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Sharp asymptotics for the solutions of the three-dimensional
massless Vlasov-Maxwell system with small data

Léo Bigorgne*
December 14, 2020

Abstract

This paper is concerned with the asymptotic properties of the small data solutions to the massless
Vlasov-Maxwell system in 3d. We use vector field methods to derive almost optimal decay estimates
in null directions for the electromagnetic field, the particle density and their derivatives. No compact
support assumption in x or v is required on the initial data and the decay in v is in particular initially
optimal. Consistently with Proposition 8.1 of [2], the Vlasov field is supposed to vanish initially for small
velocities. In order to deal with the slow decay rate of the solutions near the light cone and to prove that
the velocity support of the particle density remains bounded away from 0, we make crucial use of the null
properties of the system.
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1 Introduction

This article is part of a series of works concerning the asymptotic behavior of small data solutions to the
Vlasov-Maxwell equations. The system is a classical model for collisionless plasma and is given, for K species
of particles, by@

\/ M2+ [v[20k fre + v'0; i, + ek (y/mi + [v|2FR? + quqj> Opi frs =

VHE, =

M=

v
ek/ 27U2fkdvu
1 Juers /iy + v

o =

VHE,, =
where
e my > 0 is the mass of the particles of the species k and ex # 0 is their charge.

e The function fx(¢,,v) is the particle density of the species k, where (¢,z,v) € Ry x R? x (R®\ {0})
if mp =0 and (t,z,v) € Ry x R? x R3 otherwise.

e The 2-form F (¢, ), with (t,z) € Ry x R3, is the electromagnetic field and *F (¢, x) is its Hodge dual.

In [2], we studied the massless Vlasov-Maxwell system in high dimensions (n > 4) and we proved that if the
particle densities initially vanish for small velocities and if certain weighted L' and L? norms of the initial
data are small enough, then the unique classical solution to the system exists globally in time. Moreover,
as the smallness assumption only concerns L' and L? norms, no compact support assumption in x or v
was required. We also obtained optimal pointwise decay estimates on the velocity averages of f;, and their
derivatives as well as improved decay estimates on the null components of the electromagnetic field and its
derivatives. In the same article, we also proved that there exists smooth initial data such that the particle
densities do not vanish for small velocities and for which ([{)-([) does not admit a local classical solution.

Similar results for the massive Vlasov-Maxwell system in high dimensions are also obtained in [2]. A
main difference however is that f; does not have to be supported away from v = 0. The 3d massive case
requires a refinement of our method and will be treated in [4]. We will also study the solutions of (-] in
the exterior of a light cone. The strong decay satisfied by fi in such a region will allow us to lower the initial
decay hypothesis on the electromagnetic field and to obtain asymptotics on the solutions in a simpler way
than for the whole spacetime. This will be done in [3].

In this paper, we study the asymptotic properties of the small data solutions to the three-dimensional
massless Vlasov-Maxwell, so that mj = 0. We start with optimal decay in v on the particle densities in the
sense that we merely suppose fi(0,x,.) to be integrable in v, which is a necessary condition for the source
term of the Maxwell equations to be well defined. In massive Vlasov systems, powers of |v| are often lost in
order to gain time decay or to exploit null propertiesﬁ. Our assumptions will force us to better understand

1We will, throughout this article, use the Einstein summation convention so that v*d; f = Zle v'9; f. A sum on latin letters
starts from 1 whereas a sum on greek letters starts from 0.

2Note that this result holds for dimensions n > 2.

3See for instance |2] for the Vlasov-Maxwell system, where we used the inequality 1 < 4v%vL in order to take advantage of
decay in t — 7.



the null structure of the equations. In fact, one of the goals of this article is to describe in full details the
null structure of the system, which appears to be fundamental for proving integrability and controling the
velocity support of the particle density.

In view of their physical meaning, the functions fj are usually supposed to be non negative. However, as
their signs play no role in this paper and since we will consider neutral plasmas, we suppose for simplicity
that K = 1 and we do not restrict the values of f; to R;. We also normalize the charge e; to 1 and we
denote f; by f. The system can then be rewritten as

WO f +0'0if + (0| F +vIF7) 0 f = 0, (1)
VB = J(f) = / iy, (2)

veERS3 |1)|
V**F,, = 0. (3)

Note that we can recover the more common form of the Vlasov-Maxwell system using the relations
Ei = FOi and Bl - _*FOi;
so that the equations [d)-(B) can be rewritten as

[0 f + 0" 0if + (Jv|E+v x B) -V, f =0,

. . J
V.E= fdv, 8 E7 = (V x B —/ Y fdw,

vER3 vER3 |v]

V-B=0, B =-V x E.

We choose to work with a neutral plasma to simplify the proof but the case of a non zero total charge will
be covered in [4] and [3].

1.1 Previous results on small data solutions for the massive Vlasov-Maxwell
system

Global existence for small data in dimension 3 was first established by Glassey-Strauss in [I0] under a compact
support assumption (in space and in velocity). In [9], a similar result is obtained for the nearly neutral case.
The compact support assumption in v is removed in [I2] but the data still have to be compactly supported
in space. Note that none of these results contain estimates on dy,,...0,, fv fdv and the optimal decay rate on
fv fdv is not obtained by the method of [12]. They all proved decay estimates on the electromagnetic field
up to first order derivatives.

In [2], we used vector field methods, developed in [5] for the electromagnetic field and [§] for the Vlasov
field, in order to remove all compact support assumptions for the dimensions n > 4. We then derived (almost)
optimal decay on the solutions of the system and their derivatives and we described precisely the behavior
of the null components of F.

Recently, Wang proved in [I5] a similar result for the 3d case. Using both vector field method and Fourier
analysis, he replaced the compact support assumption by strong polynomial decay hypotheses in (z,v) on f
and obtained optimal pointwise decay estimates on fv fdv and its derivatives.

1.2 Previous works on Vlasov systems using vector field methods

Properties of small data solutions of other Vlasov systems were obtained recently using vector field methods.
First on the Vlasov-Nordstrom system, in [8] and [7], and the Vlasov-Poisson system (see [13]). Vector field
methods led to a proof of the stability of the Minkowski spacetime for the Einstein-Vlasov system, obtained
independently by [6] and [I1].

Note that vector field methods can also be used to derive integrated decay for solutions to the the massless
Vlasov equation on curved background such as slowly rotating Kerr spacetime (see [I]).

1.3 Statement of the main result

The following theorem is the main result of this paper. For the notations not yet defined, see Section



Theorem 1.1. Let N > 10, € > 0 and (f°, F°) an initial data set for the Viasov-Mazwell equations (I)-(3)
satisfying the smallness assumptio

/ / (14221 + o)) 0207 0 dvdz+ / (14 [2)?71#2 |V oy FO) P do < e,
z€R3 JveR3

|y SN2 T ER?

/ / fPdvdr =0 (4)
z€R3 JveR3

VO0<|v <3, fOL,v)=0

There exists C > 0 and eg > 0 such that if 0 < e < €g, then the unique classical solution (f, F) of the system
which satisfies f(t = 0) = f and F(t = 0) = FY is a global solution and verifies the following estimates.

e FEnergy bound for the electromagnetic field F': ¥ t € Ry,

\6|+\HI<N+3

the neutral hypothesis

and the support assumption

> /u la (L2 (F)F +1p (22 (PN + 1o (25 (F)) +72 e L2+ (F))[ do < Celog! (3 +1).

Z’YE]K\‘Y\
[v[<N

Sharp pointwise decay estimates for the null components of Lz+(F): ¥V |y| < N -2, (t,x) € Ry x R3,

(Lo (Pl (a) 5 Vel o (Lo (Dl () 5 Va2,
TiT? 77

o (L)) 5 veElrD @ (Lo (Pl () § Vet )
TLTZ T+TZ

Energy bound for the particle density: ¥V t € Ry,

1Py Y i

zZﬁf} (t,z,v)dvdr < Celog(3 +t).

ZB ]P‘B‘ z€ko
BISN
o Vanishing property for small velocities:
V(t,z,v) € Ry x R® x (R*\ {0}), [v| <1 = f(t,z,v) =0.
e Sharp pointwise decay estimates for the velocity averages of Eﬁf V8] < N =5, z € ko,
V(t,z) € Ry x R3, / z22ﬁf‘dv < 26
vERS3 T+T_

Remark 1.2. One can prove a similar result if f° vanishes for the velocties v such that |v| < R, with R > 0
(€0 would then also depend on R).

Remark 1.3. We say that (f°, F°) is an initial data set for the Viasov-Mazwell system if the function
fO:R3 x (R;j’ \ {O}) — R and F° are both sufficiently reqular and satisfy the constraint equations
i (0 0 i (%70
V(F)ioz—/€R3fdv and V(F)w:O

Remark 1.4. The neutral hypothesis @) is a necessary condition for [os(1+ r)?|F|*dx to be finite. This
means that, for a sufficiently regular solution to the Viasov-Mazwell system (f, F), the total electromagnetic
charge

Q(t) := lim L FoidSe, = / / fdvd,
rtoo Ser T z€R3 JveR3

which is a conserved quantity in t, vanishes. More precisely, if Q(0) # 0, then
/ T’p (FO)’2dx=+oo, where p(FO) = x—(FO)iO.
R3 r

We prove in Appendiz [0 that the derivatives of F are automatically chargeless, whether or not Q vanishes.

4We could avoid any hypotheses on the derivatives of order N + 1 and N + 2 of F' 0 (see Remark for more details).




1.4 Strategy of the proof and main difficulties

The proof of Theorem [I.T] is based on energy and vector field methods and essentially relies on bounding
sufficiently well the spacetime integrals of the commuted equations. The solutions of the massless Vlasov
equation enjoy improved decay estimates in the null directions. More precisely, one can already see that with
the following estimate (see Lemma 211 and Proposition B.6l), for g a solution to the free transport equation
|v|8tg + vi(?ig =0,

L P k

v

|v]

vk

vl

4 ! 1+7r \B|+p+k+qagg o (t=0
- gl(t,z,0)de S S (L +7) I (t=0)
D e (TR

. (5)

V(t,x)éR.,. XR?), /
vERS3

|v]

This strong decay is a key element of our proof. Without it, we would have to consider modifications of
the commutation vector fields of the free transport operator as in [7], [I3], [6] and [11] for, respectively, the
Vlasov-Nordstrom, the Vlasov-Poisson and the Einstein-Vlasov systems. As the particles are massless, the
characteristics of the transport equation and those of the Maxwell equations have the same Velocityﬁ. The
consequence is that, in a product such as Lz (F).Z”f, we cannot transform a |t — r| decay in a ¢ 4+ 7 one
as it is done, in view of support consideration, for the massive case with compactly supported initial data.
We are then led to carefully study the null structure of the equations, and in particular of the non linearities
such as L

VM Ly (F), 0, ZP f, (6)

with Z a Killing vector field and 7 its complete 1iffd. The problem is that, for g a solution to |v|d; +v'9;g = 0,
Ovg essentially behaves as (1 4+ ¢ + r)d; g and the electromagnetic field, as a solution of a wave equation,
only decays with a rate of (1 +¢+7)~! in the ¢ + r direction. However, from [5], we know that certain null
components of the Maxwell field are expected to behave better than others. The same is true for the null
components of the velocity vector v as it is suggested by (B). Moreover, we also know from [2] that v allows
us to take advantage of the ¢ —r decay as it permits to estimate spacetime integrals by using a null foliation.
Finally, the radial component of (0,91 Z8 f, 0,2 Z f, 0,3 Z f) costs a power of t — r instead of ¢ +r. The null
structure of (@) is then studied in Lemma 1] and we can observe that each term contains at least one good
component.

Another problem, specific to massless particles, arises from small velocities. We already observed in
Section 8 of [2] that the velocity part V of the characteristics of

vl vl
O+ maz‘f + (Fm‘ + ijz‘) Oyif =0 (7)

can reach 0 in finite time. The consequence is that if f does not initially vanish for small velocities, the
Vlasov-Maxwell system could not admit a local classical solution. This issue is reflected in the energy
estimates through, schematically,

-~

¢
Z

(O)+// / |1/J(t,:17,v)|| f|dvdajds,
L. 0 JzeR3 JveR3 |U|

where 1 is a homogeneous function of degree 0 in v. One cannot hope to close such an estimate using say
the Gronwall inequality due to the factor of |71\ appearing in the error term on the right hand side. In [2],

|21

0, © = 2]

we take advantage of the strong decay rate of the electromagnetic field, given by the high dimensions, to
prove that the velocity support of f remains bounded away from 0 if initially true. The slow decay of F' in
dimension 3 forces us to exploit the null structure of the equations satisfied by the characteristics of (@) in
order to recover this result. The strong decay rate satisfied by the radial component of the electric field p(F)
plays a fundamental role here. We point out that this difficulty is not present in the Einstein-Vlasov system
as the Vlasov equation can be written, for a metric g and defined in terms of the cotangent variables, as

1
Vg Opv f — §vuvl,8ig“”8wf =0.

One can observe that the homogeneity in v of the non linearity of the Vlasov equation is the same than the
one of |v|d; + v'd;, so that the velocity part of the characteristics cannot reach 0 in finite time time. Local
existence, for the massless Einstein-Vlasov system and for sufficiently regular initial data, has been proven
by Svedberg in [14].

