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SYSTEM WITHOUT ANGULAR CUTOFF

YUAN XU, FUJUN ZHOU, WEIHUA GONG AND WEIJUN WU

ABSTRACT. Diffusive limit of the non-cutoff Vlasov—Maxwell-Boltzmann system in pertur-
bation framework still remains open. By employing a new weight function and making
full use of the anisotropic dissipation property of the non-cutoff linearized Boltzmann op-
erator, we solve this problem with some novel treatments for non-cutoff potentials v >
max{—3, —% — 2s}, including both strong angular singularity % < s < 1 and weak angular
singularity 0 < s < % Uniform estimate with respect to the Knudsen number ¢ € (0, 1] is
established globally in time, which eventually leads to the global existence of solutions to
the non-cutoff Vlasov—Maxwell-Boltzmann system as well as hydrodynamic limit to the two-
fluid incompressible Navier—Stokes—Fourier-Maxwell system with Ohm’s law. The indicators
~v > max{—3, —% —2s} and 0 < s < 1 in this paper cover all ranges that can be achieved
by the previously established global solutions to the non-cutoff Vlasov—Maxwell-Boltzmann
system in perturbation framework.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Description of the Problem.

As one of the most fundamental model for dynamics of dilute charged particles, the Vlasov—
Maxwell-Boltzmann (VMB, for short) system describes particles interacting with themselves
through collisions and with their self-consistent electromagnetic field. Despite its importance,
hydrodynamic limit to the fluid equations has not been completely solved so far. In this paper,
we study diffusive limit of the two-species VMB system without angular cutoff

€O FS 4 v-VoFS + (eE° v x BY) - V,F% = %Q(Fi,Fi) + éQ(Fi,FE),

OFS v Vo FE — (eE° +v x BY) - Vo FE = %Q(FE,FE) + éQ(Fﬁ,FEr),

OE® =V, x B = —%2 /RB v(F§ — F2)dv, (1.1)
0B +V, x B =0,

V.. E°— é/RS(Fj—FE)dv, V.. B =0

Here, F5(t,xz,v) > 0 are the density distribution functions for the ions (4) and electrons (—),
respectively, at time ¢ > 0, position = (21,72, 23) € R? and velocity v = (v, v9,v3) € R3.
The electric field E°(t,x) and the magnetic field B¢(t,x), which are generated by the motion
of the particles in the plasma itself, are governed by the Maxwell equations in (1.1). The
positive parameter £ € (0,1] is the Knudsen number, which equals to the ratio of the mean
free path to the macroscopic length scale. The initial data of the VMB system (1.1) are
imposed as

Fi(0,7,v) = F% o(x,v), E°(0,7) = Ej(z), B°(0,z)= Bj(z) (1.2)
with the compatibility conditions

1
vx.Egzg/Rg( <0~ Fo)dv, V.- B=0.

The Boltzmann collision operator Q(F,G) is a bilinear operator, defined as
Q(F,G)(v) := // B(v —v,,0)[F(v)G(V.) — F(v)G(v,)]dv,do.
R3 xS2

Here, v, v, and v/, v, are the velocities of a pair of particles before and after collision,
respectively. They are connected through the formulas

;o Ut Ul v — ;o vtue v =y 9
= 5 , U, = 5 5 o, o€S”“.

The Boltzmann collision kernel B(v — vy, o) depends only on the relative velocity |v — v,
and on the deviation angle 6 given by cos@ = (o, (v — vi)/|v — vi]), where (-,-) is the usual
dot product in R3. As in [23], without loss of generality, we suppose that B(v — vy, 0) is
supported on cos# > 0. Throughout this paper, the collision kernel B(v — vy, o) is supposed

to satisfy the following assumptions:
e B(v — vy, 0) takes the product form in its argument, that is,

B(v—vy,0) = ®(|Jv — vi|)b(cos 0)

with non-negative functions ® and b.
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e The angular function o — b({(c, (v — v4)/|v — v4|)) is not integrable on S?, i.e.
/2
/ b(cos0)do = 271/ sin 0b(cos §)df = oo,
S2 0

and there are two positive constants ¢, > 0 and 0 < s < 1 such that

Cp . 1
m S S1n Hb(COS 9) S W

e The kinetic function z — ®(|z|) satisfies
O(|z]) = Calz[”

for some positive constant Cy > 0, where the exponent v > —3 is determined by the
intermolecular interactive mechanism.

It is convenient to call “soft potentials” when —3 < v < —2s and “hard potentials” when
v > —2s. The current work is restricted to the case of

’y>max{—3,—g —23} and 0<s<1.

Moreover, 0 < s < % is usually called weak angular singularity, and % < s < 1 is called
strong angular singularity [15]. Recall that when the intermolecular interactive potential
takes the inverse power law in the form of U(|z|) = |=|~~1) with 2 < ¢ < oo, the collision
kernel B(v — v,,0) in three space dimensions satisfies the above assumptions with v = ﬁ:—?
and s = ﬁ. Note that v — —3 and s — 1 as ¢ — 2 in the limiting case, for which the
grazing collisions between particles are dominated and the Boltzmann collision term has to
be replaced by the classical Landau collision term for the Coulomb potential, cf. [47].

Much significant progress has been made on the global existence and decay estimates of
solutions to the VMB system. Firstly, for the cutoff VMB system, that is, the collision kernel
B(v — vy, 0) inside the Boltzmann collision operator Q(F, G) is assumed to be integrable and
taken the form

B(v —vy,0) = |v —v4]"b(cos @) with 0 <b(cos) < C|cosb|,

there have been many results. In the framework of renormalized solutions, DiPerna—Lions
developed global solutions to the Boltzmann equation [13], Vlasov—Poisson—Boltzmann sys-
tem [41, 42] and Vlasov-Maxwell system [12] for general large initial data, but without global
solutions for the VMB system. Recently, Arsénio—Saint-Raymond [4] obtained global renor-
malized solutions for general large initial data, including both cutoff and non-cutoff potentials.
In the framework of perturbation around the global Maxwellian, a significant breakthrough
was achieved by [24], wherein Guo constructed classical solutions to the cutoff VMB system
in T3 for the hard sphere case v = 1 by employing the robust energy method. Subsequently,
Strain-Duan [45, 17] established global existence and optimal time decay rate of classical
solutions in R? for the hard sphere potential v = 1. Ultimately, global existence for the
full range of soft potentials —3 < v < 0 was solved by [14]. In addition, Li-Yang-Zhong
[39] utilized spectral analysis method to study global solutions and optimal time decay rate
for the hard sphere case v = 1. Secondly, for the non-cutoff VMB system, some research
results have also emerged. Following the breakthrough of the non-cutoff Boltzmann equa-
tion by Gressman—Strain [23] and Alexandre-Morimoto—Ukai-Xu—Yang [1, 2] independently,
Duan—Liu-Yang—Zhao [16] constructed global solutions to the non-cutoff VMB system for
the range of soft potentials max{—3, —% — 2s} < v < —2s with strong angular singularity
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% < s < 1. Later on, the analysis of global classical solutions in this perturbation framework
was extended to the soft potential case max{—3, —% —2s} < v < —2s with weak angular
singularity 0 < s < 3 by [20].

