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Abstract: A multispecies, collisionless plasma is modeled by the Vlasov—Poisson sys-
tem. Assuming that the electric field decays with sufficient rapidity as t — 0o, we show
that the velocity characteristics and spatial averages of the particle distributions converge
as time grows large. Using these limits we establish the precise asymptotic profile of the
electric field and its derivatives, as well as, the charge and current densities. Modified
spatial characteristics are then shown to converge using the limiting electric field. Fi-
nally, we establish a modified L°° scattering result for each particle distribution function,
namely we show that they converge as ¢ — oo along the modified spatial characteristics.
When the plasma is non-neutral, the estimates of these quantities are sharp, while in the
neutral case they may imply faster rates of decay.

1. Introduction

We consider a plasma comprised of a large number of charged particles. If there are
N distinct species of charge within the plasma, particles of the «th species (for @ =
1,..., N) have charge g, € R, mass m, > 0, and are distributed in phase space at time
t > 0according to the function f(t, x, v) where x € R3 represents particle position and
v € R3 particle velocity. Assuming that electrostatic forces dominate collisional effects,
the time evolution of the plasma is described by the multispecies Vlasov—Poisson system

aff+v-Vofi+ X E v, f* =0, a=1,...,N
m

o

N
pt,x) = qa fR £ x, v)dv (VP)
a=1

_ 1 xX—y
B = Ved o0 = o [ 06 dy
4 Jr3 |x — y|
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with prescribed initial conditions f*(0, x, v) = fy (x, v). Here, E(¢, x) represents the
electric field induced by the charged particles, and p(z, x) is the associated density of
charge within the plasma. Additionally, the corresponding current density is defined by

N
J(t.x) =) 4a / vf(t, x, v) dv.
a=l1
For each species, the particle number and velocity are conserved, namely

// 4, x,v) dvdx = / 5 (x, v) dvdx =: M*

// Ufa(l,x,v)dvdx=//vf6’(x,v)dvdx = J,

for all # > 0, with the overall net charge and total momentum given by

and

N N
M=an/\/l°‘ and j:Zmaj"‘.

a=1 a=1

The total energy of the system is also conserved, i.e. forall# > 0

N

l 2 ra 1 2
Z Smalvl® f(t, x,v) dx dv+ 5 [ |E(,x)? dx
a=1

N
1 1
=Z// zma|v|2f5"(x,v) dx dv+§/|E(O,x)|2 dx =: Eyp.
a=1

It is well-known that given smooth initial data with compact support in phase space
or finite moments, (VP) possesses a smooth global-in-time solution [19,25,27]. Such
global existence results often depend upon either the propagation of (spatial, velocity, or
transported) moments or precise estimates for the growth of the characteristics associated
to (VP), which are defined by

Xe(t, 7, x,v) =V, T, X, V)

Ve(r, o,x,v) = 2B (e, X1, 7, x, v)) )
mey

with initial conditions X*(z, 7, x, v) = x and V“(z, 7, x, v) = v. For additional back-

ground, we refer the reader to [8,26] as general references concerning (VP) and associ-

ated kinetic equations.

Though well-posedness has been intensely studied, the large time behavior of solu-
tions of (VP) is less understood. Partial results for the Cauchy problem are known in
some special cases, including small data [1,16,18,31], monocharged and spherically-
symmetric data [15,23], and lower-dimensional settings [2,9-11,30]. More recently, an
understanding of the intermediate asymptotic behavior was obtained in [4], namely that
there are solutions for which the L°° norms of the charge density and electric field can
be made arbitrarily large at some later time regardless of their initial size. Due to the
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dispersive properties imparted upon the system by the transport operator d; + v - V,, and
the velocity averaging inherent to the electric field and charge density, one expects that
these quantities decay to zero like =2 and 73, respectively, as t — oo for all smooth
solutions of (VP). In fact, both small data and spherically-symmetric solutions have
been shown to exhibit exactly this behavior, and it is known that the Cauchy problem
does not possess smooth steady states (cf., [12]).

As we will show, the dynamical behavior of the system depends crucially upon decay
of the electric field. To date, the best a priori rate of decay known [33] for the electric
field in (VP) is

IE(® oo < C(A+1)~ 16,

and this is derived from precise estimates of the growth of the maximal velocity on the
support of f(¢), from which the estimate of || E() || is deduced via Young’s inequality.
Unfortunately, this resulting estimate is far from optimal. Additionally, while maximal
velocity support estimates have been beneficial to improving the field decay rate [6,
22,28], even a sharp estimate (i.e, a uniform bound) on the support cannot allow one
to conclude a sharp decay rate of the field. So, it appears that we are quite far from
obtaining precise estimates of the field. Still, even when the field decays at a fast rate,
the dynamics of the remaining quantities in (VP) are not well-understood. Hence, the
goal of the current work is to establish the precise large-time dynamical behavior of
solutions to (VP) whenever the electric field is known to decay with sufficient rapidity.

1.1. Overview and organization. Due to the global existence theorem, all quantities
of interest are bounded for finite time; thus, we are only concerned with large time
estimates. Hence, we use the notation

A1) < B@)

to represent the statement that there is C > 0 such that A(#) < CB(¢) for ¢ sufficiently
large. When necessary, C will denote a positive constant (independent of the solution)
that may change from line to line.

Throughout we let 2/ C RS represent an arbitrary compact set, take fo € CC2 R9),
and let f*(¢, x, v) denote the corresponding C? solution of (VP). We assume that the
dispersion in the system induces strong decay of the electric field, namely there is

pE (% 2] such that

TEOlloo S 177 (A)

We note that this assumption is known to be satisfied for monocharged, spherically-
symmetric initial data [15,23] and for all previously constructed perturbative solutions
(e.g., [1]).

Though we will assume compactly-supported initial data, this may not be necessary
as velocity, spatial, and transported moments [5,6,19,21,22] have all be used in lieu of
this assumption to develop the existence theory. In addition, the regularity assumptions
on initial data may be weakened to arrive at similar convergence results in weaker
topologies (see [18]). The novelty herein is that a modified scattering result for classical
solutions of a multispecies plasma is established and the precise asymptotic profile
of the electric field, its derivatives, and the charge and current density are obtained.
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Additionally, as in [ 18], we further demonstrate the importance of the velocity-dependent
density P(¢, v), defined in Theorem 1.1, rather than the charge density, to understanding
the large time behavior of the system, and require only C? initial data rather than many
higher derivatives in L. Finally, our results apply directly to general conditions that
may be satisfied by any plasma and not merely to small data solutions. Furthermore, our
methods do not depend upon the sign of the force field, only its strength for large times,
and therefore the tools established herein also apply to solutions of the gravitational
Vlasov—Poisson system that satisfy (A).

1.2. Main results. Fort > 0 define the support of f“(¢) by

ij-(t) = {(x, v) € RO: fa(s, x,v) # 0}.
Our main results can now be stated precisely.
Theorem 1.1. Assume (A) holds. Then, we have the following:
(1) Foreverya =1,..., N, t > 0and (x, v) € U the limiting function VS, defined by

Vo (T, x,v) = tl_l)rgo V(t, 1, x,0)

exists and is C* and bounded. Additionally, for t > 0 and (x, v) € U,
|V°‘(t, 7,x,v) — Vo (1, x, v)| <1

(2) Foreverya =1, ..., N define
Qo = {Vgo(O,x, V) : (x,v) € 5‘;(0)}.

Then, there exist FS € C Cz (R3) supported on Q% such that the spatial average

F*(t,v) = / e, x,v) dx
satisfies F%(t,v) — F& (v) uniformly as t — oo, namely

IF(1) — F& lloo St In*(0).

~

Moreover, the net density
N
Pt.v) =Y quF®(t, )
a=1
converges uniformly to the limit
N
Poo(v) = D qo Fos(v)
a=1

at the same rate, and satisfies

/Poo(v) dv = M. 2)
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(3) Define Ex,(v) = V, (A" YPoo (). Then, we have the self-similar asymptotic pro-
files

sup |2E(t, x) — Eeo (f) <),
xeR3 t
sup |PVLE(t, x) — VoEo (f) < 1S,
xeR3 t
sup 2, x) — Poo <)—C) < i),
xeR3 t
sup |37 (t, x) — Pus (f) < i),
xeR3 t t

(4) Foranya =1,...,N, t,t > 1 and (x,v) € U, define
ZYt, T, x,0) = X%, T, x,0) — V@, T, X, 0) + g IN(H) Eco VE (2, T, X, V).
Then, the limiting function Z% given by
Z5 (T, x,v) = tl_l)rgo Z%(t, T, x,v)
exists and is C* and bounded. Additionally, for any T > 0 and (x, v) € U,
1Z%(t, T, x,v) — 2% (z, x, )| St In* ().
(5) Foreverya =1, ..., N define
Q=250 5,0 (v e STD)

and Q¥ = Q% x Q. Then, there is f& € C2(R®) supported on Q* such that

e (r, X +vf— gTaln(t)Eoo(v), v) 2 (x,v)

o

uniformly as t — oo, namely we have the convergence estimate

sup < M nt ().