5Note that this is not the case for particles of mass m > 0 since the free transport operator is then y/m?2 + [v|20; + v*9;.
6The expression of the complete lift of a vector field of the Minkowski space is presented in Definition 24



1.5 Structure of the paper

Section ] presents the notations used in this article, basic results on the electromagnetic field and its null
decomposition. The commutation vector fields are introduced in Subsection [2:4] and the source terms of the
commuted equations are descibed in Subsection Subsection contains fundamental properties on the
null components of the velocity vector. In Section[B] we introduce the norms used to study the Vlasov-Maxwell
system and we present energy estimates in order to control them. We then exploit these energy norms to
obtain pointwise decay estimates on both fields through Klainerman-Sobolev type inequalities. Lemma 1]
proved in Section M is of fundamental importance in this work since it depicts the null structure of the
non linearities of the transport equations. In section [5] we set up the bootstrap assumptions, discuss their
immediate consequences and describe the main steps of the proof of Theorem [[.Tl Sections [f] to [§ concern
respectively the improvement of the bounds on the distribution function, the proof of L? estimates for the
velocity averages of its higher order derivatives and the improvement of the estimates on the electromagnetic
field energies. In Appendix [Al we prove that the Vlasov field vanishes for small velocities. In Appendix
Bl we expose how to bound the energy norms of f and F in terms of weighted L' and L? norms of the
initial data. We prove in Appendix [C] that the derivatives of F', for (f, F') a sufficiently regular solution to
the Vlasov-Maxwell system, are automatically chargeless. Finally, Appendix [Dl contains the proof of certain
results concerning the null decomposition of the electromagnetic field.
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2 Notations and preliminaries

2.1 Basic notations

In this paper we work on the 3 + 1 dimensional Minkowski spacetime (R3*1 7). We will use two sets of
coordinates, the Cartesian (¢, z', 22, 23), in which n = diag(—1,1,1,1), and null coordinates (u,u,ws,ws),
where

u=t+mr, u=t-—r

and (w1, w9) are spherical variables, which are spherical coordinates on the spheres (¢,7) = constant. These
coordinates are defined globally on R3*! apart from the usual degeneration of spherical coordinates and at
r = 0. We will also use the following classical weights,

Ty =14 u? and T =1+ u

We denote by (e, e2) an orthonormal basis on the spheres and by ¥ (respectively dfv) the intrinsic covariant
differentiation (respectively divergence operator) on the spheres (t,7) = constant. Capital Latin indices (such
as A or B) will always correspond to spherical variables. The null derivatives are defined by

L=0;+0, and L=0;—0, sothat L(u)=2, L(u)=0, L(u)=0 and L(u)=2.

The velocity vector (v*)o<,<3 is parametrized by (v')1<;<3 and v* = |v| since we study massless particles.
We introduce T, the operator defined, for all sufficiently regular function f : [0, T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}), by

T:f—=v"0.f.
We will use the notation V,g := (0, 9,19, 0,29, 0y39) so that () can be rewritten
Tr(f) =v"0u,f + F (v,V,f)=0.

Remark 2.1. As we study massless particles, the functions considered in this paper will not be defined for
v = 0. However, for simplicity and since {v = 0} has Lebesgue measure 0, we will consider integrals over R3.
Moreover, the distribution function f will be supported away from v = 0 during the proof of Theorem [11l

We will use the notation D; < D for an inequality such as D1 < CDs, where C' > 0 is a positive constant
independent of the solutions but which could depend on N € N, the maximal order of commutation. Finally
we will raise and lower indices using the Minkowski metric 7. For instance, v, = v"n,,, so that vg = —v° and
v; =v' forall 1 <i<3.



2.2 The problem of the small velocities

For technical reasons, we will use all along this paper a fixed cutoff function x such that x = 1 on [1,+o0]
and x = 0 on | — o0, 1]. We introduce the operator

Ty :g— v'0u.9 + x(|[v))F (v, Vg). (8)

As mentioned earlier, we proved in Section 8 of [2] that because of the small velocities, there exist initial
data sets for which the Vlasov-Maxwell system does not admit a local classical solution. The main idea of
the proof consists in studying characteristics such that their velocity part reaches 0 in finite time. This is
why we suppose in Theorem [[.T] that the Vlasov field vanishes initially for small velocities and one step of
the proof will be to verify that this property remains true for all t € R;. To circumvent difficulties related
to characteristics reaching v = 0, we will rather first define (f, F) as the solution to @) — @) and TX(f) = 0.
Notice that none of the characteristics of the operator Tx reaches v = 0. Indeed, if (X, V) is one of them,
we have

dvi VHE(s) .
T (5) = x (IVI(5)) ol B0 (5, X (5)).

) = X (VI(6) Tt B (5. X )

Consequently, if [V(s)| < %, then V(t) = V(s) for all t > s. The goal will then to prove that if f(0,.,.)
vanishes for all |v| < 3, so does f(¢,.,.) for all |v| <1, implying that Tr(f) = 0 and that (f, F') is a solution
to the Vlasov-Maxwell system (I)-(3]).

2.3 Basic tools for the study of the electromagnetic field

As we describe the electromagnetic field in geometric form, it will be represented throughout this article by a
2-form. Let F be a 2-form defined on [0, T[xR2. Its null decomposition (a(F), a(F), p(F), o (F)), introduced
by [5], is defined by

1
as(F) = Far, a,(F) = Fayg, p(F):iFLL and o(F) = Fia.

The Hodge dual *F of F is the 2-form given by

* 1 Ao
F,uv = §F Exouvs

where €55, are the components of the Levi-Civita symbol, and its energy-momentum tensor is
B 1 po
T[F)u = FupF,"” — anFpUF .

Note that T[F],, is symmetric and traceless, i.e. T[F|,, = T[F],, and T[F],” = 0. This last point is
specific to the dimension 3 and engenders additional difficulties in the analysis of the Maxwell equations
in high dimensions (see Section 3.3.2 of [2] for more details). We have an alternative form of the Maxwell
equations.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a 2-form and J be a 1-form both sufficiently regular. Then,

VGl = Jy VG =0
V'LL*GHV =0 V[A*G,uu] = EXMURJﬁu

where VinHu) = VaHu +VuHox + Vi Hyy.

Proof. Consider for instance V#G,; = J; and V*G,o = 0. As

01 * * 21 * * 31 *

G” = "Gazegiaz = "Goas, G= = "Gozeai0s = "G, G = "Goeezine = Goz,
* * *

Gio = Goazeazio = —Gog, Goo = Gsiez120 = —G31 and  “Gzo = Gisci0 = — Gio,
we have

V#Gul = J1 & Vo'Gasz + V2'G30 + V3'Goa = J1 and Vi*Gio =0« V1Ga3 + VaolG31 + V3G = 0.

The equivalence of the two systems can be obtained by similar computations. |



We can then compute the divergence of the energy momentum tensor of an electromagnetic field.

Corollary 2.3. Let G and J be as in the previous lemma. Then, VFT[G],, = GoJ>.

Proof. Using the previous lemma, we have
1 1 1
G, V'G,* = G"*V,G,, = §G””(VHGVP—V,,G,,M) = §G“pVUGW, = ZVV(GHPGHP)'

Hence,
1 1
VMT[G]W = VH(GMJ)GVP"‘ ZVV(GWGW) - mevu(gvpgdp) = GypJ’.

Finally, the null components of the energy-momentum tensor of a 2-form G are given by

T[G)rr = |a(G)P, T[GlLL = a(G)P and T[GliL = p(G)P + |o(G)*. (9)

2.4 The vector fields of the Poincaré group and their complete lifts

We present in this section the commutation vector fields for the Maxwell equations and those for the rela-
tivistic transport operator. Let P be the generators of the Poincaré algebra, i.e. the set containing

the translationsﬁ Ou, 0< <3,
the rotations Qi = xiaj —270;, 1<i<j<3,
the hyperbolic rotations Qor = 0 + xk(?t, 1<k <3.

We also consider K :=PU{S}, where S = 2#0,, is the scaling vector field and O := {Q12, Q13, Q23}, the set
of the rotational vector fields. The vector fields of K are well known for commuting with the wave and the
Maxwell equations (see Proposition [Z§ below). However, to commute the operator T' = v*d,,, one should
consider, as in [§], the complete lifts of the vector fields of P.

Definition 2.4. Let V be a vector field of the form VP0s. Then, the complete lift 1% of V is defined by
V= Vﬁag +v727vj i -
We then have 5# =0, for all0 < <3,
ﬁijzxiaj—:vjai—i—vi i — 09 0yi, for 1<i<j<3, and (AZOk:t(?k—l—:vkat—i—voavk, for 1 <k <3.
One can check that [T, Z] = 0 for all Z € P. As we also have [T, S] = T', we consider
Po:={Z | Z e PyU{S}

and we will, for simplicity, denote by Z an arbitrary vector field of @0, even if S is not a complete lift. These
vector fields and the averaging in v almost commute in the following sense.

Lemma 2.5. Let f : [0,T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}) — R be a sufficiently regular function. We have, almost

everywhere,
VZ €K, ‘z (/ |f|dv>‘ g/ \fldv + Z/ 17 f|dv.
vER3 vER3 Zeb, vER3

Proof. Let us consider, for instance, the case where Z = Q13 = 29y — 220;. Then, integrating by parts in
v, we have almost everywhere

‘Qu </€R3 |f|dv>

| Butmao= [ (v (1) =20 (7)) )ae

S /
vER3

for 1 < ¢ < 3, by 9; and sometimes 9; by 9p.

~

Q12 (f)

dv.

I S (fydv
e Tt 0

"In this article, we will denote 0y



The vector space generated by each of the sets defined in this section is an algebra.

Lemma 2.6. Let L be either I@O, K, P or Q. Then for all (Z1,2Zs) € L2, [Z1, Zo] is a linear combination of
vector fields of L.

We consider an ordering on each of the sets O, P, K and ]IADO. We take orderings such that, if P = {Z¢/ 1 <
i <|P|}, then K = {Z?/ 1 <i < [K|}, with ZIKl =S, and

B, = {Zi/ 1<i< |]IAD0|}, with (2) and 2Pl = g,

1<i<|P| ( )195\11”\

If I denotes O, P, K or ]IADO, and 8 € {1,...,|L|}?, with ¢ € N*, we will denote the differential operator
A1 T8 e LIl by T8, For a vector field Y, we will denote by Ly the Lie derivative with respect to Y and
if Z7 € K9, we will write Lz~ for Lz ...L 7.

Let us recall, by the following classical result, that the derivatives tangential to the cone behave better
than others.

Lemma 2.7. The following relations hold,
CL‘i ;Ci i
(t—r)LzS—7Qoi, t+r)L=S+ 79% and reyq = Z C% 5,
1<i<j<3
where the C’Z"j are uniformly bounded and depend only on spherical variables. We also have

t xt t xt xd

t—1r)0 = — Qoi d t—r)0; = ——Qp — ——85 — ——Q,.
(t=r)o. t+r t+r 0 o (t=r) t+r " 4 t4+r
Finally, we introduce the vector field

— 1, 1,

Ko := §T+L+ §T_L,

which will be used as a multiplier.

2.5 Commutation of the Vlasov-Maxwell system

Let us start by proving the following result. For convenience, we extend the Kronecker symbol to vector
fields, i.e. 6xy =1if X =Y and dx y = 0 otherwise.

Lemma 2.8. Let G be a 2-form and g a function, both sufficiently reqular. For all Ze ]TDO,
Z(G (1, V.9)) = £2(G) (v, Vug) + G (v, Vo Zg) — 207 4G (v, Vug)
If VG, = J(g), and VG, =0, then
VZeK, V*Lz(G) =J(Zg)y +3625T(9)s and VL 2(G) = 0.
Proof. Let 7 e @0 and define Z,, := 7 - 7. Then,
Z(G (W, Vo)) = Lz(G)(v,Vug) + G ([Z,0],Vog) + G (v,[2,Vug]) + G (Zu(v), Vug) + G (v, Z (Vg))

Note now that

e S, =0and [S,v] = —v,

o [Z,v] = —Z,(v)if Z €P.
The first identity is then implied by

* [0, Vgl = V,0(g) and [S, Vug] = Vu5(g) = Vaug.

o [Z,Vogl+ Z, (Vog) = Vo Z(g), if Z € O.

o [Z,Vogl + Zy (Vg) = Vo Z(g) — 58,9 and G(v,v) = 0, if Z = Qq;.
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Recall now that iff Z € K,
VELZ(G)pw = L2(J(9))y +202,5T(9) and V**Lz(G)pw = 0.
One then only have to notice that
Ls(J(9) = J(Sg)+J(9)  and  VZEP, Lz(J(9) = J(Zg).
This follows from L£7(J(g)), = Z(J(9)v) + 0» (Z*) J(g)x and integration by parts in v. For instance,

Lao,(J(9) = / -5 (ng — 0102 + v 81,1) gdv—i—él,,,/ —gdv 62)1,/ —gdv
veRs U v

vER3 00 €R3 00

~ 'Ul
J (ngg) + 52,,,/ —Ogdv - 511,,/ gdv + 01 ,,/ —?Jgdv - 5271,/ —gdv
veRrs U vER3 00 er3 U veER3 0

Iterating Lemmal[Z8 we can describe the form of the source terms of the commuted Vlasov-Maxwell equations.

Proposition 2.9. Let (f,F) be a sufficiently regular solution to the Vlasov-Mazwell system ([I)-@) and

78 € KIBl. There exist integers ngﬁﬁ and mf such that

e (2°F) = > whla () (0.9025(),
Iy 1+ 1I<I8]
IrI<I81-1
VL (F = > mlJ (Zﬁf) :
j€1<18] Y
VPLys(F)w = 0.

The main observation is that the structure of the non-linearity F(v,V, f) is conserved after commutation,
which is important since if the source terms of the Vlasov equation behaved as v°|F||d,f|, we would not
be able to close the energy estimates for the Vlasov field. The other conserved structure is J(f), which is
also crucial since a source term behaving as fv | f|dv would prevent us to close the energy estimates for the
electromagnetic field.

2.6 Weights preserved by the flow and null components of the velocity vector

We designate the null components of the velocity vector by (v, vk, v®1,v°2), so that
0 r 0 T
V- + v — v
v=vL +vEL 4+ v%4ey, vl = 5 and oL = )

For simplicity we will write v instead of v®4. We introduce, as in [8], the following set of weights

kO:_{Z—g/OSMSi’»}U{x”——x /“3&”} { }

and we will denote x“f)—; — 2" by Z and a:“ & by so. They are preserved by the flow of 7" and by the
action of ]IADO. More precisely, we have the followmg result.

