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STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND MOMENT BOUNDS FOR THE
RELATIVISTIC VLASOV-MAXWELL SYSTEM I. THE 2-D AND
21-D CASES.

JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

ABSTRACT. Consider the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system with initial data
of unrestricted size. In the two dimensional and the two and a half dimensional
cases, Glassey-Schaeffer proved [, [5l, [6] that for regular initial data with
compact momentum support this system has unique global in time classical
solutions. In this work we do not assume compact momentum support for the
initial data and instead require only that the data have polynomial decay in
momentum space. In the 2D and the 2%D cases, we prove the global existence,
uniqueness and regularity for solutions arising from this class of initial data.
To this end we use Strichartz estimates and prove that suitable moments of
the solution remain bounded. Moreover, we obtain a slight improvement of
the temporal growth of the L$® norms of the electromagnetic fields compared

to [4] and [6].

1. INTRODUCTION

The relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system describes the dynamics of a collisionless
plasma. In this paper, we consider the initial value problem for the relativistic
Vlasov-Maxwell system in two spatial dimensions. We first consider the case where
the motion of the particles is confined within two dimensions in the spatial and the
momentum variables. We also study the situation when the particle density depends
only on two spatial dimensions but particles are allowed to have momenta taking
values in R3. The latter model can also be thought of as the three dimensional
relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system under a translational symmetry. We will refer
to the first case as the two dimensional (2D) case and the second case as the
two-and-one-half dimensional (2%D) case. More precisely, let the particle density
f:Ry xR2 x Rgp — R, be a non-negative function of time ¢ € R, position = € R?
and momentum p € R%. We take d,, = 2 in the two dimensional case and d, = 3
in the two-and-one-half dimensional case.

The particles are subjected to the electromagnetic forces £ and B. In the d, = 2
case, we take £ : R x R? = R2, B: R x R? — R with

(1) E = (El(tv'rlv'r?)vE2(t7$17$2)70)5 B= (anvB(tvxla:EQ))v
while for d, = 3, we take E, B: R x R? — R3 with
E = (El(tu:Elu$2)7E2(t7$17$2)7E3(t7$17$2))7

(2)
B = (Bl (t, T, IQ), B2(t, T, .IQ), Bs(t, T, IQ))
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Note that both reductions, either (Il) or (), are propagated in time by regular
solutions to the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system.
The relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system can be written as

(3) Of+D-Vaof +(E+pxB)-V,f=0,
(4) HE=VyxB—j &B=-V,xE,
(5) Ve -E=p, V., -B=0.

where the charge is

p(t,x) drn [ f(t,z,p)dp,
Rp

and the current is given by
.]Z(tvx) d:ef47r/d ﬁzf(tvxvp)dpv 1= laadp
R%

Here,

(6) p=cn o= VITBP
In the above, we have used - and x to denote the 3-dimensional dot product and
cross product respectively. To make sense of them, we identity any vector field
Y = (Y1,Y?) € R? with the vector field (Y!,Y2,0) € R3.

We study the initial value problem for the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system,
i.e., we prescribe initial data

(f,E,B)|i=0 = (fo, Eo, Bo)

for some (fo, Eo, By) verifying the constraint equations (). Notice that given suffi-
ciently regular initial data fo, Eo, Bo which satisfy (@), then the equations (B are
propagated by the evolution equations [B]) and (@) as long as the solution remains
regular.

According to the Vlasov equation (3)), the particle density f is transported along
the characteristics (X (¢), V(t)), which verify the ordinary differential equations:

dX

(7) %(57@1751)) = V(S;t,.f,p),

dV N
(8) E(Satvxvp) = E(S,X(S;t,.f,p)) + V(S,t,.f,p) X B(S,X(S;t,.f,p)),

together with the conditions
(9) X(t;t,(b,p) =z, V(t;tuxup) =D,

where V & \/1}:‘—‘/'2 We will explicitly estimate the derivatives of the characteris-

tics in Sections [6] and [

In both the two dimensional and two-and-one-half dimensional cases, global exis-
tence and uniqueness of classical solutions was proved by Glassey-Schaeffer [4], [5],
[6] for sufficiently regular data with compact momentum support. They proved that
for such solutions, the momentum support remains compact for all time and this
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is sufficient to guarantee that the solution remains C'. We will roughly summarize
their results in the following theorem/[]

Theorem 1.1 (Glassey-Schaeffer [4], [5], [6]). Consider the following Cauchy initial
data set (fo(x,p), Eo(x), Bo(x)) which satisfies the constraints ([Bl); further suppose
initially that (@) is satisfied when d, = 2 or @) is satisfied when d, = 3. Lefl
fo € CLH(R2 x Rgp;R) with fo > 0 when either d, = 2 or d, = 3 and Fy, By €
Cg (R2:R3). Moreover, suppose that the initial data have finite energy

1
(10) 5/ (|Eo|2+|Bo|2)dx+47T// po fodpdr < o,
R2 R2 JRIP

and the initial momentum support for fy is compact, i.e.,

(11) sup{|p| : fo(z,p) # 0} < co.

In the case of d, = 3, assume in addition that
Vm X AO = BO

for some Ay € C3(R2;R2). Then there exists a unique global in time C' solution
to the relativistic Vlasov-Mazwell system.

In this paper, we extend the global existence and uniqueness theorems of Glassey-
Schaeffer to include initial data with non-compact momentum support. Our method
is based on combining the moment estimates for the Vlasov equation with the
Strichartz estimates for the wave equation. Using these estimates, we only require
that the initial data for f and V,,f decay polynomially in py in an averaged
sense. As a consequence of our approach, we also obtain an improved bound on
the asymptotic growth of the solution. We refer the readers to Section for the
precise statements of the theorems.

Finally, we note that the methods developed here can also be applied to the
three dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system to obtain new continuation
criteria which improves over the results in [7], [2], [13], [16] and [I]. This will be
carried out in Part II [I5] of the present work.

1.1. Notation. Let V, be the vector (%,%) and V,, either be the vector
(aiplv 8%2) (in the 2 dimensional case) or the vector (aiplv 8%2’ 8%3) (in the 23 di-
mensional case). We will employ the notation

dg \? dg \?
2 def g g
Vagl™ = (8901) i (8902) '

then |V,g| is defined similarly except for taking into account the dimension of the
momentum space:

Vzgefag2 892'2d' :
[Vogl® = a1 + a7 in 2 dimensions,

e remark that the precise statements in [4], [B], [6] only require slightly weaker assumptions
and also provide bounds for the solutions. We refer the readers to [4], [5], [6] for the precise
orginial statements.

2We denote the space of continuously differentiable functions which are uniformly bounded

with uniformly bounded first partial derivatives by C (R2 x Rzp ;R). Similarly, CF(R2;R?) is the

space of vector fields which are continuous and uniformly bounded, with continuous and uniformly
bounded k-th partial derivatives.
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ag\°  (99\* . (99\° 1
2 def ( OF g g I .
Vpgl® = <8p1> + (8]92) + (8]93) in 22 dimensions.

For an integer k, we will use the notation Vk » schematically to denote

VE g = (05959)

la|+[Bl=k’
where 92 = 021002, and 97 = 901002 in the 2D case or 97 = 9710/207% in the
2%D case. Here a = (a1,a2) and 3 = (B1,...,0q,) are standard multi-indicies.

The notation above denotes a vector which contains all components that satisfy
the condition |a] + |8] = k. Then V% and VF are defined similarly with only the

or p derivatives respectively. We further use |V’g§7pg|2 to denote the square sum of
all k-th order derivatives:

VELgPE ST (909l)”
|| +|B|=k

Again [VEg| and [Vhg| are defined similarly.
For a scalar functlon g, we then define the Lebesgue spaces

1
T s
llgll L ([0,T);L4LT) - </ (/ (/ |9|po)%d$)"dt>
0 R2 JR9

with obvious modifications when s, ¢ or 7 = co. Furthermore, for a vector valued
function G = (G4,...,Gy), we define the Lebesgue spaces in exactly the same
way except now |G|2 & ™ |G4]? in the above definition. We further define the
Sobolev spaces, in either the vector or the scalar valued case, for HP = HP (dx) =

HP(R?) by
loliee = 3 [ (5ol
0<k<D
for an integer D > 0. Notice that for a vector-valued function G = (Gq,...,Gp)

we use the convention that V¥ is itself a vector that contains all derivatives of
order k of all components of the vector G.
We will find it convenient to use the following notation for a momentum weight

(12) wa, (p) < py* log(1 +po)  (dy =2,3).
We define the weighted Sobolev space HP (wq, (p)? dp dx) = HP (wq, (p)?R2 x Rgp)

by
Iolivmcas, i = D0 [ [ 195 ol ) dp

0<k<D
The space L>=([0,7); HP (w? (p)dpdx)) is then defined by making the suitable
standard modifications.

For the electromagnetic fields, we will frequently use the notations K = (E, B)
and initially Ko = (Ey, By). For the Lorentz force we sometimes further use the
notation K ' E + p x B.

We will use the notation (w) % /T + w|? for a vector w. For instance we use
(p3) = < V/1+p3 and <(p1,p2)> :e V1+pi+p3.

Furthermore, we will use the notation A < B to mean that A < C'B where the
implicit constant (C' > 0) may depend on any of the conserved quantities in the
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conservation laws in Section 2l In some sections below, we may slightly alter this
notation in a way to be made precise in the beginning of the sections.

1.2. Main Results. Our main result in this paper for the 2-dimensional relativistic
Vlasov-Maxwell system is the following global existence and uniqueness theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Given Cauchy initial data (fo(z,p), Eo(x), Bo(x)) to the 2D rela-
tivistic Vlasov-Mazwell system which satisfies [{l) and the constraints ([Bl) such that
fo € CH(R2 x R2) is non-negative and obeys the bound

(13) ||fopév||LéL11) < oo, for some N > 13.

Additionally suppose that D > 3 and

(14) > 1 (VE o) wallzrz < oo
0<k<D
Furthermore, for every R > 0, we suppose that for some Cr < 00,

< CR)

(15) H [ swtdote -+ v+ wid ol < R lol < R} do
R2 Lg"

< OR7

06) || [ 5oV polte-+vep+ i o] < ol < Ry ap
R L

and
A7) lsup{|Vepfol(z +y,p+w): [yl < R, Jw| < R} e poc < Cr-
Also the initial electromagnetic fields Eo, By € HP (R2) obey the bounds
(18) Z (IV5Es| 12 + IVEBoll2) < oo.

0<k<D

Then there exists a unique global in time solution to the relativistic Viasov-Mazwell
system (f, E, B). The solution satisfies f € L*([0,T); HP (w3 (p) dpdz)) and the
fields satisfy E,B € L*>([0,T); HP) for any large T > 0. Moreover, there exist
positive constants C and k which do not depend upon T such that

1Bl + | B(t)| 1 < CeC.

Remark 1.3. [t is easy to see that the class of initial data considered in Theorem
has finite energy, i.e., (I0) is satisfied for d, = 2. This will allow us to use the
conservation laws in Propositions 2.1 and[2.2 in the proof.

Remark 1.4. The Glassey-Schaeffer theorem also gives an a priori control on
the growth of the electomagnetic fields and the momentum support of the particle
density. In particular, the estimates of Glassey-Schaeffer (B, p.372-373 in [0],
p.283 in []) imply the bounds of the form

eCt
IE@|Le + 1Bz < Ce®

for some constant C > 0. Our main theorem improves over this estimate.
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Remark 1.5. Notice that the assumptions (I3), ([T - (IT) are verified if the initial
data for fo satisfy the pointwise bounds

[fol,p)] < Cpg 1T,
and
Ve pfolzp)| < Cpg®log™ (1 + po)-
The conditions here are easier to state, however the minimal assumptions ([I3)) -
(@@ are the ones that we used in the proof of the theorem.

We also prove a similar global existence and uniqueness result for in the 2%
dimensional case. In addition to the analogous conditions as Theorem [[.2] we need
an extra assumptiOIE, see (23] below, in order to exploit the additional conservation
law in this case.

Theorem 1.6. Given the initial data (fo(z,p), Eo(z), Bo(x)) to the 21 D relativistic
Viasov-Mazwell system which satisfies @) and the constraints ([B) such that fo €
C1(R? x Rg) is mon-negative and obeys the following bound:

(19) ||f0pév||L;L117 < oo, for some N > 13.

Additionally suppose that D > 3 and

(20) > I (VE o) wsllzzrz < oo
0<k<D

Furthermore, for every R > 0, we suppose that for some Cr < oo we have

) | [ swlhato s ot bl < Rl < Ry < cn,
R Lg
@) || [ suplVapsolia-tvep+ i vl < Rofol < RYap| <
@) | [ TPt vop whido) s ol < Rofol < RYap| <G
Le
@) sp(Vapfolle v+ )¢ Iyl < Bl € BY, . < Cn,

and

(25)  sup / sup{fo(@ + y,p1,p2,p3 + W) (p3)* : [y] < R, Jw| < R} dps

Z,p1,P2 J —00

< OR)

for some § > 0. Also the initial electromagnetic fields Eo, By € HP(R2) obey the
bounds

26) > (IVEBollz + IVEBollsg) < oo.
0<k<D

3Notice that in the assumptions of Theorem [[f] we also have (23) which does not seem to
have a counterpart in Theorem However, note that a corresponding assumption
1

| [ s t19 st t vp+ whudo) ol < Rl < Ry ap|” <
R

z
Lge

is automatically implied by ([I6) and ([I7) and does not have to be explicitly stated.
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Then there exists a unique global in time solution to the relativistic Vliasov-Mazwell
system (f, E,B). The solution satisfies f € L°°([0,T); HP (w2(p) dpdx)) and fur-
thermore E, B € L>([0,T); HY) for any large T > 0. Moreover, there exist positive
constants C and k which do not depend upon T such that

(27) IE®)]lze + 1Bl < Ce

1.3. Strategy of proof. In this section we will explain the main ideas in the proof.
We will focus on the 2-dimensional case and indicate at the end the modifications
needed for the 2%—dimensiona1 case.

1.3.1. Moment bounds. We consider solutions to the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell
system with initial data having noncompact momentum support. Therefore, unlike
in [6], [4], we cannot control the solution by estimating the growth of the momentum
support, which is initially infinite. Instead, we bound the moments] of f. It is well-
known that the N-th moment of f can be controlled by the L}LY*2 norm of the
Lorentz force E 4+ p x B. In particular, for K denoting (E, B), we have

N
(28) 1790l 3= o, 7):21. L1y < Data term + ”KHL;E[QO,T);L;V“)'
Therefore in order to control the moments of the particle density f, we need to
obtain L} L4 bounds for the electromagnetic fields F and B.

1.3.2. Strichartz estimates. In [6], F and B are estimated in L{°L3° by Plog P,
where P is the bound for the momentum support. In the context of this paper, P
is infinite and the methods of [6] do not allow one to obtain a sufficiently strong
L LS control of E and B in terms of the moments of f. Instead, we need to make
use of the fact that we only need to obtain L}L% bounds for E and B in order
to close the moment bounds (28], i.e., we can take advantage of both the lower
integrability in = and the extra integration in .

Since E and B both obey wave equations, such L} L% bounds can be derived
using the Strichartz estimates. However, if we apply Strichartz estimates directly
using the wave equation that F and B satisty, i.e.,

UE =Vap + 0,
OB =-V, x7j

then there would be a loss of derivatives. Instead, we apply the Glassey-Schaeffer
representations [5], [6] of the electromagnetic fields (see Section [6.1]), which were
devised to avoid a similar loss of derivatives in their setting. We then perform
some preliminary estimates controlling the singularity (both in the physical space
variables and the momentum space variables) in the integral kernel of the Glassey-
Schaeffer representations. Afterwards we show that the electromagnetic field K can

4We make a very rough comparison to the known regularity results for the non-relativistic
Vlasov-Poisson system. In that context, there are two approaches used in obtaining global classical
solutions for large data, namely the Pfaffelmoser theory [I7] (see also work of Schaeffer [I8]) that
is based on controlling the momentum support and the Lions-Perthame theory [14] which is based
on estimating the moments. For the 2D relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system, the Glassey-Schaeffer
theorems employ the philosophy of controlling the momentum support while our approach is closer
to the spirit of estimating the moments.
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be controlled by

(%)HGSKWD”OKI i@)
RrR2 PO

vt (o ([Lsrw)) et (o7 (L))

for every e € [0,1). Here, Ky depends only on the initial data and 0~ F is defined
to be the solution u to the wave equation Ou = F with zero initial data.
To obtain the bound ([23]), we need to control the terms

/t/ / f(s,y,p) dpdyds
0 Jly—al<i—s Jr2 p(L+p-E)2(t —5)\/(t —5)2 — |y — 22

/t/ / (K, f)(s,y.p) dpdyds
0 Jiy—al<t—s Jr2 (L+ 5 Opor/(t—5)2 — [y — a2

where K, denotes the components of £ and B that are L? integrable on the null
cones using the conservation law (see Proposition in Section ). The main
challenge for these terms is to control the singularity Tlpf Noticing that we have

56 < mi 5) L

e Nmm{<ms(mmﬂ T

we can control the above integrals by splitting into the regions according to the size
of pp and 1 — |¢|2. This allows us to prove (3.