Hydrodynamic limit of the VMB system has also been the focus of extensive research ef-
forts. In a recent significant advancement, Arsénio—Saint-Raymond [4] justified various limits
(depending on the scalings) towards incompressible viscous electro-magneto—hydrodynamics
in the framework of renormalized solutions. Among these limits, the most singular one is
the limit to the two-fluid incompressible Navier-Stokes—Fourier-Maxwell (NSFM, for short)
system with Ohm’s law. This vital work opened up a series of subsequent progress on diffusive
limit of the VMB system, particularly in perturbation framework near the global Maxwellian.
Jiang—TLuo [34] justified the incompressible NSFM limit of classical solutions in perturbation
framework for the cutoff hard sphere case v = 1 in R3, and also considered Hilbert expansion
[8] for the cutoff hard potential case 0 < v < 1 [35] in T®. More recently, Jiang-Lei [33]
investigated the incompressible NSFM limit for the cutoff VMB system in the range of soft
potentials —1 < v < 0, and for the non-cutoff VMB system in the range of soft potentials
max{—3,—% — 28} < v < —2s with strong angular singularity % < s < 1. Additionally,
Yang—Zhong [48] demonstrated the above limit for the cutoff hard sphere case v = 1 using
spectral analysis method, which also provided insights into the convergence rate. In addi-
tion to incompressible NSFM limit of the VMB system mentioned above, Jang [32] studied
the incompressible Vlasov—Navier—Stokes—Fourier limit for the cutoff hard sphere case v =1
in T3. Furthermore, recent studies have explored the compressible Euler-Maxwell limit of
one-species VMB system in hyperbolic regime, as presented by [18] for the cutoff hard sphere
potential v = 1 and [37] for the non-cutoff soft potentials max{—3, —3 — 2s} < v < —2s and
0 < s < 1, respectively. For more related works on hydrodynamic limit of relevant kinetic
equations, we refer to [5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 29, 36, 38, 40, 43, 44] and the references
cited therein.

As shown by the research progress mentioned above, for diffusive limit of the non-cutoff
VMB system in perturbation framework, the existing result is only within the range of soft
potentials max{—3, —% — 2s} < v < —2s with strong angular singularity % < s < 1, given
by [33]. The more challenging case of soft potentials max{—3, —% — 25} < v < —2s with
weak angular singularity 0 < s < % still remains open. The purpose of this paper is to fill in
this gap and investigate diffusive limit of the non-cutoff VMB system (1.1) uniformly for the
potential range v > max{—3, —% —2s} and 0 < s < 1. By introducing a new weight function
and some novel treatments, we establish the uniform weighted estimates with respect to the
Knudsen number ¢ € (0, 1] globally in time, which eventually justifies the convergence to the
two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law. Consequently, this paper completely
solves diffusive limit of the non-cutoff VMB system in perturbation framework, in the sense
that the indicators v > max{—3, —% —2s} and 0 < s < 1 cover all ranges that can be achieved
by the previously established global solutions to the non-cutoff VMB system in perturbation
framework.

1.2. Reformulation of the Problem.

We investigate diffusive limit of the two-species VMB system (1.1) in the framework of
perturbation around the global Maxwellian. It is well-known that [u(v),p(v)] forms the
global equilibrium of the two-species VMB system (1.1), where

= p(v) = (2m) 32 V72
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represents the global Maxwellian. By writing
FS(t,w,0) = p+ep' P f1 (¢, ,v)

with the fluctuation f§, the VMB system (1.1) is transformed into the following equivalent
perturbed VMB system

1 1 1 1
o f° + gv-foE—i- qu(aE8 +vx B%)-V,f* — —( E°. ),ul/2q1 + E—szE
=D (57 0) 74 D),
1
OE® -V, x B = ——/ fe- qlv,ul/zdv, (1.3)
€ JRr3
0,B° +V, x E° =0,

V, . B = / o qutPdv, V.- BF =0,
\ R3

where f¢ = [f%, f] represents the vector in R? with the components f5, gy = diag(1, —1)
represents the 2 x 2 diagonal matrix, ¢; = [1, —1], the linearized Boltzmann collision operator
Lf¢ and the nonlinear collision term I'(f¢, f¢) are respectively defined by

Lt =L f5 Lf), TS5 = [0 (5 7). T-(f5, )]
For any given f = [f,, f] and g = [g,, g_], define
Lif = =2 {2Q (12 fu ) +Q (o (f + f5)) }
Pa(f.9) =12 {Q (W2 i) +Q (12 fu i g5 ) }
It is well-known that the operator L is non-negative with null space
N(L) i= span { [1,01"/2, [0, 1]!/2, [oi, vl (1 < i < 3), [Juf2, o]/},

cf. [24]. For given vector valued function f(¢,x,v), there exists the following macro-micro
decomposition

f=Pf+Pf. (1.4)
Here, P denotes the orthogonal projection from L2(R3) x L?(R2) to N/ (L) defined by
Pf = {a(t,2)[1,0] + a_(t,2)[0, 1] + v - b(t, 2)[1, 1] + (|v]* — 3)c b a2 (15)

or equivalently P = [P, P_] with
Pif:={ar(t,) +v-b(t,x) + (|v]* = 3)e(t, x)} pu'/?
where
ai(t ) = (p'2, fi) = (W'? Pof),
bt,2) = o'/, fi 4 f) = o/, P ),

ot ) == i<<\v\2 — 3 fe o) = 1<<\v\2 —3)u'/? Pyf).

Moreover, the symbol I denotes the identity operator defined by I := [I;,I_]| with ILf = fu,
while the micro-projection operator P+ = [P+ P :=1-P =1, - P, I_ - P_].
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1.3. Notations.

Throughout the paper, C denotes a generic positive constant independent of €. We use
X <Y to denote X < CY, where C is a constant independent of X, Y. We also use the
notation X ~ Y to represent X <Y and Y < X. The notation X < 1 means that X is a
positive constant small enough.

The multi-indexs o = [a1, a2, a3] € N3 and 3 = [B, B2, 3] € N? will be used to record
space and velocity derivatives, respectively. We denote the a-th order space partial derivatives
by 0y = 091032032, and the f-th order velocity partial derivatives by ol = 851185228533 In
addition, 9§ = 9208 = g} 8;’228%338511 95200 stands for the mixed space-velocity derivative.
The length of « is denoted by |a| = a1 + ag + a3. If each component of 6 is not greater than
that of 6, we denote by 6 < 6. § < 6 means 6 < 6 and |0| < |0

We use |- |» to denote the LP norm in R, and use |- ||» to denote the LP norm in RS x R
or in R3. In particular, if p = 2, then we use || - || to denote L? norm in R3 x R3 or in R3.
Besides, || ||z denotes |||-|pa||zz. (-,-) denotes the L? inner product in R} and (-, ) denotes
the L? inner product in R3 x R? or in R3. The norm of a vector means the sum of the norms
for all components of this vector. Also, the norm of V¥ f means the sum of the norms for all
functions 0% f with |a| = k.

We use A2 f(x) to denote

Aef(a) =m0 [ e Feitray,

where f(y) = (2m)3/2 Jgs f(x)e”"¥dx represents the Fourier transform of f(z).
As described in [2, 16], we introduce the following norms for the non-cutoff VMB system

2
iy =15t i= [ Blo= o) ue)(£0) - 1) duidudo
R6 xS?
2
+ / B (v —vy,0) f(v,)? <u(vi)1/2 - u(v*)1/2) dv,.dvdo.
R6 xS?
For ¢ € R, (v) := /1 + |[v]2, L? denotes the weighted space with the norm
= [ @ IR,
R3
And the weighted fractional Sobolev norm ]f(v)@{; = ‘(ny(v)ﬁqs is given by
¢ INFTNNE
2 2 [(v) f(v) — (W) f ()] )
by = B+ [ o v’

which turns out to be equivalent with

|f s = /R3(v>2€\(1 —AY)E f(v)] do.