Lemma 2.10. Let z € kg and 7 e ]?Do. Then,
T(z) =0, Z(1°z) € v"ko U {0} and ‘2(2)‘ < Z |wl.
weEko

Proof. The first property ensues from straightforward computations. For the second one, let us consider for

instance tv! — 2100, 2102 — 220!, Q15 and Q2. We have
ng(tvl —2%) = —t? — 2%, Qua(z'v? — 220" = 0,
Qoo (tv! — 2% = 220" —2'? and Qo2 (z'0? — 2%0') = 2"° — tol.
The other cases are similar and the third property follows directly from the second one. |

8This can be obtained by straightforward computations in cartesian coordinates. We also refer to Proposition 3.3 of [5].
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The following inequalities, which should be compared to those of Lemma 2.7] suggest how we will use these
weights.

Lemma 2.11. We have,

L1 vl ol 1 A
i D R Ui gy o L B PRV
v0 o 00 00 T4
z€ko z€ko
Proof. Note first that
L i L i
v x v i
2(t — T)U—O = =0 = i, 2(t + T)U—O =—s0+ 00 and rvg = v°C% 2,

where Cf;ij are bounded functions depending only on the spherical variables such as resq = C’Z’j Q; ;. This
gives the first two estimates. For the last one, use also that 4r?vfvl = Y ok< |v0211|%, which comes from

3
drivlol = (1%)? — (a:ivi)2 = Z(T2 — [2?)|vs)* = 2 Z Fzlogu,
i=1 1<k<I<3

3
Z |00 21| Z |2* 2|2 + |22 |og|? — 22F 2t = Z Z |27 % |vs]? — 2 Z ;.

1<k<1<3 1<k<1<3 i=1 j#i 1<k<iI<n

Remark 2.12. There are certain differences to the massive case, where v° = /m?2 + |[v|2 and m > 0.
o The inequality 1 < vvL does not hold.

o As ztv; — tv° does not commute with the massive relativistic transport operator, we rather consider the
set of weights ki := ko \ {so} in this context. Then, the estimate T_v" +7 vk S0OY \ |2] is merely
satisfied in the exterior of the light cone.

2.7 Various subsets of Minkowski spacetime

We introduce here several subsets of Minkowski space depending on ¢t € Ry, r € Ry, u € R. Let S;,, ¥,
Cy(t) and V4, (t), be the sets defined as

St,r = {(Svy) € R-ﬁ- x R? / (Sv |y|) = (t,?‘)}, Cu(t) = {(Svy) € R-i— X RS/ s<t, s— |y| = u},
Y = {(s,y) eRL xR3 /s =1t}, Vo) = {(s,y) eRy xR¥/ s<t, s—|y| <u}.

The volume form on C,(t) is given by dC,(t) = \/5_17°2dyd82, where dS? is the standard metric on the 2
dimensional unit sphere. In view of applying the divergence theorem, we also introduce

Y o= {(s,y) ERy xR® /s =1, |y| >s—u}.

The sets ¥, C,(t) and V, ()

11



We also introduce a dyadic partition of Ry by considering the sequence (¢;);en and the functions (7T;(¢)):en
defined by _
to =0, t;=2" i i>1, and Tl(t) = tl;<y, (t) + i1y, (t)

We then define the truncated cones Cf(t) adapted to this partition by
Co(t) :={(s,9) ERL xR’ / t; <5 <Tpa(t), syl =u}={(s,9) € Cult) / t; <5 <Tpipa(t)}-

The following lemma will be usgd several times during this paper. It depicts that we can foliate [0,#] x R3
by (Es)o<s<ts (CulT))ust or (Co(T))ust.ien-

Lemma 2.13. Lett >0 and g € L'([0,t] x R3). Then

/ / gdxds /__OO/ gdC,(t \/_ +2.0/__00/1(15) gdC' (t

Note that the sum over ¢ is in fact finite. The second foliation is useful to take advantage of decay in the
t — r direction since HT:lHLao(Cu(t)) = 7=!, whereas HT:lHLoo(ES) = 1. The last foliation will be used to
take advantage of time decay on C,(t) as we merely have ||T_,:1||Loo(cu(t)) = 7~!, whereas |‘T_:1|‘Loo(cz(t)) <
(T4t:)" ' <31 +tipr)™!

3 Energy and pointwise decay estimates

In this section, we recall classical energy estimates for both the electromagnetic field and the Vlasov field
and how to obtain pointwise decay estimates from them.

3.1 Energy estimates

For the Vlasov field, we will use the following energy estimate.

Proposition 3.1. Let H : [0,T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}) = R and go : R2 x (R3\ {0}) — R be two sufficiently
reqular functions and F a sufficiently regular 2-form. Then, g, the unique classical solution of

Tr(9) = H
9(07'7') 9o,

satisfies, for all t € [0, T, the following estimates,
/ |go|dv + 2/ / / |H|—d:1:ds
vER3 1(Zp) vER3

[ alao [ Sae
vER3 veRr3 U
Proof. Note first that as T'(|g|) = ‘-—Z‘H — £ F(v,V,g) and since F is a 2-form, integration by parts in v

. gl
gives us

g v g H ! g .. dv
9, dv — I (L vy o= [ (LZ -2 Fgl)dv= [ LHY
J1atigo= [ (o~ i G vea) ) ae = [ (s~ gautal)ao = [ s

Hence, the divergence theorem applied to [ | g|f}—gdv in the regions [0,¢] x R3 and V,,(t), for all u < ¢, gives

/ /|g|dvdw / /|g|dvdw+/ / /
e Jo 2o s lg]
vl
/ /|g|dvda¢+\/§/ /—0|g|dvd0u(t) / /|g|dvdx+/ / /—H—O
v Ju Cu(t) Jv ¥ o Ju 0 v lJu |g| v

which implies the result. |

+ sup
LY(Z:) u<t

< 2|

LY(Cu(t))

IN

— | dxds,

IN

dxds,
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We then define, for (Q,q) € N2,

L

Elg)(t) = \ [ sl | [ Zglae , (10)
vERS3 Li(z,) ustl|lJvers V LY(Cu (1))

EQlol) = Y. D E[2Z%| . (1)

2P eBlP! 2€ko
1BI<Q

We now introduce the energy norms, related to the electromagnetic field, used in this paper. We consider,
for the remaining of this section, G a sufficiently regular 2-form defined on [0, T[xR? and we denote by
(a, @, p, o) its null decomposition. We moreover suppose that G satisfies

VEG =

V*G, = 0,
with J be a sufficiently regular 1-form defined on [0, T[xR3.
Definition 3.2. Let k € N. We define, fort € [0,T],

R G = 4 / T(Glo K dz + 2sup / (G, KL dC,(t)
N Cy(t)

u<t

= / ol + 72 |af® + (7 +72)(p? + |o]*)dz + sup/ m3al? + 72 (1o + o*)dCu (1),
N u<t JCy(t)

EH(G)(1) = / 2 log 5 (1 +7-) (| + [af? + 2/pf + 2o ]?) da.
pIP

For N € N*, we also introduce

NGl = Y R0 [L4(G) and ENGI = Y EPFLL(G)).
Val= 4l Val= 4l
[vI<N [vI<N

Remark 3.3. During the proof of Theorem [T, we will have a small growth on Ex[G] and not on EX[G].
The second energy norm will then permit us to obtain the optimal decay rate in the t + r direction on a,
which will be crucial for closing the energy estimates for the Viasov field.

The following energy estimates hold.

Proposition 3.4. We have, with C > 0 a constant depending on k, for all t € [0,T],

— _ t
EX[G)(t) < 28%°[@)(0) +8 / / |G JHE o |dads,
0 s
_ t 2 _
EXkQIt) < ésKo[G](oHU/ / kTi‘muomdmwé sup (logl_k(Q—i-s)SKO[G](s)).
0o Jx, log"(1+7-) 0<s<t

Proof. Denoting T[G] by T and using Corollary 2:3] we have, as V“fg + V”fg =4tn* and T," =0,
—U —V —U =V 1 =V - =V
v (TWKO) = V'L, Ky + TV Ry = Gl Ky + 5T (V“KO + V”Kg) — GJKL.

Applying the divergence theorem in [0,¢] x R? and in V,,(t), for all u < ¢, yields
=V =V ¢ =V
/ To,Kydx = / To, Kydx —/ / G J"K ydzds, (12)
N o 0 Jx,

/ To, Kodr + — / Tr, K, dCy(t) = / To, Kodx — / / G J" K ydxds. (13)
Ty V2 Jeuw Y 0 Jxu

Notice, using (@) and 2K¢ = 2L+ 72L, that

AT Ko = 7¢lal + 72 |al + (72 + 72)(|p] + |o]) and 271, Ky = m3lal® + 72 |pf” + 720>,
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It then only remains, to obtain the first estimate, to take the supremum over all v < ¢ in (I3)) and to combine
it with (I2)). For the other one, note first using Corollary 2.3 and (@) that

1
’vu (Tilog*k(1+7_)TM0)’ - Tzlog*’“(lw_)w:ruo—§L(Tilog*k(1+7_)) Tro

72 log *(147_)VFT0 — ulog F(1+7_) <2 - log~'(1 +T)> Tro

1+7_

2
< 2log™F(1 + 7)) |GorJM + T (a2+ 2y 02).
S 7o M1+ ) G| + i (ol + o +

Consequently, applying the divergence theorem in [0,¢] x R?, we obtain

- 2 e
/ Tiwﬂ/ (1+7) Toodﬂ// (G |d:z:ds+/ Gls)
5, log"(1+17_) o Clogh(1+70) 0 (1+s)log"t1(2+s)

The result then follows from 47Tp0 = |a|? + |a|? + 2|p|? + 2|0]? and f0+oo(1 +5)"log %(2+ s)ds < +oc0. M

3.2 Decay estimates
3.2.1 Decay estimates for velocity averages

We prove in this subsection an L> — L! and an L? — L' Klainerman-Sobolev inequality for velocity averages.
The L> — L' one was originally proved in [§] (see Theorem 6) and we propose here a shorter proof. Let us
start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let g : S? x (R3\ {0}) — R a sufficiently reqular function. Then, with Q° € 08I,

/ lg|dv / / lg|dv / ‘Qﬂg‘dv
vERS vERS vERS L2 vERS

Proof. Let w € S* and (6, ) €]0,7[x]0, 27| be a system of spherical coordinates such that w; := 0(w) = 5
and wy := p(w) = 7. Using a one dimensional Sobolev inequality, that |Jpu| < D g [Qu| and Lemma 2.5]

we have,
/ 1911, ws, 0)dv ( / 191(0, o, )| + |9 / 191602, v) )de

/ 1Q2°g| (6, wa, v)dv sin(6)d6.

S
L=(8?)  |p<2

S
&) i<t

)

L1(S?)

Qﬂg‘ dv

L1(S?)

A
\
Nl:l

N
NN

We obtain similarly that

fosn

/|Q gl(0, w2, v)dvsin(0)df < / / /|QWQ”9|( @, v)dv sin(0)dfdy

Q7eol!
lvl<1
[ 1%
v
which implies the first inequality. For the other one, by a standard L? — L' Sobolev inequality, one has

\ Jn iz o [ lolao 0. [ lglao
vER3 vER3 vER3 vER3

QP8 e@\ﬁ\
It then remains to apply Lemma again. |

1
2

)

L1(S?)

A

1B1<2

5 ‘

"

L2(5?) L1(52) ‘ L1(52) L1(S?)
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Proposition 3.6. Let f : [0, T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}) be a sufficiently regular function, z € ko and j € N. Then,

‘ j+1)3
V(t,z) € [0, T[xR?, /veRg |27 fI(t, 2, v)dv S (27) > /JGRS

T+T- 2P BlP weko
Proof. Note first that if 7 > 1, the inequality follows from the case j = 0 as, using Lemma 2.10]

181<3
‘26 (zjf)‘ Sj\ﬁl Z Z ‘ij”””f ]

weko |x|<[B]

ij\'@f‘dv

L(%¢)

Suppose now that j = 0 and consider (t,z) = (t, |z|w) € [0, T[xR3.
o If 1 +¢ < 2|z|, one has, using Lemmas 27 and 2.5

+oo
|x|27_/|f|(t, ||w, v)dv —|x|2/ . O, (T_/|f| t,rw, v dv)
S |:C|2Z/Im|</|f|trwvdv+‘ (/|f|trwv )

ZeK

S AZA/ || <‘/U|f|(t7TW,U)dU+/U|Z\f|(t,rw,v)dv> T2dT.

It then remains to apply Lemma [3.5] and to remark that 7 < r in the region considered.

)ar

e Otherwise 1+t > 2|z|, so that, with 7:=1+ ¢,
1
Vil <t T <100+t e+ )

Thus, for all sufficiently regular functions h, 1 < i < 3 and almost all |y| < %, we have, using Lemmas

2.7 and then 23]
r [ (2dnl) o+ o)

oy ([ Wtta+ )| =

< ’(1 +t— |z + Ty||)/ (6i|h|) (t,z + Ty, v)dv

s X[ (@) o+ ry 0
Zek 'Y

hS Z ’2"%‘ (t,x + Ty, v)dv. (14)
Zreplr]
|k]<1

Hence, using alternatively three times a one dimensional Sobolev inequality and then (I4]), we get,

1
/|f|(tv$vv)dv N Z/I < 31;1)” (/|f|(t,x1—I—Tyl,:z:z,:z:?’,v)dv)‘dyl
v "0 yl _L

< Z/ /|Z"‘f|t:v + 7yt 2?23 v)dudy?
\n|<1 ' <305
s>y ‘ ([ 1z 000 ) | a2y
n= 0|n\<1 [yt ‘SF "/2|< v
s > [ / 25 It + Ty 4, 0), 0)dvdy®dy’
n|<2 [y! |§ﬁ U2‘<
S Z Z/ </|2“f|(t,x+ry,v>dv> dy
1
n=0 |x|<2 <z v

< Z/ 1/|2”‘f|(1€,:1c—|—7'y,v)dvdy.
Z v

|k|<3

The result then follows from the change of variables z = 7y and that 7— < 7 < 7 in the region studied.