(x,v)eR0

1o (r, X +vf — ZT"‘ln(z)Eoo(u), v) — 2 (x, )

o

In particular, f§ conserves particle number, velocity, and energy, i.e.

// fE(x,v) dvdx = M“, [/ vf%(x,v) dvdx = J%, and

N

1
Zf/ Emo,|v|2ﬁ§g(x, v) dvdx = Evp.
a=1

If the plasma is non-neutral, i.e. M # 0, then Py, £ 0 due to (2) and these estimates
are sharp, up to a correction in the logarithmic powers of the error terms (see Sect. 6).
However, when the plasma is neutral, i.e. M = 0, it is possible that the limiting density
P~ (and hence the limiting field E ) is identically zero, which implies stronger decay
of these quantities. This could be related to the phenomenon of Landau Damping [20],
which can give rise to decay that is faster than the dispersive rates and has recently been
shown to occur for unconfined, but screened, neutral plasmas that are sufficiently close
to spatially-homogeneous equilibria [3,13].
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Theorem 1.2. If M = 0 and Ps, = 0, then the asymptotic behavior described above is
altered in the following manner:

(1) Foranya =1,..., N, t > 0and (x,v) € U, we have
|V°‘(t, 7,x,v) — Vo (1, x, v)| < 2.

(2) We have the faster decay estimates

IF(t) = F&lloo S 172, IPOlloo S 172
IE@llso S 177, IViE®)lloo < t*In(),
ol S 174 1 Olloo S 77
() Foranya =1, ..., N, the spatial characteristics

VAt T, x,0) = X%, T, x,0) = tV*(t, T, X, 0),
converge ast — oo, and the limiting functions

Vi (t,x,v) == lim Y*(t, 7, x, v)
11— 00

are C? and bounded. Additionally, for any T > 0 and (x, v) € U,
V@, 7, x,v) = YL (r,x, )| S L

(4) Foranyoa =1, ..., N define
2 = V20,50 (x,v) € S50
and Q¥ = Qf x QF. Then, there is f3, € C2(RS) supported on Q¥ such that
e, x+vt,v) > fE(x,v)

uniformly as t — oo, namely we have the convergence estimate

sup |f°‘(t, X +vt,v) — f(x, v)| < 1!
(x,v)eR0

and again, the particle number, velocity, and energy are all conserved in the limit.

We note that solutions with a trivial electric field and charge density can be constructed
when M = 0, but not when M # 0, and this accounts for the contrasting asymptotic
behavior of the systems. In particular, considering the simplified regime in which only
electrons and a single species of ions with opposite charge are considered, namely N = 2,
q1 = +1, and g» = —1, one may take f()l (x,v) = foz(x, v) € CCZ(RG). This implies

p(O,X)=/(fol(x,v)—f02(x,v)> dv=0

for all x € R3, and thus M = 0 and E(0, x) = 0. As the two distribution functions
then satisfy the same evolution equation (with zero electric field) and the same initial
data, uniqueness guarantees p(t,x) = E(t,x) = Oforallt > 0,x € R3. Hence,
Pso = Eoo = 0, and this example demonstrates that the decay estimates provided by
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Theorem 1.2 need not be optimal in general. Such charge cancellation may also occur
in the limit rather than choosing the charge density and electric field to be identically
zero for all time.

Contrastingly, a neutral plasma may display the same asymptotic behavior as in the
case M # 0, whenever P, # 0. In particular, considering again N = 2, g = +1, and
g» = —1, the initial distribution of positive ions and electrons can be widely separated
in space with sufficiently large velocities in opposing directions. Then, the field will be
sufficiently weak so that the plasma will behave like two non-interacting monocharged
species, and the asymptotic behavior will be analogous to the non-neutral case. Here,
the two spatial averages F I(¢, v) and F2(t, v) can be structured to converge to different
limiting functions Folo(v) * Fgo(v), and thus

Poo(v) = FL(v) — FL(v) #0.

Remark 1.1. Rather than imposing (A), one may instead require a decay condition on
the charge density, namely ||p(#)||co < 79 for some g € (2, 3], or a growth condition

on the spatial support of the translated distribution function defined in the next section,
i.e. u(t) St for some r € (0, %)

Remark 1.2. We note that our results can be extended to higher (d > 4) dimensions, as
well, with the same decay assumption and methods.

1.3. Strategy of the proof. To establish the theorems we will use both Lagrangian and
Eulerian methods, as the latter allow us to prove sharp estimates and establish the ex-
istence of limits, while the former captures the properties of limiting functions. In the
Eulerian framework, we reformulate the original problem within a dispersive reference
frame that is co-moving with the particles. More specifically, let

g¥(t, x,v) = fUt, x +vt,v)

fora =1, ..., N and apply a change of variables (see the proof of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3)
to the field and charge density so that (VP) becomes

0;8% — q—atE(t,x+vt) Vg% + q—aE(t,x+vt) -Vyg® =0, a=1,...,N
My My

. -
E(t,x+vt):m2qa/‘/%g“ <t,w,v—é§+x tw) dwdé§
a=1

(VP,)
with

N

-3 o X —w
t,x+vt) =t t,w,v+ d
p(t, x +vt) an/R3g<wv ; )w

a=1

and the initial conditions g%(0, x, v) = f (x, v). Then, as we will show, g* possesses
nicer properties than the original distribution function f*. Indeed, the spatial support of
g% grows significantly slower than that of f* and, due to the cancellation of derivative
terms, the v-derivatives of g% can grow logarithmically in time (Lemma 2.8), while the
corresponding v-derivatives of f¢ grow linearly at best (Lemma 2.3). In particular, we
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note that the convolution in the electric field is now in the velocity variable rather than
the spatial variable. Hence, as ¢t — 0o one expects

1

E(t, x+vt) ~ ﬁ
T

N
2 4a // @%g% w,v — &) dwds =172V, (A)" P(t,v)
a=1

locally in x. With this, it becomes clear that estimates of the spatial support of g* and
its velocity derivatives will be instrumental, while estimates of the velocity support may
be less important. Thus, our results may provide better tools to obtain a priori estimates
on the spatial growth (via either the support or moments) of g“ and velocity derivatives
Vvg®, which are the two main ingredients in the theorems.

The general structure of the argument is as follows. From the decay of the electric
field provided by (A), it is straightforward to show that every velocity characteristic has
a limit as ¢+ — oo. These limits are then used to identify the behavior of the spatial
average of each particle distribution as # — 00. The corresponding limiting density Pu
further induces an ambient electric field, £, and these quantities are used to identify
the precise asymptotic behavior of the field, its derivatives, and the charge and current
densities. Furthermore, the limiting electric field enables us to identify the limiting
values of modified spatial characteristics. Finally, the behavior of characteristics is used
to identify the trajectories in phase space along which the particle distribution scatters
to a limit.

In the next section, we will establish some standard estimates of derivatives of the
untranslated distribution functions f“ and their characteristics. Useful properties of the
translated distribution functions g¢ are also contained in Sect. 2. In Sect. 3 we show the
convergence of the velocity characteristics as ¢t — 00, prove some properties of these
limiting functions, then show the convergence of the spatial averages as t — oo and
use these to define a limiting net velocity density. Section 4 is dedicated to establishing
the precise asymptotic behavior of the field, its derivatives, and the associated densities.
The convergence of modified spatial characteristics and the modified scattering of the
distribution functions rely upon these terms and are contained within Sect. 5. The proofs
of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and a result demonstrating the sharpness of these estimates for
the non-neutral case are provided in Sect. 6.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Estimates in the original reference frame. We begin by obtaining improved decay
rates that follow from the main assumption (A). First, we state a standard estimate on
the gradient of the inverse Laplace operator, which will be used throughout.