Notice that
2 2 . < 2 < 2 . .
mLi/gﬂ + \f\HW SRS ’f’HW%S’ (1.6)

cf. [2]. Furthermore, in R? x R3, we use the notations

ez = flezllces WFlzzez = [1flzzll s WFlo = [[1f1pll 2 1Fllzze = [[1£10]] 2-
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For an integer N > 0, we define the Sobolev space

ey = > 10sflz Wlay = D 10°Fllezs Wfllzmy == Y 19sf ez,

IBI<N o[ <N BN
Iflye == > 10%Fllzz,, 1 flasrz == > 10*flp:
o[ <N a<N

Finally, we define B C R? to be the ball with center origin and radius C, and use L?(B¢)
to denote the space L? over B¢ and likewise for other spaces.

1.4. Main Results.
To state the main results of this paper, we introduce the following fundamental instant
energy functional and the corresponding dissipation rate functional

Extt)~ Y 0PI+ Y 0B + Y o BEIP (1.7)

la|<N la|<N la|<N

(83 € 1 (83 €

Dyt~ Y. [0°PFIP+5 Y [Pty
1<|a|<N lo| <N

SO DR (220 > S [ 3 (1.8)

la]<N-1 I<|a|]<N-1

2
N

respectively, where the integer N € Z will be determined later.

Due to the weaker dissipation of the linearized Boltzmann operator L for the non-hard
sphere case rather than the hard sphere case, in order to deal with the external force term
brought by the self-consistent electromagnetic field, we need to introduce the following time-
velocity weight function

a{v)

w(ev, B) = wi(ev, B)e 1407, (1.9)

where 0 < ¢ < 1, the constants [ and ¢} will be determined later. Additionally, the velocity
weight function w;(a, ) is defined as follows

<U>l—max{#,é}\akmax{%%“ﬁ" if v+ 2s > 0’
wi(a, B) = (10

<v>l_(721+1+”’)‘a|_(72z+1)‘6|, if max{—3,—3 —2s} <7y < —2s.

In order to overcome the regularization loss of the electromagnetic field, we use the following
notation

1teg (1.11)

_ {wz(a,ﬁ% if af + 8] < N -1,
wl(avﬁ = 1+eg .
(L4071 we B), if [af + [B] = N,

where €9 > 0 is small enough. It is worth noting that this notation w;(«, ) is only for writing
convenience. Actually, we can first make the energy estimate with respect to the weight

1+¢,
function w;(a, B) (la| + |8] = N) and then apply the time factor (1 + )~ 2 . Moreover,
sometimes we write w;(|a|,|8]) to denote w;(c, B) for simplicity. Then the weighted instant
energy functional £y (t) and the corresponding dissipation rate functional Dy ;(t) are defined
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as
ol 2
gNJ(t)NgN(t)“‘ Z le(a,ﬁ)agPlfe +e Z le(a’o)aaf5||2’ (1‘12)
lo|<N-1
Drilt) ~Dx)+ 5 Y |, 305 P 7 DY |, 0007 P ? j
N, £2 ) 8 D - , b
|a|<N—-1
] T [obacmge ] e 3 fossons]
(1—|—t)1+’9 v)2wi &, 8 v)2w(a,
la|<N—-1
—1 ~ apl re 2 ~ o pe2
=9 2 [m@saspir| e X Im@oer Py )
lo|+|B|=N |a|=N
|a|<N—-1
respectively.

Besides, to seek for the desired time decay rate to close the energy estimate, we intro-
duce the following energy functional with the lowest k-order space derivative 5}@0 (t) and the

corresponding dissipation rate functional with the lowest k-order space derivative vao (t)

2 2 2

Exp®) ~ D 0P+ YD BP0 BE, (1.14)

k<|a|<No k<|a|<No k<|a|<No

1 2 2

ZNOREED DI U U RS HaaPifa Y (ot —ad)

k+1<]a|<No k<|al<No o=k

+ Y lovEEP + > 10°B°|?, (1.15)

k<|a|<No-1 k+1<|a|<No—1

respectively, where the integer Ny € Z will be determined later.

Moreover, due to the singularity brought by the Knudsen number ¢, the time decay esti-
mate of the nonlinear problem can not be obtained by the Duhamel principle and semigroup
estimate of the linear problem, so that we have to resort the Sobolev space with negative in-
dex. For this, we define the following instant energy functional ?NJ(t) and the corresponding
dissipation rate functional Dy (t)

i) ~ Eaalt) + A+ B 4 e (L.16)
D D 1 2
Dlt) ~ Dsgt) + [11-P 57| + & [a-ep

+ A5 — a)|F + | AeEE |5, + || e B, w17

respectively, where the positive constant ¢ > 0 will be determined later.

Our first main result gives the uniform estimate with respect to ¢ € (0, 1] of global solutions
to the VMB system (1.3) for the potential case v > max{—3,—3 — 2s} and 0 < s < 1.
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Theorem 1.1. Let v > max{—3,—% —23}, 0<s<1land 0 < e < 1. Introduce the
following constants in sequence
3 -1
Noz3(No€Z), N=No+3, l<o<3, o<79ggT 0<g<1,

)

’s
ZQE#N‘F]., if max{—3,—%—2s} <y < —2s.
If there exists a small constant §; > 0 independent of € such that the initial data
gN,I(O) < 5%7
then the VMB system (1.3) admits a unique global solution (f¢, E¢, B%) satisfying

25 . 1.18
andl:{llzmax{y—; l}N+1, if v+ 2s>0, (1.18)

t

Ewa®)+ ) [ Dra(r)dr < Ewy(0) (1.19)
0

ENy (1) < CENJ(0)(1 4+ 1)~ FH0) k= 0,1, (1.20)

for any t > 0 and some positive constant C > 0 independent of ¢.

The second main result is on hydrodynamic limit from the VMB system (1.3) to the two-
fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law.

Theorem 1.2. Let (f¢, E°, B%) be the global solution to the VMB system (1.3) constructed
in Theorem 1.1 with initial data f§ = f5(z,v), Ef = E§(z,v) and B§ = B§(x,v). Suppose
that there exist scalar functions (pg, no, 0o, wo) = (po(xz), no(x), 0 (x),wo(x)) and vector-valued
functions (ug, Eg, Bo, jo) = (uo(z), Eo(z), Bo(x), jo(z)) such that

5 — fo strongly in HNL?,

E§ — Ey, Bj — By strongly in HY,

1 o1 v|? :
E(fé:,qlwl/2> — Jo, E<f6:7Q1(% — 1) u!?) = wy strongly in HY
as e — 0 and fo = fo(z,v) is of the form
I \q1+q 1 @—q o 3
fo=(po+ 5m0) =5 n"? + (po = 5n0) =5 p!* + uo - vaap? + 00(% —5)aen'?,

where ¢ = [1,—1],q2 = [1,1].
Then there hold
f& = f weakly—x in L®RY; HYL2) and strongly in C(RY; HY=1L2),
Ef — E weakly—x in LR HY) and strongly in C(RT; HY 1),
BF — B weakly—x in L°(RT; HY) and strongly in C(RT; HY 1),

1
~(F qron'?) > j weakly—x in L®(R*: HY) and strongly in C(R*: HY "),

1 2
g<f€,q1(% — 1)u1/2> — w weakly—x in L°(RY; HY) and strongly in C(R*; HN 1)
as € — 0, where f = f(t,z,v) has the form
1 + 1 — o> 3
f=p+ 51@)%;3/2 + (p— 571)%#1/2 +u-vgut’? + 9(% - §)qQ,u1/2.
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Moreover, the above mass density p = p(t,xz), the bulk velocity uw = u(t,x), the temperature
0 = 0(t,x), the electric charge n = n(t,x), the internal electric energy w = w(t, x), the electric
field E = E(t,x), the magnetic field B = B(t,z) and the electric current j = j(t,z) satisfy

(p,u,0,n,w, E,B) € C(RY; HY ) N L¥(RY; HY), j € CRT HY ?)n LR HY )
and the following two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law

(8tu+u'qu—yAxu+pr:%(nE—ijB), Ve -u=0,
00 +u-Vih — kA0 =0, p+0=0,
WE —V,x B=—j, V, E=n, (1.21)
OB+ V, x E=0, V. B =0,
j—nuza(—%vmn—l—E—l—uxB), w =nb,

with initial data

u(0,2) = Pug(a), 6(0,2) = 260(w) ~ 2 polw), F(0,7) = Eo(x), B(O,) = Bo(w).