15



We now turn on the L? — L' Klainerman-Sobolev inequality.

Proposition 3.7. Let f : [0, T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}) be a sufficiently regular function, z € ko and j € N. Then,

1 .
et [ ) SGHDR Y /
veERS3 vER3

L2(%¢) 78 €Blf weko
181<2
Proof. As previously, we can restrict the proof to the case j = 0. We introduce § = i for convenience and
we suppose first that ¢ > 1. The idea is classical and consists in splitting ¥; into the three domains, |z| < %,
|z| > 3t and 1t < |z| < 3¢
e Step 1, the interior region. Applying a local two-dimensional L? — L! Sobolev inequality to the function
x = [ |f|(t tz,v)dv, we get

vVt e [0,T7],

ij\'@f‘dv

L1(%:)

2
/ /|f| (t,te,v)dv dxldxgdx3 Z/ / /(( Ouy,20) | f]) (t, 2, v)dvdzy dza| dxs.
<3 |z3|<5 |/ait+aei<i—a3+02 Jv
As t — |tz| > %t on the domain of integration since |z| < 3 + 6 < 3, Lemmas 27 and gives us
2
/ /|f| t,tx, v)dv dZCleCQd!Eg < Z / / Z\Bf‘ (t,tx,v)dvdrides| drs.
|| <% 181<1 |ws| <% |Ja?+a2<i-—aZ+462 Ju

Now, one can obtain similarly, using a one-dimensional L? — L' Sobolev inequality in the variable x3, that

9 2
/ /|f|(t,t3:,v)dv dridrodrs < / / / Zﬁf’ (t,tx,v)dvdzy dxodrs
|z|<3 [Jv 181<2 |ws| <246 Ja+ai<i—a2+452 Jo
Since 727_ <t if |x| < 1t, we finally obtain, by the change of variables y = tx,
1 ~
rrt [ ity oo se| [ 1l < 2°f| v (15)
veR? L2(Jy|<3t) veR? L2(lz1<3)  |g1<2 L1(3t)
e Step 2, the exterior region. Let us introduce, for i € N, the following setdd
X ={yx¥ /3tx27" <yl <3t x2'}, and Y= {yx ¥ /5t x 2 <4ly| <13t x2'}.

In the domain considered here, where |z| > 3¢, we have 71 < || but we cannot follow exactly what we have
done for the interior region as we cannot view |x| as a parameter. However, as for i € N, 24 ~ 74 on X; and

3 . 5 1 )
V§—5§|x|§3+5, |21tx|—t2(211—1)t21><2%,

we can apply similar operations to o — [ |f|(t, 2%z, v)dv as to x — [ |f|(t,tx,v)dv previously and obtain

/%<|m|<3 /z3<3+5/ 2 52<m2+z§<9 m2+52/
2
/islwlglf /v

As 737_ < 2%¢% on X;, we finally obtain by the change of variables y = 2'tx,

né/ |fldv / f|(t, 21z, v)dv
vER3 vER3

9The constant hidden in < in the upcoming computations will not depend on 3.

2

2
dx

/|f|(t,2ita:,v)dv

A

g‘ (t, 2%z, v)dvdx

181<2

A

269’ (t, 2"z, v)dvdx

1Bl1<2

< 93143
L2(X3)

<

Zﬁf‘dv
L2(3<[2|<3)  |g<2

LY(Y3)
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AsY,inY; =@ if li—j| >2, X;NX; =@ ifi+#jand since {y € &y / |y| > 3t} = ULF X, we get

rert [ Ifley oo s S|/
vER3 v

L2(ly|=3¢) 181<2
e Step 3, the remaining domain. We now focus on the region %t <zl < %t. We will obtain the 7
integrated decay with the rotational vector fields through Sobolev inequalities on the spheres. To obtain the
/7= decay, note first that |u| < 3¢ in this region (recall that u = ¢ — |[). The idea to capture the decay in
u will then be to divide the domain in the disjoint union of the sets

dv (16)

L1(%¢)

Vim{yeSe /2 <t -yl <270}, ie N

Let w € S%. Applying a L? — L' Sobolev inequality to g : s — [ |f|(t,t(1 —27"s)w,v)dv, we obtain

/§SS|§1 /iSS'S

Since 127 < [t — [t — 27 'ts|| for all i € N* and ; < |s| < 2, we get, using Lemmas 2.7 and 5] that

1

2
dssz

=0

/ (t2_i8T|f|)j (t,t(1 — 27"s)w, v)dv| ds

v

/ LFIE (1 =27 s)w, v)dv

5
4

2

2
/ / IfI(t,t(1 — 27 %) w,v)dv| ds < / / |Z5 f|(t, t(1 — 27 s)w, v)dv| ds
%S\s|§l v |k|<1 ig‘ﬂg% v
The change of variables r = t(1 — 27%s) gives
2 2
t271/ v _ /|f|(t,rw,v)dv dr < / v v / |Z" f|(t, rw, v)dv| dr
2- =<t —r|<270 [Ju <1 |27t <5 )22 o

As previously with the domains X; and Y;, we take the sum over ¢ € N* and we get

t—r/ftrwvdv dr < /
Jos it L S o

2> |k|<1
By simpler operations, one can also obtain that

/% /t_g<r<t+g

Integrating each side of these inequalities over S? and applying Proposition to the right hand sides, we

get
/—t = /( cs - /—t = /(JE
1 <r <3 2 3 <r <134 S2

Finally, multiply both side of the inequality by t? and use 7, <t < 27 on the domain of integration in order

to obtain
$t<r<3t $t<r<t Jwes?

The result then follows from (&), (I6) and ([I7). The case ¢ < 1 can be treated similarly, repeating the
arguments of Steps 1 and 2 since in that case 727 < (1 +7)? and

dr

/|Z“f| (t, rw,v)dv

dr<

~

dr

/|f| t, rw,v)dv

/ |2“f|(t,rw,v)dv

41
+2 |k|<1

2
dS?dr

2
as’dr <>

Ih]<2

/|f|(t,rw,vdv

v

/ |Z“f|(t, rw, v)dv

2

ds?ridr| . (17)

s <>

|k|<2

|(t, rw, vdv

/ |Z“f|(t, rw, v)dv

Se={y e/l <27 U (USS{y e /27 < |yl < 2}).
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3.2.2 Pointwise Decay estimates for the electromagnetic field

In this section, we follow mostly [5]. We first present certain identities and inequalities between quantities
linked to the null decomposition of a 2-form (see Section 23 for its definition), then we recall Sobolev
inequalities and, finally, we prove the desired pointwise decay estimates for the electromagnetic field.

For the remaining part of this section, we consider G a 2-form and J a 1-form, both sufficiently regular
and defined on [0, T[xR3, such that

VEGu = o,
V*G = 0.

Aside from Lemma 310 and the estimate on «(G) in Proposition B.I3] all the results of this subsection apply
to a general 2-form.

e Preparatory results.
To lighten the presentation, we prove the three upcoming lemmas in Appendix

Lemma 3.8. Let 2 € Q. Then, the operators Lo and Vg, commute with the null decomposition of G as
well as with each other, i.e., denoting by ( any of the null component «, a, p or o,

(£, Vs, ]G =0, Lo(((G)) = ((LalG)) and Vo, (C(G)) = ((Va,(G)).
Similar results hold for Lo and Vg, Vi, or V. For instance, V(((GQ)) = ((VL(G)).

We now give a more precise version of Lemma 3.3 of [5].

Lemma 3.9. Denoting by ¢ any of the null component «, o, p or o, we have

T VLG + 7 VLG S D C Lz (G and (1+7)|V¢(G) @)+ 1¢(LalG

[v|<1 Qe0
The following equation will be useful in order to obtain a strong decay estimate on a(G).

Lemma 3.10. Denoting by («, a, p, o) the null decomposition of G, we have
@A
VLOAA—T—I—WGA/)—I—EBAWGBO’:JA. (18)

The following result will allow us to treat part of the interior of the light cone.

Lemma 3.11. Let U be a smooth tensor field defined on [0, T[xR3. Then,

Vtel0,T], sup |U(t,x T_Lz+(U)(t,y 3.\
[ [ |m|§1+%| ( ) 1+t |Z<2| 7 )|‘L2(|y|§2+2t)

Proof.  As |Lz+(U)| £ 22151<)y| 2opw |ZP(U,.)|, it suffices to prove the result for each component of the

tensor and we can assume that U is a scalar function. Let (¢,z) € [0, T[xR? such that |z| < 1+ $t. Apply a
standard L? Sobolev inequality to V : y + U(t,z + %y) and then make a change of variables to get

-5 18l
1+1¢ 2 1+1¢
Uea = VOIS ¥ 10VIgmen 5 (F0) 5 (F5) 10200 Mo

|Bl<2 1B8l<2

Observe now that |y — z| < 3 implies |y| < 2+ 3¢ and that 1 +¢ < 7— on that domain. Consequently,

1
using Lemma 277 and that [Z, J], for Z € K, is either 0 or a translation, we have

1
(1+t)|m+1|‘85U(t7')||L§(|y7x|§%) < P 35U(t7-)||L5(\y\gz+gt) S Z I7-Z7U ()l (y1<2+20)-
[vI<IB]

18



We refer to Lemma 2.3 of [5] for a proof of the following two Sobolev inequalities, which will permit us to
deal with the remaining region.

Lemma 3.12. Let U be a sufficiently reqular tensor field defined on R3 and denote Zlﬂ\Sk [Las (U)|2, where
08 0Pl by |U|é7k. There exists a uniform constant C > 0, independent of U, such that
1
2
VieR,, Y|z > 2t +1 U@ < < U3+ 721V, U3 d
€Ry, Viz| > 5t +1, U(z)| < T U)o, +72IVo,UWloady |
2 ly|>3t+1

jz|72

1
2

C
; ( [ Wk |y|2|vaTU<y>|%»,1dy>
|2 \J1y/>a|
e Decay estimates for G.

We are now ready to prove the pointwise decay estimates on the electromagnetic field.
Proposition 3.13. Let k € N*. Then, we have for all (t,z) € [0, T[xR3,

pltt.a) +lolr) 5 VLD, alte) < JeREIn )

1
T+ 2 THT

VEIGI() + 31 <1 172 Lzx (N allL2(s,)
Proof. We fix for this proof (¢,z) € [0, T[xR?. If |z| < 1+ it, the result follows from Proposition BIIl We

then suppose || > 1+ % During this proof, Qf will always denote a combination of rotational vector fields,

i.e. 29 € 0Pl Let ¢ be either o, p or 0. As Vs, and Lo commute with the null decomposition (see Lemma
BE), Lemma B2 gives us

rir|Cf 2 / o Bt Vo OBady S D D / PC(Lz (G +72r[¢(Los (Yo, G)) Py,
ylz3+

18I<1 |y[<2 7 1¥1Z23+1

Va #0, U ()|

|t z) <

As V. commute with Lq as well as with the null decomposition (see LemmaB.8]), we have, using 20, = L—L
and Lemma [3.9]

C(La(Vo, G))| +1¢(Va,G) S [VLC(La(G) + [VLC(La(G) +[VLC(G)] + [VLUG) S — Z 1¢(Lz+ (G
Tyl
(19)
Since 7+ < r < 74 in the region considered, we finally obtain

ST S B R O}

i<z’ lvIz5+1

We improve now the estimate on o. As V*Lo(G)w = La(J), and V*#*Lo(G) = 0 for all € O, we have
according to (I8) that

VIl <1, Via(Las(G))a = %a(ﬁnﬂ (G))a = Ve, p(Las(G) +eaBY ey (Las(G)) + Las (J)a.

Consequently, we get using Lemma that for all Q € O,

(V. G)| + |a(La(Va,G))| S |Jal + [La(T)al + - Z | (Lz~ (G)| + |p(Lz+ (G)| + [o(Lz (G)].  (20)

|’r\<2
Applying the second inequality of Lemma B2 and using this time (20) instead of ([I9), we get
le’—ﬁ|0‘|2 S lzPlef* S /> ‘|ra|é72+r2|V@T(ra)|61dy < & Z 2Lz (J AHL2 =)
Yyl zZ|x

lk]<1

Applying the first inequality of Lemmal[3.12to 7_ 1og7g (1+7_)a and using the same arguments as previously,

one has
Va. %Q
logz (14 7_)

2
e <

& lal® <
log"(1+7-) ly|>L+1

2
T—

logg (1+7)

+72

0,2

(€]

0,1
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4 The null structure of the non-linearity £z (F) (U, \VL f)

In order to take advantage of the null structure of the Vlasov equation, we will expand quantities such as
Lz+(F) (v,Vy,g), with g a regular function, in null coordinates. We then use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a sufficiently regular 2-form, (o, a,p,0) its null components and g a sufficiently
reqular function. Then,

) 04 04 oL "
G, Vug)l S (mlpl+ melal + 7 Stlol + 7 el + 7 sl ) Y |Zg)-
26@0
Proof. Expanding G(v,V,g) with null components, we obtain
G(U7 vvg) = 2 (UL (vvg)L — ok (vvg)L) + UBEBAU (vvg)A - ULO‘A (vvg)A + UAaA (vvg)L
_'ULQA (VUQ)A + UAQA (VUQ)L- (21)

We bound the angular components of V,g by merely using v°8,: = Qo; — t8; — 2°9;. The radial componentd
has a better behavior since

2 (Vog) = I?voavig = I?(AZOZ-Q — Sg+ (t —r)Lg. (22)
|
Remark 4.2. Let us explain how this lemma reflects the null structure of the system. For this, we write

Dy < Dy if Dy s expected to behave better than Di. Recall that we have the following hierarchies between
the null components of G, v and V,g.

e a<p~0o<XaQ,
o vl < v <ol
o (Vog)! < (Vog)".
We can then notice that « is hit by vE or v4 (V,9)", p by (Vug)" and o by v?.