Once we obtain the estimate (29), we then apply Strichartz estimatedd to the
right hand side of ([23) to obtain L{L” control for K. Combining the Strichartz
estimates with the moments bounds, using the conservation laws, and choosing €
to be an appropriate inverse power of the N-th moment of f, we derive that for
N > 13, we have

and

1725 | Lg= j0,7):L121) < Data term + ||fpév||%go([o,T);L;L;)

+ N a;o ‘ N 17,0/ ,
190 25 (10,11 .3y [ fPo HL?([@,T);L;L;)

for some 0 < @ = a(N), o = o/(N) < 1 and ¢4 = ¢5(N) < oco. Therefore, we
conclude that |\fpév|\L§o([07T);L;L;) is bounded on every time interval [0,7) after
using a Gronwall-type inequality.

1.3.3. Estimates for the first derivatives. According to the local existence theorem
we prove in Section 5.1l the solution to the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell equation can
be continued if one can control [| K || p1pec, Vo K| p1 1o and ngvm)prL%L;oLg. We
therefore have to show that the moment bound we obtained is suffucient to control
these norms.

First, we note that using the moment bounds above, ||K||Lsre can be easily
controlledusing (29). This can be achieved by bounding the wave kernel in L} L27¢.

5In fact we apply the improvement obtained by Foschi [3] which strengthens the usual Strichartz
estimates in the case of zero initial data
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It therefore remains to control the derivatives of K and f. Here, we follow
a strategy that is similar to [5] except that since the momentum support is un-
bounded, it is insufficient to control the ||Vw7pf||L%LgoL;o as in [5]. Instead, we will
bound the derivatives of the characteristics (cf. [13]). More precisely, we show the
following two estimates. First, using the Glassey-Schaeffer decomposition for the
derivatives of the electromagnetic field, the bound for ||K||zsr= and Gronwall’s
inequality, we have

(30) IVeK||Le=(t)

t
S1+ [ W+ Iy (5) + 601V oy (5)
0

o )

for any choice of the function 0 < §(t) < t. Second, since we have estimated
| K||Lsoros, we can integrate from the initial data using the initial bounds (IH),

([@I6) and [IT) to show that
HpngLgoLgoL; S
and
(31) 166V epflleers () + | Vapflliere () S 1+ B(1),
where for the “backward characteristics”, (X, V)(0;¢, z,p), we define
B(t) = (first derivatives of the backward characteristics)(t).

On the other hand, integrating along the “forward characteristics”, (X, V)(¢t; 0, z, p),
we can show that the first derivatives of forward characteristics F(¢) satisfy

f@51+Aﬂ+f®mwK@Mww

Combining these estimates, choosing d(t) = l—i-;B(t) and using the fact that B(t) can

be controlled by F(¢) polynomially, we have the bound
t
Ft)S1+ / (1+ F(s))log(1+ B(s))ds
0

<1+ /Ot(l + F(s))log(1 + F(s))ds.

This allows us to show that F (and hence B) is bounded on any fixed time interval.
Moreover, by (31I), we have

13V pfllzsery (8) + [ Vapf | Leorg () S 1.

Returning to the estimate for V, K in (B0) above, we can thus show that ||V, K|z
is bounded on all intervals [0,7"). Finally, interpolating between the bounds for
Hp%V%prLgoL; (t) and ||V pfllLeerse(t), we can also get the desired estimate for
wa Vo pfllLpee r2. Therefore, according to the local existence theorem, the solu-
tion can be extended globally.
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1.3.4. The two-and-one-half dimensional case. Applying only the above strategy is
insufficient to close the estimates in the 2% dimensional case. Instead, we need to
take advantage of an additional conservation law from [4]. The conservation law
implies that on a fixed time interval, the ps difference of any two points on every
characteristic is bounded. In [4], since ps is initially bounded over the support of
f, this conservation law was used to obtain an a priori bound for the supremum of
ps on the support of f. In our setting we do not have such bounds available; we
can nevertheless use this conservation law to show that

(32) sup /Oo ft,@,p)(ps)® T dps S 1.

0<t<T,z€R?,p;,p2€ER

As a result of this estimate, we use the 2%—D Glassey-Schaeffer representation [4]
of the electromagnetic field to show that K obeys the following analogue of (29):

K| < Ko +0! (|K| idp)
RrR3 PO
2

oo () b (o (i)

This is derived using a dyadic decomposition in |ps|, so that for each dyadic region
Ips| € [2",2"T1), we can divide the region of integration according to the sizes of
po and 1 — |¢|? as in the 2-dimensional case.

In addition, we can also show that as a result of (B2)), f obeys an interpolation
inequality with the same exponents as in the 2-dimensional case. This shows that all
the estimates in the proof of the 2-dimensional case can also be derived in this case
and the rest of the proof of global existence and uniqueness of solutions proceeds
analogously.

1.4. Outline of the paper. We end the introduction with an outline of the re-
mainder of the paper. In Section B, we will recall the conservation laws that the
solution obeys. Then in Section’s Bl and @ we state the Strichartz estimates and
moment bounds that will be needed in the paper. In Section Bl we will prove a
local existence result in 2 dimensions and a continuation criteria using the energy
method in Sobolev spaces. Then in Section [6] we will prove the global existence
result in 2 dimensions (Theorem [[2). Finally, in Section[7] we will prove the global
existence result in 23 dimensions (Theorem [LG)

2. CONSERVATION LAwS

The solution to the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system (in either 2 dimensions,
2% dimensions or three dimensions) obeys the following pointwise identity:

d
0 ~ 0
33 —e = — | -(Bx FE +47T/ pfdp),
( ) 8t I;axk< ( )k Rp k

where the energy density e is given by
def 1 2 2
e = S(EI"+|B°) +4m | pofdp,
R%p

with po defined as before by ({@).
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The identity B3] will be integrated on spacetime regions and this will yield
conservation laws. We will derive two conservation laws from this identity that we
will use throughout the rest of this paper. In the first case we integrate in the
spacetime region bounded in the past by the initial slice {0} x R? and in the future
by a constant time slice {t} x R?. Since the initial energy is assumed to be bounded
in Theorem’s and [[.6] we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Solutions to the relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system B)-[@) sat-
isfy

1
—/ (|E* + |B)*)dz + 471'/ pofdpdx = constant.
2 J{yxr2 {t}xR2 xRP

For the second conservation law, we need to control the flux of the electromag-
netic field integrated along a backward null cone. To this end, we integrate (B3)) in
the spacetime region bounded in the past by the initial slice {0} x R% and in the
future by the backward null cone C} , emanating from (¢, z), which is defined to be
the set

Cro E{(s,9) eRxXRY0<s<t t—s=|y—ax|}
For each point (s,y) € Ct,, denote by w the outward normal to the 1l-sphere
Cix N ({8} x R?), ie.,

34 w77
oy v
The volume form on C; , can be given in polar coordinates by
t 2
(35) fdo = / ds/ do (t—s) f(s,x+ (t — s)w),
Ctoe 0 0
where w takes the form
(36) w = (cos B, sinh)

in this coordinate system.

We compute the flux of the electromagnetic field on the null cone, i.e., the
boundary term C) , arising from integrating (B3] by parts. We observe that it is
non-negative and moreover it controls certain components of £ and B. We first
identify w with the 3 dimensional vector (cos#,sin 6, 0) and perform a computation
in R3. Noticd] that

%(|E|2+|B|2)+w-(E><B)
:%(2|E'w|2+2|B'w|2+|E+w><B|2+|E—w><B|2+|B+w><E|2
+|B—wx E|> —4(w x B) - E+4(w x E) - B)

:i(|E'w|2+|B-w|2+|E—w><B|2+|B—|—w><E|2).

We will use this to prove the next proposition. In the 2% dimensional case, we will
define the good component of the electro-magnetic field, K, to be the component
controlled by the flux term:

(37) K= (E-w’+|B-w’+|E—wx B’ +|B+wx E*).

6Here we will use the vector identity a-(bX ¢) = b-(c X a) = ¢- (a x b) for a, b, ¢ three vectors.
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In the d,, = 2 case, since B -w = 0, we have |B - w|? =0 and

|E—wxBP?=|w-E-w-(wWxB)P+|wxE—-wx (wx B)J?
=|E-wP?+|B+wxE

Therefore, the flux can be re-expressed as
1 1
5 (IE*+|Bl’) +w- (E x B) = 5 (IE-wl>+|B+wx E?).

We now define the good components of the electro-magnetic field, K, in the 2
dimensional case to be:

(38) K2=2(lE-w]*+|B+wx E[?).

Notice that in both the 2-D and 2—-D cases, K, does not contain all the components
of E and B. However, as we will see in the later sections, the following conservation
laws will still be useful in controlling the most singular terms.

Proposition 2.2. Solutions to the relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system B)-([@) sat-
isfy
1
- K2 do +4m / po(l+p-w)fdpdo < constant,
e’ Cr .y Jrr

where K is defined by B7) and @B8) in the 21-D and 2-D cases respectively.

Finally, we also need the conservation law for the L°° norm of the particle density
f. This follows from integrating f along the characteristics given by (@) and ().
More precisely, we have

Proposition 2.3. [|f|rerere < constant.

3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES

As mentioned above, we will need the Strichartz estimates for the linear wave
equation. These estimates have been extensively studied (see [19], [I1], [12]). The
particular version that we will use, which is due to Foschi [3], takes advantage of
an improvement for the linear inhomogeneous wave equation with 0 data.

Theorem 3.1 (Strichartz estimates, Foschi [3] (see also Taggart [20])). Let u be a
solution to the linear inhomogeneous wave equation in R?:

ou

Ou=F, u(0,z)=0, E(O,x) =0.
Then, the following estimates hold
HUJHL;“(OT) Ly') < S E q2([o )L 2)

where
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amﬂ

1<q,¢2 <00, 2< 71,13 <00,

Lyl =1 ete

Here ¢ denotes the usual Hélder conjugate exponent to qs, etz

Remark 3.2. The above theorem is a special case of Corollary 8.7 in [20]. We
specialize to the case where 1) the spatial dimension is 2; 2) the initial data are
zero; and 3) we only use L7 spaces (as opposed to more general Besov spaces). The
original conditions are that there exist r1 . and ry . such that the following hold:

T1 Z T1,%;, T2 2 2,5,

[N NS PP B I
oo g 2 Tie  Tosl
1 1 1 1 1 1
2p ) =1y o) - ),
1 Q1 2 7 q2

1< q1,q2 < o0, 2§r1,*7r2,*§00-

If the conditions in Theorem[3 1l hold, then we can define r1 . and 2. by

— 1 T2
- 11 _1
T'1,% 1 1+ f qlz T12

and
1 1 1-3(2+
1

T2 x ™ 1+ ?737

such that the above conditions hold.

Remark 3.3. Notice that the solution to the linear inhomogeneous wave equation
in R? with zero initial data is given explicitly by

[ F(s,y) s
u(t,x)—/o/|yx|<ts \/(t—s)2—|y—x|2dyd'

Thus the above Strichartz estimates can be rephrased as

[ Fsw) o
0 Jly—al<t—s /(t — )2 — |y — x[?

This will be the precise form of the estimate that we use in the following sections.

SIE

~

A rlo.
o - Ly?([0,7):La%)
Lt ([0,7); L)

"We point out that the upper bound % + % < % is redundant.
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4. MOMENT ESTIMATES

While the rest of this paper is mostly concerned with the domains R2 x Rg
or R2 x R?’, in this section we prove some interpolation inequalities and moment

estimates in the more general case R x RZT’ for d;,d, > 1. We also work here
with a general function g = g(z,p) € L3°L;° (considering Proposition 23)).
We first prove the following standard interpolation inequality

Proposition 4.1 (General interpolation inequality). Consider R% x Rgp with dg,
dp, > 1. Suppose that 1 < q < oo and M > S > —d,. Then we have:

S+dp

M+d
HngHLgL; s Hp(]Jng (J;fdp)q
L' Ly

x

Above the implied constant depends only on Hg||Lg°Lg°-
We remark that this proposition does not require d, = dp,.

Proof. We divide the domain of integration in the |p| variable into [p| < R and
|p| > R for some R > 1. We can assume without loss of generality that g > 0.
Since ||g]| gLz < 00, we have

/ Py 9(x,p)dp S |lgllpee e RST.
IpI<R
For [p| > R, we have

/ pog(a,p)dp < R‘(M‘S)/d po"g(x, p)dp.
Ip|>R R,”

1
We choose R = (fpg/fg(x,p)dp) M+dp when this quantity is > 1 to obtain

S+dp

M+dp
/d pog(@, p)dp S (/d p?fg(:v,p)dp> :
Rpp Rpp

Notice that this inequality is further trivially satisfied when our choice of R satisfies
R < 1. We take the L of both sides above to achieve the desired inequality. 0

M+d,
5+d,

We will only use the special case ¢ = in the following sections:

Proposition 4.2 (Interpolation inequality). Consider R+ x Rg” with dg, d, > 1.
Suppose M > S > —d,,, then the following estimate holds:

S+dp
M+d
Irgol s Sl

T’ Ll
Again the implied constant depends only on Hg||Lg°Lg°-
We record the following standard moment estimates (see Lions-Perthame [14]).

Proposition 4.3 (Moment estimate). For N > 0 we have the estimate

o8 71 myszayy S 108 FOREE + 1Ky oo
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Proof. Differentiating the N-th moment of (@) in time and integrating by parts in
z and p, we get
d, N N-1
Zilpo f@llzrey S llpg " FOIE@OllLars.-
Then Hélder’s inequality implies that
d _
Z1P0 f@®)llzaey S 15 O ey (B @ 3+
Ly P Ly v
We use Proposition .2 with M = N, S = N — 1 to obtain

N+dp—1
O] R ¥ ) IS

Ntdp—1

I
L
which implies
d N+dp—1
N+d
0 FOlleiey < llpg FO Ly KOy
N+dp—1

Dividing both sides by [[p) f()||l; 1,17 . We get
zp

d N
00 FON ! S IO e

Integrating in time gives the desired result. O

5. THE TWO DIMENSIONAL CASE: LOCAL EXISTENCE

To prove our main theorem on the global existence and uniqueness of solutions
to the two-dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system, we will proceed in the
following steps. First, we prove, using the energy method, the local existence
and uniqueness of solutions in Section [(.J1 Moreover, using the local theory, in
Section we will prove continuation criterion guaranteeing that the solution can
be continued unless some norms of f, F and B and their first derivatives blow up.
Section [(] then extends the local existence theorem globally in time by establishing
that these norms remain finite on any bounded time interval.

In this Section Bl we will use the notation A < B to mean that A < C'B where
the implicit constant (C' > 0) may depend on any of the conserved quantities in
Section 2l but C' will not depend upon T' > 0. In this section the dependence upon
T will be explicitly tracked in the upper bounds.

5.1. Local existence. In this subsection, we will prove the following theorem on
the local existence for the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system. We also state the
continuation criteria in the same theorem for convenience.

Theorem 5.1. Given the 2D initial data (fo(xz,p), Eo(x), Bo(z)) which satisfies
@ and the constraints [@). Suppose for D > 3 we have

def

(39) &o.p = (||V§K0||2Lg + ||w2V’§,pf0H%ng) < 00,

0<k<D
Then there ezists a T = T(Ey,p, D) > 0 such that there exists a unique local solution
to the relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system in [0,T]| where the bound

def
(0) erp 2 Y (IVEKI wqoee) + 102V x qominzis) S o
0<k<D
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holds. Moreover, if [0,T) is the maximal time interval of existence and T\ < +00
then limgpr, || Al L1 (j0,5)) = +00, where

def
(41) A(t) = (1K, VoK) [ (8) + w2 Ve p fll g pz (£)-
Here we recall the notation K = (E, B) and K¢ = (Ey, By).

We will prove the existence and uniqueness parts of Theorem [5.1]by using an iter-
ation scheme. In this section we are considering case d, = 2. Let (f(), E(™) B(™)
be defined iteratively for n > 1 as solutions to the following linear system:

(42) O™ + - Vaf ™+ (B"D 4 px BO) v, £ =0,
(43) QE™ =v, x BMW —jm 9B = v, x EM™,
(44) V,-E™ =pm vy, .BM =,

This system is equipped with initial data
(f™, B™, B™)|,_g = (fo, Eo, Bo)

such that (fo, Fo, By) verify the constraint equations (Bl) and where p(™ and j(™
are defined by
P (tx) Edm |t p)dp,
Rp
and

jg")(t,x) &f 47r/ pif ™M (t,z,p)dp, i=1, ey .
Rp

We will also use the convention that F(®) =0 and B = 0.