Here, P is the Leray projection, while the viscosity coefficient v, the heat conductivity coeffi-
cient k and the electrical conductivity coefficient o are defined in [4].

Remark 1.3. The results given in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 indicate that

B H [FS,F2] (t,2,0) = [u(v), u(v)] — Eum(v)f(t,wa”)( = o(e),

0<t<oo HY 'L2
sup {15 (t2) = E(t,2) s + 1B (62) = Blta)l 2 } = o),
0<t<oo @ p

that is, the two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law (1.21) is the first-order
approximation of the original VMB system (1.1).

Remark 1.4. This paper solves the open problem of diffusive limit of the non-cutoff VMB
system in the framework of perturbation around the global Mazwellian for collision potentials
~v > max{—3, —% —2s} and 0 < s < 1, by introducing a new weight function and making full
use of the anisotropic dissipation property of the non-cutoff linearized Boltzmann operator.

This paper extends the previous diffusive limit results of the non-cutoff VMB system for
soft potentials max{—3, —% — 28} < v < —2s with strong angular singularity % < s <1 [33]
to the potential case vy > max{—3, —% —2s}t and 0 < s < 1.

Moreover, the uniform estimate with respect to € € (0,1] and the subsequent global existence
and diffusive limit result constructed in Theorem 1.1 cover all potential ranges that can be
achieved by the previously global existence result of the non-cutoff VMB system in perturbation
framework. Besides, weaker initial conditions are required in this work. In fact, for the case
~ > max{—3, —% — 2s}, only N > 6 is required in Theorem 1.1, rather than the requirement
N > 14 in [16, 30].

Remark 1.5. In fact, due to the singularity % present in nonlinear terms, obtaining the
time decay estimate independent of € proves challenging when using the semigroup estimate
of the linearized VMB system in conjunction with the Duhamel principle. Consequently, we
resort to negative Sobolev space [28] to derive the time decay estimate, which is crucial for
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closing the weighted energy estimate. It is noteworthy that the time decay rate of Sjl“ffo(t)
can only be obtained for k = 0,1. Specifically, to address the singularity % in the term
(%qo(v x VEBe) . v, PLfe, V’;Pfa) for k < Ny, we only treat P f¢ as a dissipative term and
cannot use the interpolation inequality to estimate it. Therefore, to calculate it, we resort
to integration by parts and L?>~L>®°-L? Hélder inequality. Consequently, to close the energy
estimate, first-order derivative dissipation of the microscopic part alz HV:UPl fe Hi), is essential,
as discussed in Section 4. That’s why we avoid using the method mentioned in [14].

1.5. Difficulties and Innovations.

In this subsection, we outline the difficulties and innovations proposed in this paper.

Our analysis is based on the uniform weighted energy estimate with respect to ¢ € (0, 1] for
the VMB system (1.3) globally in time, which eventually leads to the incompressible NSFM
limit. To deal with the potential range v > max{—3, -3 — 2s} and 0 < s < 1, we are faced
with considerable difficulties induced by the weak dissipation of the non-hard sphere linearized
Boltzmann operator and the singularity % In what follows, we point out the critical technical
points in our treatment.

1.5.1. Control of the velocity growth in the transport %fu -V, fe.

As is well known, the weighted energy estimate is necessary for the Boltzmann equation
with soft potentials due to the weak dispassion of the linearized Boltzmann operator. To
handle the velocity growth in the transport term %v -V, f¢ as well as the singular factor %, we
design a time-velocity weight function for the soft potential case max{—3, —% —2s} <y < —2s

q(v)
wy(a, B) = ()= FNlel=miBl a7 (1.22)

where the constants [ and m will be determined later. With the help of this weight function
wy(a, B), we estimate the transport term %8%(@ -V, PLfe) for |a| + 8] < N and |B] > 1 as

1 QT€5 £ (63 £
— (95T P wh (o, B PLS)

S & [utamegrr| | + unta+ e s - e)aptepr

where we have used the notation e; to denote the multi-index with the i-th element unit and
the rest zero, as well as the fact

wi(e, B) = wi(a+ e, 8 —€;)(v)7.
Therefore, by proper linear combination of the weighted energy estimates for each order, the
transport term can be treated with the help of this weight. Note that this design of weight

function wi(c, B) can eliminate the limitation of strong angular singularity, i.e. % <s<1
required in [16].

1.5.2. Control of the velocity growth in the nonlinear terms.
The first term with the velocity growth is referred to the electric field term E* - vf€. To
estimate this term, inspired by [19], we use the time-velocity weight function (1.22) that
will generate an extra dissipation term. This requires a certain time decay rate of E°. For

example, we have
(B 00 17, 0t (0,0)0° ) £ 1 1 [[(0) B, 000 2]
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This can be controlled by the extra dissipation if the electric field term has a certain time decay

rate W. However, this method fails to estimate the magnetic field term %qo(v X B)-V, f¢

because of the extra singularity %
The second term with the velocity growth is the collision term %I‘( fe, f¢) for the hard

potential case v + 2s > 0, which has an additional velocity growth (v)#, cf. Lemma 2.2.
To overcome this difficulty, we design the following time-velocity weight function for the hard
potential case v+ 2s > 0,

q(v) 9
’Ujl(a’ﬁ) = <U>l—m|0¢\—m|5\e(1+tw with m > v + S‘

To briefly illustrate this, we use the following term as an example,

1 (e 1 re
Ly /R wlo, A5 P

altas=a v/2+s

B1+p2<8

oS

b ‘wl(a, B)GE‘PLJCE 5 dz

for |a| + |8] = N — 1. For the case |as| + 82| < 1, we take L?-L>-L? Holder inequality,
together with (1.6) and the fact |- [p < |- \H1/2+ , to estimate the above term. Moreover,
Yy S

the inequality that w;(a, 8) < wy(a, B) for any |a| + |3| < |a| + |B] and |B] < |B] will be
frequently used. For the case 2 < |ao| 4 |f2] < N — 2, we use LS-~L3-L? Holder inequality

to calculate it. In this case, noting that |y + o/| + |f1] < N — 2 for [o/| = 1, we have
2s
(fu>7+2 wy(a, B) < wi(ag + ', B1). Thus, we bound the first term by the energy functional.

While for the case |ag| + |82] = N — 1, we use L°~L?-L? Holder inequality. Through this
design of weight function, we can successfully solve the above-mentioned problem on velocity
growth. For more details, please refer to the proof of Lemma 2.11.