5 Bootstrap assumptions and strategy of the proof

Let N > 10 and (f°, F°) be an initial data set satisfying the assumptions of Theorem [[LTL Then, by a local
well-posedness argument, there exists a unique maximal solution (f, F') arising from this data to the syste

Tw(f) = 0,
VMF;,LU = J(f)l/u
VHE,, = 0.

Applying Proposition [B.I] and considering possibly e¢; = Cie, with C; a constant depending only on IV, we
can suppose without loss of generality that E[f](0) < € and Ex[F](0) < e. Let T* > 0 such that [0,T*[ is
the maximal domain of (f, F) and T €]0,T*[ be the largest time such thatl3, for all t € [0, 77,

EX [f](t) < 4 (23)

EN[fI(t) < delog(3 +1), (24)
> 7“2/§2ﬁfdv < Velog(3+1), (25)
IB1=N—1 v v L2(S)

ENIF](t) < 4elog'(3+1), (26)

EXIFI() < 2Ce, (27)

10Note that (Veg)t = — (Vug)Z = (Vug)".

11We refer to Subsection for the reasons which bring us to define (f, F') as a solution to these equations rather than the
Vlasov-Maxwell system.

12Notice that such a T' > 0 exists by a standard continuity argument.
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where C' > 0 is a positive constant which will be specified later. The third bootstrap assumption is here
for convenience, we could avoid it but it would complicate the proof. Before presenting our strategy, let us
write the immediate consequences of these bootstrap assumptions. Using the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality
of Proposition and the bootstrap assumption (23)), one has

2225f dv <

Y(t2) € [0,T[xR?, zeck, |B]<N—5, / (28)

3 .
T+T_

Applying the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality of Proposition B7, Lemma 21T and using (23)) and (24]), we get

o~ A o~
YVt e [0,T], Z 7'+,/7',/ 2278 fldv <e, Z r? / Z—OZﬁfdv < elog(3 +1).
1BI<N—4 v L2(Z) |B|<N -2 v L2(20)
z€ko

(29)
By Proposition B3, commutation formula of Proposition 2.9 the bootstrap assumptions (258), (26]), 27)
and the estimate (29)), we obtain that, for all (t,z) € [0,T[xR3 and |y| < N — 2,

log”(3 +1¢ log?(3 +t
(L (F)(ta) 5 VeBCEY (PNl (te) 5 verBED ()
TJQFTE T3¢
log?(3 + ¢ log? (1 +7_
oLn )l tr) 5 Va2l (Lo (P () 5 Ve LET) g
372 T2
Applying Proposition [A.1] one obtains that f vanishes for small velocities, i.e.
Vtel0,T[, z€R? 0<|v| <1, f(t,z,v) = 0. (32)

In view of the support of x, we then obtain that Tr(f) = 0 on [0, T, so that (f, F) is the unique classical
solution to the Vlasov-Maxwell system (I)-(@) on [0,7[. The remainder of the article is devoted to the
improvement of the bootstrap assumptions (23)-(27), which will imply Theorem [[T] as it will prove that
T =T* and then T* = 4+00. The proof is divided in three parts.

1. First, we improve the bootstrap assumptions ([23) and 24) by using Proposition Bl To bound the
spacetime integrals arising from this energy estimate, we make crucial use of the null structure of the
non linearity £z~ (F)(v,V,ZPf) as well as (30), (3I) and @8).

2. Then, in of view of improving (5], ([26) and (27), the next step consists in proving L? estimates on
quantities such as fv |22 B |dv. To treat the higher order derivatives, we rewrite all transport equations
as an inhomogeneous system of Vlasov equations. To handle the homogenous part, we take advantage
of the smallness assumption on the N + 3 derivatives of f at t = 0, (B0) and @I)). The inhomogenous
part G will be schematically decomposed as a product KY, with fv |Y|dv a decaying function and
|K|?Y an integrable function in (x,v).

3. Finally, we improve the bounds on the energy norms of the electromagnetic field through Proposition
B4l The null structure of the source terms of the Maxwell equations is fundamental for us here.

6 Improvement of the energy bound on the particle density
The purpose of this section is to improve the bootstrap assumptions (23) and ([24]). Note first that
Vzekg, qge{1,2}, |5 <N, Tp(zqé\ﬁf) = Tp(zq)Zﬁf—l—quF(Zﬁf) = qz‘I*lF(U,sz)Zﬁf-i-quF(Zﬁf)

and recall from (B2)) that Tr(f) = 0 on [0,7[. Thus, in view of the energy estimate of Proposition B}
E2 _,[f](0) < € and commutation formula of Proposition 9, E%_,[f] < 3e on [0, T ensues, if € is small
enough, from the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let z € ko, |[(| < N =2, |[7| < N =2 and |{| < N — 3. Then,

Ny
st [

z,2
1

zF(v,VUz)ECf‘d—gdajds < e,
v

~

~

2L (F) (U,Vvé\gf)}%dxds < es.
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Similarly, the following result implies, if € is small enough, that EL[f](t) < 3elog(3 + t) for all ¢ € [0, 7.

Proposition 6.2. Let z € ko, |(| < N, v and § such that |y| + 1| < N and |§] < N — 1. We have,

e d
I?l = F (v,Vy2) Zcf’ U—gdﬂcds < €3 log(3 + 1),
z,1 13 dv < 3
K’YaE = ZEZ’Y(F) (U,VUZf)‘ Ed{[]ds N 10g(3+t)

The proofs are based on the analysis, through Lemma E of quantities such as Lz~ (F) (v, szﬁf). We

then prove the following preparatory lemma.
Lemma 6.3. Let || < N —2 and h: [0, T[xR3 x (R2\ {0}) be a sufficiently reqular function. Then,
L N L
L (F) (v, Voh)| < (ﬁ + ﬁ—”) 3 ‘Zh‘ and |F (0,Vy2)| < (ﬁ + \/E” ) 3 Jul.

1 1,,0 1 4,,0
T4 TV ZePo T4 TV weko

< 4] o4
|Lz+(F) (v, Voh)| < Z T—|P|+T+|a|+7+v—0|0|+7—w

Proof. Let («, @, p, o) be the null decomposition of Lz~ (F). Using Lemma [T} we have
| oL _
la| + 74+ — la ’Zh’ :
v
26@0

According to the pointwise estimates ([B0), (3I) and the inequality |v*| < vVv9vL (see Lemma 2IT)), one has

Ve \/— 4| \/—\/_ \f \/—U*
T |pl + 74 lo| S =5, T+—0|_| S5 —5 (Tlol +7-lal) £ , (33)
T Tﬁvo v T T2 \/_ 4 TJJO

which implies the first inequality. The second one follows directly since, by Lemma 210, > 7 5 \Z(2)|

Zweko |w|

The remainder of the section is devoted to the proof of Propositions [6.1] and

S
]

6.1 Proof of Proposition

Let 2 € ko, || < N =2, |y < N —2and |(| < N — 3. Using successively Lemma [6.3] that 1 < v° on the
support of f (see (B2)), that [0,¢] x R? can be foliated by (Cy(t))u<t (see Lemma 2I3) and E3,_,[f] < 4e,
which comes from the bootstrap assumption (23]), we have,

z,2 2,2 2 3 \/E’U 2/\,8 d_’U
2y s Y // Zf’ dd+///4 2°f| S5 dads

IB|<N—2weko

< Z / l/ / dvdzds + / /\/EUO 2Z\ﬁf‘ddeu(t)du
[BISN—2 1+S R U=—00 ) Jv 73 v
weko
2zﬁ t 1 L R
S Ve Z/ f d8+/ / /U—O’wQZﬁf dvdC,, (t)du
|BI<N—2weko 1+3 u=—oco 71 JCu(t) Jv YV
E2 : +oo d . +oo d
S \/_/ ool E»)d + Ve ]EN 2[fI)du < 6%/ 785—1—6%/ —1:
4 u=—o0 74 0 (1 + S)Z u=—o0 74

We then deduce that ICZ’2 + K;:g < €2, which concludes the proof of Proposition

6.2 Proof of Proposition

We fix z € ko, ¢, v and ¢ satisfying |(| < N, |7| 4+ |§] < N and |[¢] < N — 1. Suppose first that |y| < N — 2.
Hence, following the computations of Subsection [B.1]and using that EL [f](¢) < 4log(3 + t) by the bootstrap
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assumption ([24)), we get

Zﬁf t 1 ’UL ~
KD S / v d5+/ ')/ /_}WW
¢ 1€ Ve X (1+s)% u=—co 71 Jou ) Ju V° !

|,8\<Nw€k

N / M) o e [ ek

U=—00 7'

dvdC,, (t)du

Z

A

20 log(3 oo g
< e%/ Mds-i—e?log(?)-i-t)/ X< Slog(3+t).
0 (1 + S) U=—00 T_Z

We now consider the cases where |y| > N — 1, so that |{| < 1. Let us denote the null decomposition of
Lz+(F) by (o, a, p,o). Using Lemma B1] and that 1 < v" on the support of f, we are led to bound, for all
|8] = |k| + 1 < 2, the following integrals,

t o]
Ir = 7ol + 74l + o] gt

0 Ju, Ju v

t A L,
I = ///|Q|T—|U|#’2Zﬂf
- 0o Ju, Ju v

Using 7ol + 7 o] S0, cko |w| (Which comes from Lemmas 2.T1]), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the
bootstrap assumption ([27) and the estimate 29]), we get

< ¥ / lalls,y | [ | + 21

weko

zzﬁf dvdzds,

dvdzds.

dv

dS 3
5 < €2
EN[F](S)1+S < e2log(3+1).

For I, in order to apply Lemma [ZT3] notice first that we have by the estimate 28], for v < ¢ and i € N,

2 ) 2 2tip1—u .2 2
|/ s|ooamicis———[ " Sauso——0
v L2(CL(t)) ci(t) T+TZ TH(1+ ;)7 Ju=2ti—u T 741+ 2%)1

Hence, using 74 [v4] <03 |w], the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the bootstrap assumption ([26]), we

QZBf‘dv

weko
obtain
Ir = 3 Z/ / (I dvdCy
wekp =0 =—00 1
DY Z/ 7 lpl + 74 led +lolll L2 1)) ’/‘wQZﬁf dv du
wekp =0 THTTE v L2(C4 (1)

2\
wlw

o0 +o00 2 ; )
1 21+1 + d
< Z/ VENFITn ) ———du < Ezw/ vy

9 9
o ST 012)E o 8

This concludes the proof and the improvement of the bootstrap assumptions 23] and (24).

7 L? estimates on the velocity averages of the Vlasov field

In view of the energy estimate of Proposition [3.4] we have to prove L2 estimates on quantities such as
I, |2Z8 f|dv, for |3] < N. If | 8] < N — 2, we can use a Klainerman-Sobolev inequality to obtain a sufficient
decay rate (see Proposition below). The main part of this section then consists in deriving such estimates
for || > N — 1. For this purpose, we follow the strategy used in [8] (Section 4.5.7) and adapted in [2] for the
Vlasov-Maxwell system. Contrary to [2], we will have to keep more of the null structure of the system. This
will force us to add a new hierarchy on the functions studied here. Let us first rewrite the system and then
we will explain how we will proceed. Let I; and I3 be the following ordered sets,

I := {# multi-index / N =5 < [B| < N} = {B1,1,.-, b1, 11,1 }»
I := { multi-index / || <N =5} = {B2.1,..., B2 1,/ }-

Remark 7.1. Contrary to [2], we have I} N Iy # &.
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We also consider, for N =5 < k < N, I} := {8 € I, / |3| = k}, and two vector valued fields R and W of
respective length |I;| and |I2| such that

Ry =ZPif and W, = ZP2if.

We will sometimes abusively write i € I} instead of 31; € If. Let us denote by V the module over the ring
C° ([0, T[xR3 x (R3\ {0})) generated by (0,i)1<i<3. We now rewrite the Vlasov equations satisfied by R
and W.

Lemma 7.2. There exists three matriz-valued functions A : [0,T[xR? x (R3\{0}) — M, (V), D :
[O,T[XRg X (Rg \ {0}) — gﬁuﬂ(V) and B : [O,T[XRB X (Rg \ {0}) — gﬁ‘th‘(V) such that

Tr(R) + AR = BW and Tp(W) = DW.
Moreover, if 1 <i < |I|, A and B are such that Tr(R;) is a linear combination of

Lz+(F) (v,VyRj), with 181,51 < 1B1.4l and Y]+ 181,51 < 1Bl
Lze(F) (v, V,Wj), with |B2,j| <N —6 and €| < N.

Similarly, if 1 <i < I, D is such that Tp(W;) is a linear combination of
Lz+(F) (v, V, W), with [B2,i] <N —6 and l[v] < N —5.
Note also, using [28), that

€

V(t,z) € [0,T[xR? z€cky, 1<q<]|lo, /|22Wq|dv S =
. TIT_

Remark 7.3. Notice that if B1; € IV 5, then A? = 0 for all 1 < q < |I|. Note also that if p > 1 and

Bii € INT5TP we have |y < p.

Proof. One only has to apply the commutation formula of Proposition 2.9 to 7P for ALY f and to replace
each quantity such as Z* f, for |k| # N — 5, by the corresponding component of R or W. If |k| = N — 5, we
replace it by the corresponding component of R. |

The goal is to obtain an L2-estimate on R. For this, let us split it in R := H + G, where

TX(H)+AH =0 , H(0,.,.)=R(0,.,.),
TX(G)+ AG=BW , G(0,.,.) =0

and then prove L? estimates on the velocity averages of H and G. To do it, we will schematically establish
that G = KW, with K a matrix such that E[KKW] do not growth too fast, and then use the pointwise
decay estimates on [, |z2W|dv to obtain the expected decay rate on || [ |G|dv||z>. For || [ |H]|dv| L2, we will
make crucial use of Klainerman-Sobolev inequalities so that we will need to commute the transport equation
satisfied by H and prove L!'-bounds such as we did in the proof of Proposition Contrary to what we did
in [2], we keep the v derivatives in order to take advantage of the good behavior of radial component of V,g.
This is why we put the derivatives of order N — 5 in both R and W.