Lemma 2.1 (cf. [14], Lemma 4.5.4). For any ¢ € L'(R®) N L®(R3), there is C > 0
such that
1/3, . 12/3

IV(A) "Bl < Cligll, 161155

In particular, due to conservation of particle number, which implies ||p(t)||1 < C for
all t > 0, we have

IE®)lso < Cllo@I12?

foranyt > 0.
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This tool then allows us to address the rates of the field and density. In particular, we
will use the velocity support of f*(¢) to estimate the charge density. Hence, we define

SY(t,x) ={veR3: fo(r,x,v) # 0}
for any fixed x € R>.
Lemma 2.2. Assume (A). Then, we have
lpMlloe S 173 and  E@oe S 172
and foreverya =1,...,N, 7 >0, and (x,v) €U
Ve, r,x,v)| S1 and |X%(t, 7, x,v)| St
Furthermore, the velocity support of f¢ satisfies

sup |S%(t, x)| S 173 I (o).

xeR3

Proof. We begin by showing that S (¢, x) ultimately lies in a ball of diameter O (¢ ( - )
for any x € R>. Suppose (x, v1), (x, 12) € S"‘(t) at some time ¢ > 1. Integrating the
characteristic equations (1) and using the bounded support of fjy along with (A), we find

C 2 |Xa(05tax7 v]) _Xa(()’taxv UZ)‘

t t
= |(v1 —vz)t+q—a/ / <E(r, X%, t,x,v1)) — E(x, X“(r,t,x,vz))) dtds
My Jo Js

2o = vl =€ [ [ 1B deds
s
> [vp — |t = C(1+1)*7
fort > 1. Rearranging the inequality produces
vy —val < Ct7 ' A+ (L+D* Py < CA+n)'P

for > 2. Hence, forany t > 2 and x € R3 there are vy € R3 and C > 0 such that

S%(t,x) C {v eR3: Ju—uwp| <C( +t)‘*1’],

and thus
sup |S%(t, x)| < C(1+0)>1=P
xeR3

foranya = 1,..., N and r > 2. Therefore, we find

lp(®)loo S sup Z

XERO[]

Z £ Nloo sup |2, x)| S 307,

a=1 XE]R

/f“(t,x, v) dv

where 3(1 — p) < —2 as p > 5/3. Next, we apply a recent result of Schaeffer to obtain
the stated decay rate of the charge density:
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Theorem (Schaeffer [29]). Assume there is g € (2, 3] such that

lo@lloo S 174

Then, we have

ol S 173

With this, we also obtain an improved decay estimate on the field, namely

IE@lloo S 172,

~

which follows from Lemma 2.1. The estimate on velocity characteristics follows directly
from this as

qu

t
— | E(s, X%, t,x,v))ds
my Jt

|V“(t, T, X, v)| =|v+

t
§1+/(1+s)—2ds51
T

fort > 0and (x, v) € U, and the improved decay rate for the field is merely inserted into
the previous argument to deduce the claimed behavior of the velocity support. Finally,
the estimate on the spatial characteristics of f* follows by merely integrating (1) and
using the velocity bound. 0O

In addition, the decay of the field and charge density lead directly to estimates of
field derivatives and derivatives of untranslated distribution functions.

Lemma 2.3. Foranya =1, ..., N we have
IViE@ oo St I0),  IVef*Olloo S 1, and [V f¥Olloe St

~

Proof. We will utilize a standard estimate (cf. [8, pp. 122—123]) on the gradient of the

field, namely
V)C o0
[ViE®) oo S (1 +1In* (%)) lo(®)loo 3)
o llso

where

0, ifs<l1
1 * — ) =
n(s) {ln(s), ifs>1.

We note that this bound is increasing in the contribution of || o (¢) || o and using Lemma 2.2
in (3) yields

IVeE@ oo S (1+10" (#1900l ) ) 172

Due to Lemma 2.2, the velocity support of f¢ is uniformly bounded so that

,,,,,

and thus

a=l,...,

IViE(®)]loo < C (1 +In* ( max | Vi f(0)loo(1 +r>4)) 1+ @
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for ¢ > 0. This further yields

VxE(®)lloo = C (1 +1n*( max [|Vx I (t)Iloo>> (I+n~" &)

fort > 0 and any p € (2, 3) where p can be taken as close to 3 as desired.
Next, we estimate derivatives of f* in order to close the argument. Taking derivatives
in the Vlasov equation, we find

t
Qo (1, x,0) = Oy f57 (X¥(0), V¥(0)) _/o A [ (5, X% (5), V*(5)) ds,
O [, x, v) = By fi (X9(0), V*(0))

t
— / O E(s, X¥(5)) - Vy f¥(s, X%(s), V¥(s)) ds.
0

The first equation implies
19y, f*@)lloe = 18w, fo' lloc + 1113, f* D loe < (1 + D7)
fork =1, 2, 3 where

D(t) = ¢ + max ||V fo' lloo + sup max Vi f4($)lloc-
=1,..., YE[OI]O[_I .....

Using (5) and this estimate, the second equation yields for k = 1,2, 3

t
103, f* ) lloo =< 110, £ lloo +/0 IVxE($)llooll Vo £ () lloc ds

,,,,,

t
< C+C/ (1 +5)77 (1 +1In(D(s))) D(s) ds.
0

Summing over k and taking the maximum over « and the supremum in ¢ ultimately
provides

t
D(t) < c+c/ (1+9)'77 (1 +In(D(s))) D(s) ds.
0

Invoking a variant of Gronwall’s inequality then yields

t
D(r) < Cexp <exp (f (1+s)'77 ds>> <C
0

forallr > 0as p > 2. As D(¢) is bounded, we find
IVif“@Ollc ST and  |[Vy f¥(0)llo < (1+0)D(t) St

and the final two conclusions follow. Additionally, the first conclusion is obtained upon
using the bound on ||V, f¥(t)||cc in (4). O

Estimates on the behavior of the derivatives of characteristics follow, as well.
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Lemma 2.4. Fora =1, ..., N, t sufficiently large, t > 1, and (x, v) € U, we have
o (03
t,T,x,v)| <t, LT, x,v)| <1,
) 50 ( NS ‘ ™ ( ) S
o o
t, T, x, )| St (t,t,x,v)| S L.
0x 0x

Proof. Taking a v derivative in (1) yields

axY
(t) = —V E(t, X
My
8X“ XY
(r) =0, (r)=L
v dv

Upon integrating, we can rewrite the solution of this differential equation as

o o

t
i (z):(z—z)]l+q—°‘/ (1 — $)VLE(s, X%(s)) 0%
av . av

o

(s)ds

so that by Lemma 2.3 we have for any p € (2, 3)

X«
ov

/" t—s
<t—1+C | ———
r (1+s)P

Now, we fix some § € [4, 6] and define

ds.

(s)

o

oX
To(t) = sup{T >7T1: ‘
av

()| <é(—r1)foralls € [z, T]}.

Note that 7y > t due to the initial conditions. Then, estimating for ¢ € [z, Tp), we have

—(1) <t—r+C8/ E=96=1) ¢

axa
(1+s5)P

Integrating by parts twice, we find
‘ ox“

av ®)

<t—14+4CS0+1)> Pt — 1) <(1+CA +1)> P)t—1) <2(t — 7)<

18
5 (t—1)

for 7 sufficiently large. Hence, we find 7y = oo and the first estimate on v-derivatives

follows. The second estimate is directly implied by the first as

BV (t) = —V E(, X“
m

o

Hence, for 7 sufficiently large

‘ oV*

(0

<1+/(1+s) Ps—1)ds S1

for any p € (2, 3) by Lemma 2.3.
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We estimate x derivatives similarly noting that only the initial conditions change so
that

BX"‘
(t) = —V E(t, X%

X
0x
As before, we can rewrite the solution as

=0.

(0)=1,

a(r) _11+—/ (= )V2E(s, X(5) 94" —(5)ds
with
VT 1y = o / Y, E(s X9(s))° a(s)ds.
dx my J;

Applying analogous tools will yield the stated results. Indeed, fixing § € [4, 6] as before
and defining

o

X
Ti(t) =supiT >1:
ax

(s)

<1+6(1+s)foralls € [z, T]},

we estimate for ¢ € [t, 77) and integrate by parts to find

cisc [ L5 dastesnd
<1+ ,/,(1+s)P(+(+S)) K

IA

1+CA+1)> P —1) ((1 +o) L4 3)
1+C8(1+1)> Pt — 1)

IA

IA

1
14+ =6(1+¢
2( )

for 7 sufficiently large as p > 2. It follows that 71 = oo, which further implies the
linear growth rate of %(r). Using this within the equation for %(t) then provides

the stated uniform-in-time bound as before. O

2.2. Properties of translated distribution functions. Prior to stating the lemmas, we first
introduce some notation relating to the translated distribution functions. As mentioned
in the introduction, we let

g¥(t, x,v) = fU(t, x +vt,v)

and because the translation alters the spatial characteristics of this system, we further
define
VAt T, x,0) = X, T, x,0) — V(L T, X, v) (6)

so that
V() = —m—tE(t V(@) + 1V (1)) 7



S. Pankavich

with Y*(t) = x — vt. In addition, note that [|g*(*)lcc < || /3 llco for all £ > 0. For
t > 0 define the support of g*(t) by

S2(t) = {(x,v) € RS : g¥(z, x,v) # 0}

We note that the measure of the velocity support of g remains uniformly bounded due
to Lemma 2.2, i.e.

sup |SY(t, x)| S 1.
xeR3

As our approach relies heavily upon the growth of the spatial support and velocity
derivatives of g%, we further define the set

S¢(t,v) ={x e R3: g%(t,x,v) #0}

for any fixed v € R? and the useful quantities
u() =max {1, max sup ]Sf(r, v)|
a=l1,..., N veR3

and

g(t) = max {1, max IIVug“(t)lloo} .
a=l1,..., N

With suitable decay of the field and its derivatives, we now study the behavior of the

translated characteristics and establish a measure-preserving property as for the charac-

teristics of (VP).