1.5.3. Control of the extra velocity derivative in the nonlinear terms.

In fact, the extra dissipation generated by the time-velocity weight function like (1.9)
cannot directly control the magnetic field term %qo(v X Bf)-V, f¢, due to the fact that higher
order derivatives are associated with weaker velocity weights. To overcome this difficulty,
we make use of the dissipation property of the non-cutoff linearized Boltzmann operator and
employ an interpolation inequality to balance the mismatch between derivatives and weight
functions.

To illustrate our novel processing trick, let us mainly demonstrate the microscopic part
%qo(v x Bf) - V,PLf¢ in the soft potential case max{—3, —% —2s} < v < —2s. The term
E? -V, f¢ can be treated in a similar way. On one hand, if all derivatives act on P+ f¢, then
we use integration by parts with respect to velocity to make it disappear, namely,

1
(o x B 9.0 00,0007 B L) =0
On the other hand, if not all derivatives act on P+ f¢, then we have that for 1 < |ay| < |a/,

<§q0(v X 9°1BF) - V,0°" Pt f¢ w?(a, 0)0° P+ f€>

< 1/ |aOllBE|
~e R3

ol
2

(W)~ 2wy(a, 092" PL e

L ‘(v) wy(ar, 0)0°P+ f¢ L dz,
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Here, the weight function (fu>1_%wl(a,0) before the term (‘?g‘l__‘J‘lPl f¢ mismatches with the
desired weight function w;(a— a1, €;), since the inequality (v)'~ 2w (e, 0) < (V) 2w (o —ay, ;)
for |a1] = 1 does not hold. Thereby, to control the underbraced term, inspired by [9], we
employ the following interpolation inequality

_4s
flen S || +| @775
By defining a velocity weight function for soft potentials max{—3, —% —2s} <y < —2s,
Wy (o, B) = (v)l-mANlal=mIfl (1.23)

H1+s :

and setting

()" = {m(ja] - 1,O)} {m@i(la - 1,1)}707),
we find that
(0)"T = {@i(la] — 1,0} {@m(la| - 1,1)}*.

Substituting these two terms into the above inequality, the underbraced term can be controlled
as

(o) (e, 0095 PHfE|
< <v>1_%wl(a,0)(90‘_0‘1PLf6
< @) (' 2o, 002 alPifE)H 0% () R, 0002 P
< |@3willal = 1,00 PLfE| 4 |@)Fwillal - L VIR
< lw(lal — 1,000 Pt £ +(wz (jo] -1,y pLpe|
H/2 Hf,/z

where we used the facts

() "3w(0,0) < ()3 {mllal - 1,0)} {mi(la] — 1, )}~
and
¥, (@) Fwllal = 1,D) | 5 0wl - 1,1) 5 @ 3wilal - 1,0)

by further setting m > # in the definition of w; (e, B) (1.23). Then derivatives and weight
functions can be matched well with above treatment, which eventually leads to the control of
the nonlinear term %qo(v x Bf) - V,P*f¢ cf. the proof of Lemma 2.13 for more details.

For the hard potential case v + 2s > 0, by setting the weight function

L-mlal-mIB ,GiaT 1
wy(a, B) = (v) e+ with m > >

we can guarantee that the inequality

(ymi(e, ) < {wille] = 118D {wilal — 1, 18] + 1)}~

holds. Then using the similar way as the soft potential case max{—3, —% —2s} <y < —2s
mentioned above, we can control the extra velocity derivative in the hard potential case
v+ 2s > 0.

Combining the above statement, we finally design the weight functions (1.9) with restriction
(1.10), respectively for the hard and soft potential cases.
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1.5.4. Treatment of the singularities induced by %
The usage of the weight function w;(a, 3) also generates a severe singularity when we
estimate the N-th order space derivative of the linearized Boltzmann operator L, that is

1 9 A 2 1 2

5 (L0° 2,0 (0,000 17) 2 5 (e, 000° 713 = =5 1932y for la] = N,
where the last term includes the singular macroscopic quantity alz |0“P f€|]2 and is out of
control. We overcome this difficulty by multiplying an extra € in the weighted estimate,

namely,
1 o LE o fe
= (Lo f2, ewi (a, 0)0 °)

1 1
= (LaaPL 2, wi (e, 0)0° P f5> +- (Laapl 2, wi (0, 0)0°P fE)

2 [erprr| 5 |orpre

2
N —19°P f¢ 2
o s LRIN

> g le(a,o)(‘)aPLfe ;

so that the last three terms on the right-hand side can be controlled by the dissipation.
Meanwhile, due to the loss of ||[0*E||* (ja| = N) in the dissipation, observing that

1
— (07 - o g1, cup (0,000° £°) < 0°EF | + D (1),
1+¢
we use a time factor (1 + 15)_%l to calculate it. In fact, for the convenience of writing, we
use the notation wj(c, #) defined in (1.11) and then have

1 1

= (0%E® - ou' g, ew? (ar, 0)0* 5) <~ ||0°E°||? + Dn(t) for |a| = N.

= i, 0@ 000° ) s 10BN + D) for o
Thus, the first term can be absorbed by the energy functional after certain calculations, cf.
the proof of Proposition 3.9 for more details.

Finally, in order to close the a priori estimates, we need sufficient time decay of £ and B¢,
as the cost of the dissipative term brought by the weight function. Due to the singularity % in
front of the nonlinear terms, the method of semigroup estimate for linear problem combined
with the Duhamel principle would result in O(%) singularity in the final time decay rate of the
nonlinear problem. To overcome this difficulty, inspired by [28], we employ the interpolation
inequality and energy estimate in negative Sobolev space ||A_9( e, E* ,BE)H to obtain the
time decay estimate

Ejlffo ) <A +t)"* D sup Eny(r) for k=0,1.
0<r<t
By combining the above strategies, we eventually close the global a priori estimates success-
fully.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we list basic lemmas concerning
the properties of L and T' in the framework of [2, 16] and present the w;(a, §)-weighted
estimates for all the nonlinear terms. In Section 3, we establish a series of a priori estimates
by the weighted energy method. In Section 4, we first obtain the time decay rate and close
the a priori estimates, and then we give the proof of Theorem 1.1. In section 5, based on the
uniform energy estimate with respect to € € (0, 1] globally in time, we justify the limit of the
VMB system (1.3) to the two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law (1.21), that
is, give the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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2. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we list some basic lemmas concerning the properties of the linearized Boltz-
mann operator L and the nonlinear collision operator I' in the functional framework of [2, 16],
and also present the w;(«, 3)-weighted estimates for the nonlinear terms in (1.3).

2.1. Preliminary Lemmas.

In this subsection, we list some basic results to be used in the weighted energy estimates of
the nonlinear terms in (1.3). Similar to (1.9), we introduce the following time-velocity weight
function

‘ a(v)
wy = wy(t,v) := (v)'e+?.
The first two lemmas concern the estimates on the linearized operator L and nonlinear
collision operator I'.
Lemma 2.1. Let vy > max{—3,—% — 23}, 0<s<1land{>0.
(1) There holds

wr )z e (2.1)
(2) There holds
(WiLf, 1) Z lwef | = C 1|22 (5, - (22)
(3) For |B| > 1, there holds
(wPOsLf,05f) 2 [wedsf 3y —C > |wida f[}, = C 11725, - (2:3)
18’1<18

Proof. The coercive estimate (2.1) has been shown in [2]. The relevant coercive estimates
(2.2) and (2.3) with the case of max {—3,—3 — 25} < < —2s can be found in [16]. For the
case v + 2s > 0, we can employ the proof strategy outlined in [16] to prove its validity. For
simplicity, we omit the detailed proof. ]
Lemma 2.2. Let0< s <1 and ¢ > 0.