Remark 7.4. If we proceed as in [2], we would not be able to use the estimate (Vog)' ~ 7_Zg and an
Al o~
analogous result to Lemma [{.1] would give the term T¢|a| IZO | |Zg|. In our case (the three dimensional one),

a lack of decay in the t + r direction prevents us to deal with it.

7.1 The homogeneous system

In order to obtain L*, and then L2, estimates on fv |H|dv, we will have to commute at least three times
the transport equation satisfied by each component of H. However, if 81, € IF¥, with k > N — 4, we need
to control the L* norm of Z*H;, with |x| = 4 and j € I*™!, to bound HZEHl-HL;m, with [¢] = 3. We then
consider the following energy norm

Enp = > % > > E[Z°H)

z€ko k=0 |B|<3+k ie]{V*k

We have the following commutation formula.
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Lemma 7.5. Let 0 <k <5, |3| <3+ k andi € IN"F. Then, if H vanishes for all |v| < 1, Tr(Z°H;) can
be written as a linear combination of terms of the form

Loo(F) (0, V0 25H;),  with 7| S8SN =2 (&l <18l [Buyl < IBuil, €1+ 1Bul < 18] + Bl

Proof. If H vanishes for all |v| < 1, we have Tp(H) + AH = 0. Hence, according to Proposition 2.9 the
source terms which arise from the commutator [T'r, Z 8] are such as those described in this lemma, with j = i.
The other ones come from Z° (Tr (H;)) (use Lemma[7.2] Remark [7.3] and Lemma 28 to check that they are
of the researched form). [

As H(0,.,.) = R(0,.,.), it then follows that H(0,.v) = 0 for all |v| < 3 and, applying Propositiond [B.2 that
there exists Cy > 0 such that Eg(0) < Cye. Consequently, using Corollary and following the proof of
Proposition [6.1] one can prove that, for e small enough,

vVt el0,T], En(t) <3Che and V(t,x) € [0, T[xR3 0< |v| <1, H(t,z,v) =0.
By Proposition B.6, we then obtain, for 0 < k < 5,

€

V(t,x) € [0, T[xR3, ze€ky, 1<j<|IN7F, |B] <k, /|Z2Z’8Hj|d’v < (34)

2
TLT—

Remark 7.6. Proceeding as in Subsection 17.2 of [6l], we could avoid any hypothesis on the higher order
derivatives of FO.

7.2 The inhomogenous system

Start by noticing that G vanishes for all |v| < 1 since G = R — H. We then deduce from x(|v|) = 1 for
all [v] > 1 that G satisfies Tr(G) + AG = BW. To derive an L? estimate on G, we cannot commute the
transport equation because B contains top order derivatives of the electromagnetic field. Instead, we follow
the methodology of [§] (see Subsection 4.5.7). We kept the v derivatives of G in the matrix A so that we
could use the null structure in a better way. In order to obtain L'-bounds on quantities introduced below,
we now need to rewrite these v derivatives. This is the purpose of the following lemma.

Lemma 7.7. There exists p > 1, a vector valued field Y of length p, which vanishes for [v] <1, and three
matriz-valued functions A : [0, T[xR3 x (R3\ {0}) — M1, |(R), B : [0,T[xR?* x (R3\ {0}) — My, ,(R),
D : [0, T[xR? x (R3\ {0}) — M, (R) such that

€

Tr(G) + AG = BY, Te(Y) = DY and S [ 1Y |d S o —.
2T
2€ko VY +

Moreover, A and B are such that, if i € [1,|11|], Tr(G:) can be bounded by a linear combination of terms of
the form,

[ L U _
™ 1p (Lz2 (F)| 4 7l (L2 (F))| 4 75t o (L (F)| + 5 la (Lz (F)|) |G| and

(7 |p (Lze(F))| + 74 [ (Lge (F) ] + |o (Lz¢ (F)] + e (L2 (F))]) [2Yq,

where j € [1,|I]], |v] <5, ¢ € [1,p], |¢€] < N and z € V. Similarly, D is such that, if i € [1,p], Tr(Y;) can
be bounded by a linear combination of terms of the form,

[v? L U _
™ 1p (Lz2 (F)] 4+ 74 | (L2 (F)) | 4 74t o (L7 (F))] + S la (L2 (F))] ) Y1,

where j € [1,p] and |y| < N —5.

13Strictly speaking, one cannot simply apply Proposition [B:2 since T (H;) #0ifi e I{“ and kK > N — 4. However, in view of
Proposition [Z5] one can easily adapt it to our context.

25



Proof. The strategy of the proof is the following. If 9,+G; appears in Tr(G) + AG = BW, then, by Lemma

T2 j € I¥, with N —5 < k < N — 1. We then transform it with v0,x = Qo — 2%0, — ), and express it,

with controllable error terms, as a combination of (G7),.#+1. The other manipulations are similar to those
1

made in Section [B] when we applied Lemma 1l Let us denote, for j € I; \ I}V and Z € Py, by j 7 the index

such that R;_ = Eéﬁl’jf = ERJ-. Hence, by (34) and since R = H + G, we have, for all j € I; \ I},

V(t) € [0, T[xR?, (2, 2) € ko x Po, /|2|2|Gj2 76|y = / 2\H;, — ZHldo S ——.  (35)
v v 7'+7',

Let p° := |L| + |I; \ I¥| and Y° a vector valued fieldd of length p° containing each component of W and
each G, — ZGj, for j € I \ IY. We order the components of Y such as YJOZ =Gj, — ZGj. In view of (35)
and Lemma [72] [ 2?Y°|dv satisfies the desired pointwise decay estimate on [, [2?Y|dv. We now fix i € I;.
Applying Lemma[72] one can see that Tr(G;) can be written as a linear combination of the following terms.

e Those coming from BW,
Lze(F) (v, VoWj),  with |82/ <N -6 and [{] <N,

leading, by Lemma T and 7 vE + 7, [v4] < 2° > wek, |W| (see Lemma 2.TT]), to the announced terms
involving Y.

e Those coming from AW,
Lz+(F) (v, VoGj),  with |85 <|Bri]  and  |y[ 4 |B1;] < |Brl-

Then, expand Lz~+(F') (v, V,G;) in null components using formula (2I). We now rewrite the angular
components of V,G; using 90,k = Qop — %0, — tOy, so that

0 k 0 k-0 0
v &,ij = Gjﬁ% - Gjat - th@k - Y}ﬁmc + Y}a,: + tY}ak.
For the radial component, use (22) to obtain

x4 x4
(Gjﬁoq — YO ) — st + }/JOS + (t - T) <Gj6t - }/J%t - 7Gj6q + 7}/]?%) .

]ﬁ()q

x4

W (VoGy)' = .

This concludes the construction of A, B. To obtain an equation for Y°, we will see that we need to consider
a bigger vector than Y°. Let i € [1,p°]. If Y. = W,, with ¢ € I, we can build the line i of D using
Lemmas [7.2 and A1l Otherwise, Y;° = ZH j — Hj, and by Lemma [Z.5] we see that functions such as 0,ZH,,
with [B1,+] < |B1,], appear in certain source terms of Tp(Y,?). We then consider the vector valued field Y
containing Y° and all the quantities Z*H; such as 81; € I’ "% and |k| + k < 5. It remains to use (32)
and Lemmas [7.5] 411 |

Consider now K satisfying Ty (K) + XZE +xKD = xB and K(0,.,.) = 0. Hence, KY = G since they both
initially vanish and Tr(KY) + AKY = BY in view of the velocity support of Y. The goal now is to control
the energy

P D g
Bo = > > B |1 v
i=0 j=0 q=0
We will then be naturally led to use that
Tr (1K1Y, ) = |K! DY, — 2 (A, Ki + K] D)) KIY, + 2B/ K]Y,. (36)

Proposition 7.8. If e is small enough, we have Eg(t) < elog?(3 4+ t) for all t € [0,T].

14y0 will be a subvector of the vector Y of the lemma.

26



Proof. Let Ty € [0,T] the largest time such that Eq(t) < elog®(3 4 t) for all t € [0,Tp[. By continuity,
Ty > 0. The remaining of the proof consists in improving this bootstrap assumption, which would imply
the result. The computations will be similar as those of the proof of Proposition Let ¢ € [1,]1]] and
(4,q) € [1,p]?. According to the energy estimate of Proposition Bl and (B6), it suffices to prove that

25 = /Ot/z/
oo [ L[

According to Proposition [777 and (B3)), one has, using Eg(t) < elog?(3 4 t) and 1 < v° on the support of Y,

fap N/ // <\[ - )'Kl [Y|dvdzds < f/ %d”\f 6l u 5 et log?(3+1).

~

io==T —T -7 j d 2
DY, -2 (MK + KD, K, | Gdeds 5 Flog?3+1),  (37)

< e2log?(3+1). (38)

~

u=—oo0 T4

We now turn on (B8], where the electromagnetic field is differentiated too many times to be estimated
pointwise. According to Proposition[Z.7, 1 < v° on the support of Y and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

in v, we can bound | |B]K7Y,|% by a linear combination of terms of the form
v K3 v

1
2
2Y|dv/ |K Y |dv

‘25"

1
2
o0 i | [ 2ido [ IKPIYIdG| (o logl 4 7o fol + loel), o5 =

where |§| < N and (ag,ay, pe,0¢) is the null decomposition of Lz¢(F). Now, fix [| < N. Using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in z, the bootstrap assumption (27) and E¢(t) < elog?(3 + t), we have

t t 3
// S drds < /||g§|\L2(ES) /|22Y|dv/|K|2|Y|dv ds
0 Y. 0 v v L2(S,)
3 3
hS EXIF)(s) /|z2Y|dv /|K|2|Y|dv ds
Lee(s,) /v LY(S.)
< o [ VE) < et log’(3+1)
~ 1+s '

By the inequality 2ab < a? + b? and 7'_%_7', [, 12*Y|dv < €, one has

2
&5, < —/|K| YV |dv+ —— (7 |pe] + 74 lae| + |oe])?.

T_,’_T,

so that, by Lemma 213l and the bootstrap assumption (26])

t t
®.drds < 6/ ———ds+ / / —— (17— | pe| + 74 |ag| + |o 2dC’thdu
I [ e Z T L 7 e e e aci )
too i+1 +o00
< 62—|—€Z/ 8N_) z+1())d < 5 QZlog (1+2 )/ d_’(; < e%.
AVT+E = VIFY S gE
This concludes the improvement of the bootstrap assumption on Eg and then the proof. |

7.3 The L? estimates

In order to improve the bound on the electromagnetic field energy, we will use the following estimates.

Proposition 7.9. Let z € kg and |3| < N. Then,

Vit e 0,7, < elog(3 +1).

zé\ﬂf‘dv
v L2(Z¢)

The logarithmical growth can be removed for |B| < N — 4.

27



Proof. The cases || < N —4 ensue from (29). Suppose now that |3] > N —3, so that there exists j € [1, |I1|]
such that Z° f = H; + G;. Tt then suffices to prove that both H; and G satisfy such L2-estimates. For H;,
one only has to use Eg < 3e on [0, T'[ and the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality of PropositionB7l For G, recall
that G; = K1Y, and use [, [2*Y|dv < et} %, which comes from Proposition [Z.7, and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in v in order to obtain

3 ) 3 N
|2G;| dv 2| | K1Yq| dv |2Y| dv |K|” Yy dv < Ec(t)
v r2(s,) v r2(s,) v Leo(sy) 11w iz Ltt
It then remains to use Proposition [7.8, which gives Eg(t) < elog?(3 +t). [

Combining this Proposition with the inequality r|v4| < 0%
the bootstrap assumption (28] if € is small enough.

wek, |W| (see Lemma[ZTT), one can then improve

8 The energy bounds of the electromagnetic field

The last part of the proof consists in improving the bootstrap assumptions (26) and ([27). According to the
energy estimate of Proposition B4 commutation formula of Proposition and Ex[F](0) < e, En[F](t) <
3elog*(3 4 t) and E2[F](t) < Ce for all t € [0,T] follow, if € is small enough and C choosen large enough,

Z//

[v|<N[B|<N

Z //z log (1+7)

[vISN[B|<N

6Lz (F / — 7P fdv|duds < € log'(3 +1),

[V

dxds < ¢

~

(VPN
Lz+(Fo, / v—ozﬂ fdv

Fix |8| < N, |v| < N, denote by (a, a, p, o) the null decomposition of Lz~ (F) and recall that Kf =177 and

Fﬁ = 372. Expanding KoLz (F)WJ(Zﬁf)” and Lz~ (F)o,J(ZP £)¥ in null coordinates, we can observe
that it suffices to prove that

I = // /<7'+|P|_o+7’+|0‘|u+ 2|p| 0+T2|a| )’ZBf
// /7(|p|+|a|+|a|ﬂ> |27 f| dvduds 5 €.
o Js. Julog®(1+7_) ol ~

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in z, 7 vE 4+ 7 |v?| + -0t < o0 Y wek, W[ (see Lemmas 2.TTI), the
bootstrap assumption (26) and Proposition [[.9] we have

) / Irelol + ol + 7l | [ [022s

weko

1 (3 s [log(3 :
/\/ logB+5) ;0 < e%/ g B+9) 10 < Hlogh(z+1).
0

1+s 1+s

~

dvdzds < €2 log*(3 + 1),

Iy

~
AN

dv ds

L3(2.)

