.3. Macroscopic Dissipation. In this section, we study the macroscopic structure of (2.46).
As in (2.19), denote

P[fe] = M{ [af(t,x) - pg(t’:n)cs(t,:n)] +p () +poc€(t,:p)} eN.

pi(t, )
Proposition 8.4. There are two functionals £ for i = 1,2 satisfying
ere S|V NIV £el (8.11)
such that
d
— (e + ey} + (e | VLPIFIP + < V2P (8.12)

SeT I@=P)SG + IV (X = P)FIIZ + (€ + D) + 2.

Proof. As in Proposition 6.1, it can be proved via local conservation laws and the macroscopic equations
of f€. Write (2.46) as

OFE +cp Vo fE + éﬁ[fe] e, (8.13)

where
- 21 . 1 1 1 1 1 —
he =TI £+ ) s’—l{r[M—aﬂ,fE] + F[fa,M_EF,-]} — M 2(9,M:2 +cp- V,M2) f¢ + S.
i=1

Local conservation laws: Similar to the derivation of (6.8), (6.9) and (6.10), we can obtain

0 2 )
o TN =2 ] Ve [ MR [ M (s
K( ) 4) nomc2
2 1y c R
nomc” | ————~ + — | 0:b° + Vea 8.15
' (vm(v) 72) T (8.15)
= Safa ]~ 9, [ pMEA-P)fTp+ [ pMEEap,
R3 R3
Ki(y) 3 Ki(y) 3 ) nom?2c?
2 2 1 . .
nom“c” [ — - = +1+—= )0+ ———V,-b 8.16
" < K3(v) v EKa(v) 2) ~2 (8.16)

= E3[a”, 0%, 7] +/ p"M2RE dp
R3

— mad (28 +%> <—ch-/RSﬁM%(I—P)[f5] dp+/RSM%/‘fdp>.

Macroscopic equations: Secondly, we turn to the macroscopic equations of f¢. Splitting f¢ as the
macroscopic part P[f¢] and the microscopic (I — P)[f¢] part in (8.13), we have

(8.17)
() ()
<8t <aE - %CE) +p- O + poﬁtcE)M% +cp- {Vm <a5 - %c€> + Vb p+ povxca}l\/l% =0+ h°,
1 1
where
R 1
= (0 ep- V) [ P[] - 077 (5.18)

() €
h = — {(ae - p2c€> +p-b° +poc€} (O +cp- Vm)M% + (O +cp- Vy) [p_g] + hE. (8.19)

e
1 P1
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For fixed ¢, x, we compare the coefficients in front of
. . 2 -
{M%,piM%,pOM%, M2, GME, TOME, p;ﬁ’M%}, 1<ij<3 (8.20)

on both sides of (8.17) and get the following macroscopic equations:

() ()
Bas — 20,5 = 65 + 1S +9,(2) e, (8.21)
c a T g c
P1 P1
Otbf + c@ica = E}En + hil,
O = 0.+ h,
(1
co;a® —cpzac =05, + hi; + co; ('0—?) )
141 P1
coib; = L + hj;,
;b5 + c0;b; = € + hi, i .
Here (g, b, €5, hi;, €2, hE, 005, hey, 65, hs;, and Kfj, hs; take the form of

(£5,¢) and (h%, (),

where ( is linear combinations of

{M%,pz-M%,pOM%, AVERVEN Ve plijé} . (8.22)
For 7 = 0,1, we have the following estimates:
w2+ w2 + 3] + 3+ 920+ 2
2k—1
S 9L, + 3 (IMEal
1=1
SIVE@=P)F, + Vsl + Z[| Ve +

For brevity, we only give the estimate of ||V;b%|| in (8.12) since other estimates can be derived similarly.
From the last two equalities in (6.13), we have

il (8.23)

Vf5lo

o+ MR [V27) + 2 7267+ 2

3
—Acbf — 0V b = =Y 0;(65; + hij) (1+ 655). (8.24)
i=1
We multiply b and integrate over R3 to get
3
cl|VabfIIP + e[ Ve - b7)1* =D (65 + h5;) (1 + 65), 0ib5) (8.25)
i=1
3 3
:Z (1+ 6i5) << — (Or+cp-Va) [A=P)[f7]] — _ﬁ[fe (Z]> 0; b5> + Z (1+6;5) ¢ zngw) aib§> .
i=1 i=1
For the first term related to (I — P)[f¢], we have
A~ £ 1 £ £
<< — (O +cp- Vo) [T-P)[f]] - Pt Cij)aaz’bj> (8.26)

~((~ala- i) .6).005) + ( (- - V(0= P - 2177 ). 05 )

< S{(la-Py ) o) + ([P ) s
+ (1) [Vab]” + C (I V(= P)FI + 2 T =PI )-
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By (6.9) and (6.17), we have