Lemma 2.5. Foreverya =1, ..., N andt > 0, the mapping (x, v) — (Y*(), V¥(1))
defined by the characteristics satisfying

Yty = =2 B, Y () + v ()
My
. do 3
Ve(r) = —E@, V(1) + 1V*(1))
My
with initial conditions Y*(t, 1, x,v) = x — vt and V*(t, T, X, v) = v, IS a measure-
preserving diffeomorphism. Hence, |S§‘ 0 = |S§‘ )] for every « = 1,..., N and
t>0.

Proof. Because the system (VP,) is generated by a divergence-free vector field, namely
it is of the form

alga + CD(I, X, U) : V(x,v)ga(tv X, U) =0
where

(1, x,v) = L8 (4E@, x +v1), E(t, x +v1))
o
satisfies V(y ) - ® = 0, the measure-preserving property of characteristics in phase
space is merely a consequence of the classical Liouville Theorem [32, pp. 63—65] from
statistical mechanics. Additionally, the proof is analogous to that for the characteristics
of the untranslated Hamiltonian system (VP). We direct the reader to [8, pp. 118-120]
for further details. O
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Next, we establish a bound on the growth of the spatial support of the translated
distribution functions, which will be instrumental within subsequent sections.
Lemma 2.6. For everya = 1,..., N, T > 0, and (x, v) € U we have
t
|Vt T, x,0) — (x —v1)| S / SIE($) oo ds
T

and

t 3
n(t) < <1+/ S”E(S)”oodS) .
0

In particular, Lemma 2.2 implies
|V, 7, x,0)| S and  p@) < In’@).
Proof. Using (7) we immediately find
V)| < CHIE®) oo

and thus
t . t
|V(t, T, x,0) — (x —v1)| 5/ |V (s, T, x,v)| ds 5/ SIE@) oo ds.
T T

for fixed T > 0 and (x, v) € U. Furthermore, this implies
t t
|V, 0,x,v)| < |x] +/ SIE(S) oo ds S 1+/ SIE(S) oo ds
T T

for (x, v) € Sg (0). The estimate on the spatial support then follows as

3 ; 3
u(z)§< max sup |y“(t,o,x,v)|> 5<1+/ s||E(s)||oods> .

a=1,..., N (X,U)ES?(O)

O

Additionally, we estimate the derivatives of these spatial characteristics using the
behavior of the untranslated characteristics established in Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.7. For every @ = 1, ..., N, t sufficiently large, t > t, and (x,v) € U, we
have

o

o t
‘ (t, r,x,v)—]I‘ ,S/ s2||VxE(s)||oods and (t,t,x,v)+7l
X . v

t
< f s2 VL E(s) [loods.

T
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Proof. Using (6) and (7) we write
q 1t
VUt T,x,0) =x — VT — —“/ sE(s, X%(s)) ds,
My Je
and taking an x derivative yields

8 o t
Vo =1- 9 [ 9. EGs. 2%(s))
ax my J;

XY
5 (s) ds.

X

Using Lemma 2.4, we find

oy«
0x

'
(t)—ﬂ‘ s/ s2 IV E(s)locds

T
for 7 sufficiently large. Proceeding similarly for v-derivatives, we have

a o t a)c'a
V"= 1= 9 [ 59 B, 250 20 (s) ds.
v my Jr v

Again using Lemma 2.4, for 7 sufficiently large we find

=
av

)+l

t
< / 52N Ve E($)lloods.
T

O

Finally, we show that velocity derivatives of g% grow more slowly than those of ¢,
which are established by Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 2.8. We have
13
00 51+ [ SPIVEG s d.
0
and thus by Lemma 2.3
G(t) S In*(0).
Proof. To establish the result we estimate

0, 8% (1, x,v) = (taxkf"’ + 8,,kf"‘) (t, x +vt,v).

Applying the Vlasov operator to the untranslated version of this quantity yields

dt
= —jT“taxkE<r, X(1)) - Vy £ (1, X% (1), V(1))

d
—<t8xkf“(t, XU, VH(0) + 0y, [ (2, X (1), V“(U))

and inverting gives
(taxkf“ + 8ka"‘) (t,x,v)

t
= Oy, fy (X*(0), V*(0)) — :’]1—“ fo $x, E(s, X9(5)) - Vy f%(s, X%(s), V*(s)) ds

o



Asymptotic Dynamics of Dispersive, Collisionless Plasmas

for k = 1, 2, 3. From the estimates of Lemma 2.3, this implies

t
|10, (1, %, 0) + By £ (1, x, V)| < ||8ka6x||oo+/0 SIVEE($) ool Vo f4($)lloo ds

t
< 1+/ S2 I VL E(s) loodss
0

for k =1, 2, 3. Hence, we find

t
V08 () lloo < 1 +/ IV E(s)loods
0

foralle = 1, ..., N, which completes the lemma upon taking the maximum in «.

3. Velocity Limits and Convergence of the Spatial Average

]

Because the field decays rapidly in time, we can immediately establish the limiting

behavior of the velocity characteristics.

Lemma 3.1. Forany t > 0, (x,v) e U, and o =1, ..., N the limiting velocities V3,

defined by

Ga

o
Ve (T, x,v) 1= tl_l)Iglo VU@, T, x,0) = v+ p— E(s, X%(s, T, x,v))ds.

o JT

exist, and are C?, bounded, and invariant under the characteristic flow, namely V%

satisfies
Ve (t, X0 (t, T, x,v), V¥(t, T, x, v)) = V3, (1, x, V)

for any t > 0. Finally, we have the convergence estimate
(0.¢]
V@, t,x,v) = Ve (T, x, 0)| £ f IE($) oo ds,
t

which further yields
VAT x,0) = V& (x| Sl

Proof. For any (x, v) € U, we find from the characteristic equations

u

t
Ve, T, x,0) =v+— | E(s, X%, 1, x,0v))ds.
m

o T

Thus, define
o qa o o
Vo (t,x,v) =v+ — E(s, X%(s, 7, x,v))ds
my Jr
for every T > 0 and (x, v) € Y. From Lemma 2.2 we find

o
Ve (@I < vl +/ IE@) oo ds ST+77" S 1
T

)
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Additionally, the convergence estimate
o
V@) -Vl 5/ IE®)lloods S 17"
t

follows immediately. Thus, the limit exists and is uniformly bounded for every r > 0
and (x,v) € Y. Finally, Vg is C 2 due to the regularity of the electric field and spatial
characteristics and invariant under the flow due to the time-reversibility of (1). O

Next, we control the growth in derivatives of these limits and show that they are
invertible functions of v for sufficiently large t. This property will be useful later to
perform a change of variables and establish limits of spatial averages.

Lemma 3.2. Foreverya =1, ..., N and (x, v) € U we have

o

aV
<7t%In(r) and ‘ 800(1, x,v) — ]I‘ <t ().
v

(7, x,v)

VL,
ax

Thus, there is Ty > O such that for all T > Ty and (x, v) € U, we have

8 o
‘det < Voo (T, x, v))
av

Consequently, for t > Ty and (x, v) € U, the C* mapping v — VS (z, x, v) is injective
and invertible.

1
>~
2

Proof. First, note that the limiting velocities given by Lemma 3.1 satisfy

o

V o0 BX(X
o x,0) =1+ 22 [V E(s, X%(s))
Jdv my Jr Jav

(s) ds.

Due to Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we find for (x, v) e U

V%
av

(1) — 1[' S /OOSIIVxE(S)IloodS St ln(o).

Therefore, by the continuity of the mapping A +— det(A), there is 77 > 0 such that for
all T > Ty and (x, v) € U, we have

a o
det < Voo (T, x, v))
dv

Finally, we obtain the estimate on x-derivatives in the same manner so that

1

> .
-2

o

o0 BXC(
”mnw=ﬂjiwmuwm)
0x my Jr; 0x

(s) ds,

and using Lemma 2.4, this implies

' S

0x

(T, x,v)

o0
sfnwmmmwgf%my
T
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Next, we define the collection of all limiting velocities on S;‘» (t), which will serve as
the support of the limiting spatial average. First notice that due to its invariance under
the flow defined by (1), we have

{Vgo(r,x, V)1 (x,v) € Sg(r)} - {vgo(o,x, V)1 (x,v) € S}(O)}
for all T > 0. Hence, forany « = 1, ..., N define
QY = {vgo(o,x, V)1 (x,v) € S;(O)}.