Notice that by the definition of f(™), we have 9,p™ + V,, - 7" = 0. Therefore,
the linear Maxwell equations [{A3]) and (44) are well-posed] and (f, B BM)
are defined globally in time. We will show that they converge to a solution of the
relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system using energy estimates. First we show

Proposition 5.2. Given initial data (fo(z,p), Eo(x), Bo(z)) as in the statement of
Theorem [51l, there exists a T = T(Eo.p, D) > 0 such that for all m > 1, we have

Z (||V§K(n)||%go([o,T];Lg) + ||w2V§,pf(")||2Lg°([o,T];Lng)) < &,p-
0<k<D

Here the implicit constant is uniform in n > 1.

Above and in the following we will use the notation K™ < (EM B™M)  Addi-
tionally we use the notation KM & pn) +px B,

Proof. Consider equation [#2) when it is commuted with the derivatives V%

(45) 9,k O 45V, VE F) 4 (BCD 4px BOSDY v,k p) = R

8This can be seen, for example, by defining instead (E'(”),B(”)) via the wave equations
OE™M = Vep(™ + 8,5 and OB = -V, x (") with initial data (), E(™) BM)|,_o =
(fo, Eo, Bo) and (9:E(™ 8, B(")|;—0 = (V& x Bo — jo, —Va X Eo).

One then shows that D(atE(”) — Ve x B 4 j(”’l)) = 0 with zero initial data and similarly
for the other equations in (3] and ([@4). Thus the solutions to the wave equations are indeed the
solutions to the Maxwell equations.
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where F}j denotes all of the remaining terms. It obeys the bound

(46) IEMIS 30 w1V DD VLK,V )
i+j=Fk itj=Fk
0<j<k—1 0<j<k—1
We recall (IZ) and then we multiply @F) by wa(p)?VE  f and integrate in [0, s] x
R2 x R? to obtain

1 0

5/[0 - wz(p)z’g(V§1Pf<n>(t))2dpd$dt
,8] XR2 xR2

+ / wa(p)?p - Vo (VE  f)2dp da dt
{0,5]><]R§><]Rg

N =

+

N~

/ wa(p)* (BT +p x BV -V (Vg , ) 2dp da dt
[0,s] xRZ xR2
N ||w§F1§n)V]§,pf(")||L§([0,T];L;L;)
S ||w2V§,pf(")||Lg°([o,T];L§L§)||w2F;.§n)||L§([0,T];L5Lg)-
The first term on the left hand side is equal to
w2 V%, F O ()3 12 — o2V o321z
The second term on the left hand side vanishes. This can be seen after integrating

by parts in . We integrate by parts in the third term on the left hand side and
control it using Holder’s inequality (up to a constant) by

||w2V’§,pf(n)||Lg°([o,T];L§Lg)|| log(1 + po) K"~ Hvk () Lo,y L2L2)-

Putting these together, and taking the supremum of ||1L12V’J§J,f(”)(s)||2L2 12 over all
s €1[0,T], we get
||w2v]9§,pf(n)||%§°([O,T];L§L§) S ||w2V§,pf0||%ng
+ ||w2v];,pf(n)||L§°([O,T];L§L%)
X (||w2F,,§n)||L§([0,T];L3Lg)

+|| log(1 + po)f((nfl)vlé,pf(n) ||L}([0,T];L§Lg)) .

Absorbing ||w2V’;)pf(") ||L%([01T];L§L§) to the left hand side, we get

w2 V5 o F ™1 e o7y 22.22)

S ||w2V§,pfo||2Lng + [ log(1 +p0)K(”71)V’;7pf(")||2L}([07T];L§Lg)

+ ||w2F;£n)||ig([o,T];LiL%)'



18 JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

Taking into account the form of F; ,5") in (@d), we thus have

(47) ||w2vl;,pf(n)||%§°([O,T];L§L§)
S w2 V5, follZars + |l log(1 +po)f<("‘”v’;,pf(")Ilimo,ﬂ;Lng)
+ Z ||w2vi,pf((n_l)vpvi,pf(n)||2L%([07T]%L3L§)
i+j=k

0<j<k—1

+ Z ||10g(1+po)VzVi,pf(")||%g([o,T];L§Lg)-
0<j<k—1

This completes our weighted L2 , estimate for V5 (™).

We now derive an analogous L? estimate for V¥ K (™). We take the first equation
in @3) and multiply it by E). We similarly consider the second equation in (@3)
multiplied by B(™). This yields

K7 e 0,732y S 1 EKoll72 + ||f(n)||%g([o,T];LgL;)
S [1Koll7: + ||w2f(n)||%%([O,T];L§Lg)’
since [p. po 2log*(1 + po)dp < 1. Commuting equations @3) with V%, similarly
(48) ||V§K(n)||igo([o,T];Lg) S ||V§KO||%g + ||w2vl§f(n)||i§([o,T];Lng)-

Adding ([AT) and [{])) for 0 < k < D and controlling the time integral by a pointwise
L° time bound, we obtain

(49) Z (||V§K(n)||%go([o,T];Lg) + ||w2v];,pf(n)||%§°([O,T];L§Lg))

0<k<D
< 2 (IVERolE: + wa V5 follizcz) + M,
0<k<D

where
def n— n
My = T KOV oayrgey Y 11081 +20)VE L L0, 112212
0<k<D
+1° Z ||w2V§,pf(n)||%?([0,T];L§L§)+T2M2.
0<k<D

We define M5 above as in the following:

My 3 N un VAR IV M omgirz 2
0<k<D itj=k
0<j<k—1

Y ||v;K(n71)||%§°([O,T];L;°)”wQV;,pf(n)||2L,L°°([O,T];L§Ll2))
i+j<D
0<i<D—2

+ D IVEE" Ve qomynay w2 Vi o f Pl o 1 12)
i+j<D
0<j<D-2

+ V2K ||2L$°([O,T];Lg)Hvai,pf(n)||%§°([O,T];L§Lg)'
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The last term in the upper bound is only needed for the case D = 3. Notice that
V19 3 (1.0 =2 [ 95,19, 9E g
<2V pflle2 (8 ) IV 5! Fllz (¢, ).
Dividing through by 2|[V*f||2. (¢, z), we have
P

(50) Ve (IV5 pfllz ()] < V5L fllz (¢, 2).

We will also use the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in 2D. Let G : R? — R
be a real-valued function. Then

1 1
(51) ||G||L4(]R2) 5 ||G||22(R2)||VG||22(R2)-
Further we record the Sobolev embedding;:

(52) Gl Lo @2y S NG a2 (r2)-

Using (B0), the Sobolev embedding (52)), and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
(EI), we obtain

M S T? Z ||w2V§,pf(n)||2Lt°°([o,T];L§L§)

0<k<D
+T2 Y IVEEC DN qoryzay Do M0V f N o ryzars)-
0<k<D 0<k<D

We plug this estimate into [@9). Then, choosing T" appropriately small depending
on the initial norm & p, we can apply a simple induction argument to show that

> (HVI;K(n)H%fO([O,T);Li) + ||w2vlaz,pf(n)||%§°([O,T);L§L§)) < o,
0<k<D
where this bound will hold uniformly for all n > 1. O

To proceed, we define the following energy for the difference of the iterates for
n>1and D > 3:

S(n def n n—
5:(F,1)3—1 = Z ||V§(K( - K( 1))||2L$°([0,T];Lg)
0<k<D-1

+ Z ||w2V§,p(f(")—f(nfl))||%go([o,T];Lng)-
0<k<D-1

We now show that in fact (f(™, E(™ B(™) is a Cauchy sequence.

Proposition 5.3. Given initial data (fo(z,p), Eo(x), Bo(x)) as in the statement
of Theorem [l and &y p from BY), then for D > 3 there exists a positive time
T =T(&,p, D) < 1 such that for all n > 1 we have the following estimate for
some constant C > 0:
EV)_y < (C&pTH" .

In particular, by choosing T smaller if necessary, K™ is a Cauchy sequence in
L([0,T); HP=1) and f™ is a Cauchy sequence in L ([0, T); HP = (w3(p)dpdx)).
Moreover, the limits f € L°([0,T); HP (w3 (p)dpdz)) and K € L°([0,T); HE) give
rise to a unique local solution to the 2D relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system @), (@),

@).
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Proof. We now derive the energy estimates for the difference of solutions f(") —
f=D and K — K= Similar to the previous proposition we have

(05 Vo + K09, ) 05 (50 = ) = ),

where H ,g") satisfies the upper bound

< 8 o (k=) e
i+j=

(n— J (n) _ f(n—1)
- [oh o, (- )
) (f<n> _ f<n71>)‘ ,

1750
Since the initial data terms coincide, similar to the estimates (@) and (8] we get

o

~}7,11)3715 Z ”wzvﬁm(f(n)_f(n_l))H%%([o,T];LiLi)
0<k<D-1

+Y D (lweVi, ~ K"V N o rnase)

0<k<D—-1i+j=k

+ Z Z Jwa Vi KDV, V1 (f(n)—f(nfl))”%g([o_,T];Lng)
0<k<D—-1i+j=k
i#0
+ Z [| log(1 +p0)f~((n71)vﬁ,p(f(n) - f(n71)>|‘%%([0,T];LiLg)'
0<k<D—1

Similar to the proof of the previous proposition, using (&), (&1l) and (E2) we obtain
) ST2ET)  + T26 pEay ) + T%6 €)1,

where the implicit constant does not depend upon n > 1. Then a simple induction
argument gives the desired estimate.

In particular the sequence £ is Cauchy in L°([0, T]; HP~"(w3(p)dpdz)) and
the sequences E™ and B(™ are Cauchy in L ([0,T]); HP~') with D > 3. Using
also the uniform bounds in Proposition (2] sending n — oo, we can therefore
straightforwardly define the limits f € L°([0,7]; HP (w2(p)?dpdz)), and (E, B) €
L3((0,T; HP).

The same estimates as above will also control the difference of two solutions and
this then shows that the solution constructed is unique. O

5.2. Continuation Criteria. We now prove the continuation criterion. To this
end, it suffices to work with the actual solution (instead of an approximating se-
quence) and show that as long as |[K||11(0,1.):02)s [|VaK|L1(j0,7,);050) and also
ngvz_,pf||L%([O)T*);L;QL%) are bounded, then Ep p from ({0 is additionally bounded.
This will allow us to invoke the local existence theorem to contradict the maximality
of T,. We now prove the following continuation criterion:
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Proposition 5.4. To continue a solution, we recall the quantity A(t) from (@I
and we suppose that || Al|L1(o,1.)) < 0o. Then, recalling (40), for D > 0 we have

\/gT*,D < C* < o0,

where C* = C*(Eo,p, | All L1 (j0,1))> Ts, D) is a positive constant depending on Eo,p,
I All L j0,1.)), D and T only.

Proof. We will prove Proposition [5.4] via induction on the number of derivatives
D > 0. The energy inequality in {@7) and @) with f and K (instead of f(") and
K™) yields

VEér.p S Vé,p+ Mp,

where we remark that we removed the squares in [@7) and @S] and

def

(53) Mp = Z Z Hw2vi,pkvpvgs,pf”L%([O,T*);Lng)
0<k<D itj=k
0<j<k-1

+ Z ||10g(1+pO)|K|V§,pf||1;g([o,T*);Lng)
0<k<D

+ Z ||w2v§,pf”Lg([o,T*);Lng)'
0<k<D

Considering the first term above, we have the estimate

(54) Z Z ||w2V§c,pf(VpVi,pf||Lg([o,T*);Lng)
0<k<D itj—k
0<j<k—1

S FONC

Ty
S IR w2V, e de
i+j<p 70
1<j<D-2
2<i<D—1

Li([0,7.)

Note that the sum > ;4j<p is empty when 0 < D <2, i.e., when 0 < D < 2 the
1<j<D—2
2§Ji§D71

second term is not present at all. Now we can start the induction; when 0 < D < 2

we have
T
b 5/ dt (A®) +1)v/Ep (0<D<2)
0

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we then have

Ver.p <C*\/&p (0<D<2),

where C* < oo is a positive constant depending only on [ AllL 0,1,y and Ti.
Further suppose that for some integer J > 2 we have

(55) Vér.p $C; (0< D<),

where C’j < oo is a positive constant depending only on /&, s, ||A||L%([07T*)), T,
and J. We will prove the same inequality holds for J + 1.



22 JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

To this end we estimate last term in (B4) when D = J + 1. We apply (1) and
B0), when 1 < j < D—-2and 2<i<D -1, and we use (53] to get

T
| IVeK 029,V 2z e
0

T . 1 . 1 . 1 . 1
S [ IVLK I T K a Va5 a2y

2
P

T 1 . 1
SC5 [ IV KIE @) VA

T
hS C’j/ V& g+ dt.
0

Substituting this into (G3)) and (B4) using similar estimates and applying Gronwall’s
inequality, we obtain the desired result. O

6. THE TWO DIMENSIONAL CASE: GLOBAL EXISTENCE

In this section we prove that the local existence theorem can be extended globally
in time. Specifically in Theorem [5.1] we proved that the local classical solution can
be continued as long as certain norms of the solution remain finite. In particular
Section’s and are devoted to proving that these norms are in fact bounded
and the unique solution is therefore global in time. To achieve this, we fix T > 0
and will bound [ Al| L1 (jo,1); L), Where A is defined as in ().

In the following, we first prove moment bounds for f and estimates for E and B in
some Strichartz norms. These bounds will be obtained in Section [G.2] after recalling
the Glassey-Schaeffer decomposition of the electromagnetic fields in Section
Finally, in Section[G.4] we will show that these bounds in fact imply stronger control
for f, E, B and their first derivatives, thus guaranteeing (by the local existence
theorem) that the solution is global.

In the proofs of the main theorems below, we will use the notation A < B to
mean that A < C'B where the implicit constant (C' > 0) may depend on any of the
conserved quantities in Section2land it can also depend upon the time 7' > 0. Since
we will also prove the growth bound @27) of || El| Lse(jo,7);z50) and || Bl Lse (jo,7):L5)5
we will need to track this dependence on T. In Sections BIHG.3l we will allow
the implicit constant in < to depend on T at most polynomially. After deriving
estimates for £ and B in L{°, we will proceed in Sections and to obtain
bounds for the first derivatives for £, B and f. In these two sections, we will not
optimize the dependence on T" and will allow the implicit constant to have arbitrary
dependence on T'. Nevertheless, since T' is arbitrary, we obtain a global solution by
Theorem 5.1

6.1. Glassey-Schaeffer decomposion of the electromagnetic fields. In or-
der to obtain the necessary estimates to apply Theorem [B.] to obtain the global
existence of solutions, we need to control the electromagnetic field by the particle
density and the electromagnetic field itself (and not their derivatives). To this end,
we use the Glassey-Schaeffer representation of the electromagnetic fields. More
precisely, in [B], [6], Glassey-Schaeffer showed that the electromagnetic fields can
be decomposed into

Ei(t,x)=FE'=E,+ EL + E., (i=1,2),
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and
B(t,l‘) =B = By+ Bs+ Br,
where Eé and By depend only on the initial datal]

Further define £ &' Y=Z: then the other terms in E* are given by

A (=P & +p)  f(s,y,p)dpdyds,
ET B 2/0 /|y—m|§t—s /Rz (1+ﬁ§)2 (t—S)\/(t—S)2 - |y—I|2

and
¢ R -
Eg« _ / / / GSi . ((El +p2B; E2 plB)f)(Sa yvp) dpdy dS,
0 J]y—z|<t—s JR? \/(t_8)2 - |y—$|2
where
esij d:ef _2513 _?Zﬁji 2(§l+ﬁl)(§JA_ (gﬁ)ﬁj)i (,] _ 172)
14+p-& po (1+p-€)2 Po
Further the terms in B can be expressed as
t A2 -
By — 2/ / / (L— Pl /2\19) f(s.y,p) dp dy ds
0 ly—z|<t—s JR2 (1+p€) (t—S)\/(t—S)2 - |y—$|2
and
. R -
BS:/ / / bs - ((El +p2-BuE2 plB)f)(Suyap)dpdyds7
0 J|y—z|<t—s JR? \/(t - 8)2 - |y - ‘T|2
where
psi A 98102 ZC20in o (EADID;  (EADNG = (€ DIB)) (5 o)

(14+p-&po (1+p-Epo (1+p-£)%po

In these expressions the two dimensional cross product is a A b def a1by — asby for
two vectors a = (a1, a2) and b = (b1, ba).
We will use the following abbreviated notations
(K| = [(B,B)|, |Ks| < |Es|+|Bs|, |Kr| < |Er|+|Brl.
We further divide Kg into Kg 1, Kgs2 > 0 where
|Ks| < Ks1+ Kg2,
and Kg o contains only the good components K, from (B8] but Kg ; is less singular.
Then the following bounds are proved in [6]:
Proposition 6.1 (Glassey-Schaeffer [6]). The following estimates hold:

t f(s,y,p) dpdyds
(56) |KT(t,I)|§/O /yz<ts/]RQ pg(1+]§-§)%(t—8)\/(t_3)2_|y_(E|2,

! (IK|f)(s,y,p) dpdyds
(57) |Ks,1(t, )] S/o /|y—m|§t—8 /R2 por/(E— )2 — [y — ek

! (Kgf)(s,y,p) dpdyds
(58) |KS,2(L‘,£E)|S/O /y_mgt_s/w 15 Opdl— 75 —oF

9Moreover7 these initial data terms have C! and H3 norms depending only on the initial data
norms ([[3) - (T for fo in Theorem [[2] and the time interval [0, 7.
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Proof. To obtain the first bound (B8)), it suffices to note that

(1 —1pI*)(& +p2) < 1 (1 —1p1*)(€ Aﬁ) 1
(1+p-6>  ~pR(+p-6)2 (I+p-8)? PRL+p-€)7
These easily follow from the following facts:
A2 1

1—[p)" = =

and
6 +pil + 1€ ADI S (145 €)%,

The remaining bounds (57) and (B8] can be found in Lemma 2 of [6]. O

We will derive some further estimates for K'r and Kg 2 in this decomposition so
that we can apply Strichartz estimates. To this end, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.2. Suppose |y — x| < (t —s) and { = 4=, then we have the estimates:

F(s,y,p)dp _ (Juz P31 (5,9, p)dp)*

) repo(l+p-) "~ (-2
and

f(sayvp)dp 2
(60) - m N (/ pof(S y,p)dp)5.