<<[(I - P)[fe]] ) Czy) 5 87,atb;:> = — <<aZ [(I _ P)[fs]] , (Z]> ’ atb§> (8‘27)
o(1) (V2 | + VoI ) + V(X = P)[FEY2 + || £5))* + M

Then we use (8.23) again to obtain

d
SIVab P+ e Va 67 < = 2 ([ =P)F) Gy ) 085 ) + oD (IVaa”]” + [Va ) (8:28)

+e 2| =P)[fI5 + IVa@ =PI + £ + "

8.4. Proof of Propostion 2.2.
Proof of Energy Estimates: Multiplying (6.3) by a small constant ko and adding it to the sum of (8.1),
(8.3) and (8.4), we obtain that for some small constant da > 0,

d
dt((HFH +e Voo + €2 | V2 re|° )—mg(es{”ac+5255”“0>> (8.29)

+ (VLRI + V2RI )

_ 2
(7 =P + IV - P + < [2a - Py )
S(e+Z)E +eD + 13,
Multiplying (8.29) by a large constant Cy and adding it to the sum of (8.8), (8.9), and (8.10), we have

d
dt

where D is given in (2.55), and

<5 — Ko (ES{”“C + 6255”“0)> + gD S (e+2)E+eD + 23, (8.30)

£ cl[ EZ<',/4”TOVZF +HV§'EE;H2+Hv;B;H2>—m(sg{na%és;mn
( (= P)[FYI20 + = [V P + 92— P ).

Note that
2
sepee +2gpee 30 |V IVaFN S € (1551 + e IVaf=I + € [ 925 )
i=1
by (8.11). This verifies (2.54). When ¢ is sufficiently small, we know ¢ < Z. Thus, we have
%5 +D < ZE + 2R3, (8.31)
By Gronwall’s inequality, for t < ty, we have
+ /tD(s)ds < eZtE(0) + 2 F3 /t eZU=9)ds < eZ1E(0) + Z 712k 3, (8.32)
Due to (2.51), we know Zoto < 1. Hence, we have 0
/ D(s)ds < E(0) + 23, t <t (8.33)
This verifies the validity of (2.53) and (2.57).

Proof of Positivity: It is analogous to the corresponding part in the proof of Proposition 2.1. In
fact, we only need to delete all terms related to the electromagnetic filed there.
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APPENDIX A. EXPANSION OF THE RELATIVISTIC VLASOV-MAXWELL-LANDAU SYSTEM

In this part, we list our result about the construction and regularity estimates of the coefficients in the

Hilbert expansion (2.1). For n € [1,2k — 1], we decompose \51’\17[ as the sum of macroscopic and microscopic
parts:

fa-rl won [
_ (an(t,x) +bn(t,z) - p+ Cn(t7x)p0>m TI-P) [\517\1_4] '

Proposition A.1. For any n € [0,2k—2|, assume that (F;, E;, B;) have been constructed for all0 < i < n.
Then the microscopic part (I — P) [M} can be written as:

VM
F, _ 1 . 1 -
1-P) ()~ 1[—\/—M<8tFn+Cp'Van—g S e, Fy) (A.2)
i+j=n+1
ii>1

+CELF)] + Y e(EZ- + ep x BZ-) : vaj)}
i+j=n
4,720

And an41(t,x),bpy1(t, ), cpi1(t, ), Eny1(t, ), Bayi(t, z) satisfy the following system:

80—|—P0 e0u02—|—P0u2
—at <n0u an41 + =2 uo(u'bnﬂ)—i- (1) 5 [ Cntl

C
P, P,
+V - <nouan+1 + eo; Lt bog1) + Pobug1 + ot 0U0U6n+1> (A.3)
+V, - cpvM(I - P) [Fnﬂ] dp =0,
R3 vM
Wt{ieo il Pougujanﬂ + ngm” ((6K3( ) + VK (7)) uwj(u - bogr) + K3 (y )uobn+1,j>
YK (7)
2
nom 032 2\,
L (GKa) + AR + Kal)uP) g
¢o + Py _ n0m2 ' 0
+ Ve < 2 Ujtlntl + K> () (6K3(7) + ’YK2(’Y))UJU((U “bny1) +u Cn+1)
2
nom=c*Ks(v)
+ 0z, (Poany1) + Vy - (T()(ubn+l,j + ujbn+1)> (A4)
2
nom=c* K3(7) 0
+ Oz, <—7K2( ) (u bpt+1) +u cn+1>

E(] ; ¢o + P(]
— 67’] <n0u0an+1 + 2 ud(u - byg1) +

e0(u0)2 + Polu/? >
B Cn+1
C

e eo + By eo + B
- <(n0uan+1 + 2 w(w - bpy1) + Pobpt1 + 2 X uouan) X Bo>
J
0

nou nou
(M (") )
C C 7

Ek" e + P eku02+Pkuk2
—e Z —C] <nku2al+ = u%(uk-bl)—i— (uk) 5 | ’cl

C
k+l=n+1
k,i>1
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e e, + P e P
— = Z <<nkukal + k 2 kuk(uk . bl) + Pb; + k 3 kugukcl) X Bk>