As Vg (0, x, v) is continuous due to Lemma 3.1, its range Q2% on the compact set S‘}’ﬁ 0)is
also compact. With the behavior of velocity characteristics well-understood as t — 00,
we wish to understand the distribution of particle velocities in this same limit, and this
will be given by the limiting behavior of spatial averages. In particular, we remind
the reader that applying Lemma 2.2 and the field derivative estimate of Lemma 2.3 to
Lemmas 2.6 and 2.8 implies

w(t) < In’(r) (10)

and

G(1) S n*(@), (1D
which will be significant to establishing the uniform convergence of the spatial average.

Lemma 3.3. For everya = 1, ..., N there exists F% € C2(R?) with supp(F%) = Q¢
such that

Fe(t,v) = /f“(t,x, v) dx
satisfies F%(t, v) — F&(v) uniformly ast — oo with
IF(1) = Flloo S /loo (sllo()loo + 1E($) loc it ()G (5)) dss,
and thus

IF(t) — F& lloo St~ ().

~

In particular, the limit preserves particle number, velocity, and energy, i.e.

/Fgo(v) dv = M?, /UFgO(U) dv=J% and

N
Z/ Ema|v|2Fg‘o(v) dv = Evp.
a=1

Proof. Upon integrating the Vlasov equation of (VP,) in x and integrating by parts, we
find

8tfg°‘(t,x,v) dx| = q—a/E(t,x+vt)-(th — V)% (1, x, v) dx
My
5]05 o qu o
= —t/,o(t,x+vt)g (t,x,v)dx+— | E(t,x+vt)-Vyg“(t, x,v) dx
My My
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Stlollea F (1, v) + 1E(®)llooit () Vo g® ()l o-
Thus, we use Lemma 2.2, (10), and (11) to find
|8 F(t,v)| StT2F*(t,v) + 172 In’(1).

As F®(0) € L°°(R3) and the latter term above is integrable in time, we find
t t
F%(t,v) < FY(0, v) +/ |0, F(s,v)| ds < C +c/ (1+5)"2F%(s, v) ds,
0 0

and after taking the supremum and invoking Gronwall’s inequality, this yields

13
[F®)lloc < Cexp (C/ (1+s)72 dS) =C 12)
0

forall + > 0. Returning to the estimate of d; F'*, we use the uniform bound on || F* (¢)|| oo
to find

|8, F (2, v)| S tlp@)lloo + 1 E@) oot ()G(1),
and thus
|, F* (t,v)| S 721’ (1),

which implies that ||9; F*(¢)]| o is integrable. This bound then establishes the estimate
fors >t

[F(@) — F*(s)lloc = ‘

t
/ 0, F%(t) dt

N

S
5/ 19, F*(0)loo dv < 171 In°(0),
00 t

and taking s — oo establishes the limit. More precisely, as F'“(¢, v) is continuous and
the limit is uniform, there is Fg € C (R3) such that

IFE(t) — F&lloo St I3 (1).

~

Next, we verify the properties of the limiting spatial average. Due to the uniform con-
vergence, we further conclude weak convergence of F“(f, v) as a measure, namely

lim /w(v)F“(t, v)dv =/W(U)Fglo(v)dv (13)
11— 00
for every ¢ € Cp (R3). In this direction, let ¥ € Cp (R3) be given and fix any 7' > T

from Lemma 3.2 and @ = 1, ..., N. Then, we apply the measure-preserving change of
variables (x, v) = (X*(T,t, x,v), V*(T, t, x, v)), so that

,l_ifgo/I/f(U)Fa(t’ v) dv :tll)rgO// Y () f4t, x,v) dvdx

= tl—l>rgo // ) [T, X(T,t,x,v), V(T, t,x,v)) dvdx
S50

lim [/ YOV, T, %, 9) T, &, 7) dids

—>00

SHT)
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= / YV (T, %,0)) f*(T, X, 0) dvdx
SHT)

by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem. Now, by Lemma 3.2 for any (¥, 0) €
S?(T), the mapping v — V& (T, X, v) is C? with

'det (ano (T, x, ﬁ))
ov

and thus bijective from S5 (T, X) to €2,. Hence, letting u = V5 (T, X, v), we perform a
change of variables and drop the tilde notation to find

1
>_9
-2

Tga(u)

(det (%(T, X, V(u)))‘ dudx

Jim / Y@F(t v)dv = / Y f(T,x. V()

where for fixed x, the C? function V : Q¢ — S%(T, x) is given by

V) = (V) (T, x, ).
Therefore, by uniqueness of the weak limit we find from (13)

-1
dx.

Feo(u) Z/f“(T,x, V(u))lag(u) ™

det (8Vgo (T, x, V(u))>

for any u € R, and thus F% e CC2 (R3). Notice further that due to the compact support
and regularity of F*(¢) and Fg, it is sufficient to take € C(U), where U € R3 is
compact, for this equality to hold.

Next, we show that the conservation laws are maintained in the limit. In particular, par-
ticle number and velocity conservation for each species is obtained by merely choosing
¥ (v) = 1 and ¥ (v) = v, respectively, within (13) and using the time-independence of
these quantities. Similarly, to establish the energy identity we first note that the potential
energy is known a priori to decay [17,24], namely

IE®, <2

With this, we use energy conservation and (13) with ¢ (v) = %|v|2 foreacha =1, .., N
to find

N
T 1 2 ra 1 2
Evp = lim <2;f/ SMalv 2, x, v) dvdx+§/|E(t,x)| dx)
o=
N 1
. - 2 ra
_E&Z/f SMalv2 (1, x, v) dvdx
a=1
N
. 1 2 ra
= Z Iim [ —mgy|v|“F*(¢t, v)dv
a:1[%oo 2

Voo
= Z/Ema|v|2Fg‘o(v) dv.
a=1
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Corollary 3.4. Define the net velocity density

N
Pt.v) =Y quF®(t.v)
a=1

N
and Q, = |J Q€. Then, the limiting density

a=1

N
Poo() = Y qu FE,(v)
a=1

satisfies Pxo € CZ(R3) with supp(Pso) = 2y and P(t,v) — Poo(v) uniformly as
t — oo with

IP(#) = Poclloo < / [sllo()lloe + I1E(S) oo ()G (s)]ds,
13

and thus

IP(t) = Poolloo S 17 In’(2).

~

In particular, we have fPoo(v) dv =M.

4. Convergence of the Field and Macroscopic Densities

Now that the spatial averages are known to converge, we next establish the precise
asymptotic profile of the field, its derivatives, and the charge and current densities.
Given the limiting density P (v) established by Corollary 3.4, we define its induced
electric field by

1
Eww>=vqu*mer=Eifé%wa—swk

for every v € R3. Such an induced field was first identified in [18] to identify the
correction exhibited by the behavior of translated spatial trajectories ast — oo. To ensure
the necessary regularity of the limiting field we note that due to Lemma 2.1 || ij Esolloo

is finite for j = 1,2,3andk =0, 1,2, as a)’gjpoo € C.(R3 € LY (R3) N L>®(R3). With
this, we establish a refined estimate of the electric field.

Lemma 4.1. We have

sup
xeR3

PE@ ) = Eno (5 )] S 1P0) = Pocllow + 17 00G10).

Alternatively, assume that there is B : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that |x| < B(t). Then, we
have

sup
veR3

PE( 3+ 01) = Eao)| S I1PW0) = Posllow +17 0G0 (1) + B0)) .
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Proof. We begin by proving the latter result, and note that the former will follow with
minor alterations. In order to properly decompose the difference of these quantities, we
first compute the translated field. In particular, we have

E(tx+vt)—z // XEVETY sy — ut,u) dud
' - |x + vt — |3g Y >

which, upon performing the change of variables
X+vt—y

&= t

with respect to y and
w=x+@W—u-—E&t

with respect to u, gives

N
1 & X —
E(t,x+vt)=m(;qa//@g (l‘,w,v—§+

Therefore, due to the convolution structure of E~, we have

w) dwde.

1PE(t, x +vt) — Eso(v)
_L i - < a(t +x_
‘4n/|s|3§"°‘ J o (s

Next, we split the £-integrand so that

N
D;Qa</g“<t,w,v—$+x:w> dw—F&(v—E))

= Ai(t,v—8&+ A (t,x,v—&)

w
>dw —F%(v— S)) d&.