Proof. We first prove the estimate ([9). We will control the integral separately for
small and large momenta. Let R be a constant to be chosen later. Define the angle
0 € (—m, 7] by

—p € = |pl[€] cos .
Notice that

(61) (1+p 5) mln{;, 1|§|27p0}

For |p| < R, we write the dp integral in polar coordinates to get

(s,9,p)d
. dod
( ) ~/|p|<R Po 1—|—p 5 / ‘/_ﬂ_ pO 1+ g |p| |p|

1
// 2d9d|p|+// p§d9d|p|§1+R2.
M]\ —r-1,r-1] 0 o Jop—

For |p| > R, we use 1+p£ S ‘5‘2 to get

f(s,y,p)dp 1 -
/p>R po(1+p-&) ~(R3(1—£?) /|P|2Rp0f( .Y, p)dp.

Taking R = W ©2) and (G3]) imply the first estimate (B9) when R > 1.
We now turn to the second estimate ([G0). As before, we will consider large and

small momenta separately. For |p| < R, we use the estimate ([G2). For |p| > R, we
use to get

(63)

1+p£Np0

f(s,y,p)dp _ 1 4
(64) /p>R 2o+ -8 §<R>3 /|p|>Rpof(8,y7p)dp~




STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND MOMENT BOUNDS I: THE 2-D AND 21.D CASES 25
Let R = ([, pgf(s,y,p)dp)s. Then (62) and (6) imply the second estimate (G0)
when R > 1. If the previously chosen R’s are < 1 then the desired estimates are
proven more easily using instead (63) and (G4) with R =0

O

Using this lemma, we can then derive the following estimates for Kr. We allow

a parameter € > 0 in our bound, which we will later choose to be some inverse
power of some moments of f.

Proposition 6.3. For every e € (0,1], Kt obeys the following estimate

— // fR2 (5,9, P)P3dp
ly—z|<t—s

2
5
dyds
V=P —ly—ap * )
L // fRz (s, 9, p)Podp
ly—z|<t—s

(65) |Kr(ta)l

5
ds | .
= —ly—aP
Proof. We will begin with the upper bound from (E6]). Notice that by (&1l), we have
—— <
pi(L+p-&)2

po(l+p-&)
It therefore suffices to control

/ot ~/|y—m|§t—s /11@2 po(l+p- f

(s,y,p) dpdyds

- §)(t—5)\/(t —5)?

We will divide the region of integration into |y —xz| < (
ly — 2| < (t—s).

—ly—af
—e€)(t—s) and (1—¢)(t—s) <
We first consider the integration region |y — x| < (1 — 6) (t — s). Using (B9) in
Lemma and the Holder’s inequality (with ¢ = 5 and ¢’ =
(66) /t/ / f(s,y.p) dpdyds
0 Jluzzic—e) Jr2 po(l+p - €)(t —5)\/(t — 5)2

t
<))
0 Szl (1 -

S/t/ . (Jr2 23S (s,9,p) dp)i
0 MH<-9 (t-s) (1= )" ((t-5)2 - =

ly — x|?)™°
/ / dyds :
sl <(1¢) (t — )5 (1 — [¢[2)8
Jgz f(s,y.)p3dp :
) </0 /Iy—wlﬁt s

dyds | .
B () VT )

5), we obtain

—ly —xf?
(oo P2 f (5,9, p) dp)? dyds

€12)5 (¢ — 8)/(t = 5)?

=y —z|?

dy ds
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We now control the first factor. Recalling § = 4=, we get

dy ds
(67)
// el <10 (E—5)5 (1 — [¢2)F
dgds
//g<1 c(t—s)3(1—¢]2)s

/t ds / e
o (t—9)F Jig<i—e 1 —[g2)F T

Therefore, returning to (Gl), we have
(68) /t/ / f(s,y,p) dpdyds
0 Jluzzic—q Jr2 po(1+p- &)t —5)/(t —5)? — |y — af?

2
o // fRz (s, v, p)Pdp dyds 5'
ly—al<t—s \/(t = 5)2 —

ly — =f?

o=

We now turn to the remaining integration region (1 —€)(t —s) < |y — x| < (t — )
For this region, we use (60) instead to obtain

/t/ / f(s,y.p) dpdyds
0 Ji—e<lizzlar Jre po(14+p- &) (t —5)y/(t —5)% — [y — 2

// fRzpofSyp) dp)5dyds
1—e<lyzzl <4 t—S)\/(t—s) — |y — x|?

[ 1 (Jaz20S (5,9, p) dp)*
N/o /15<%<1 (t—s)5(1— |§|2)ﬁ (t=s)*—ly—=zf?)

dy ds A,

| e
ol"’

where

3
5

t dyd ’
(69) A < // L
0 Jiceclizzlar (t—s)5(1—[¢2)2
2
// Jzz [ (5,9, p)pbdp dyds 5'
y—al<t—s \/(t — )2 — |y — z[?
We now control the first factor.
dyd
(70) // L
1—g<lzziar (E— )3 (1—[¢2)2

// dgds
1—o<lel<t (t—8)5 (1 — [¢[2)2

b ds d¢
N 2 71 S 6 M
0 (t—9)5 Ja—o<g<t (1—[¢[?)?

[V
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Therefore, returning to ([@9)), we get

! f(s,y,p) dpdyds
| /<>—/ P TR N/ ey yrpr

2
o // fRz (s, 9, p)Podp dyds 5'
y—al<t—s /(t — )2 = |y —z]?

We obtain the conclusion of the proposition after combining ([G8]) and (ZT]). O

Remark 6.4. Notice that we have in fact proved a slightly stronger result. The
proof of Proposition[G 3 shows that for all non-negative functions F(t, s, z,y), G(s,y)
and H(s,y) satisfying

F(t,s,z,y) < M
(1—1[¢P?)s

3

and

V]

F(t,s,z,y) < H(s,y)5,

in the region |y — x| < (t — s), we have

/t/ F(t,s,z,y)dyds
0 Jly—ai<(t—s) (t—5)\/(t —5)> — |y — z[?
2
t 5
< / / Gy gyas
y—al<t—s \/(t — )2 — |y — ]2
< / / H(s,y) dyds>
y—al<t—s \/(t — )2 — [y — ]2

c“‘"

for every e € (0,1].

We then show that Kg o obeys the same bound after applying the conservation
law in Proposition 2.2

Proposition 6.5. For every e € (0,1], Kg 2 obeys the following estimate:

2
d 5
|Kgo(t,z)] < e -1 // fRz (s,y,p)podp dyds
y—zl<t—s /(t = 8)2 = [y — a[?
2
o // fRz (s,y,P)podp dyds |
y—zl<t-s /(t = 8)2 = [y — a[?

Proof. We recall the estimate (B8). As in the proof of Proposition (3] we first
derive the estimate in the region |y — 2| < (1 —¢€)(t — s) and then obtain the bound
in the region |y — x| > (1 —€)(t — s). In the first region, we apply (£9) and Holder’s
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inequality to get

t Koy (s.9)f(s..)
72 — dpdy ds
(2 /o /u<(1e)/R2 p0(1+ﬁ-§)((t— 5)2 — |y —z|2)? Py

// o(5,9) ([ P2S (5,9, p) dp)® dy ds
=2l <(1-¢) 1—|€| )iVt =92 =y —af?

Ky(s,y) (Jaz P8 (5, y.p) dp)?
S/O/y | _—

<0-0 (t— o) (1— )T (= s~ ly—aP)’

<// K, (s,y)3dyds )
ly— m\< 1—¢) t_S)(1_|§|2)

2
(// f]R2 (s,y,p)pdp dyd8>5'
jy—al<t—s /(t = )* = [y — 2
We will now bound the integral

¢ K3 dyd
(73) / / e R
0 JizZzlcao) (t—s)(1—[§)3

We use the conservation law in Proposition 221 To proceed, we will use a series of
changes of variable from [4] [5 [6]. In particular, one of the coordinate functions
is a null variable which measures the distance to the cone {|y —z| = (t — s)}.

We first introduce this change of variables in the whole region {|y —z| < (t —s)}.
We expand out the integrals as

t t t—s
/ ds/ dy:/ ds/ dr/ ds
0 ly—z|<t—s 0 0 ly—z|=r

Then we will do the change of variables ¢ = % (t — s — r) in the r integration. After
that we apply Fubini’s theorem to interchange the order of integration. Then

t t—s % —
/ ds/ dr/ / ds/ as,
0 0 |y7x|:7" |ly—z|=t—s—21)
_ ! / i / ds / ds,.
2 0 0 |ly—z|=t—s—29

We now return to the region r < (1 — €)(¢ — s) which appears in (73). We have

(1—e)(t—s) 3 (t— s)
/ ds/ r/ dSy—/ ds/ asy
ly—z|=r 3(t— s) ly—z|=t—s—21
- / & / / as,
€ ly— z\*t s—21)
t—21)
+ / dip / ds / ds,.
ly—z|=t—s—27

dy ds

5
2
0

t
2
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In order to bound (73)), we first note that in this coordinate system, we have

(=5 )

(74‘) 1- |§|2 = (t . 8)2

Therefore, writing the integral (73] in this coordinate system, we have

(75) / / Kg dyds i
ly—z|<(1—e)(t—s) t—S)(l—Iél )s
5/ d¢/ S/ dSyM
ly—z|=t—s—2¢ Y5t —s—1)s
4

et t—2¢ K%(t _5)4
d as,—2 =
+/ w/ /y—w—t—s—Qw Ud}%(t_s_d})%

Notice that by the conservation law in Proposition 222 the integrals of |K,|* can
be bounded after taking supremum in ¥, i.e.,

MI»

t—21
(76) G(t — 20)) d:ef/ / |K,|?dS, ds < supG(t — 21) < 1
y—xz|=t—s—2v¢ P

Thus we will use Holder’s inequality; in this way the first line on the right hand
side of ([[A) can be controlled by

dw
1/)6

and the second line of the right hand side of ({8l can be bounded by

ol

t=2% — S — 1
S -20)( U ()“ 20) gyt

(77) PE—

Sy e [T (s (s —20)

(78) f)reumzi(f ok
Then in order to estimate () and (8], we now need to bound

P =) (- s —20)
(79) / il T
and

1 [ (= s)B(t— s — 20)
80 — d
(80) /0 w%(tJTw (t—s—9)7 o)

We make the simple observation that

(t—S)i(t:S—721/)) :(1+ _1/}_ )7((t—5—1/))2—1/)2)
(81) (t—s—1) t—s5—1
Y7 *
S(t—s5—1p)2 442 +
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To control the term (79), we apply (&) to get

L s (t—s—1)7
1 3 T LRS!

Notice that in the above, we have absorbed the dependence on ¢ in the implicit
constant. Similarly, we apply (&) to control (8Q):

Now the estimates (T3), (T0), (), B2) and B3] together imply that we have the
bound

o=

+ 5
/ / K¢ dyds <t
0 Jly—al<@-e)(t—s) (t —s)(1—[£]?)s

Therefore, returning to (2)), we have

‘* Ky(5,9)f (5,9.7)
84 — dpdy ds
(59 /o /“5(1—6)/1&2 po(L+p-&)((t—s)2—|y—=[2)? Py

t—s

2

< 67% /t/ fRQ f(sa yvp)pgdp dde °
- 0 Jiy—al<t—s V/(t —5)2 — Iy — z[?
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31
We now turn to the integral over the region (1 —¢) <
Lemma [6.2] to obtain

ly—z|
t

—S

< 1. We use (60) in

) //1‘ w<1/Rzp0<1+p 5( v)f(,.9)

)((t = )2
/ / (5,9) (Jg PO (5,9, p) dp)F dy ds
T—e<luzelag Vit —8)2—|y—z?
Ky(s,y)
SJ/o /1—e§${’<1 (t—s

y (fg= 20 (5,9, p) dp)
BA-E)T ((t—s9)2

—ly— =)
</ / K,(s,y)3dyds S
1-e<ly=zl

el (t—s)(1— [¢2)2 )

// Jge (s, 9, p)pidp
yx|<ts t_S

5
yds | .
)? =y —=f? )
Similar to the previous case, we now estimate the integral

¢ 3
(86) / / Kgdyds :
0 Ji—e<lizelaq (t—5)(1 - [€]?)2

by changing into the null coordinates. Recalling that
this region

)1 dpdy ds
—ly—=?)*

dyds

E"" (SIS}

1(t —s—r), we have in

6% t—%w
- / dw/ ds/ ds,.
0 0 y—z|=t—s—2

Moreover, recall that (7)) holds. Then (86]) can be rewritten as

¢ K3dyd
(87) // g 4y as
0 1—

e<lizeloy (t—s)(1—|€]2)2

_C/é/t_ /Iy al=t—s—2¢ V3 (t—s—lﬂ) v dody

Applying Holder’s inequality, and recalling (@), then (87) can be controlled by

/ s / / as,
—e€)(t—s) ly—z|=r

2

6% 5 t_%w - S5 — 1
(58) |-t [ T = atan,

0
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As in the previous case, we use Proposition 2.2 to obtain the upper bound in (76)
that G(t — 2¢/) < 1. The remaining contribution can be estimated by

G T (—s—2p)
/01/1%(/0 (s —gp B

€ t,% 1 w )
5/0 2(/0 s ¢ " sgp W

|H
I

Therefore, returning to (&h), we obtain

' Ky(s,9)f(s,y,p)
89 : —dpdyd
v /0/16<%<1AQP0(1+ﬁ-§)((f—S)2—|y—w|2)§ o

2
t 4 5
5 6% / / fRz f(87 y7p)p0dp dde )
0 Jly—zl<t—s /(t = 8)2 =y — zf?

Combining (&) and (B89, we obtain the desired conclusion. O

Remark 6.6. Similar to Proposition[6.3, we have in fact proved a slightly stronger

result. The proof of Proposition shows that if F(t,s,xz,y), G(s,y) and H(s,y)
are non-negative functions satisfying

(SIS}

G(s,y)
F tu 5 Ly S L o2
(50 9) S 0 eyt

)

and
2
F(t,s,e,y) S H(s,y)*,
in the region |y — x| < (t — s) and K, obeys the bound as in Proposition [2.3, then

/t/ |Kg(5,y)|F(t,S,I,y) dde
0 Jly—al<it—s) /(t—5)2 =y —z[?
2
+ 5
SE—% / / G(s9) dyds
0 Jiy—al<t—s \/(t —5) — [y — z[?

2
t 5
+ €0 / / Hs,y) dyds
0 Jiy—al<t—s \/(t —5)% = [y — 2|2

for every e € (0,1].