(1) For v > max{—3,—3 — 2s}, there holds

<
(Ca(f o) he)l € {Fzz, lolp+1glzz . 1l Rl

(2.4)
min {\flge gl lglie ISz} IRl
Moreover, one has
(08T +(f,9), wiOFha)]
< Z{‘wfagll ‘8o¢2 ‘8062 ‘ Zaﬁl'f‘ } ‘wg(‘)gh!D

(2.5)

—|—Zmin{‘wgaal ,‘80;29 1f‘ } |w58§h‘D

v)
F 3o ozl i [widh .
2 W/2+S
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where the summation Y is taken over aq + ag = « and f1 + P2 < B.
(2) For v+ 2s >0, there holds

@G, < |0, ol (2.6)
For —3 < v < —2s, there holds
)4 : l )4 )4 l
(@)T(f,9)| , S min {1<v> oo, |0l Jrtel, | 9‘H47;+S} .2

Here, i =1 if s € (0,1/2), and i =2 if s € [1/2,1).
(3) Let {(v) be a smooth function that decays in v exponentially. For any m > 0, there holds

(D(F,9). Ol S 112 lglee - (2.8)

Proof. The estimate (2.4) is referenced in [2]. The estimate (2.5) with the hard potential case
~v+2s > 0 has been illustrated in [30]. For the case of weak angular singularity 0 < s < %, the
details of the estimate (2.5) with soft potentials max {—3, —% — 23} < 7y < —2s are provided
in [20]. For the case of strong angular singularity 3 < s < 1, we can follow [20] and [16]
with minor modifications to prove its validity. Actually, the estimate (2.5) for the case of
max {—3, —% — 23} < v < —2sand 0 < s < 1 also can be established using methodology
outlined in [30]. The details of proof are omitted for brevity. The estimates (2.6) and (2.7)
have been proven in [46]. The estimate (2.8) can be found in [23]. O

In what follows, we collect some basic inequalities to be used throughout this paper. Firstly,
the following Sobolev interpolation inequalities have been shown in [28].

Lemma 2.3. Let 2 < p < oo and k,{,m € R. Then for any f € C5°(R?), we have
0
|5, s ||oe| i, (2.9)

where 0 < 0 <1 and ¢ satisfies

L E (3o (2o

For the case p = 400, we have
6
[v5e| s |vre|) e, (2.10)
where L < k+1, m>k+2,0<60<1 and ¢ satisfies

Ao on

After considering the above lemma, we can frequently use the following lemma in later
analysis.

Lemma 2.4. For any f € C§°(R3), we have
1fllzs S WAes Wfllze SNV ALz 1l STV g - (2.11)

If o € (0,3), then A7 is the Riesz potential operator. The Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev
theorem implies the following inequality for the Riesz potential operator A~¢.
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Lemma 2.5. Let0< p<3,1<p<qg<oo, 1/q+ 0/3=1/p, there holds
[A72f] o S I fllze- (2.12)
Based on Lemma 2.3, we have the following lemma to be used frequently in later analysis.

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < o < 3/2. Then we have
11 S [|A14]

L3+2¢ ™

C Ul S [ Ase (2.13)

In many places, we will use the following Minkowski inequality to interchange the order of
a multiple integral, cf. [28].

Lemma 2.7. For 1 <p < q < oo, there holds
Ifllzare < I fllpere- (2.14)

The following lemma concerns the equivalence of velocity weight function and differential
operator up to commutation, whose proof can be found in [3] and [31].

Lemma 2.8. Let1 <p <ooand/l,0 € R. Then there exists a generic constant C independent
of f such that

% ‘(Uy <D”>0f‘m < ‘(DU>9 <v>ff‘Lp <C ‘(vy (D)’ f

that is, these two norms are equivalent. Here, (D,) denotes the Fourier multiplier with symbol

(€)-

Lastly, we present an interpolation formula as described in [9].

. (2.15)

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < s < 1. For any £ € R, there holds

i < [0 1],, + | 5] (2.16)

2.2. Estimates on the Nonlinear Terms.

The goal of this subsection is to make the weighted energy estimates for all the nonlinear
terms in (1.3).

In this subsection, we always assume (1.18) holds. Additionally, we need to provide an
assumption about the time decay rate of £° and B°:

sup {(1+0et 3 o (e, B < 6 (2.17)
0<t<T
1<|e|<No

for a sufficiently small positive constant dg. N N
Recall the definitions of wi(a, 8), Wi(c, B), wi(c, B), Eny(t) and Dyy(t) given in (1.9),
(1.10), (1.11), (1.12) and (1.13), respectively. Besides, the decomposition

D(f%, f) = D(Pf5,Pf) + T(Pf5, P f) + (P [, Pf°) + T(P* 5, P* f°) (2.18)

will be frequently used in later context.
The following two lemmas are about the estimates on the nonlinear collision term I'(f¢, f€).

Lemma 2.10. Let max{—?), —% — 28} <Y< —-25,0<s<land0<e<1.
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(1) For |a| < N, there holds

LT 0 )
(2) For |a|+ |B| < N —1, there holds

< \/Ex()Dn(t (2.19)

‘1( (f5, 1), 67 0 B)OEPL7) | S o/ Ena)Dva(t): (2.20)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
‘(aar(ff £9), 7 (0,000 ) | S \/Ena(t) D). (2.21)

(4) For |a|+|B| =N, |B] > 1 and |a| < N — 1, there holds

‘ (95T(s%, 1), (0, HOFPL7) | S \/Ena®)Dia(t): (2:22)

Proof. For the sake of brevity, we present only the proof of (2.22). Similarly, one can obtain
the proof of (2.19)-(2.21).
In order to verify (2.22), we write

I= - (0800, 1), 0 (0, BOFPLF°) s= Ty T+ Tug o (2.23)

where Iy 1, I 2, I1 3 and I, 4 are the terms corresponding to the decomposition (2.18), respec-
tively. To proceed, we will calculate each of the four terms individually.
To begin with, for the term I; ;, we recall (1.5) and use (2.5) to obtain

Iip <= Z / |30¢1 (a5, b5, ¢ | |aa_al(a§:7b€7ca)| ‘{El(a,,@)agpj‘fa Ddx

a1 <a

where the fact @y (o, B)pd < ,u% is utilized. Thanks to |a1] < |af < N — 1, it is clear that
1 <|aqg + | < N for |&/| = 1. Here and hereafter, the spatial derivative o/ is generated by
(2.11). Thus, combining L5-L3-L? Holder inequality with (2.11), one gets

@0 BOFPL 2| S \Ena()Dwah):

To bound the term Iy 5, we use (2.5) and select the first one inside the minimum function
n (2.5), which gives that

1
B S [0 ) | 0 )

1 e 6 1
Lo S z Z - |aal(ai,b€,c€)| ‘(1 +t) 4 832 ap-fe .
a1 <a
62<5
1+e q{v)
+ - Z MG ‘(1 1) T e’ 9P fe y

a1<a

B2<p
=T+ 11,
For the term 1{72, by using L>°-L?-L? Hélder inequality, one gets that for the case a; = 0
and /82 < /87

!