(14)

where
N
At v) =" ga (/ 8% (1, w, v)dw — F&(v)) =P(t.v) = Pas(v) (15
a=1

and

N
Ar(t, x,v) = O;qa/ <g°‘ (t, w, v+ al _t w) — g%, w, v)) dw. (16)

Using this decomposition in (14), we have
sup [2E(t,x + 1) — Eao)] = [Vua A0+ Va4 e o0
veR? L Ly

To estimate the convolution terms on the right side of the inequality, we will use
Lemma 2.1.
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Now, to estimate the 4; term we find
||v41(l)||1,5 = / [P(t,6) — Poo(§)] d& S IIP(t) — Poolloo

as the integral in & is over a compact subset of R3 even as t — oo due to Lemma 2.2.
Of course, we also have

ATl = IIP#) = Poolloo-
Using these estimates with Lemma 2.1 yields
1Vo(A) ™A@ llLge S IP(0) = Pooll. amn

To control the A; term, we use the spatial support of g% and velocity derivatives,

which yields
an/[ (t,w,v+x_tw>—g“(t,w,v)] dw
=1
<spi//1d(a(t =Y anla
~ Su 2 \8 , W, U w
veR3 —1 0 do
! sup Z/ /Ix—wl’vvg“ (t,w,v+0x_w)'dwd0
veR3 t

< “vavg (t)noo/ (lx ]+ w]) duw
= (g0}

A2(2, X)llLge = sup

veR3

ST g (p0)'? +p0).

In order to estimate ||.A»(z, x)|| Ll> we proceed similarly but use Lemma 2.5 so that
1S2(1)] = 182(0)] and

N
A28, )l 1 S Z/f ‘g“ (t, w, v+ dwdv
a=1

Nt X —w
§I_IZ/ //Ix—w|‘vug“<t,w,v+9 )
0
a=1

N
1Z(u(t)1/3+,3(t) //|va (t, w, u)| dudw

a=1 S"‘(t)

w
) _ga(tv w, U)

dvdwdb

S17'60) (p0)'P + ).

Combining this with the bound on [A2 (¢, x)|| L within Lemma 2.1 gives

19080 Aot 0l S 17 @G0 (1) + o)) (18)
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Finally, collecting (17) and (18) we conclude

sup [(2E(t, 3+ 00) = Eac(0)| S IPW) = Pocllow +17 00*36(0) () + ).

veR3

Next, we prove the first conclusion. In particular, the field is decomposed using the
same change of variables so that

tzE(t,x)_Eoo(;>:$/|§%iQa <[go‘ (t,w,#—é)dw
a=1
()
o [ [ () v e (5 - )] e

where A (¢, v) is given by (15) and

As(t,v) =iqa/ (g“ (t,w,v— %) —g%(t, w, v)) dw. (19)

We use the same strategy as before, invoking Lemma 2.1 to estimate the terms on the
right side of

sup [PEG, 0 — e ()| = [vanao HW 1 \ETOREHOI

The estimates of ||A; ()| Ll and ||A;(#) L are unchanged, while the estimates of

| A (1) Iz 1 and || A () [| oo are analogous to those of A5 Indeed, using the same approach
we find

N
~ w
a0l = sup | Y au [ (¢ (rwv =) = g0, 0) du
veR3 a=1 !
N
S r”vavg“(t)noo/ |wldw
a=1 {g¥#0}

<t w36

and

w
g” (t, w,v — 7) — g%, w,v)| dwdv

N
1Azt )y S Zf/
a=1

St u®'Pgw).
Ultimately, the result is

sup [PE(t,x) = Exo (7)| S IP0) = Posllow +17 10 0).

xeR3
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Remark 4.1. The dependence on G(t) can be removed from the field estimate by trans-
ferring a derivative from g onto the fundamental solution, similar to the forthcoming
proof of Lemma 4.2, but one incurs an extra logarithmic factor and greater powers of
(). In particular, the estimate becomes

X
sup [12E(t,2) = Exe (% )| S 1P0) = Poclloo + 17 ) u0)*.
xeR3 t

Next, we can estimate derivatives of the field and the charge density using the same
tools.

Lemma 4.2. We have

sup [PPVLE(t,x) = VoEoo (5)| S 00 (I1P0) = Poslloo + 17! 106 0))

xeR3

Alternatively, assume that there is B : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that |x| < B(t). Then, we
have

sup
veR3

S (IP) = Poolloo + 17 0G0 (107 + 1)) )

BYE® x +vt) — vaoo(v)’

Proof. As for the previous result, we first prove the latter conclusion, as it is more
complicated. We begin by taking the vg-derivative of the jth component of (14) so that

t38xkEj(t X+ vt) — 0y, ELo(v)

|s|3 Z"“ <f g (t’ AR

= in / # (avk-Al (t,v—&)+ 0y, Ao(t,x, v — g)) de

w) dw — 3, F% (v — s)> de

where A (¢, v) and Aj;(z, x, v) are defined by (15) and (16), respectively. From these
definitions we first note that

N
190 A1 () + 3y A2 (2, X) I 3o S 119y Poolloo + 110y, P () lloo + (1) Z 100, 8% () lloo

a=1
S n0G@), (20)
while using the estimates established by the proof of Lemma 4.1, we have
AL Ol + 142 D) S IO = Poclloe +17 0G0 (107 +80) @1)
and

AL Ol + 1420, )l S 1P = Poolloo 1790 (0 + p0) . 22)

Then, decomposing the difference of derivatives and using d,,.4; = —0g A; with an
integration by parts away from the singularity, we find

305, EJ (1, x + vt) — 3y, ELo(v)
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<

/m ) L% (3 ALt v — &) + 3y As(t, x, v — £)) dé'
+ /|s|—d % (Ai(t,v—&) + Ay(t, x, v — §)) ng‘

+ / g, (5—13) (Ai(t,v =8+ Ar(t, x,v —&)) d%"
d<|g|<R 135

+ / g, (é—J3> (Ai(t,v—8)+ Ar(t, x,v — &)) d%“
[£]> R &1

= 1+1I+111+1V.

The estimate of 7 merely uses (20) so that
1S pG0)d.
We use (21) to estimate 7/, which yields

1T S A + Aa(t, 0) [l Lee </|E| } |€|2d55> SIP@) — Poollso
+7 OG0 (10 + p0)).
Similarly, (21) is used to estimate /1 as

III,S/ |$|_3|A1(t’v_§)+A2(f,X,v—E)| dE
d<|&|<R
R
S AL + Aax(t, x)|| e In (3)

R —1 1/3
Sin (Z) (IP@) = Paclos + 17 00G@0) (107 + 1))
Finally, we use (22) to estimate /V so that

Ivgfm A =6 ¢ Ar(r v = )] d
S RPNAIO) + A, )l
< R (IPW = Paclloo +17160) (1P + 1)) ).

Collecting these estimates and choosing d = ¢~! with R~ = In(¢) implies In (g) <
In(¢) and yields

[P0y B (x4 vn) — 8, EL ()|
S0 (IP) = Poolloo + 17 0G0 (107 + 1)) )

Finally, the first conclusion follows by making straightforward changes analogous to
the previous lemma. More specifically, the derivatives are decomposed into

. . X
B9, E9 (1, x) — 8y, EL (7)
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|§|3Zq“([ ”kga<t’“”¥‘5> 3UAF30()?C‘§)) a%

_ |Z3 [aval ( - g) + 8y, Ao (r, ; - g)] dt

where A; (¢, v) and Az(t, v) are defined by (15) and (19), respectively. We then use the
estimates of A; and A presented in Lemma 4.1. Otherwise, the proof is identical to the
latter conclusion. O

Lemma 4.3. We have

sup |11, ) = Pog (i‘c)( SNP@) = Poslloo + 1 )*3G ).
xeR3

Proof. As for the field, we must rewrite this difference in terms of the translated distri-
bution functions. To this end, we have

N
p(t,x) = an/ga(t, x —ut,u) du,
a=1

and, upon performing the change of variables
y=x—ut

with respect to u, we find
1 & -
p(t,x)=t—32qa/g<t »— )dy
a=1
Hence, the difference of the densities can be split into two terms as
X xX—y X
a=1
X X
P () =7 ()]
t t

=1+1I

IA

Using methods similar to the previous two lemmas, the first term satisfies
N
SO IOl [ ldy S0 G0,
a1 {80}
while the second term is straightforward, namely
IT < [P(t) = Peolloo-
Combining these estimates then yields the stated result. O

Finally, we estimate the current density in a similar fashion.
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Lemma 4.4. We have

X X -
sup |14, 6) = > P (5 )] S 1P = Pocllow +17 0*G0).
xeR3 4 4

Proof. First, we note that due to Lemma 2.2 and the compact support of P, for ¢
sufficiently large there is C > 0 such that j(f,x) = P (%) = 0 when |x| > Ct.
Hence, it suffices to take |x| < ¢ throughout. Next, we perform the same change of
variables as in Lemma 4.3 to arrive at

N
. 1 X=y\ 4 xX—y
J(t,x)=t—32;qa/< . )g (”’T dy.
o=

Hence, the difference can be split into three terms as

N

i3 () =[S [ 2o (10 552)
N
+ O;%/;[ga (t,y, x:)’) g (z,y, ;)} dy

7)== (7))

=I+I11+11l.