6.2. Propagation of moments. To show the global existence, uniqueness and
regularity in two dimensions, we first prove that for N > 13 as in the assumption
([@3)) in Theorem 2] HpéfoL?([o,T);L;L;) remains finite on bounded time intervals.
To this end, we will first show that appropriate L{L% norms of the electromag-
netic field can be controlled by an appropriate power of ||pévf||L;?°([o,T);L;L;) and
Hp(JJVfHLg/([O,T);L;L;)' We first consider the Kr term:
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Proposition 6.7. For N > 13 as in the assumption [(I3) in Theorem [3, there
exists g < oo sufficiently large such that we have the estimate

AN -7

N4+2 N 5(N 1) N 5(N 1)
1K LI([0,T);LY+2) < [1fpo HLoo(OT) ;LLLL) 1P| qg([o T); L1L1)

where the implicit constant depends at most polynomially on T'.
Proof. Using the estimate for Kt in Proposition and Remark B3] after Theo-
rem 3.l we can apply the Strichartz estimates to |KT|% with e 1 Jx> fP3dp and

€1 Jw2 frdp as the inhomogeneous terms. More precisely, noticing that the expo-
nents

B 3k(N +2) 2N +2)
D= 3N+ @k-51) 'T T 5
, k(N +2) ;6N +2)
¢ = L =

(k—1)N + 2k — 17 AN +23°
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem B.J] for £ > 6 and N > 13, we can use the
Strichartz estimates (Theorem B.Il) with these exponents to get

3 IN+2
|||KT|2|| + 2(N+2)
qu([OT)-Lz 5)
3(N+2) N
5 6(N+2) +e€ Hf 4” 2 6(N+2)
L2([0T)L4N+23L1) L2([0T)L4N+23L1)

For the remainder of the argument, we do not need the precise values of ¢; and ¢5.
It suffices to notice that ¢4 < co. Notice further that

(N+2)% 5
KT ~ ||| K] 32

qu([) )7L£+2) 2(N+2) -

L0, T)Le )
Then by Holder’s inequality, and allowing the implicit constant to depend at most
polynomially on T', we have

HKT||]LV1+20 [0,T); LN”)

(90) _ 3(N+2)
Se o pr H 6(N+2) Hf OH 6(N+2)

"2<[o T);L N2 Ll) "2<[o T);L N2 L)

Our goal is now to control the right hand side of the above inequality. In particular
6(N+2)

we would like to replace Lq2([0 T); LN L) with Lq2 ([0,T); LLL}) (for some
potentially larger ¢5) and to reduce the powers on the right hand side. The price
to be paid in these upper bounds is to replace pg and p§ by pf'.
We will consider fixed time estimates for ||fpg|| ew+2y  and || fpall sevez
Lm4N+23 L;’ LI4N+23 ;7
separately. We first consider || fp3|| ORI We will use Proposition [12] with
L, Ll

16N 42
4N +23°

M+2 _ 6(N+2) . _ 24N+48
Notice that ‘g5t = T35 since M +2 = 52,

Therefore, by the interpolation inequality Proposition 2] we have for every
t €10,7T) that

S=2 & M=

9 2(1\15+2) j
(91) ||fp0|| 6(N+2) ~S ||fp0 HLl 1

LI4N+23 L;l)
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In the next steps we will control this final term by prévHL?([o,T);L;L;) and the
energy ||fp0||Lt°°([0,T);L;L117) via interpolation.
We will use Holder’s inequality such that

1 1 1 N

- + —/ - 1, M == — + —/

qa q q q
or q = M and ¢ A]Z i = MN;;??_@T”. (Notice that the assumptions of this
propos1t10n 1rnp1y that ¢,¢" € [1,00).) Then we use an iterated Holder inequality

to achieve

(92) pr ||1:1L1 = Hf Po f‘? Po ||1:1L1

< [ dslmolly 581y < 1wl sy Lo 0Es 1y S 10080y

1 12N —21
Here also prév”zllp = || fp |55 Y . Notice that we have used the conser-
zp zp

vation law in Proposition 21 Combining this with (@II), we obtain the following
bound for every ¢ € [0,T):

12N —21 AN -7

2(N+2) —
(93) [P sy el R 57 R
LANF23 11 TP
z P

We now turn to the estimate for || fp3|| stz . We use Proposition L2 with
LANF2 [
x P
28N + 26
4N +23°

M+2 _ 6(N+2) . _ 36(N+2)
Notice that ‘== = F5753 since M + 2 = 53~

Therefore, by the interpolation inequality Proposition 2] we have, for every
tel0,T),

S=4 & M=

4 2(N+2) M 4N+23
(94) ”pr” 6(5N+2) 5 ||fp0 HLllil
zp

Lz4N+23 Lé

As before, we will them control this final term by ||fpfz)v||L;?°([01T);L;Lé) and the
energy ||fp0||L,?°([0,T);L;L;) via interpolation.
We will use Hélder’s inequality such that

1 1 1 N
- —|— _I = 1, M - - + —/
q q q q
orq= zirv:z\14 and ¢’ = AJ\//[:11 = MN;E\’,)E;_U. (As before, notice that the assumptions

of the proposition imply that ¢,¢" € [1,00).) Then we use an iterated Holder
inequality, as in (@2), to achieve
24N +3

100 1 .

”fpg/[”LlLl N ”pr HL1L1 LiL}

Combining this with ([@4)), we obtain the following bound for every ¢ € [0,T):

4 2N r2) 1?(‘% 1) N 5?%+i)
(95) ||fp0|| sg5N+2> ~ ||fp0 ||L1L1 ||fp0 ||L1L1

LI4N+23 L;l)



STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND MOMENT BOUNDS I: THE 2-D AND 2%—D CASES 35

Taking ¢4 larger if necessary, ([@3) and (Iﬁ) imply via Holder’s inequality

4N -7
||fp%|| ’ 6(N+2) ~ ||fp || 6(N+2) = ||pr||5(qJ: Y -
LE((0,T): LN L) q?([o T);LINTE L) (0.T)L2Lp)
and
7 < il < Ifp N”sﬁ%*b
p Po
’ L%([O,T);LE%VL?LI) "2<[o T)L4%V++22'2L1) L (lo,r)iLiLy)
where as before, the implicit constants depend on T'.
Substituting these bounds into ([@0), we derive the estimate
N+2
||KT||L1+[O T) LN+2)
(96) < _ 10 ||pr||5(N’I) 3(N+2) ||f N||5(N 1)
~ L ((0,1); LlLl) L2 (0,7);LLLL)

We now let

€= ||fp0 ||L<>O ([0,7); LlLl)
Hence, ([@6]) implies

AN -7

Niz

N+2 N || 5(N—-1) 5(1\7 1)

| K] LE([0,T):LY+?) N”fpo ”Loo ([0,7) LlLl)”pr [ q2([0 T)LLLY)
3(N+2) 8N+1

N 5(N—1) N 5(N 1)
+ ||fp0 ||L°°(0T) LlLl)prO || q2 [0 T) LlLl)

AN -7

 N+2
< N || 5(N—-1) 5(N 1)
||fp0 ||Loo ([0,T) L1L1)||fp0 || q2 ([0,7); LlLl)

This concludes the proof of the proposition. 1
For the Kg 1 term, we have the following bound:
Proposition 6.8. For N > 13 as in the assumption ([I3) in Theorem [ D, we have
the estimate
| K51l ffﬁw L) S ||fpév||%g°([o,T);L;L;),
where o = % < 1 and the implicit constant depends at most polynomially on

T.

Proof. We use the estimate for Kg 1 in Proposition [6.1] and Remark B3 after The-
orem [BI} then we can apply the Strichartz estimates to |Kg 1| with ||I;—(-Jf||L117 as
the inhomogeneous term. First, we note that for £ > 8 and N > 4, the following
exponents satisfy the conditions in Theorem [3.]

3k(N +2)
- —N+2
o) DTG CaN k24 TN T
. E(N+2) L B(N+2)
LT -ON+@k-8) 2T 2N+7°

Therefore, using Theorem Bl with these exponents, we have

N+2
N+-2 < ‘ Kf

(98) ||KS 1| qu [O T) LN+2) ~ pO

3(N+2)
L (0 TyL 2N L)
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Further using Holder’s inequality and allowing a constant depending at most poly-
nomially on 7', we obtain

N+2 N+2
99 Kf K N+2 f
( ) 3(N+2) N|| ||L°°(0T)L2) — 6(N+2)
Po L% (jo,r)s. 2N+ L) PollLge(jo,1):L, N5 LL)
N+2
<\
~ 6(N+2) )
PollLg=(0,1);L, VFF L)

using the conservation law in Proposition2.Jl Applying the interpolation inequality,
Proposition [£2] with

6(N +2) AN —4
’ N +8 N+8’
we have
f N+2 y Nas
100 & ‘ -
( ) Po L2°([0,T); LAZ\%SZ)IA) ~ ||fp0 ||Lt ([O,T),L;L;)

As in the proof of Proposition [6.7, we control this term by interpolating between
the moment bound and the conserved energy. To this end, we applyd Holder’s
inequality as in ([@2]) with the exponent ¢’ (and ¢ determined by % + % =1):
,  (N—=1)(N+38)
- 3N-12
Then we apply the chain of Holder’s inequality as in ([@2)) to obtain

!
126" iy = I opg £ po ey S 1Fpo ||L1L1

We also used the conservation law in Proposition 2.1]
Combining this last estimate with (@8), (@9) and [I00), we have

||KS 1||f1+20T LNT2) ||KS 1||N 3k(N+2) ||fp HZ(;Z((I)T) ;LiLy)
[ L(k YN+ (2k— 24)([0 T) LN+2)

as desired. O

Finally, we notice that by Propositions [6.3] [6.5] and [6.7, K2 obeys the same
bounds as K¢ and therefore we have

Proposition 6.9. For N > 13 as in the initial data bound ([I3)) in the assumptions
of Theorem[L3, there exists ¢y < oo sufficiently large such that we have the estimate

N+2 4N -7

N+2 N || 5(N=1) N || 5(N=T1)
||K52| LI([0,T);LY+2) ~ ||fp0 HZOO((l)T) LlLl)pr ||5qz([(1J ). LlLl)

where the implicit constant depends at most polynomially on T'.

Combining Propositions [G.1] and [6.9] we have the following control for the
moments of f:

ONotice in particular that N > 4.
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Proposition 6.10. For N > 13 as in the initial data bound ([I3)) in the assumptions
of Theorem [L.2, we have the estimate

k
||fp(]JV||L$°([O,T);L}EL117) < Cre T

for some constants Cy > 0 and ky > 0.

Proof. By Proposition [.3] and the decompositions in Section [6.1] we have

N N
1728 | L= (1o, 7): Liny) S Il fopo' leics +1+4 ||KT||L1+[20 Ty,Ly+y T ||KS||L1+20 0,7), LY +2)"

Then using the assumption (I3) on the initial data and Propositions [6.7] [6.8] and
we obtain

1P Nl = 0 T)-LlLl)

(101) —4
< N 2(N 1) N 5(1\7 1) N 5(N 1)
1+ ||fp0 ||Loo ([0,7);LLLY) + ||fp0 ||L°°(0T) LLLY) ||fp0 ” qz([o ) L1L1)
Note that since N > 13 > 8, we have =% N+2_ Then notice that either

>
3(N—1) ~ B(N-D)°
||fpév||Lm([0)T) LlLl) < 1 in which case we are done; or we can divide the (I01))

through by || fpd’ ||Z(OZZ( S)T) .L1ry to get
2(N 1) < N 2(N 1)
(102) ||fp ||L°°(0T) L1LY) ~ 1+||f || q2([OT) LlLl)
We can assume without loss of generality (after using Holder’s 1nequality and losing

a constant depending at most polynomially in T') that ¢ > 5 (JX[ - The conclusion

of the proposition thus follows from Lemma [611] below (with p = ¢}) and noticing
that the implicit constant in (I02) depends at most polynomially on 7. O

It remains to prove the following Gronwall-type lemma:
Lemma 6.11. Let g(t) > 0 be a non-decreasing function satisfying
(103) g(t) < M@+ gl Lz (jo,))
for some p € [1,00) and some non-decreasing positive function M(t). Then
g(t) < 2M(t) et M)

Proof. We can show this by a standard bootstrap argument. Assume as a bootstrap
assumption that

(104) g(t) <4 M(t) e HME)”
We will show that under this assumption, the stronger estimate
g(t) < 2M(t) MO
holds. This will imply the conclusion of the lemma. We now begin the proof. By

(I03) and ([I04), we have
t AP s(M (t))P 1 1 APEM(£))P
g(t) < M(B)(1 + 4M(t)(/ PSP g0 3) < A(1)(1 4 eI
0 ¥
< M(t) + M () e MW" < g pf (1) 2 HM D),
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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6.3. Bounds for ||K||Ls((o,1);L)- In this section, we show that once the moment
bounds in the previous subsection are obtained, we can prove the L* bound for
the electromagnetic field:

Proposition 6.12. The following L* estimate for K holds:
k
1K || e (jo,77:20) < CeT
for some constants C' > 0 and k > 0.

Proof. In the proof of this proposition, we will allow the implicit constants in
< to depend on T polynomially as before. First, by Proposition I0] we have

prév||Lt°°([o,T);L;L117) < AT for N > 13 as in the initial data bound (@3] in the
assumptions of Theorem [[.21 Then, by Proposition .2 we have

1
(]‘05) proHL“’(OT) Lqu < prgq 2|L/og ([0,T) LlLl)

k
ST+ (1/P0 loe qoypizyy S e

Here we use Proposition [£2] with S =1 and M = 3¢g — 2 for 1 < ¢ < 5. Returning
to the Glassey-Schaeffer representation of K from Section and the estimates
from Proposition [G.I] we have using

L o
1+p- 5”

that

¢ K d
100) (Klen) S1+ [ f Kl Jor Jrodp g,
0 Jy—el<t—s \/(t = 5)% = |y — ]

i Jg2 foodp
dyds.
+/0 /y—mgt—s (t—S)\/(t—8)2 —ly —z|? yas

Then notice that for any ¢ > 2, the conjugate satisfies

/

q'<1+%<2.

Therefore, we can bound the singularity of the wave kernel in L n . We have

1
—dy < (t—s) <(a)
/yz<ts ((t—9)2—ly—=x? ) '

for e( )=1-% " > 0. Therefore, for 2 < q <5, This allows us to put |K| [, fpodp
q +

in L, and we have
1K fpoll waz SIEN von Ifpollzery
L% L} L, 27

2(2—q’) (a)2+4q"—4

SIKNZNE N L W fpollpars
(a)2%+4q"—4

S ||K||L§>,(ql+2) ||fp0||L$°([0,T);Lng,),
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where in the second line we used that Lf) > 2 and in the last line we have used

the conservation law || K|z (jo,7):02) S
0<t<T, weuse (I00) to get

1 in Proposition 2l Therefore, for every

)~

(a)2%+4q" -4 ) +4q’ —4
K@l < / I )2 (L fpoll oo o.ry:a 1) (= ) Vds

—l—/o prOHL?O([O,T);LgL;)(t— S)flJre(q)dS

. (q 2444 -4
< CiT* /HK q(q+2) ds+11.

Taking the supremum over ¢, we thus have
Cirh e
HK”L“’([O,T);LgO) N HK”L; Fo T);L2°) +1]),

where the implicit constant depends polynomially on T'. Since % < 1, this
allows one to establish a bound for ||K|| 2 (jo,7); o) that is growing at most Ce”
after taking C' and k to be sufficiently large. O

6.4. Higher Regularity. In this subsection, we use the L° bound for K to obtain

estimates for the first derivatives of K and f. From now on, in order to lighten the

notation, we will allow arbitrary dependence of the implict constants in < on 7.
In the proposition below, and in the rest of this section, we use the notation

def

(107) Fit)=1+ sup (Ve p X (50,2,0)| + |V2,,V(s;0,2,p)|)
s€[0,t],z,peR?

and

(108) Bt)< 1+  sup  (|VapX(0;8,2,p)| + [VayV(0;5,2,p)]) .

s€[0,t],z,peR2

Here F(t) estimate the maximum values of the forward characteristics up to time
t, and B(t) similarly estimate the maximum values of the backward characteristics.
These are similarly defined in 24D. We now use the L3® bounds for K and the
ODE’s for the characteristics of the Vlasov equation () and (8) to control the
particle density f. We have the estimates

Proposition 6.13. We have the following bounds:

(109) sup f(t,z,p)pydp < 1,
t€]0,T], zcR? JR?
and
(110) swp [ (Ve )t by S BT
te[0,T], zeR? JR?
and further
(111) sup |(Vepf)(tz,p)| S B(T).

te(0,T], x,pER?
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Proof. We first integrate along the characteristics (@) and () with (@) to obtain
the standard formula

We use this formula (IT2]) along with the chain rule, the initial assumptions (I3,
([@6), (1) and the estimate in Proposition 12 to establish the conclusion of the
proposition. In particular, we use that Proposition[6.12 directly implies that for any

finite time interval [0, T], the momentum-distance “travelled” by a characteristic is
bounded by a uniform constant depending only on 7" and the conservation laws. [

Then, to close these estimates, we thus need to control the derivatives of the
characterisitcs. This in turn requires us to control the derivatives of E and B.
Slightly abusing notation, we denote by V,Kg and V, K the sum of the absolute
values of all spatial derivatives of Fg, Bg, etc. More precisely,

def

VoK &S (VB4 VB, [VaKs| % S (V0B + V. BY)),

i,j ,J
> (VaiEf| + [V By )
0,
Recalling the Glassey-Schaeffer decomposition in Section [6.] in order to estimate
the first derivatives of K, we need to control the first derivatives of Ko, Kg and
Kr. As remarked in Section [G.I] the first derivatives of K are bounded a priori by
the initial data norms ([I3]) - (@) for fo. It is shown by Glassey-Schaeffer [5] that
V.Kgs and V,Kr can be further decomposed into V,Kgs, V. Ksr, V. Krs and
VK7 with the following estimates[T]

Proposition 6.14 (Glassey-Schaeffer [5]). Kg and K1 can be decomposed as
Ks=Kss+ Ksr, Kr=Krps+ Krr
such that the following bounds hold:

t 3 K2
|vaSS| 5/ / pO(' | f)(87y7p) dpdyds,
0 Jiysizi-s Jar JT— 57—y — al?

def

Vo Kr| =

an

t 3 K
V. Ksrl 5Data+/ / / 26 (IK17) (5,9 2) dp dy ds
0 Jy—al<t—s Jr2 (t — 8)\/(t — $)% — |y — a?