UEPS é H(aiabsace)HLoo H (1 —l—t)_iaa Pt fe

‘{Dl(a, 8)a5 P 1 L da

‘@l(a, BIEPLS| da

< \/Ena(t) Dy (1),

le(a,ﬁ)agPLfe N
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where we have used (2.11) and the fact that for any |«| 4 |3| < N, there holds

(L4+6) 7" < B, B). (2.24)

For the case of 1 < |ay| < |a| < N—1and 3y < 3, it follows from L% L3-L? Holder inequality
that

1 _dten oo
Iy < - |0° (aZ, 0%, ¢ (L+t)" 1 05 apdlfe

@i, FPF|

)HLG LgLQD

which is further bounded by ngl(t)ﬁN,l(t) by utilizing (2.11), (2.14) and (2.24). For the
term Iy 5, noticing that for any |a| +|8] < N, there holds

1+e q{v)

(L+1¢t)” —Tle0rn? < wy(a, B), (2.25)

we use the similar argument as the term [ {72 to get the same upper bound. In fact, we only
need to replace (2.24) with (2.25).

Next, we compute the term I 3. Selecting the second one inside the minimum function in
(2.5) and noting the norm |- |p is stronger than | - ’L?y/2+s in (1.6), we can deduce that

hs$ . z/RS

ﬁ1<5

For the case of ap = 0 and 31 < B3, we have from L?-L>-L? Hélder inequality and (2.11)
that

1 e (63
hs 5 - |[@ie, 805, P

wl aal—ag PJ_ fs

o (as b, )| [, BogPLre| do

@3 %, || e B)95 P £
where we have applied the fact that for any |a| + |3| < |a| + |8| and |3| < |3, there holds
wy(ev, B) < wi(a, B). (2.26)

For the case 1 < |as| < |a| < N — 1 and B; < 3, we get from LS-L3-L? Holder inequality
that

b <A Eni(t) D (1),

|0°2 (a5, b°, %)

1 _
Iis S 2 le(a,ﬁ)agl cwpl fe s

@il AP

L8124

Thanks to (2.11), (2.14) and (2.26), the estimate above is controlled by gN,l(t)YSNJ(t).
At last, applying (2.5), (1.6) and the fact | - ]Lz/2+ S| |z2, 11,4 is decomposed as
v s

D3 /R a +t>—1*% [wile B9 PLF|
+- Z/ (1) ‘wl(a,ﬁ)aalPLfs

—114‘1']14,

|de.sogpre|

e (1+t)19 aaz PJ_fs

B)ogPLfel d
‘wl )O3 P~ f b x

where the summation ) is taken over a; + ay = o and 1 + f2 < 3. For the term I{A, we
divide it into two cases. For the case |aa|+|B2| < N/2, it is obvious that |aa+a/|+|f2| < N—1



20 YUAN XU, FUJUN ZHOU, WEIHUA GONG AND WEILJUN WU

for 1 < |o/| < 2. Hence, we use L?>~L>®°-L? Holder inequality, (2.11), (2.14) and (2.26) to
obtain

1y~
14 S - ||, 805 P2

e

@1 (e, )05 P 7

<A/ Ena(t)D(t).
Leort 5 S VNt Pr(t)
Here, we assign the tlme factor (1 —I—t) % to the first term. In fact, after applying (2.11), w
always assign (14+¢)” "1 * to the term containing total derivatives N within the first two terms.

1+4e
Otherwise, we utilize the inequality (1 +t)~ —1" < 1. For the case N/2 < |ag| + |B2| < N,
observing that |ay + /|4 [B1| < N —1 for 1 < |o/| < 2, by L>-L?*-L? Hélder inequality, one
has

1 (0%
14 5 < w805 P2

la+o"ogprr|

@t pogpise]|

L@ L3

which is further controlled by gNl( )25]\”( t) by making use of (2.11), (2.14), (2.24) and the

fact that w;(a, B) < wy(a, B) for any |a|+ |B| < |a| + |B] and |3| < |B|. For the term I7 4, the
same bound can be obtained in a way similar to the term 77 ,.

Therefore, we can obtain the desired estimate (2.22) by substituting all the above estimates
into (2.23). This completes the proof of Lemma 2.10. O

Lemma 2.11. Let v+ 25>0,0<s<1and0<e < 1.

(1) For |a| < N, there holds
LT .00 | < BN ) (2.27)

(2) For|a|+ |B] < N —1, there holds

2 (agrer it 812524 ) | VBBt (2.28)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
(0T (7, %), @ (e, 00 1) | S \/Ena(YDwal). (2.29)

(4) For|a|+|B| =N, |8] > 1 and |a] < N — 1, there holds

‘ (azr(f £9), @i (e ,6)6§Plf€) SV ENO D). (2.30)

Proof. For brevity, we only prove that for |a| +|5] = N, || > 1 and |a| < N — 1, there holds

 (ogr (@ e P s (0, B)OFP ) 5 o Ena (D). (231)

This is a part of the estimate (2.30). Other parts concerning P f¢ can be proved using the
similar argument as that of I 1-I; 3 in Lemma 2.10. The proof of (2.27)-(2.29) can be derived
similarly.

To prove (2.31), for simplicity, we denote

I, = the left-hand side of (2.31).
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Applying (2.5) and using the fact |- |72 < |- |L2/2 < |-|p for y+2s > 0, I5 is decomposed as
v/2+s
1§ A a5 P e
(1+1) wi(a, B) f
€ R3 'y/2+s
+ = E / (14t~ ‘wl(a,ﬁ)ﬁgllP fED

=1+ 1Y,
where the summation ) is taken over oy + g = a and 51 + f2 < .

For the term I, we consider the following three cases |aa|+|f2| < 1, 2 < |ag|+|82] < N—2
and N —1 < |ag|+|B2| < N. For the first case |ag|+|82| < 1, by L2-L>*°~L? Holder inequality,
we have

aaz PJ_f&

o5Pre| d
‘wl fDm

q{v)
(1107 He2pL re
e OBZP f

(wl(a, BOEPLS| da

2
L’Y/2+s

1y~
15 - waa,maalPLf

‘aazpl f

(o, BOFPLF

L L2

where we assign (1+t) * to the first term thanks to the fact |ag+o/|+|Ba48/| <4< N—2
for 1 < |a/| <2 and || § 1. Here and hereafter, the velocity derivative 8 is generated by
the norm | - |p. Recalling w;(a, 5) for the case v+ 2s > 0 in (1.9), the above fact shows that

(Uf%?'gi@(a2+wﬂM%—%ﬁﬁ,whkh,anﬂﬁnmiwﬁhtheﬁwt|'h)§|'hpm+,iHHﬂmStmﬁ
¥y s

HaCVZPl I Enat).

az+a’' p L
LooL2 N Haﬁzz‘f‘ﬁlp fe L2
1<]o/|<2 v/2s
18’ |<1

Therefore, the combination of this, (1.6) and (2.26) results in I, < gN,l(t)ﬁN,l(t).
For the second case 2 < |ag| + |B2| < N — 2, by LS-L3-L? Hélder inequality, we have

1y~
15 5 < (e, B)25 P opPL e

@i(e, AP

LS8 L2

372
v/2+ LzLp

Noticing that |a; + /| + 81| < N —1 for |o/| = 1, we have <U>%281'Dl(a,ﬂ) <w(ag + ', Br),
which yields that

[CICHEITAR = Ena(t).

$ 3 [t monoels

LS L2 2 Jots
From the above two estimates and (2.11), we get I} < €~N7l(t)25N,l(t).

For the last case N — 1 < |asg| + |B2| < N, it can be easily proved that |ay + o/| + |B1] < 3
for 1 < |o/| < 2. Making use of L>°~L?-L? Holder inequality, one gets

15 - [, srog e @ sagetr| .