The first term is estimated using the L° bound on g% so that

N
S Y g ke [ Ivldy S 17w
o (970}

The second term has similar structure, but involves derivatives of g%, and we find

N
1S Y IV Ol [ yldy S0P
{gv#0}

a=1
Finally, the third term is straightforward and yields
T S |x [P0 = Peolloo S IPG) = Poollco-

Combining these estimates then yields the stated result. O

5. Spatial Limits and Modified Scattering

With the field and derivative estimates solidified, we prove that the distribution function
scatters to a limiting value as t — oo along a specific trajectory in phase space that may
differ from its linear profile, and this is known as “modified scattering”. Many of the
ideas in this direction arise from [18]. We also mention [7], which arrived at a modified
scattering result but without an explicit representation for the associated trajectories.
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First, we remind the reader that using the field estimate of Lemma 2.2 in Lemma 2.6
produces

1Y*®)] < In(?) (23)

forany « = 1, ..., N, where the implicit constant in this inequality may depend upon
fixed ¢ > 0 and (x, v) € U. Thus, the characteristics of g“ may grow unbounded in
time and require an additional logarithmic correction to construct spatial trajectories that
converge as t — 00. To this point, we define for 7, > 1

2T x ) = VO Tk, ) + 2 () Eao (VO 1, T, X, 1))
m

o

=X%0, 1, x,0) — V¢, T, x,0) + i3 In(t) Ecc(V¥(t, T, x, V).

o

Then, we have the following result as t — oo.

Lemma 5.1. Foranya =1, ..., N, t > l and (x, v) € U, the limiting modified spatial
characteristics ZZ, defined by

Z5 (T, x,v) = tlim Z%(t, 1, x,v)
— 00

exist, and are C 2, bounded, and invariant under the flow. Additionally, we have the
convergence estimates

|Z2%(t, T, x,v) — 2% (z, x,v)| <7 ().

and

lzgo(z, x,v) — (x E. 1 ln(r)Eoo(v)>’ <t ' o).
m

o

Furthermore, there is Ty > Ty such that for all t > T, and (x, v) € U, we have

‘det (%(t, X, v))
d(x,v)

Z

N =

Consequently, for t > T> and (x, v) € U, the C* mapping (x, v) > (25, VL) (T, x,v)
is injective and invertible.

Proof. We begin by using (10), (11), (23), and Corollary 3.4 within Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2
(where B(t) = C In(z)) to deduce

’ﬂE (1. V7 (1) + V(1)) — Eoo(va(z))‘ < ') (24)

and
‘ﬁvxE (1, V% (0) + 1V (1)) — V,,EOO(V"(t))‘ < '), (25)

respectively.
Now, to prove the convergence result, we merely need to demonstrate the integrability
of | Z%(¢)|. Indeed, we use Lemma 2.2 and (24) to arrive at

|Ze(r)| = ‘—ZT“tE (1. D% () + V() + 2 B (v ()

o
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+In(\)VE.c V¥ E(t, Y* () +tV* (t))‘

STHPE (150 + 107(0) = Esw VP (0)]| + IOV Exe oo | EO) oo

<2100 (1).

~

Therefore, using the initial conditions, Z* (¢, 7, x, v) converges to a function
o

o0
29 (1,x,0) 1= x — 0T + 2% In(7) Eno (v) +/ Z9(s. 7. x, v) ds
m T

as t — 00, and the stated error estimates follow immediately.
Estimates on derivatives of Z% are analogous to that of Lemma 3.2. Using the
estimate of field derivatives from Lemma 2.3 within Lemma 2.7 produces

< 1n%(@). (26)

(t, 7, x,0) (t, 7, x,0)

% 8%
0x ov

<In’(t) and ’

Therefore, taking an x derivative in the above expression for Za (1), we use
Lemmas 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4, as well as (25) and (26) to find

dZ ®
0x
< [ 249 B, Y7 (1) + V% (1) (ay "o+ (r))
My 0x 0x
b g, B () D 1)
My 0x
2 o o o V-
+n(r) ’vaoo(v (;))’ B Y@+ v )] |5 =0
Y gVe
+1n(1) [Vy Ecc V(1)) yvxE(z,y“(t)Hva(r))\' a); (1) +1t - (1)
<ct! ‘z3VxE (£, V¥ (1) + 1V (1)) — VUEOO(V"(t))’ ‘a;i“ O]+ Cr2 10’ ()

<21’ (1).
Integrating then yields

o

/'OO 0Z
=
T

o0

ax

)| ds <t '’ ().

Ny _]I
(t,x,v) ox

‘ o

We repeat this argument for v derivatives using the second estimate of (26) to similarly
arrive at

02
v

<21’ (1),

)
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and thus

o

'az“’ (. x.v) + 71 — 2% In(0)VE (v)

< '’ (7).
v My

This bound then implies }aaz—vw(r, X, v)’ <rt.
Finally, using these estimates and those of Lemma 3.2, we can prove the lower bound
on the determinant. In particular, due to the block structure of the matrix we have

o« Vo 8Z&(t X, V) aZg"(t X, V)
0o Vo) (= | T T T L [AM) B
a(x, v) Y Ve Ve " C(v) D(7)
2 (T, %, 0) 52(7, X, 0)

J(1) :=

for t > 1 and (x,v) € U. Due to Lemma 3.2, taking 7 > 77 ensures that D(7) is
invertible, and as D(t) — [ as T — oo, we have det(D) — 1 as T — oo due to the
continuity of the determinant operator. Therefore, using the Schur complement we find

det(J) = det(D) det (A - BD_IC)

for T > T. Using the estimates on A(t) and B(t) given above and those of Lemma 3.2,
we have

IA@D) —I <t 'n’(z) and ‘BD—lc‘ <1BIIDIYC) < v M ino).

Thus, A — BD~'C — Tast — oo, which implies det(J) — 1 as T — oo. Hence,
there is 7> > T such that

‘det <m(r7 X, v))
a(x,v)

=

| =

for all T > T, and the regularity and invertibility of the map (x,v) — (2%, V%)
follows. O

Analogous to the velocity limits, we next define the collection of all limiting positions
on S? (#). Due to the invariance under the flow defined by (1), we have

[z x v esto) = {2050 60 e s3]
for all t > 0. Hence, forany o = 1, ..., N define
QY = {Zg‘o(l,x, V) (x,v) € Sf}(l)}.
Additionally, as ZZ,(1, x, v) is continuous due to Lemma 5.1, its range Q2 on the

compact set S?(l) is compact. Now that we have shown the convergence of modified

spatial characteristics, we can prove the convergence of the particle distribution functions
along these trajectories.
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Lemma 5.2. Foreverya =1, ..., N define Q¥ = Q% x Q7. There exists f5, € Cf (R%)
with supp(f%) = Q¢ such that

K, x,v) = f¢ <t,x +vr — 2 () Ex (), v>
My
satisfies

h*(t, x,v) > f&(x,v)

uniformly as t — oo. Moreover, we have the convergence estimate

sup St @),

(x,v)eR0

re (t, X+ vt — Z—a In(?) Eoo (v), v> — fE(x,v)

o

and the limiting distribution preserves the particle number, velocity, and energy of the
system, i.e.