N

Similarly, using 7, [v4] + 7_v° < 20 > wek, |W[; We obtain

3 / I74lpl + 7 lal + 7l s,

weko

/Om

T—

74 log®(1+7-)

I wZ’ f

A

ds

L2(3)

t
ds < eg/wds < €.
0o (1+s)2

A

wzﬁf‘dv

These two estimates allow us to improve the bootstrap assumptions (26) and (21) if € is small enough, which
concludes the proof.
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A The Vlasov field vanishes for small velocities

Let F be a smooth 2-form defined on [0, T[xR? which satisfies

Y (t,z) € [0, T[xR?, |F|(t,x) < Ve and lp(B)|(t,z) <

THT—

(39)

+\‘le| %

The aim of this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition A.1. Let f be a classical solution to Tx(f) =0 such that f(0,.,v) =0 for all |v| < 3. Then if
€ 18 small enough, we have

Y (t,x,v) € [0, T[xR® x (R*\ {0}), o] <1 = f(t,z,v) =0.

The proof is based on the study of the characteristics of the system. As fy(.,v) = 0 for all |v| < 3, we
consider (z,v) € R® x R? such that [v] > 3 and (X, V) the characteristic of the operator T» such that
(X(0),V(0)) = (z,v). Our goal is to prove infjg 7 |V| > 1, which would imply Proposition [AJl Then,
suppose that |V| reaches the value 1 and define

=inf{s € [0,T[/ |V (s)| =1}, to :=sup{s € [0,t1] / |V (s)| = 2}.

As V is continuous, ¢y and ¢, are well defined. In view of the support of y, (X, V) satisfies the following
system of ODEs on [tg, t1],

) ax’ Vi(s) dv'i Vi(s)
v1<:i<3 = d = Foi(s, X —=Fii(s,X(s)). 40
<i<s To@=mo md G = Rals X))+ o Fals X). (40)
2
We then deduce, since F' is a 2-form, that d(I;/S‘ ) = 2V Fy;, which implies

t
Vig <t < ty, V()2 > V()| - 2/ [V (s)Foi(s, X (s))| ds. (41)

to

Before presenting the strategy of the proof, let us introduce certain subsets of [to, t1] and two constants. Note
that if € is small enough, we can suppose that 22 <ty < t;. We can then introduce two constants § > 0 and
K > 0 independent of € and satisfying

T 1 5
46 <14+6< K < —t3 and 273K2—§ > 26. 49
427 12

We also consider, for Q > 0, the following subsets of [to, t1],
Ag :={s € fto,t1] / |s — X (s)|| > Qs%} and Ag = [to, t1] \ Ag.
Then, using @) and supy, 4,1 [V| < 2, we have for all ¢ € [to, 1],
Vis)

VP > 4—4/A Vi)l ds—4/Z
_ X (s)| | X*(s) (s X (s ds
4/1; s |G e X ”‘d'

Vits) _ X'(s)
[V (s)l

The result would ensue if we could bound the three integrals on the right hand side of the last inequality by
C./¢, with C > 0 a constant independant of T" and (z,v). Indeed, we would then obtain, for e < (2C)~?2

Vi € [to, 1], V() = V2,

which would contradict |V (¢1)| = 1. We can easily bound two of these integrals, using either the strong decay
rate of F' away from the light cone or the strong decay rate satisfied by the null component p and that lX(S)'

is bounded near the light cone. More precisely, using ([B9), the definition of 45 and ¢ty > 1, one has

) YT eds -
Lol xenjes < [ Gsitag 5
|X | 8) +oo \/E .
/A(; S)|F01(S,X(S))‘ds < /7‘6(1—1-5)|p(F)(5,X(5))|ds < /0 7(1-1-5)%618 < Ve
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1 ds
T+s—|X(s)]|1+s

For the last integral, observe, in view of (B9)), that
Vis) X(s)

= /A ol

As |s —|X(s)|| is small on As, the goal is to obtain enough decay from |VE§§| X(S). The rough idea behind
s V(r
~ 1o V(DI T dT‘

Vi(s) XZ( )

V()] (43)

(s, X (s))ds S Ve |
As

the following computations is the following. As |s — X (s)| is small, then, by {0), s ~ | X (s) VT

and we almost have equality in the triangular inequality

S V S

| werl= ]

o IV(7)l 0
then almost keeps a constant direction #, so that

X(S)Nl/ VD) oV
S

V(7] vl

V(r)
[V (7)]

‘dT—S.

v
V]

In order to bound (@3), let us introduce, for @ > 0 and dy > 0, the following subsets of [to, 1],

s X (s
BQ:Z{ to,tl / ’|VS i)

In view of the definition of C;, and @3), I; < /¢ would ensue if we prove
Vi(s)  X'(s)

h= /c o)

From now, we suppose that CJ, # @ as otherwise, I = 0. We start by the following two results.

> gl}, Bg = [to, t1] \ Bo and Cg’ = As, N Bg.

S1

|Foi(s, X (s))|ds < e (44)

Lemma A.2. Let s € CffK. Then, [s, min(ty, s + s%)] C Bak.

Proof. Let t € [s,min(t1,s + s%)] As s € B4k and by the triangle inequality, one has

4K _|Vi(s)  X'(s)
= Vel s

Vi) Xi(lﬁ)‘Jr Vi(s) Vi(t)‘ ‘Xi(S) _ Xi(t)‘
ver ot V)l V()] to

By the mean value theorem applied to the function % and using the estimate ([B9), we have

'Vi(s) Vi

~—

< 0w [FXE s < Oy < DV

TE[s,t] a o

Using | X (s)] < s+ ds7 and |X(t) — X (s)| < |t — s|, which results from (@0), we have

‘X(s)_Xt(t)‘ L (=9)Ix (s)|+ts|X () = X'(s)] _ 2:55“_5' _ 240,y
S S

Thus, as s <t < s+ s1 and 2K > 2+ 2§ (see [@2)), it follows, for ¢ small enough,

4K C 249 4K — C, —-2-90 _ 2K
— —Mhﬁ—ﬂ > O\{E > —, so that t € Bak.

1
sS4 S sS4 ta

Lemma A.3. Suppose that s € C3;; and let t.(s) be equal to inf{t € [s,t1] / t ¢ C23.} if it is well defined
and t.(s) = t1 otherwise. Then,

Vielst(s), - |X()] > s~ [X(s)| + K2Vi— K*V5.
Proof. Let g:t—t—|X(t)|, so that ¢’(t) =1 — <|“;Egl’ ég&) Let us estimate 6 € [0, 7[, the angle between

V and X. For t € [s,t.(s)[, we have
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V) X : v X .
* \vor — x| S |0(t)| since 77 and 37 are unit vectors.
.%Sl\“jggl_¥ astEBgKand’@—1‘§2—§sincetezgtg.
t4 t4

We then obtain, using 49 < K, the trivial fact ’@ — ‘f(gg‘

t

= ‘ XL _ 1‘ and the triangle inequality, that

V2K < 2K 2% _ |V
- = [m

N

H X X0 _ XO| | Ve X
t)] t -
Consequently, as 1 — i¢2 > cos ¢ for ¢ € [0, 7] and since V2K < %té, we obtain

\/§K> K2

> NG and then g(t) > g(0) + K2(V/t — \/5).

4

g (t) =1—cosf(t) > 1— cos (
]

The strategy now is to prove that CffK is composed of pieces sufficiently well separated for ([#4)) to hold. It is
then convenient to consider a dyadic partition of [tg,¢;], which leads us to introduce, for all i € N,

Clr = Cp N 20, 20 and, if Ciyx # @, s' = inf Clp and th = t.(sY).

Corollary A.4. Leti € N such that Ci; # @. Then, Ciy C [s', min(t%, 2°1)]. Moreover, if | X (s*)| —s® > 0,
tet—|X ()] is positive on [2172 t1].

Proof. Let i € N and suppose that Ci, # @. We assume moreover that tL < t; since there is nothing
to prove otherwise and we introduce 7% = min(t;,2"2). We will use several times that s — | X (s)| > 0, for
s € [to, t1], implies that ¢ — ¢ —| X (¢)| is positive on [s, 1] since it is an increasing function. As ¢\ € AssUBag
by definition, we have two cases to study.

o If t € Bak, then, by Lemma[A2] ti > 7 := s + |s?|7. Hence, using Lemma [A3] we get
T | X(T)] > 8" - | X ()| + K2V - K2Vt > =5 |s|T + K2Vst <\/1 + st~ T — 1> :

Since 4v/1+ h —4 > h for all h € [0,1] and ¢ — t — | X ()| increases, we obtain, for all ¢t € [7%, T"],

10 i+2

t— |X(t)] > 7 — | X ()] > —52°F +K2\/§Z|sl|*i > (2 TK?2-§)2% >20|T%" > 26t1.  (45)

so thatd [78,T;] C Azs. As Cliy C As and Azs N As = @, we obtain Cli, C [s?, 7] C [s?,t!]. Observe
also that 7¢ — | X (7%)| > 0, which implies that t — t — | X (¢)| is positive on [7%,#1] C [2¢72 #].

e Otherwise t! € Ass. If t8 > T we have 70 < 20¥2 < ¢i so that Ci C [s%,2071] C [s%,#!]. The
positivity of ¢ — t — | X (¢)| on [272, ;] then follows from [@F). Otherwise, as [ti — | X (¢1)|| > 20|t|
and ¢ — t — | X (t)| increases, we necessarily have ti — | X (£1)| > 0 since s* — | X (s*)| > —4]s|%. Hence,
using again that ¢ — t — | X (¢)| increases, it yields

. . .1 .1 i i
Vit e [th, T, t—|X(1)] > 20|61 > 8tt, as 25 |¢|F > 2821 > §2°F .

We can then conclude that [t%,T%] C As, implying that C}, C [s*,¢.] since As N Clp = @. We also
proved that ¢ — t — | X (¢)| on [2¢72 1] as ¢ — | X (#!)| > 0 and ¢} < 2¢+2,

15We then necessarily have 7% = t%.
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We are now able to bound I. Let D := {i € N/ Ci, # @}. Suppose first that ¢ > |X(¢)| for all t € CJ.
Then, using ([B9), Lemma [A.3] and Corollary [A.4]

Ve Ve
r= Z/l T+ -XEn" Z/i (5011 K- Koo ™

2'L+1

i€D
Qi+l +o0 Qi+l
S Z\/_/ 1+\/_+\/_ ds < Zﬁ ;,ds
- (14+s)(1+s—s") =2 (14s—2%

log(1 + 2°
< vy ) o
i=0 2

Otherwise, with p = min D and according to Corollary [A4] we have t > | X ()| for all ¢ > 2P*2 and the result

then follows from
2:D+ d

<ve | % < Velog(4).

P uckE! 1 + s 1

Ve

In order to apply this result in Subsection [l we need to adapt it to an echeloned system of transport
equations.

Corollary A.5. Let k € N* and, for all1 < j <i <k and1 < q < 3, let Ag’j be a sufficiently regular
matriz valued function defined on [0, T[xR3 x (R*\ {0}). Consider g = (g1, ..., gr), where each g; is a vector
valued field, a classical solution on [0,T[ to the system

TX(91) =0, TX(gi) = A% Dyag; 2<i<k.
If 9(0,.,v) =0 for all |v| < 3, then g(t,.,v) =0 for all |v| < 1.

Proof. Let (t,x,v) € [0,T[xR? x (R*\ {0}) such that [v] < 1. We denote by (X, Vi) the value in s of the
characteristic of the operator T which was equal to (z,v) in s = t. By Duhamel’s formula, we have

gl(t,iE,U) = gl(SaX57‘/S) = gl(OaX07‘/0)7
t .
gi(t,z,v) = (0, Xo, Vo) —I—/ AP (s, X, Vs)Opag;(s, X, Vs)ds forall 2 <i<k. (46)
0
According to the proof of Proposition [A.T]
|V0| < 3, so that V1<i<k, gi(O,Xo, VO) =0 (47)
since otherwise we would have |V;| = |[v| > 1. Fix now s € [0,¢] and consider w € R3 such that |w| < %|v|.

We denote by (X5, V*»*) the value in 7 of the characteristic of TX which was equal to (X, Vi +w) in 7 = s.
Then,
gl (87 X57 VS + ’LU) = gl (07 X8U7S7 V0w7s)'

By continous dependence on the initial condition of the solutions to

dxX', . Vi(s) AV () \E (s X (s Vj()

and since |Vp| < 3, there exists § > 0 (depending on (¢, s, z,v)) such that [Vy*°| < 3 for all |w| < §. Hence,
Y|w| < 6, 91(s, Xs, Vs +w) =0, so that V1<q<3, Opgi(s,Xs Vi) =0. (48)

X[V (s))Fji(s, X (s)), 1<i<3,

Repeating the argument, one can obtain
V|w| <8, ¥relo,s], 38>0, V|wl <4, g1(7, X2 VI + w) = 0,

which implies B
Viw| <0, V7rel0,s], V1<qg<3, Opa g1 (T, X2°, V%) = 0. (49)

Combining (@6)), (A7) and (AR), we get ga(t,x,v) = 0. Using [@9) and |V;"*| < 3 for all |w| < 4, it yields, in
view of the support of g2(0, ., .),

Vw| < 3, 92(8, X5, Vs + w) = 92(0’X6U)S7‘/0w75) +/ Ag,j (7, X2 V) Dya gy (1, X%, V28 )dr = 0.
0
We then deduce that 9yqg2(s, Xs, Vi) =0 for all ¢ € [1,3] and s € [0,¢], so that, by {Q), gs(t,z,v) =0. We

then proved the desired result if kK = 3. The general case can be treated similarly by an induction.
]
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B Bounding the initial norms

We consider in this section (f°, F0) satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem [T and (f, F') the unique classical
solution of ({l)-(B]) arising from these data.