¢ P (VoK + ) (59.0) )
-|-/O /|ym|<ts /}R2 \/(t—s)z — |y — a]? payas,

and further

t 3
|V1KTS| S Data—|—/ / / pO(|K|f)(S5y7p) dpdyds,
0 Jiy—zl<i—s Jr2 (t = 8)\/(t = 5)? = |y — a?

1 In Theorem 3 of [5], the bounds for the derivatives of K were derived without tracking the
exact dependence on pg. This is sufficient for the argument in [5] since the momentum support
is bounded. In our situation, we need a more precise bound in terms of pg. Nevertheless, for
the terms with the magnetic field B, this can be easily read off after performing integration by
parts as in [5] on the formulas (4.2), (4.3) and (4.12) in [5]. The analogous estimates for E can
be derived similarly.

12Strictly speaking in [5], Glassey-Schaeffer obtain |9; K| instead of p in the upper bound of
|VzKgr|. However one easily obtains the bound of p by using equation ().
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and lastly (for any small § > 0) we have
t—o
V. Krr| <Data—|—/ / / ro f(5,9: ) _dpdy ds
ly—z|<t—s Jr2 (t —8)2\/(t — 8)2 — |y — 2|

+/ / / 3 [Vapfl(s,y,p) dp dy ds
t—6 J|y—x|<t—s ]R2 t—S)\/(t—S)2_|y—fI;|2

=t—9,
5 ly—z|<s JR2 /02 — |y — |2
where “Data” denotes a term that can be bounded™ depending only on the initial
data norms [@3) - @) for fo, Fo and By.

In order to obtain the bounds for the derivatives of K, we need to prove at the
same time the estimates for the derivatives of the characteristics. To achieve this,
we need the following simple lemma connecting the bounds for the forward and
backward characteristics (see Lemma 3.1 in [13]).

Lemma 6.15. For any t € [0,T.] we have
B(t) S F(t)**,
where i = 0 in the 2D case and i =1 in Q%D.

This lemma is proven in our companion paper [I5, Section 5]. It allows us to
derive higher regularity for K and f:

Proposition 6.16. We have the following uniform bounds for K and f:
HVmKHLf"([O,T];LgO) 5 1, ”vw,pf”L;?O([o,T];L;OLgO) S 1

In particular, after additionally using [0) and @), we see that the characteristics
for the Vlasov equation are Lipschitz.

Proof. For this proof, we will estimate F(t). We will derive an estimate for F(¢)
by controlling VK. First, as remarked in the beginning of Section [61] the terms
derivatives of the terms Eé and By are a priori bounded by the data norms.

We now control the terms in Proposition [6.] Combining Proposition [G.14]
Proposition [G.12] and ([I09) we have the estlmate

IVieKss| + |V Krs| S 1.

The data term and the second term in the estimates for V, K g7 in Proposition[6.14]
are bounded using Proposition [6.12] and ([I09) just as above. The third term for
V. Ksr can be controlled, using (I09), as

' P (VK[ +p)f)(s:9:0) 0
~/O ~/|y—m|§t—s /R2 \/(t— 5)2 — |y—x|2 pay

t
514-/ sup |V, K (s,y)|ds.
0 yeR?

3More precisely, these terms can be bounded point wise by

1/ / pofo / / _polKolfo
o p y7
tJy—z|<t JR2 —ly —x? ly—z|<t JR2 /12 — |y — x|

One can then easily show that these terms can be dominated by the norms ([I3) — (8) after
applying Sobolev embedding theorem.
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In particular, in the above, we have used sup, , |p(s,y)| < by ([@J). Lastly we
estimate V, Kpp. The data term is bounded as just before. The second term can
also be controlled using ([I09) but suffers a logarithmic loss in the integration in

time. More precisely,
t
1 - 1.
% (5)

t—o 3
0 Jy—alsi—s Jr2 (t = 5)2\/(t — 5)2 = [y — z?

The third term in the V, K77 upper bound can be estimated using (II0) as

t 3
t=5 Jjy—a|<t—s Jr2 (t = 8)3/(t — 8)2 = [y — a]?

The fourth term in the V, Kpp upper bound can be controlled using ([I09) by

B org_p_
}/ /pof(S—t 5,y,p)dpdy§1
0 Jiy—ai<s Jrz /02—y — af?

l/ 1 <
0 Jiy—zl<s /0% — |y — a]?

We now let § be defined by

since

t
0= ——+—.
1+ B(t)
Therefore, collecting all the prior estimates, we have
\VoKrr(t,z)| <1+ [log (1+B(t))]-
Combining all the estimates for V, Kgs, V. Krs, V. Ksr and V, Kpr, we have
t
V. K(t,z)| <1 —|—/ sup |V K(s,y)|ds + |log (1 + B(t))] .
0 y€eR2

By Gronwall’s inequality, we therefore have

(113) sup [V K (t,z)| S 1+ [log (1+B(t))].
xeR?

After differentiating and then integrating the characteristics () and (8) in time we
have

(114) Fit) <1+ /Ot F(8)(1+sup (V. K)(s,z)|)ds.

Combining (II3)) and ([I14), and using Lemma [6.15], we have
Fit) <1+ /Ot]-'(s) (1+ |1og (1 —I—]—'(s))‘) ds.

This implies by a bootstrap argument that

(115) Ft) <1

Returning to (II3), and applying Lemma [6.T5] again, we therefore also have

sup |V, K(t,z)| < 1.
z€R?

Finally, by (1), (II5) and Lemma .15 we also have [[Vapf|[e(0,1);00005) S 1
as desired. O
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6.5. Conclusion of proof of Theorem On any finite time interval [0,7),
we have now obtained the a priori bounds

1K\l oo (jo,7);250) + [V K| Lo (o,7);050) S 1.

Moreover, using the bound ([[IH]) for the first derivatives of the characteristics,
we can estimate [|pgVa.pfl Lo<(0,7):2001) a0d [V pf| oo (0,7); L0 £y by ([I0) and
(III) respectively. This in turn implies

sip [ (Va0 Pl

t€[0,T], z€R?
S IVepflleqoryLe L)l Vepfwillieqomyrert) S 1.

By Theorem [5.1] we have therefore concluded the proof of Theorem Q.E.D.

7. THE TWO-AND-ONE-HALF DIMENSIONAL CASE

We now turn to the 2%D problem. Recall from the introduction that we now
have all components of F and B, i.e., E and B satisfy ([2). Moreover, p = (p1, p2, p3)
is now a 3-dimensional vector and according to (@) we have

po =+/1+p}+p3+pi

Furthermore if we are using a two dimensional vector, such as £ = (&1,&2), then
in this section we will always consider it to be a three dimensional vector as for
instance £ = (£1,£2,0), or w = (w1, w2,0), which allows us to make sense of dot
products and cross products.

As pointed out in Section [[L34] our strategy is to apply the conservation law
used in [4] (see Proposition [.2] below) to show that in the 21-D problem, the 2-D
interpolation inequalities as well as the bounds in (B7) and Propositions and
also hold. We can then follow Sections and to conclude global existence
and uniqueness of solutions.

7.1. Local existence. In order to prove global existence and uniqueness of solu-
tions in the 2%-dimensional case, we need a theorem on the local existence and a
continuation criterion analogous to Theorem 51l We will state the 2%—dimensiona1
theorem below. The only difference in the statement of Theorem [Z.1] below com-
pared to Theorem [5.1]is that we need extra weights in pg in the definition of the
energies. Notice that while in the proof of Theorem Bl we have used the two-
dimensional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (BI)) and Sobolev embedding (B2), it
is only applied in the spatial variables. Therefore, they can also be applied in the
context of the 2% dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system. The proof of
Theorem [Tl is the same as the proof of Theorem (.l and will be omitted.

Theorem 7.1. Given initial data (fo(z,p), Eo(z), Bo(x)) to the 2i-dimensional
relativistic Vlasov-Mazwell system which satisfies @), the constraints ) and for
D > 3 that
(116) &0 37 (IVEKoIE; + w5 Vi, foll3a23) < oo,

0<k<D
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Then there ezists a T = T(Ey,p, D) > 0 such that there exists a unique local solution
to the relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system in [0,T]| where the bound

def
(117)  &rp = (HVI;KH%?’([O,T];L@ + Hw3v§,pf||%;?°([O,T];L§Lg)> < €o.p
0<k<D

holds. Moreover, if [0,T) is the mazimal time interval of existence and uniqueness
and Ty < +o0 then limgr, Al L1(j0,s)) = +00, where

At) DK, VoK) pe () + [wsVapf | o2 (1)-

7.2. An additional conservation law. In [4], Glassey-Schaeffer observed that
the solution to the 2%-dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system obeys an
additional conservation law

Vs(t) + As(t, X (t), V(t)) = constant

along every characteristic ([7)-(8). Here, V3 is the ps component of the characteristic;
and (¢, A) is the electromagnetic potential satisfying

E:—%¢—%A B=V,xA

and Aj is the x3 component of A. One requires additionally that

0 0
970~ 027
x x
Such a gauge exists due to the symmetry assumption on E and B. Moreover,
although there is still a gauge freedom, the A3 component is independent of the
choice of gauge within this class.

Furthermore, Glassey-Schaeffer [4] showed that the conservation laws mentioned
in Section [2] are sufficiently strong to give an a priori control of As, which then
implies an a priori bound on the ps distance travelled by any characteristic over
any finite time interval. We summarize this in the following propositio:

At=0, fori=1,2,3.

Proposition 7.2 (Glassey-Schaeffer (Lemmas 2.1 and 3.2, [])). Along every char-
acteristic we have

(118) Va(t; s, x,p) + As(t, X (t; s,2,p), V(¢ s,2,p)) = constant(s, x,p).
Moreover, for any T > 0 we have

sup |As3(t)] < COr < oo,
0<t<T
for a constant Cp depending only on T and the initial data.
Further, along every characteristic, we have

sup  [Vs(sir,z,p) — Va(t; 7,2, p)| < Cr < o0,
0<s,t,r<T

for a (different) constant Cp depending only on T.

MyWe note that the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [4] does not require the initial momentum support
to be bounded. It does, however, need that |A3| to be bounded on [0, T] for A3 being the solution
to OAs = 0 with the same initial data as Az. Notice that A3(0) = —A~1(81 Ba — 92B1)(0) and
(8¢ A3)(0) = —F3(0). The assumption (26) is thus more than sufficient to guarantee that |As]
remains bounded.
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In the context of [], this gives an a priori bound for |ps| in the momentum
support. This allowed Glassey-Schaeffer to prove global existence and uniqueness
of solutions using the strategy in the 2-D setting [5], [6]. In our present paper,
however, |ps| is not bounded even in the initial data and we cannot get any a priori
bounds for |ps|. Nevertheless, Proposition implies an integral estimate (see
Proposition [(3]).

First let us point out that the implicit constant in Proposition below, and
more generally all the implicit constants in the remainder of this section, will depend
also on the constant in the conservation law (II8]) in Proposition [[2] in addition
to the constant bounds in the previous conservation laws from Propositions [2.1] -
Moreover, unless otherwise stated, the constants will also be allowed to depend
polynomially on T.

Proposition 7.3. We have the following estimate for a solution

<1

)

(119) H | st

LE(OTHLEL, )

where ¢ is as in 28) in the assumptions of Theorem [0l

Proposition[T3lis easily proved by combining the representation ([12]), the initial
data assumption (28), and Proposition [[2

Given Proposition [73] we can obtain improved interpolation inequalities (see
Proposition [(.4] below) as well as bounds for F and B analogous to Propositions
and and (51).

In particular, the interpolation inequality Proposition 1] applies in 2% dimen-
sions, but it would require different exponents from the 2 dimensional case. Below
we prove the interpolation in Proposition [(4] in 2% dimensions, with the same ex-
ponents as in the 2 dimensional case, by assuming that ¢ = g(x,p) > 0 satisfies
(I19) instead of g € L3°Ly°.

Proposition 7.4. For min{M,5+ §} > S > —2, the following estimate holds:

M+2

HpggHLMi,fL N ||p0 9||L1L1

p

Above the implied constant depends only on Hng<p3>5+5dp3HLDOLOO .
z “(p1,p2)

Proof. Fix R > 0 to be determined at the end of the proof. We divide the domain
of integration into the regions ((p1,p2)) < R and ((p1,p2)) > R. On the bounded
region we have

/ pS g, p)dp < / (p1,92)) (p3)!S g, ) dp
((p1,p2))<R {((p1,p2))<R

/g<p3>|5|dp3 // s Sdos dow < B2
: LELY, gy 7/ ((Prp2)) <R

<

~ ‘

In the unbounded region where ((p1, p2)) > R, we have

/ pyg(x,p)dp < R=M- S’/ P gz, p)dp.
((p1.p2))>R
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1
We interpolate by choosing R = (fR3 pg/[g(:zr,p)dp) MF2 0 get

e
/pog(a?pdp<</ poga?p)dp> :
Taking 1\541-22 -th power and integrating in z gives the desired inequality. 0

Using Proposition [T.4] we also show that an analogue of Proposition holds
with the same exponents as in the 2-dimensional case:

Proposition 7.5. Let (f, E,B) be a solution to the 2%—dimensional relativistic
Vlasov-Mazwell system. For N > 0 we have the estimate

1P’ Fll e omyeszyy S 100 Follary + KN EG 7y, pveey-

Proof. Differentiating the N-th moment of (B)) in time and integrating by parts in
x and p, we get

d _
E"pévf(t)HL;L; S e~ OIE O 21z
Then Hélder’s inequality implies that

N+1

d _
— Py fO)lpaey Slipe O we2 K@) e
dt P L] 1

We use Proposition [[4 with M = N, S = N — 1 to obtain

N—
IPo 1f(t)||L%7ﬁL1§Hpo ()Hfﬁfl,

P

which implies
d
Ellpé\’f(t)lluu < [lpg" f(t )Ilivl*flllK(t)lngw-

Dividing both sides by ||p} f (¢ )||£V1+L217 we get

d 1
S FOITE, S 1K@ e
Integrating in time gives the desired result. O

7.3. The Glassey-Schaeffer decomposition. As mentioned before, the estimate
in Proposition [.3] implies that we can use the 2% dimensional Glassey-Schaeffer
representation of the electromagnetic field and show that it obeys similar estimates
as in the two dimensional case.

More precisely, in Theorem 4.1 in [4], Glassey-Schaeffer decomposed the electro-
magnetic fields into the following terms

Ei(t,x) = E' = E} + E% + EL.,
and

Bi(t,z) = B' = B} + B% + B,
where Eé and f?é depend only on the initial datald

15As in the 2-dimensional case, these terms have C'! and H® norms depending only on the
norms of the initial data in Theorem [[.6l
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Recall that we have ¢ %' 4=2 . The other terms in E* are

E%-F:/t/ / e f(s,y,p) dp dy ds
0 Jiy—al<t—s Jrz (t = s)\/(t — 5)% — |y — xf?

, t dels (E+px B);f)(s,y,p)
Bt = s J " dpdyd
s /O /|y—m|§t—s /1%2 6p] \/(t - 5)2 - |y - $|2 ree

and

and the other terms in B are

Bi = /t/ / b f(s,y,p) Uy ds
0 Jly—a|<t—sJrz (t —8)\/(t —5)2 — |y — x?

and
t i .
0 Jly—al<t—s Jr2 OP7 \/(t —8)2 — |y — z|2
where
. —2(1 = pF —p3)(& + pi) ,
er = (017 €2 fori=1,2,
o3 2031 (& +P1) + P2(& + P2))
g (1+p-&)? ’
i —2(& +Di) o
ey —7(14_13.5) fori=1,2,
o3 __ —2Ds
ST (+p-g)
and

b _2ps((1+ &1P1) (&2 + P2) — Sapr (61 +P1))

(1+p-&)>? ’
b2 ~ 2p3(§1p2(&a 4+ o) — (14 &ap2) (&1 +P1))
T (1+p-&)>? ’
b3 ~2((p2 + &P +93)) (& +P1) — (b1 + &1(PT + 93)) (&2 + P2))
e (14+p-&)? ’
bl o 252133
S _1 +]§ - 55
b2 _ 251133
S — 1 +]§ - 57
b3 ~ 2(&1p2 — Eapn)
ST 1+p-€

In the above, we have again used the convention that repeated indices are summed
over. Moreover, since £ is 2-dimensional, we used the following dot product notation

L€ <1+ préy + pobo.
This technically corresponds to setting £ = (&1, &2, 0).
As in the 2-dimensional case, we will use the following abbreviated notations
def def

\K| =<' |E| +|B|, |Ks|= |Es|+|Bs|, |Kr|< |Er|+|Brl|.
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We further divide Kg into Kg,1, Kg 2 where

[Ks| < [Ksa| + |Ks.2l,
and Kg o contains only the good components K, from ([37) but K ; is less singular.
We now gather the estimates for each of these terms from [4].