€ btimnt1 j

Td>1

+ev, - | BPMI-P) [F"“] dp—e </ % BovM(I — P) [F"“} dp>

rs PO VM R3 vM j
F;
e / p x B/ M(I - P) [—] dp> —0,
k+§+1 < R3 vM J

o1

for j =1,2,3 with byy1 = (bpg1,1,0n41,2,0n41,3), Eng1 = (Ent1,1, Engi1,2, Ent1,3),

%&t{ eo(ud)? + P0|U|2an+1 N w((ﬂ@,(’y) K (7)) (W) + Kg(’y)!u\2>

c? 7EK2(7)

O () + 1Kol ) + 3K )l ) |

o) "
+V, - <e0 ;PO UOUGnH)

nom?2 nom?c?u®

+Vx'{,ﬂ§2(,y) (6K3(7) + 7 Ka(7))u’u(u - byi) + — ’YK2([§3( )uobn—i-l (A.5)

n m2
(6K + A Ra ) + Kool

e eo + Fo
— E <n0u . En+1 + nou - ann-i-l + T(u . bn+1)(u . E())

+ PoEy - by +

e + P,
- 2 OUO(U'EO)CnH)

—e/RSﬁ\/M(I—P) [f}%} dp - E,

e e + P e + P
- > <nkuk - Eyay + = 2 ©(wg - br) (ug - Bx) + PoBy - by + = kug(uk'Ek)cl>
k+l=n+1
ki>1
—e/ cpvM(I - P) [i] dp-Er =0
R3 vM ’
OtEni1 —cVy X By
noua + Pyb eo + P ¢ + P,
:47Te< 0Unt1 + Pobns1 ¢ - Ot byyy) + 0 - ououcn+1>
c c c
—1—471'/ <ep\/ {I-P_ }[ n+1]> dp,
RS \/
atBrH_l + ch X En+1 = 0, (A6)
47 eo + P, eo(u?)? + Polul?
Ve Enp1 = —76 <n0u0an+l + 0 2 OUO(U ’ bn-i—l) + 0( ) 2 0‘ ’ Cn+1> >

V.- Bpi1 = 0.

Furthermore, assume ay11(0,),b,11(0,2), cri1(0,2), Eny1(0,2), Buy1(0,2) € HN, N > 1, be given initial
data to the system consisted of equations (A.3), (A.4), (A.5) and (A.6). Then the linear system is well-
posed in C°([0,00); HY). Moreover, it holds that

[Fant] S A +8)"TIMY, [ VpFaga| S L+ M1,
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VeFun| S L+ "M, VoV Fopa| S (148" IM,
ViFpal S Q+0"™M, VRV Fp| S (1+1)"TIM, (A.7)
i1l + [Buii] + |VeEni1l + VaBuia| + [VaEpg| + [ViBpgr| S (1+6)"F
Proof. The whole proof follows from analogous arguments as in [53, Appendix 3]. We omit the details for
brevity. O
APPENDIX B. EXPANSION OF THE RELATIVISTIC LANDAU EQUATION

In this part, we list our result about the construction and regularity estimates of the coefficients in the

Hilbert expansion (2.1). The proof can be done in a similar way as that in [53, Appendix 3|, so we only

record the results. For n € [1,2k — 1], we decompose 5”M as the sum of macroscopic and microscopic parts:

Fy
:P[

fn .
VM

\/M] +(I-P) [\f—g_d] (B.1)

= (an(t,@) + ba(t,2) - p+ calt,2)p") VM + (1 P) [jﬁ_d] |

Proposition B.1. For any n € [0,2k — 2], assume that F; have been constructed for all 0 < i <mn. Then

the microscopic part (I — P) [% can be written as:
-P)| | = ot - (aF +p VaF - Y R ).
vM vM i+j=n+1 Y (B2)
ij>1

And ani1(t, ), bny1(t,x), cni1(t,x) satisfy (A.4), (A.4) and (A.5) by deleting all terms related to the
electromagnetic field. Furthermore, assume a1 1(0,2),bp11(0,2),cni1(0,2) € HY with N > 0 are given
initial data to the corresponding linear system. Then this linear system is well-posed in C°([0,00); HY).
Moreover, it holds that for sufficiently large N

‘Fn-i-l’ 5 M1_7 ’van-i-l’ 5 Ml_y
‘Van—H‘ 5 M1_7 ’vxvan-i-l’ 5 Ml_v (B’3)
‘ViFn-i-l‘ 5 Ml_v ’vgzsvan-i-l’ 5 Ml_-
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