//fg‘o(x,v)dvdxzj\/l“, //vfg‘o(x,v)dvdxzja, and

N

1
Z/f Ema|v|2f§g(x, v) dvdx = Evp.
a=1

Proof. We first establish the weak convergence of the distribution function and properties
of the associated limit. Let ¢ € Cj,(R®) be given and fix any 7 > 7> > T} from Lemmas
3.2 and 5.1. Then, we apply the well-known measure-preserving change of variables
x,v) = (X*(T,t,x,v), V*(T,t, x, v)), so that

11m // ¥ (x, v)h*(t, x, v) dvdx

= lim f/ ¥ (x, v) O <t X+l — 51—aln(t)Eoo(v) ) dvdx

o

= lim // (x—vt+—ln(t)Eoo(v) )fo‘(t,x,v) dvdx

—>0o0

S50
lim /f <x—vt+—1n(t)Eoo(v) )
11— o0 C{

S50
[T, X(T, t,x,v), V*(T, t, x,v)) dvdx

= lim /f V(24 T, %, ), V' (t, T, %, 0) f4(T, %, ) dvdx
—00
S4(T)

=f/lﬁ(Zgo(T,i,ﬁ),Vgo(T,i,ﬁ))f“(T,i,ﬁ) dvdzx
SH(T)
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by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem. Now, by Lemma 5.1 for any (x, v) €
S? (T), the mapping

(%,0) > (2L(T. %,0), VL(T, X, D))
is C? with

1
>
2

’

3()6, )

and thus bijective from S?(T) to Q%. Hence, letting (y,u) = (Zg‘o(T,)?,f)),

VST, x, f))), we perform a change of variables and drop the tilde notation to find

tl_i)rgo/w(x,v)h“(t,x,v) dvdx
= [[ v 2. v 0y L (30D 0 dudy
where

—1
DY(y,u) =

(Z22 Voz) " o
det (W) (T, Z%(y,u), V¥(y, u))

and the C? function (Z%, V%) : Q¥ — S? (T) is given by the components

70, u) = (22) (T, y, )

and
Ve = (V%) Ty,
respectively. Therefore, for any (y, u) € RS define
JoeOow) = fUT, Z%(y, u), VE(y, w) L= (y, u)D*(y, u).

Thus, % € CCZ(R(’) and satisfies

hm // ¥ (x, v)h%(t, x, v)dvdx —// Yy, u) fE(, u)dudy. 27

Notice further that due to the compact support and regularity of f*(z) and f, it is
sufficient to take v € C({4), where 4 C R is compact, for this equality to hold. Finally,
the conservation laws are maintained in the limit by merely choosing ¥ (x,v) = 1,
Y(x,v) = v, and ¥(x,v) = 2mm|v|2 within (13). The arguments are analogous to
those of Lemma 3.3.

Next, we establish the uniform convergence of this function using the compact support
of the limit. Fix @ = 1, ..., N and for brevity let

W(t,x,v) =x — da. In(?) Ex (V)

o
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foreveryt > land x, v € R3 so that

h(t, x,v) == f¢ (t, X+ vt — :1_04 In(t) Eso (V), v) = g%, W(, x,v), v).

o

Throughout, we will assume ¢ > 1 is suitably large. Due to (23) and the compact spatial
supportof f established above, we note that there is C > O such that g% (t, W(t, x, v), v)
= f%(x,v) = 0 whenever x| > C In(¢). Hence, it suffices to take |x| < In(¢), and thus
IW(t, x,v)| < In(7). Because g¢ satisfies (VPg), we deduce that 2% satisfies

ohe = 9441 (tzE(t, W+ 1) — Eoo(v)) Vg%t W, v)

o

— 9B W o) - Vg (1, W, ).
My

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we wish to show that ||3,h% (¢)]| s is integrable in
order to establish the existence of a limiting function in this norm.
To this end, we decompose ;4% so that

|0, x, 0)| ST+11
where
I=¢""! ‘(IzE(I, W +vr) — Eoo(v)) Vg% (1, W, v)‘
and
II = |E@t,W+vt) Vyg*(t, W, v)|.
The second term is well-behaved. Indeed, using Lemma 2.2 and (11) we find
IT < |[E®]eG(®) St (). (28)
Using Lemma 2.3 we find foreverya = 1,..., N
IVig* Olloo = Ve f* (D lloo S 1.
Thus, the latter term in / is uniformly bounded in time, which implies
I <t "PPE@, W+vt) — Exc(v)].
Because [W(t, x, v)| < In(t), we invoke Lemma 4.1 with 8(¢) = C In(¢) to conclude
[ <1210 (1). (29)
Combining (28) and (29), we have
182 D)lloo < 17210 (1).
As this bound is integrable in time, there is f* € C(R®) such that
1h%(®) = lloo < 17" I’ (@).

Of course, the strong limit implies the weak limit, and we find |* = f$ by equivalence
of weak limits. O
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6. Proofs of Theorems and Sharpness of Estimates

We begin this section by proving the first theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The theorem follows by merely collecting the estimates of the
previous sections. Indeed, beginning with the decay estimate of the field (A), we con-
clude the improved decay estimates of Lemma 2.2. Then, we invoke Lemmas 2.3, 2.6,
and 2.8 to produce (10) and (11). With this, the spatial average of each species converges
with the estimate provided in Sect. 3. Applying (10) and (11) to Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3,
and 4.4 provides the asymptotic behavior of the field, field derivatives, and spatial den-
sities. The estimates concerning the limits of modified spatial characteristics and the
modified scattering result are provided in Sect. 5. Additionally, Lemma 4.2 removes the
logarithmic factor from the original field derivative estimate of Lemma 2.3 so that

IVeE@®lloo <t Esolloo + 1417 (1) <173,

Using this in Lemma 2.8 then reduces the growth of velocity derivatives of g% by one
logarithmic power to

G(t) <In(r)

instead of (11). This estimate is then applied within Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.4, as
well as, Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 5.1, and 5.2, which provides the stated logarithmic
powers and completes the proof. 0O

Next, notice that if M # 0, then the estimates presented in Theorem 1.1 completely
characterize the asymptotic behavior of the field and associated densities. Indeed, (2)
yields

/Poo(v) dv=M #0,

which implies Py, # 0 and E # 0. Hence, the decay estimates are sharp, up to a
a change in the logarithmic power. This can be further demonstrated by the following
result.

Lemma 6.1. If M # 0, then
3 < pMllee and 172 SNE@) oo

Proof. The results follow merely from the conservation of charge and the bound on
spatial characteristics provided by Lemma 2.2. Indeed, we have

™ s/l o)l dx = C o).
x| <Ct

Due to the Divergence Theorem, the electric flux satisfies a similar estimate so that

|M|=‘f V- E(t,x) dx
[x|<Ct

5] E(t, )] dSs < CRIE® oo
|x|=Ct

Rearranging the inequalities and using M # 0 then yields the stated estimates. O
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However, when the plasma is neutral, i.e. M = 0, it is possible that the limiting
density and field are identically zero, which implies stronger decay properties for these
quantities, as displayed in Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Beginning with the decay estimate of the field (A), we can repeat
the argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 to arrive at the estimates stated therein.
However, because P, = 0, and thus E, = 0, the lemmas of Sect. 4 yield

IE@® oo St In (1)
from Lemma 4.1,

IVyE(®)]loo <t 4In0(2)

~

from Lemma 4.2, and

o) lloo St~ 410 (1)

from Lemma 4.3. With these faster decay rates, Lemmas 2.6 and 2.8 provide uniform-
in-time bounds for the spatial support and velocity derivatives of g% so that

n@) <1 and  G(r) < 1. (30)
Lemma 3.3 then yields

<t 21n’(t)

~

[F(t) — Flloo
so that

1Pl S 172 n3(1).

~

This estimate, used in conjunction with (30), then provides the stated decay rates of
NE(®)|loos IVxE(t)]loos 10()]loo, and || j (t) |lco by invoking Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, and
4.4. In turn, using the resulting rates in Lemma 3.3 yields the stated estimates on
|F¥() — F&lloo and ||P(t)]loc. The improved rate of the field further produces the
faster convergence rate of the velocity characteristics from Lemma 3.1.

Finally, the convergence of the translated spatial characteristics follows by applying

the arguments of Sect. 5 to Y“(¢) forevery @ = 1, ..., N and using the improved decay
of the field and its derivatives. Indeed, from Lemma 2.6, we find
NG

so that Y“(¢) tends to a limit defined by
q o
Vi (t,x,v) =X — VT + —— SE(s, X“(s, 7, x,v)) ds
my Jr
with the convergence estimate
|Vt ox,v) = Vi (T x,v) St

forall T > 0, (x, v) € U. We can then define

Q= V50,5, 0) 1 (v, v) € SYO) .
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Using the methods of Lemma 2.7, estimates on derivatives follow immediately, namely

Vs 2 -1
@)~ < | SPIViE®)lloods S 7' ne)
ax -
and
th o0
‘ ; ®(,x,v) +7l| < [ S2 IV E(S)lloo ds < 77" In(z)
v T
so that ‘%(r,x, v)‘ < 7. With these estimates, the determinant of the mapping

(x,v) — (ygo(r, x,v), V§ (T, x, v)) is bounded away from zero for t sufficiently
large using the Schur complement as in Lemma 5.1. Finally, the arguments proving
the convergence of the translated distribution function g follow analogously to that of
Lemma 5.2. In particular, from the Vlasov equation in (VP,) we find

10,8%(t, x, V)| S [tE(t, x +vt) - Vig® — E(t, x + vt) - Vyg°|
SHE®o + 1EM) G (1)

and thus
18:8% ()l < 172

forevery @ = 1, ..., N, which completes the proof. O
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