Proposition 7.6 (Glassey-Schaeffer [d]). Kr satisfies the following bound:

K f(s,y,p)(p3)*dpdy ds
20 Kol s /||/ Pl 4Ot — )T —Jg P

and Kg satisfies the bound:

! (IK|f)(s,y,p)(Zs,1 + ITs,1) dpdyds
ooy Ksatois [ ] 2o o)

where Lg 1 ) pio and ITg i %. Finally, Kg o satisfies the bound:

! (Kqf)(5,9,p)(p3)* dpdy ds
(122) |Ksa2(t,x)] < /0 /|y—z|§t—s /RS po(14+p- 5)\/(15 — 52— |y — x|2'

In the following proof we will encounter cross products of two dimensional
vectors, such as ¢ and w, with three dimensional vectors. In these situations,
if b = (b1,b2,b3) is a three dimensional vector then we set & = (£1,£2,0) and
w = (w1,ws,0) and we use the notation

)

def

§x b= (&bs, —&1b3,EAD), END = &by — &by,

and similarly for w.

Proof. The computations below follow exactly those in [4]. The only difference is
that in our setting, ps is not a priori bounded, and we need to track the exact
dependence on p3 in each of the terms. We will frequently use without mention the
following bounds from Lemma 5.1 in [4]:

€+ 5| <V2(1+p-€)2, Hx w| <V2(1+p- )2,
pioéﬁaﬂs-&)%, €eb - € — ol < VB(L+5- )3,
for k=1,2.

We now turn to the estimates. We begin with the 7" terms, which give rise to
the desired bounds for K. In fact, the estimates for the K7 terms can be read off
directly after bounding €%, €3, bk, b2 and b3.. More precisely, we have the following
bound for e (i = 1,2):

200 —pi—p3) & +p) . 1+p3  _  (ps)?
(1+p-&)? SR +p-6)2 T po(l+p-g)
and the following estimate for e3.:

2p3(P1 (62 +P1) +P2(S2 +P2)) _ 2ps(1+p-§—(1 —pi —13))
(1+p-¢)? (1+p-¢)?
|ps| <p3>3 < <p3>3
“po(l+p-€)  py(L+p-§)? Y po(l+p-E)

ep =

e =

A
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We have the following estimatd™ for bi:

~ 2p3((1 4+ &ip1) (& + P2) — Eapr (&1 +P1))

br = (1567
_2p3(62(1 — pi — p3) +P2(1+5- )
(1+p-€)? ’
< <p3>3 |p3 | < <p3>3

“pg(L+p-6)? po(L+p-€) Y po(l+p-E)’
and the following bound for b3.:

2((p2 + &2(p7 + 93)) (&1 + P1) — (p1 + E(BF + P3)) (&2 + P2))

br = (+p-£)
_2((6p2 —&p)(L—pi —53) . (ps)?
(1+p-&)? ~po(l+p-§)

The bounds above easily imply the desired estimates for K.

We now turn to the estimates for the Kg terms. For these terms, we directly
take the algebraic manipulation of [4] and show that K - Vpes, K- Ve, K- Vbl
K- V,b% and K- V,b? satisfy the desired bounds. Here, we remind the readers
that we have used the notation K = E + p x B.

We now make a brief comment on how these terms will be controlled. Each of
these terms will be decomposed as a linear combination of the components w - F,
w-B, E3, B3, w ANE and wA B. Since w- F and w- B are good components, i.e. one

of the K, components from (37)), we will classify these terms as Kg o terms. It then
(p3)®
po(14+p-€) "
terms, we combine F3 and w A B (resp. Bz and w A E) and rewrite them as a term
Es —w A B (resp. B3+ w A E) and another term that is bounded by |E| and |B).
The E5 —w A B term (resp. Bs + w A E term) will be considered as a Kg o term
(ps)?
po(14+p-€)"

2
as a g1 term and we control the coefficient by plo + s éfiﬁﬁ{) 2(1‘?‘&)% . Notice
Po LS

suffices to show that their coefficients are bounded by For the remaining

and we bound the coefficient by The remaining term will be considered

that by Young’s inequality, we have

|ps| 1 3@@?
pA+p-62 “po p(l+p-E)

and thus this bound is acceptable for the K5 ; terms according to the statement of
the proposition.

16The corresponding estimate for b% is similar after swapping 1 and 2 and changing appropriate
signs.



50 JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

We now proceed to control K - Vpek. By equation (5.26) in [4], we have
_p0(1+ﬁ'§)2(
2
=lwi(1+p-& + (w-p)(&p-&—p1) — El(& +p)l(w - E)
—pPswa(l+p-§)(w- B) + p3(&1p-§ — p1)Es
+(wAp)(wi(1+p- &) — €& +p1)) +wa(w-p)(1+p-E)]Bs
+ [~wa(l+p- &) + (wAP)(&p-€—p1)](w A E)
= p3lwi(1+p-&) = [§[(&1 +p1)l(w A B).

K- Vpe}@)

The coefficient of w - E in K - Vpek satisfies

2

= d gt O+ (W p)&p € = pr) — €& + )]
~| g (P8 Gl — o D)~ (- 1w )

<
~po(l+p-§)

The coefficient of w - B in K - V,ek satisfies

|2ﬁ3w2(1+ﬁ'§) < 1
po(1+p-€2  “po(14+p-&)

Combining the terms F3 and w A B in K. Vpels, we get the bound

|W2ﬁ,5)2ﬁ3(§1(1 +9-&) — (& +51))(Es —wAB)|
2ps3 A )
|m((§1 —w)(1T4+p-&) + (&1 +p1)(€l — 1) (w A B)|
§p0(1+ﬁ_§)|E3 A Bl + |B.

ps(1 +p-&)3

Combining the terms Bs and w A E in K- Vpels, we get the estimate

g+ )+ @ ADED- €~ )l A+ By)
g 0 A DL €D e (1+5-€)+ (1 + )] B
s (a4 5 )1+ 5-) By

§m|w A E + Bs| + piO|B|.

Thus all of the terms obey the required bounds. The term K - Vpe% obviously

satisfies the same estimates after repeating the above computations with some
subscripts 1 replaced by 2.
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We now move to the bounds for the term K - V,b%. By equation (5.18) in [,
we have
po(L+p-§)?
26,
=—p3(w-(E+P)(w E) = (wAp)(1+p-&)(w- B)
— P3lél(w Ap)Bs + (1+p- & — p3) s
—D3(wAP)(w A E) + [p3(w - (§+p) + (w-P)(1+p-&—p3)](wA B).
The coefficient for the w - E term obeys the bound
- 26op3(w - (€ +ﬁ))| < |ps] '
po(l+p-€* ~po(l+p-§)
The coefficient for the w - B term satisfies the bound
20 D)5
po(l+p-§)? ~ po(L+p-&)H2
The terms with Bs and w A E can be combined to yield
- 260p3(w A D)
po(1+p-§)?
< Ips 1B [ps|
~p2(14p-6)2 po(1+p-&)
The terms with E3 and w A B can be combined and bounded by
| 26,
po(l+p-§)
o el
po(l+p-€)2
< p% p% |E|
“po(l+p-8) pA+p-)
Above in particular we used that [§| = w-£. Notice that some of the bounds above
are better than what is needed. This concludes the bounds for K - V,bY. Clearly,
the desired estimates for K - Vpbg can be obtained in an identical manner since
bl and b% differ only by a factor of —g—f, which is independent of p. Similarly, the

(K : vpb}‘;)

[(I§] = 1)Bs + (Bs +w A E)|

|B3 +w/\E|.

(Bs—wAB)+(1+w-p)(wAB)
[(Es(1 = [&]) + [€](Es —w A B

1
|E3—(U/\B|+—|B|+
Po

desired estimates for K - Vped can also be derived in an identical manner since b,
and e, differ only be a factor of —&, which is also independent of p.
Finally, we move to the bounds for the term K - V,b%. By equation (5.23) in [,
we have
po(1+p-&)2
2[¢|
=—(@AD)[(IEl =)+ (1+w-plw-E)+ps(1+p-&)(w-B)
[ AP+ B) + (w- )1+ 5+ — (wAD))]Bs
~P3(WAP)Es + (145 €~ (wAD)*)(w A E) + [€lps(w A p)(w A B).
The coeflicient of w - E is bounded by

0l ol o 1
o AN~ D+ (1w D S

(K ’ vpb%)
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That of w - B is bounded by

2 1
— 2 a0l <

po(1+5-§) po(l+p-&)
We combine the terms with Bs and w A F to get the bound
2l¢] e
Ty g @A =) = (4w P+ O)1Bs|
2/¢] . 2
+|p0(1+ﬁ,§)2(1+p §—(wAD)*)(Bs +wAE)|

1 1
S—IBl+ ———F
Po po(L+p-§)
Finally, we combine the terms with F3 and w A B to obtain the estimate

2ps(w A P) (A — [€DIE] 2p3(w A p)IE[?

|Bg+w/\E|.

~ FEs| + - Es—wAB
| po(1+p-€)2 d |po(1+p-§)2( ’ )
|ps] |ps]
S E — FEs —wAN Bj.
R+ 0l w9 |
This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

We will further derive estimates for each of the terms in this decomposition so
that we can apply Strichartz estimates. First, we need to following analogue of
Lemma [6.2] which allows for weights in (p3):

Lemma 7.7. In the region |y — x| < (t — s), we have the estimates

Fls,5:0) ) _ (Js PO (5,9, 0) dp)*
(123) rs po(l+p-§) S (1—¢2)3
and

f(s,y,0)(p3)? s :
(124) s m dp S (/}R3 pOf(Sayvp) dp)s.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [6.2] except that we need to use the
weighted ps integral bound of f in (I19) instead of simply using the L° estimate
for f. We first prove (I2Z3). As in the proof of Lemma [62] we will control the
integral separately large and small momenta. However, in the case that we are
considering, we need to do this do this for both the r = /p? + p3 variable and the
ps variable. To proceed, we define the angle 6 € (—m, 7] by

(125) —p-&= ﬂcos@,
Po
where again r < /p? + p2. The following analogue of (BI) holds:
1 1
N —1 . 2
(126) (1+p-¢) Smln{e_27?|§|25<’r> }

def Lion<(py)y<ontry f for n > 1 we write

F=Y"fu
n=0

Moreover, for fy & Lipay<2y fs fn
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where 1p denotes the characteristic function of set D. Furthermore R = R(n) > 1
be a constant to be chosen later. For |r| < R, we write the dp integral in polar
coordinates in the pi-po plane. This grants us the following estimate for each f,
(including when n = 0) in the region |r| < R:

{p3)° fu(s,y,p)dp
(127) /|T<R po(1+p- f)

</ /_F )T“der> (;asll,lz?z/< 3)* fn(5, 9, p)dpg)
</ /M]\ CRLR) 92d9dr+/ /R1 d9dr>

x (pSll}Zi/R@szn(&y,p) dps)
S (R)? (sup /R<p3>3fn(s,y,p) dps) :

P1,pP2

For |r| > R, we use 1+pE S ‘5‘2 to get
(p3)® fa(s, ¥, p)dp 25n 2
(128) / - < pof(s,y,p)dp.
>k Po(1+p-§) (RPBA=1EP2) Jisr°
3n 1
Takind™ R = 2% (e Sr0 dp) -, when R > 1 (IZ0) and (@8

(1—1€12)3 (supy, py Jo(P3)> Fu(5,9,p) dps)
imply the estimate

/ (p3)° fn(s,y,p) dp
RS

po(l+p-§)
2% (supy, p, o (P3)*fn(s,y,) dps)® (fus 3 (5,9, ) dp)®
(129) B (1—[¢)% ) .
275 (supy, S (P3)7 T Fu(5,9,0) dps) P (Jga RS (5., p) dp)®
~ (1—[¢?)%
27 (Jes 3/ (5.9, p) dp)?
~ (1—¢)% ’
since || [, (ps) VO£ (5,1, p) dps|| Lo (j0.7); LeLe ) < 1 by (II9). Suppose for this

R that R > 1 does not hold, and instead for some n we have

(Jpo SPEdP) | o .
Je 21s2wm/%Wm%mmwy
(1— |§| )5 p1,p2 JR

Taking this estimate to the third power, and using (I28) with instead R = 0 we
similarly obtain the upper bound from (I29). Summing ([I29) in n, we obtain (I23).

(5+a)n

70f  course we we only apply this estimate under the assumption that
SUDPp, py fR<p3>3fn(s,y,p) dps # 0. 1If it is equal to zero, then f, = 0 and we have the

trivial estimate 5
R3

=0.
po(1+5p-§)
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We now turn to the second estimate ([I24). As before, we will decompose f
into f,’s and consider large and small |r| separately. For |r| < R, we will use the
estimate (IZ1). For |r| > R, we use 113_5 < (r)? to get

1+

(p3)3 fu(s,y,p)dp _ 2%
a0 /|>R po(1+p- &) 5<R>3 /TIZRpgfn(s,y,p)dp.

3n 4, 1
Let R = 2° Ve /20d0)®  en when R > 1, (T27) and ([30) imply
(supy, py Ju(p3)3 fn(s,y,p) dp3) 3

/ (p3)® fn(s,y,p) dp
R3

|

po(L+p-¢)
<2% (sup /< 3)° fu (s, 9, p)dps)%(/ pef(s,y,p)dp)?
(131) p1,p2 JR
52’3%(81110/<p3>5+5fn(s,y,p)dp3)%(/ pef(s,y,p)dp)
P1,p2 JR R3

52_3%(/ pef(s,y.p)dp)*,

using ([[19). A similar modification to the previous case can be used to also obtain
this estimate when our chosen R satisfies R < 1. Summing (I31]) over n, we obtain
the second estimate (I24)). This concludes the proof of the lemma. ]

Using the above lemma, we derive bounds for Kt and Kg>. As noted in Remark

[64] the proof of Proposition can be applied in more general situations. In
particular, it can be used to obtain estimates for K in the 2% dimensional case:

Proposition 7.8. For every € € (0,1], K1 obeys the following estimate:

2
(// f]R’i (s,y,p)p3dp dyd8>5
y—al<t—s /(t — )2 = ly — a]?
2
Lot // fRs (s,y, p)Pydp dyds) .
y—al<t—s /(t — )2 = |y — a]?

Proof. We use Remark with

c""

|KT(t ,T

f(s,y,p)(ps)” |
rs po(l+p-8&)

G(s,y) :/RS f(s,y,p)pgdp,

F(t7 S? x? y) =

H(s,y) =/Rs f(s,y,p)pgdp.

By (I20)), we have

t
|Kr(t, )| 5/ / F(t,s,a;, y) = dy ds.
0 Jiy—ai<(t—s) (t = 8)\/(t — )2 — |y — ]
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On the other hand, Remark [6.4] shows that

/t/ F(t,s,z,y)dyds
0 Jy—al<t—s) (t = 5)\/(t —5)2 — |y — z[?
<10 t Gls:y) d ds)
~ </ /yz<ts Vit —3)2—y—af? Y
e H(s,y) p ds)
=

for every e € (0,1]. The result follows.

SN

Similarly, we apply Lemma [T7] to the bound (I22) to get

Proposition 7.9. For every e € (0,1], Kg 2 obeys the following estimate:

2

d 5

|Ks2(t, )] 110(// fR% (v P)pydp dyds)
y—al<t—s v/ (t — 8)2 = [y — x[?

%
Lot // fRs (s, 9, p)Pydp dyds) .
y—al<t—s /(t — )2 = |y — a]?

Proof. We use Remark with

[ f(s,y,p)(p3)?
Flsow) = | it p 6

G(s,y) :/RS f(s,y.p)p5dp,
H(s,y) :/RB f(s,y,p)padp.
By (I22)), we have

K F(t
|K52m|N// | e IFsry)
sl (E= o) — Iy — 2

On the other hand, Remark [6.4] shows that

[, i
</t/m )
</ /u z|<t—s t—g(s y|)y—17|2dyds>

for every e € (0,1]. The result follows.

c“‘"

We now control Kg; in the following proposition:

55



56 JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

Proposition 7.10. For any small € > 0, the following estimate holds:

K
ly—z|<t—s Jrs po\/(t — )2 Iy—ﬂcl2

K(s.y) ( f(s,9,p) )1
//y z|<t—s t—s) ly— 2 \Ugs 1 <o dp dy ds.