Proposition B.1. There exists a constant Cy, depending only on N, such that

EnIF(0) < Che and IE?VJrg[f](O) < Che.
The proof is a corollary of the following proposition and that, for all Z8 ¢ ]IADL’Q and Z € K,

2P YD r P lleljaras g £, Lo (F) S > vy vip.
laz|+|a1|+p<|B| |&]+a<|v|

Proposition B.2. We have, for all |az| + |oa| +p < N+ 3 and ||+ ¢ < N + 2,

<e¢

1 laa|+p+2 | le2l gP o gaz
[ laperr e plaporag] s

2
. and H(1 + | ear Y v;F}
5 s,

<Se  (50)

~

Proof. Note that 72 = 1+ |z|? on Xo. The proof consists of an induction on max(p, g). The result holds for
max(p, ¢) = 0 in view of the hypotheses on (f°, F9). Let 7 € [1, N + 2] and suppose that (50) is satisfied for
allp<randall¢g<r. Ifr <N+2 fix|k| <N+2—(r+1) and notice that, using (@) and Lemma [Z2]

%

O Fo; = 8iji +/ v—ofd’U and 8,5Fij = 8iF0j + 8jFi0.
veRrs U

Then, by a standard L2 — L Sobolev inequality and using the induction hypothesis twice, we get

2

2 2
HTFHTHVBHV;F’ < 2HTJ|FKHT+2V1VB v:FH n Tf'””/@[@ﬁfdv
' L2(X) t L2(%)) v L2(%0)
2
< et Yy T':‘””/afa;agfdv = €+ €,
181<2 v L (%0)

since 7 + |k| + |B] < N + 3. We now turn on the Vlasov field and we do not suppose r < N + 2 anymore.
Start by fixing o7 and «ag such that |a1] + |az| + 7+ 1 < N + 3. Iterating the commutation formula
Tr(0uf) = =L, (F)(v,V, f) and using L5, = Vg, we get

vl ol

A R U D DD DR
a+p=r  |k|+|B1]|=|ou|
p+|B1<r+|ag]|-1

VE VEE, 00,0700 f.

|v]

Taking the 922 derivative of each side and multiplying them by TJ‘FO‘I‘+T+3|U||O‘2‘, one obtains

T_‘,_a1|+r+l+2|’l)|‘a2‘ |8tr+la;11 (932f| < Z T_\i_al\+1+r+2|v||a2\*n|awa:aglas‘3f| + (51)
|as|+n=|az|
Z T.||-a1|+r+3|7)|‘a2‘_n ‘vgt V;Favafafl 533f’ '(52)
[r]+]B1[=|ou] at+p=r
pHBil<r+lar| -1 las|+n=|az|

By the induction hypothesis, the L1 L!(3g) norm of the terms of (5I) are bounded by e. Consider parameters
such as in the sum in (G2)).

e If ¢+ |k| < N, then, using a standard L — L? Sobolev inequality on Tf‘“'“vgt VEF and that |v] > 3
on the support of f°, we get

|y |4+r+3 as|—n q K D 031 Qo |B1|+p+2 as|+1 | qp Q: |k|+g+1q
7ie o|le2l=" |V8 VEFD,0705 090 f| < 7 it orot o, 000 | > ||y VEVIF|| -
I <lsl+2 :

The LLL'(X0) norm of the left hand side of the previous inequality is then bounded by €2 according to the
induction hypothesis and p + ¢ = r.
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e Otherwise |81| + p < 2 and, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in z,

a1 |+r+3 _ Kk|+q+1 Bil+p+2
et Bpppieat=nvy wipo,op0p o | < |t tg v A2 larak o000

3
2,

The left hand side of the previous inequality can be bounded by e

Indeed, as |v| > 3 on the support of f°
and using a L2 — L. Sobolev inequalityl'd, it yields

H \ﬁ1\+;0+2| |\a3\apaﬁ1a aasf‘

< Z HTJLﬁl‘+P+2|v|\a3\+185858v833f‘
[B]<|B1|+2

L1L2(S) L1LY(S0)

It remains to use the induction hypothesis twice. This concludes the induction and then the proof. |

C All derivatives of F' are chargeless

The aim of this section is to prove the following result, which also applies to massive particles.

Proposition C.1. Let Ny > 2 and (f, F) be a sufficiently regular solution to the Viasov-Mazwell system on
[0,T] such that

vVt e [0,T], / /
> JvERS

|B1<No

Zﬂf‘dvd:r—k Z |LZ7 )|? da < +o0.
lvI<No

Then, for all 1 < || < No, Lz~ (F) is chargeless, i.e.

— lim P (EZ‘Y (F)) dSQJ‘ =0.

r——400 So
r

This ensues from the commutation formula of Proposition and the following lemma.

Lemma C.2. Fiz p > 1 and let Hy, Hy, ..., H, be sufficiently regular 2-forms defined on [0,T] x R® and
ho, h1, ..., hy be sufficiently reqular functions defined on [0,T] x RS x R3 such that

V* (Ho),,, = J(ho)v and T(ho) = > Hi(v,Vohi).

1<i<p

Suppose moreover that
vt e [0,7], Z [HAL2(8) + 1hallzy (8) + 11+ ) Vezhallzy (8) + (1 + [v)Vohallzs (8) < +o0.

Then, Lz(Hy) is chargeless for all Z € K.
Remark C.3. Note that in dimension n # 3, we merely have that Lg(Hy) is chargeless if and only if Hy is.

Proof. To lighten the proof, we suppose that p = 1 and we denote (Hy, ho) by (G, g) and (hy, H1) by (H, h).
Consider first Z € P. Then, by Lemma 2.8 V#Lz(G),0 = J(Zg)o so that, using the divergence theorem,

r—4o0

Q(t) := lim p(Lz(GR)dSy, = — / / Zgdvda. (53)
St,r zER3 JveR3

o If 7 = € O is a rotational vector field, the result does not depend of the source term of the Maxwell
equations. Indeed, using Lemma [3:8 and the divergence theorem on S; -, one has,

| oea@ds, = [ Q@)= [ div@p(Gras.

St,r St,r St,r

As Q is tangential to S; ., we have dfv(Q)(t,r, w1, ws) = divgs (Q)(¢,r,wi,ws) = 0, so that Q(¢) =

16To deal with the lack of regularity of the absolute value of, say, fu |g|dv one may apply first a L2 — L' Sobolev inequality

in the variables (ml,mz) and then in the variable 3, as we did in the proof of Proposition 317
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e If Z = 0; is a spatial translation, an integration by parts on the right hand side of (&3] gives the result.

o If Z = 0, then, as 0;g = —Z—iajg + H (v%, Vvh), integration by parts (in z and in v) gives us, as H is
a 2-form,

J
8ig— H (—, v, h dvdz = ot Hjjhdvdz = 0. (54)
O 0 J
z€R3 JyeR3 00 ver3 Joers (V

o If Z = Qy; is a Lorentz boost, then an integration by parts in 2 on td;g and in v on v°9,: g gives

= —/ / ta g + x10rg + v°0, g) dvdx = / U—Ogdvd:v — / / 2O gdudz.
z€R3 JyeR3 z€R3 JyeR3 V z€R3 JyeR3

Using again 0;g = —Z—éajg + H (v%, Vvh) and integrating by parts, we have

/ / z'Orgdvdx —/ / z’ ]gdxdv—i—/ / O,V h) dvdx
zeR3 JyeR3 vER3 00 zeR3 z€ER3 veR’* v

/ / 5 gdvdw / / Hk] hdvdzx.

zeR3 JyeRr3 U zC€R3 veR’*

As H is a 2-form, we finally obtain that Q(¢) =0
For the case of the scaling vector field, note first by Lemma 28 that V#Lg(G).0 = J(Sg)o + 3J(g)o. Hence,

lim p(Ls(@))dS:, = —/ / (x#0ug + 3g) dvdx = —t / Orgdudz.
T400 S¢,r z€R3 JveR3 z€R3 JveR3

Recall from (B4) that the integral on the right hand side of the last equation is equal to 0. This concludes
the proof. |

D Proof of Lemmas [3.8], and

Let G be a 2-form and J be a 1-form, both sufficiently regular and defined on [0, T[xR?, such that
VG = o,
v#G,, = 0.
Let us successively prove Lemmas [3.8] 3.9 and
Lemma D.1. Let Q € Q. Then, denoting by ¢ any of the null component a, a, p or o,
[La, Vo, |G =0, La(C(G)) = ((La(G)) and Vo, (C(G)) = ((Va,(G)).
Similar results hold for Lo and Vo, Vi or V. For instance, V(((G)) = ((VL(G)).

Proof. Let Q € Q. The property [La, Vs, ]G = 0 follows from [, d,] = 0, straightforward computations and
that, in cartesian coordinates and for a vector field X,

LX(G);W = X(GW) + 3#(XA)GM + 8,,(XA)GM and VX(G),W = X(G,uu)- (55)

Aside from Lo(0(G)) = 0(La(G)), the remaining identities ensue from [, L] = [Q, L] = Vs, L = Vo L =
Vo, ea = 0 since, for instance,

2Vo,p(G) = (Vo,G)(L, L) + G(Vo,L,L) + G(L, Vo, L) and  Lo(a) = La(G)(, L) + G(- [, L]).

Using that [Q,ea] = CF(wi,ws)en, where CF are bounded functions on the sphere, we directly obtain
|Q0(G)| S |o(La(G))| + |o(G)], which is good enough for proving the following results of this appendix. To
obtain Q(c(G)) = 0(La(G)), one can check, with straightforward computations that, for a 2-form H,

p("H) = —o(H) and “La(H) = La("H).

It then follows
Qo(G) = =Qp("G) = —p(La("H)) = —p("La(G)) = o(La(G))).

For the results concerning the operator Vy,, use Vs, L = Vg, L = Vg,eq4 = 0. Finally, for V, and Vp, recall
thatL:@t—l—arandL:@t—ar. |
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Lemma D.2. Denoting by ¢ any of the null component o, a, p or o, we have

T VLS| + 7 VL@ S D Lz (G and (1 +71)|V¢(G) @)+ ¢ (Lal@

[v|<1 Qe0
Proof. Let ¢ € {a,q,p,0}. As V1 commute with the null decomposition (see the previous Lemma) and

(t—r)L =S — ZQq; (see Lemma[ZT7), we have,

(t - T)VLC (G) = C (v(tfr)LG) = C (vSG - x?vaOZG) = C (ES(G)) - 2C(G) - w?lc (EQOZ' (G)) + %C (HZ) )

since Ls(G) = Vs(G) + 2G and where H* = Lg,, (G) — Vg, (G). We have, using (55,
H,,=0 if pv¢{0,i} or prve{0,i}. If v¢{0,i}, H., =G and H =Go,. (56)
Consequently,
T , . i
Zo(H) = ZLH =2 G =0 that |L <— (£
Tp( ) PO e e , sothat  [Lp(G)| S |Z<1|P 2 (
gl

It remains to study z;( (HZ) for ¢ € {a,a,0}. Let us treat together the case of @ and a by computing xiH}go
and z; H',. Recall that e = >0, ;5 C’“l(wl,wg)g% where C*! are bounded functions on the sphere. As

il
x1H1<% 8) G — xrzzr Gri =G (le Oy >

Q K2 ] K2 J
$1H< l 8) xwal :Cx:ka
r2

L ik

HkO -

we obtain

IV (af A|<—Z|Ofﬁzv and [V (o A|<—Z|Ofﬁzv

[vI<1 [vI<1

For the remaining case, ( = o, straightforward computations give

Qe O kP, xlrla; ki, xtrPa; -
i H* <_7ﬂ = lqu szp lHlp lHkq_O so that z;Hyp =0.
r o r2 r2

The proof for V, is similar as it also commutes with the null decomposition and since (t +r)L = S+ C”TiQOi.
Finally, for the angular derivatives, use that Lo commute with the null decomposition and that for a function
u and a 1-form U tangential to the 2-spheres,

rVu| <) |Qul and r|YU[ 101+ Y LUl

Qe0 Qe0

In order to prove the last inequality, recall that |F§T| < r~1, where I' are the christofel symbols of the
Minkowski spacetime in the nonholonomic basis (8%, 0., e1, e2), so that

r|Ve Ul <7 |Ve,U =T Updr| S|U[+ > [VoUl+ S U+ ) |£a(U)
Qe0 Qec0
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Lemma D.3. Denoting by (a, a, p, o) the null decomposition of G, we have

A
Vioy — o —l—WeAp—I—EBAWeBU: Ja.

Proof. Let us start by proving, for B # A,

(Ves @)(en,ea) = 54V ey0 — g-alea) + 5-alea). (57)

. 5
Suppose for instance that eg = e; and e4 = ea. Then, as V. ep = Wecep — %Vaw

epaVe,0 = €1 (Gler,e2)) = (Ve,G)(e1,e2) + G(Ve,e1,€2) + Gler, Ve, €2)
1 1
= (Vel G)(ela 62) + ZQ(QQ) - 52(62) + G(Welela 62) + G(ela W(:'le?)'

It remains to notice that, as G is a 2-form and 2 <Y761€A, eA> = Wel ({ea,ea)) =0,

G(Welel, 62) + G(el, Wel 62) = G(<W6161, €1> €, 62) =+ G(el, <Y7€1 €a, 62> 62) = O

Recall now from Lemma that V[\G,,) = 0. Taking the (L, L, A) component of this tensorial equation,
we get,as VL=V L=0and V., L = -V, , L = %eA,

V[LGLA] =0 & (VLG)(L, 6,4) + (VLG)(eAv L) + (VGAG)(LvL) =0
& —(Via)(ea) + (Voa)(ea) +2Ve,p — G(Ve, L, L) — G(L, Ve, L) =0

1 1
& =(Via)(ea) + (Voa)(ea) +2V.,p — —alea) — —alea) = 0. (58)
Similarly, taking v = A in VAG,,,, = J,,, we obtain, using (57) and since VL = _%VL and VL& = —%VL,
1 1
VMGMA =Js & —§(VLG)(L,€A) — §(VLG)(L76A) + (VeBG)(eB,eA) =Ja
1 1 1 1
& §(VLQ)(€A) + E(VLCY)(GA) +epaYe,0 — ZQ(GA) + ;g(eA) =Ja. (59)

It remains to add half of (B8] to (BI)). [
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