Proof. Tt is shown in (I2I)) that we have |Kg 1| < KéIw)l + K%Il where

def (IK
ly—a|<t—s Rspox/t—s Iy—:vl2

is already in an acceptable form for the estimate in Proposition [Z.I0l Further
def (|K 2
ly—z|<t—s JR3 \/t—S |y—$|2p0(1+]9 5)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the dp integration in (I32)), we have

K dyd
y—al<t—s /(t = 5)* =y — af?

f(S yap)<p3>4 1 f(57y,p) %
1 ’ d 2 7 N 3 7 d .
’ (/RS (565 </R P (L4 OF p)
Notice that

f(S y,p)<p3>4

H/ (p3)* f(s,y,p)dps

// dp1dps
sup T
L% ooy .po (prsp2))> (1 +p-&)z¢

(t,
// dp1dp2
Sup R
((p1,p2))2+e' (1 +p-€)2—¢

where we have used Proposition We claim that this last integral is finite. To
see this, we first define (as in the previous proposition) § € (—=, 7] and r > 0 as in
([25). Recall that by ([[20]), we have (1+p-&)~' < 7. Therefore,

(135) // dp1dps / / s o drdd
((prp2)2+ (1 +p- 93~ Jr (1+72) 9 ‘

Putting together equations (I33)), (I34) and ([I33]), we have

Kl(s,y J(s,y,p 1
Sl”// | |2( ) 2(/ o ( - )g+é,dp)2dyds
ly—z|<t—s t—S) —|y—;[;| R3 Do (1+p.§)2

|K|(87 y) f(svyup)<(plup2)>3+2€/ %
5/ /| o ( dp)? dy ds,

V(=92 —y—a? Jre Py

where we also used (I26). This is better than the desired estimate. O
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7.4. Conclusion of the proof. We are now ready to conclude the proof of The-
orem[[.0l First, notice that except for one term in Kg 1, i.e.

1
0 Jy—al<i—s /(t = 5)* = [y — x> \Jrs Ptl) Z B

all the bounds we have derived for Kp, Kg 1 and Kg, 2 in Propositions[.8] and
are very similar to those in the 2-dimensional case in Propositions[6.3] and [6.5
The only differences for the terms in Propositions[7.8], and [.10] as compared to
those in Propositions and are that firstly, the integrals are in p are over R?
instead of R?; and secondly, the weights in py depend on p1, p2 and ps rather than
only p; and ps.

We first control the term Kg in (I38). We will show that its L} ([0, T); LY+?)
norm can be bounded a priori using the conservation laws:

Proposition 7.11. For N > 13 as in the assumption (I9) in Theorem [14, we
have the estimate

<1,

”KS 1| Ll OT) LY+ ~

where the implicit constant depends at most polynomially on T.

Proof. We use the Strichartz estimates in Theorem B.I] with the exponents from
@7). This yields

o IN+2
K sall™ 77 sz
LFTINFERTED (j0,1); 172

K< f(? y36p) dp>
R3  Po

<

~

k(N +2) 3(N+2)
Lﬁ(k—l)N+(2k—S) ([O,T);L22N+7 )

for k > 6. Now we use Holder’s inequality for the upper bound, similar to [@9)), to
get

N+2
S
K < f(l y36p) dp> k(N+2) 3(N+2)
R3  Po Lm([o T):L, 2N 7 )
P N2
N+2 $,Y,P)
SR e | ([, 2522 )

Leo([0,1):L, VH8 )

2

1—-3¢’ 3(N+2) ’

Hf 5,9,D)
Lee([0,T);L, ¥ F° LY

where to get the last inequality we used the conservation law in Proposition 2]
to observe that || K| e (jo,7);z2) S 1. Further applying the interpolation inequality
(Proposition [[4]) to the upper bound with

3(N + 2)(1 + 3¢) N =10+ 9¢(N +2)

S=-1+3¢, & M= —2= 1
+ o€, N +38 N +38 <5b

where M < 1 holds for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. We conclude that

1 S 1
j2 S po : :
I/ 0‘’L;?o([O,T);Lj(fvvig2 L}) Tro FEO DS L)
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Since M < 1, the last term is controlled by the conserved energy in Proposition
211 This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

We now turn to the remaining terms in Propositions [[.8 [7.9] and [T 10} which as
we remarked before, are the same as those in Propositions[6.3] and [6.5] except for the
extra ps weights and integrals. A priori, the fact that we have an extra integration
in p3 and an extra weight in ps can create extra difficulties. Nevertheless, notice
that in the proofs of Propositions 6.7, and [6.9 the only estimate we have used
to control the weighted integral in p is the interpolation inequality Proposition 2]
On the other hand, in the 2%—dimensiona1 case, while the weights depend also on
ps and there is an extra integration in ps, we have the interpolation inequality
inequality Proposition [[.4] which has exactly the numerology as in Proposition [£.2]
Therefore, repeating the proofs of Propositions [6.7] and and replacing the
application of Proposition with that of Proposition [[4] we achieve the same
estimates for K except for the Kg; term defined in (I36) above. More precisely,
we have

Proposition 7.12. For N > 13 as in the assumption ([I9) in Theorem [L4, there
exists ¢y < oo sufficiently large such that we have the estimates

N+2 Sea=y 5<N 5
||KT||L1 ([0,T);LY+2) ~ ||fp ||L°°(0T) LLLL) ||fp || qQ(OT) L1L1)

4N -7

(LR Y 1 e N e i i

and
||KS 1| ]LV1+[20 T),LYN+2) ~ ||KS 1| ]LV1+20 [0,7);LY+2) + ||fpév||%§°([0,T);L;L;J)v

where o = 2(N—:1) < 1 and the implicit constant depends at most polynomially on
T.

Combining Propositions [[.11] and [[. 12, we have

Proposition 7.13. For N > 13 as in the initial data bound ([I9) in the assumptions
of Theorem [0, we have the estimate

k
||fpév||Lg°([o,T);L;L;) < O™
for some constants Cy > 0 and k1 > 0.

Proof. As before, we will allow the implicit constants in < to depend at most
polynomially on T'. By Proposition [[.5 we have
N+2
128 Le=oryszinsy S N fopdllLary + ||K||L1+0T) LN+
Then using Propositions [[.I1] and [T.12] we obtain

1FP0 | Le= (o T)-LIL;))
AN -7

—4
S+ Iprévlliif (0T); iziry t 1Fpo’ ||;<;: [é)T LiLzla)||fpév||z(ng[(13)T)-L1L1)'
t b )iz bp

As in the proof of Proposition [6.10 we can divide the equation through by

N-—4

||fp(1)v||z(£( (1))T) (LLLY)
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to get

2(N 1) < N 2(N 1)
pr HL“’(OT) LlLl) 1+ Hf H ‘12([0 T) LlLl)

We can assume without loss of generality (after usmg Holder’s inequality and losing

a constant depending polynomially on T') that ¢} > % The conclusion of the
proposition thus follows from Lemma [G.TT] O

Recall that in the 2-dimensional case, Proposition shows that once the
moment bounds are obtained, we can use the bound for the 2D wave kernel and the
interpolation inequality (Proposition 2]) to obtain L estimates for K. Replacing
the application of Proposition 4.2l with that of Proposition[/.4] the exact same proof
as Proposition gives the following L>° bound for K, with an estimate of its
temporal growth:

Proposition 7.14. The following L* estimate for K holds:
k
1K | Lee fo,7):00) < CeT,
for some constants C' >0 and k > 0.

To proceed, we need an analogue of Proposition [6.14] in the 2——d1mens10na1
setting. To this end, we recalld the following estimates for the full three dimensional
relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system:

Proposition 7.15 (Glassey-Strauss [7]). Let (f, F, B) be a solutwn to the 3D rela-
tivistic Viasov-Mazwell system. Then VK can be decompose into the following
five terms

VoK =V, Ko+ V,;Kss +V,Kgr +V,Krs + VKt

such thaty V. Ky is bounded by the following expressions which depend only on the
initial data

1 1 1
! / / po| Ve foldpdS,  ~ / V2KoldS, — / IV KoldsS,
tJjy—a|=t Jr3 t S ly—a|=t = ly—a|=t

1 1
t—Q/ / po fodpdS, t—Q/ / po| Kol fodpdS
ly—z|=t JR3 ly—z|=t JR3

and the remaining terms obey the following estimates:

Iszss(t,@ls/ /po KNG 0:) 4, g
R3 t—s

K
|V1KST(t,I)| S/ / pO | t|f 59, p)dde'
R3 -

VK
/ /po (I |+p)f )(S’y’p)dpda,
03 R3

(t—1s)

I8\While all the ideas of the proof are in [7], the precise version that we cite is in part II of the
present paper [15].

19we group the terms in a slightly different way from [7] and [15]. In particular, in the present
decomposition, only V. Ky depends explicitly on the initial data.

20Here7 we use the notation that dS is the standard measure on the round sphere with radius
|y — z|. Moreover, do denotes the measure on the cone C?yx ={(s,9) ERxR3}|0O<s<t, ly—x| =
(t — s)} given by dSds.
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K
|vaTS(t7x)| 5/ / pO | |f S y p)dde,
w (t—
and for any ¢ € (0,t), we have

3
|vaTT(t,J;)|§/ / pOf(S yp)d dO'
N{0<s<t—8} (t—s)3

+/ / poIVyfl(S;y,p)dpda
03 n{t—o<s<t} JR? (t—s)

3 e g
+/ /pof(S—t2 5,y,p)dpds'
ly—a|=5 JR? o

We now note the easy fact that the solution

(f(t7x17x27p17p27p3)7E(t7x17x2)7B(t7x17x2))

to the 2% dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system can be considered as
solutions

(f(t, 21,22, 23,1, P2, p3), E(t, 21,72, 23), B(t, 11,22, 73))

to the 3 dimensional relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system which are independent of
the x3 variable. Therefore, Proposition [[.15] implies the following proposition:

Proposition 7.16. Let (f, E,B) be a solution to the 2%—dimensiona1 relativistic
Vlasov-Mazwell system. Denote K to be E or B. Then VzK can be decomposed
into the following five terms

VoK =V, Ko+ Vo Kss + Vo Kst + Vo Krs + Vo Krr

such that VKo is bounded by a constant depending only on the initial data norms
@ - @a) for fo, Ey and By and the remaining terms obey the following estimates:

t 3 K 2
0 y—z|<t—s JR3

V= —ly—aP

t 3 K
V. Ksrl 5/ / / s (1K|f)(s,y,p) dpdy ds
0 Jiy—zl<t—s Jrs (t —8)y/(t — )2 — |y — a?

t 3 V. K Y,
+// / w (VK + D) 0:0) o
0 Jiy—alst—s Jrz  \/(t—5)2 = [y —z?
and further

! Po(IK|f)(s,y,p)
(139) V. Krs| 5/0 /U » /R (t_s)\/(t_SP_|y_x|2dpdyds,

and

(138)

and lastly
t—9 3
|V1KTT| S/ / / pO f(sayvp) dpdde
0 Jyy—al<t-s Jrs (t —5)2/(t —5)% — [y — af?
10 Jly—zi<i—s JEs (t = 8)/(t = )2 = [y — zf?

1 Sf(s=t—46,y,
0 Jiy—ai<s Jra /82 — |y —a
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Proof. We first note that for every
F(x1,22,73) = G(v1,72),
we have
1 G
(141) L rpaes [ EU
@ Jly-al=a ly—zl<a /0% — |y — x|

which in turn follows from an easy calculation. By the symmetry of f and K, this

immediately implies (I37)-(40). Finally, by (4l and Proposition [[.TH to show

that V, Ky obeys the required bounds, it suffices to show that the terms

/ / polVa foldp dy V2 EKo| dy |V Ko| dy
ly—z|<t JR?

22—y -z Jya<e VE—ly—2P  Jyai<e /B =y —a?

/ / pofodp dy ds / / po| Kol fodp dy ds
y—al<t Jrs t/B — [y — a2 Jjy—aj<t Jre £/ — [y — ]2

are bounded by a constant depending only on the initial data norms (I9]) - (28]) for
fo, Ep and By. This can be easily checked by directly controlling the wave kernel
and using the Sobolev embedding theorem. O

Using the estimates for VK, we proceed as in the 2-dimensional case to obtain
L%° bounds for VK and the bounds for the first derivatives of the characteris-
tics. To achieve this, we recall that Lemma gives the following bound on the
derivatives of the backward characteristics in terms of that of the forward charac-

teristics]:
Lemma 7.17. The following estimate holds:
B(t) < F(t).
Here, B and F are defined analogous to (I07) and [I0O8) in the 2-dimensional case.

Proposition and Lemma [Z.I7 imply that Proposition below can be
proven in an identical way as in Proposition in Section More precisely,
the following is the 2%D analogue of Proposition [6.16l Notice that from this point
onwards, we will allow the implicit constants in < to depend arbitrarily on T.

Proposition 7.18. VK obeys the bound

(142) VK| Lo 0,105y S 1,
Moreover, the derivatives of the characteristics X and V' are bounded:
(143) sup (B(t) + F(t)) < 1.

te[0,T)

By Theorem [T1] to conclude the proof of global existence and uniqueness in the
2% dimensional case, we need to show that
1K || oo 0,1y 120) + I Va K || Lo o,1)s050) + w3V p fll o,y neon2) S 10
The first two terms are controlled in Propositions [.14] and [.I8 respectively. It
thus remains to show that

lwsVapfllLio,ryLerz) S 1

This follows immediately from ([Z2), ([Z3), formula [IZ) in 24D and the fact that
fo obeys the initial bound (23]). This concludes the proof of Theorem [[L6l Q.E.D.

2lwhich are slightly weaker than in the 2D case, but will not affect the argument.



62

[10]
(11]

[12]
(13]

(14]
(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
(19]

20]

JONATHAN LUK AND ROBERT M. STRAIN

REFERENCES

R. Sospedra-Alfonso and R. Illner. Classical solvability of the relativistic Viasov - Mazwell
system with bounded spatial density, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 33(6) (2010), 751-757.

F. Bouchut, F. Golse and C. Pallard, Classical solutions and the Glassey-Strauss theorem for
the 3D Vliasov-Mazwell system, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 170 (2003), 1-15.

D. Foschi, Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates, J. of Hyperbolic Diff. Eqn. 2(1) (2005), 1-24.
R. Glassey and J. Schaeffer, The two and one half dimensional relativistic Viasov Mazwell
system, Commun. Math. Phys. 185 (1997), 257-284.

R. Glassey and J. Schaeffer, The relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system in two space dimensions:
Part I, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 141 (1998) 331-354.

R. Glassey and J. Schaeffer, The relativistic Viasov-Mazwell system in two space dimensions:
Part II, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 141 (1998) 355-374.

R. Glassey and W. Strauss, Singularity formation in a collisionless plasma could only occur
at large velocities, Arch. Rat. Mech. Anal. 92 (1986), 59-90.

R. Glassey and W. Strauss, Absence of shocks in an initially dilute collisionless plasma,
Comm. Math. Phys. 113 (1987), 191-208

R. Glassey and W. Strauss, High velocity particles in a collisionless plasma, Math. Meth. in
the Appl. Sci. 9 (1987), 46-52.

R. Glassey and W. Strauss, Large velocities in the relativistic Vlasov-Mazwell equations, J.
Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 36 Sec TA Math (1989), 615-527.

L. V. Kapitanski, Some generalizations of the Strichartz- Brenner inequality, Leningrad Math
J. 1 (1990), 693-726.

M. Keel and T. Tao, Endpoint Strichartz estimates, Amer. J. Math 120 (1998), 955-980.

S. Klainerman and G. Staffilani, A new approach to study the Viasov-Mazwell system, Com-
mun. Pure Appl. Anal. 1 (2002), 103-125.

P.-L. Lions and B. Perthame, Propagation of moments and reqularity for the 3-dimensional
Vlasov-Poisson system, Invent. Math 105 (1991), 415-430.

J. Luk and R. Strain, Strichartz estimates and moment bounds for the relativistic Vlasov-
Mazxwell system II. Continuation criteria in the 3-D case, preprint.

C. Pallard, On the boundedness of the momentum support of solutions to the relativistic
Vlasov-Mazwell system, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 54(5) (2005), 1395-14009.

K. Pfaffermoser, Global classical solutions of the Viasov-Poisson system in three dimensions
for general initial data, J. Diff. Equations 95 (1992), 281-303.

J. Schaeffer, Global existence of smooth solutions to the Vlasov-Poisson system in three
dimensions, Comm. PDE 16(8-9) (1991), 1313-1335.

R. S. Strichartz, Restriction of Fourier transform to quadratic surfaces and decay of solutions
of wave equations, Duke Math J. 44 (1977), 705-774.

R. J. Taggart, Inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates, Forum Math. 22 (2010), 825-853.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MIT, CAMBRIDGE, MA 02139 AND DEPARTMENT OF MATHE-
MATICS, UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILADELPHIA, PA 19104
E-mail address: jluk@math.mit.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILADELPHIA, PA 19104
E-mail address: strain@math.upenn.edu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Notation
	1.2. Main Results
	1.3. Strategy of proof
	1.4. Outline of the paper

	2. Conservation Laws
	3. Strichartz estimates
	4. Moment estimates
	5. The two dimensional case: Local existence
	5.1. Local existence
	5.2. Continuation Criteria

	6. The two dimensional case: Global existence
	6.1. Glassey-Schaeffer decomposion of the electromagnetic fields
	6.2. Propagation of moments
	6.3. Bounds for "026B30D K"026B30D Lt([0,T);Lx)
	6.4. Higher Regularity
	6.5. Conclusion of proof of Theorem 1.2.

	7. The two-and-one-half dimensional case
	7.1. Local existence
	7.2. An additional conservation law
	7.3. The Glassey-Schaeffer decomposition
	7.4. Conclusion of the proof

	References