‘(1 +o) T aEP e

2
LELY 2+

which, together with (2.24), leads to I} < gNl( )DNl( ). Here, we have employed the
following estimate

(IO 2 Enalt):

DY i Byt s| |

v/2+s 1§|O¢’|§2 /2+s
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For the term I, we simplify our calculations by dividing them into three cases. For the
first case |aa| + |B2| = 0, we take L?-L°°~L? Holder inequality to obtain

(v)
1 5 |ate.poget s |l oret s

@ pogetr||
LgoL%//Zst
q(v)
By virtue of the fact e@+t” (v)wz

wi(o’,0) for 1 < |a/| <2, one has

> <\ Ena().

2
Lijavs  1<]o/|<2

q{v)

—afv) —a{v)
e (14)7 PJ_fE e (14)7 aalPJ_fE

N

12

L v/2+s

T

Combining the two estimates above, we have I < gNJ(t)ﬁN,l(t).
For the case of 1 < |ag| + [f2]| < N — 2, it is easy to see that |ag + /| +|B2] < N —1 for

q(v)
|o/| = 1. Thereby, we have the inequality e+ (v > < wy(ag + o, 52), which gives that

Y Ena(t).

2
LgL'y/2+s |O/|:1

em—tﬂagjplfe

(T R
2

v/2+s

As a consequence, we have I < 3 N,l(t)ﬁN,l(t) by using L3~ L5-L? Hélder inequality and
(2.26).

As for the last case N — 1 < |ao| + |B2] < N, by L®-L?>-L? Hélder inequality, I can be
bounded by

1
gle(a’ﬁ)aafPlfe LoL2 (1+t) (1+t)1980¢2PJ—fe

@ pyogPL s

v/2+s

D

e L)
According to (1.6) and the fact (1 + t) B ety < wy(ag, f2), we obtain
</ D).
y+2s

Meanwhile, we have w;(a, 5)(v) 2 < wi(a; + ', 61 + ') for |aq| + 161 < 1,1 < |/ <2
and |f’| < 1, which, together with |- |p < |- |H1/2+ , implies that
0% s

1
H (1+1)” et 052 P fe

2
L'v/2+s

le(a, B)951 P f° Enalt).

S Y ||julamagises|
1<|a/|<2 Drars
181<1

L L2

The combination of the above three estimates gives that I7 < /&, N7l(t)5N7l(t).

Consequently, collecting all the above estimates, (2.31) follows. This completes the proof
of Lemma 2.11. O
Remark 2.12. In fact, within the framework of [2, 16|, the estimates on the collision term
(f¢, f¢) for the hard potential case v+ 2s > 0 are more complex than for the soft potential
case max{—3,—3 — 2s} < y < —2s, primarily due to the extra weight function <U>%28 This
requires us to design the weight function w;(a, §) = (v)t=lel=mIBl with m > %28

The following two lemmas concern the estimates on the nonlinear term %qo(v x B®)-V, fe.
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Lemma 2.13. Let max{—?), —% — 28} <Y< —-25,0<s<land0<e<1.
(1) For 1< |a] < N, there holds

L@ aolo x BY) - Vo), 0 ) S {60+ VENT } ovalr).
(2) For|a|+ |B] < N — 1, there holds
L (98 laolo x BY) - VP~ ), @ (0, )OFP ) S VEN DD (1)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
(0%(qolw  B7) - Vo f?), 0 (o, 0)0° £°) S V/En(6) D (1)

(4) For|a|+ |8 =N, |B8] > 1 and |a] < N — 1, there holds

> (8ato x B) - VP ), @R (0, B)OFPL ) S VEN D)

23

(2.32)

(2.33)

(2.34)

(2.35)

Proof. For brevity, we only give the proof of (2.32) and (2.35). The estimates (2.33) and

(2.34) can be proved by using the similar argument.

We first estimate (2.32). In terms of the macro-micro decomposition (1.4), we set
Iy = 2 (0 (ao(v % B) - Vuf), 0°)
_1 D0 (qo(v x 9 BF) - V,0* M P2, 0°P f°)
< 075a1<a
+ - Cat (a0l x 07 BY) - W, 0% P f%,0° P 7
€ 0dar<a

+
m | =
I

ot (aolv x 07 B7) - V0"~ P[00 P S
0#a;1 <a

> (ao(o x 071 B) - V, 00 P L 0P )
0#01<a
= [371 + [372 + 13,3 + [374.

m | =

_l’_

For the term I3 1, it follows from the kernel structure of P that I3; = 0, cf. [34, pp. 28]. For

the term I3 o, we obtain

]32<_ Z / |aa1B€||8a a1 ai’be HaaPJ_fs

0;&011 <a

If |ay| = 1, we get from L3-L5-L? Holder inequality and (2.11) that

IS VEN(t)Dn(t)

If 2 < |ay| < |a| € N, by L?>-L>-L? Hélder inequality and (2.11), one obtains

5 S VEn(t)Dn(?)

aaPJ_fe

B 2 10% Bl s 0 (0t

1
Iz S < 07 B7 |07~ (0., b7, )| . 07 2

o |
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For the term I33, similar to the term 1372, we can deduce from integration by parts with
respect to velocity that I35 S /En(t)Dn(t). Finally, for the term I3 4, we have

1
hagt 3 [ s o

0#a1 <a

1—“hL aa alPJ_fa 8o¢PJ_fE da;,

v/2+s

L?

where we have used the notation e; to denote the multi-index with the i-th element unit and
the rest zero. Now, we divide our computations into three cases. For the case |ai| = 1, by
applying L>°-L?-L? Holder inequality, the fact (1 + t)_i( )= 5
for any 1 < |a| < N, (2.11) and (2.17), we can derive that

< ()" @ — ar,e)

1 +2s
I S 21107 B¥ o () 5 07 P < 8D (0).

e,

Y42

For the case of 2 < |a1| < N — 2, noting the fact that (v) -5 < ()2 wy(a — aq,e;) for
la—aq|+1 < N—1, by L®°-L*-L? Holder inequality and (2.11), one has I3 4 < \/EN(t)ﬁN,l(t)
It should be noted that this case does not require the assumption (2.17), which is also the
difference from the case |a1| = 1. For the last case N — 1 < |ay| < N, employing L2~ L>-L?
Holder inequality and (2.11), it is easy to see I34 < /En(t 5]\71 ), where we used the fact

(v)t= e < (v) e wi(a—a1+a,e) for 1 < |o/| < 2. Collecting all the estimates of I3 1—I3 4,

(2.32) is thus proved.
Then we turn to estimate (2.35). For brevity, we denote

1 ~ 16} €
Li== Y (w000 x 0™ B°) - V05§ P f5, i (e, P F)

a1 <a
|B1]<1

If 1] + |B1] = 0, we can deduce from integration by parts with respect to velocity and the
fact (v x B®)-v = 0 that Iy = 0. If |ay| + |B1] > 1 with |B1] = 0 and |a1| > 1, we need
to make use of the interpolation inequality (2.16). More precisely, recalling w;(a, 8) for soft
potentials max{—3, —3 — 2s} <y < —2s in (1.10), we first choose

()" = {wi(la] = 1[8N} *{@i(|la] — 1,18 + 1)},
which implies that

_4s — —8 ([— S
()" 1= = {wi(Jel = 1, 18D} {wi(Jel = 1, 18] + 1)},
Substituting them into (2.16), we obtain from (2.15) and (1.6) that

(v>1_%wz(a,5)5a_alPlf€

a—o € — s -2 a—o €
S @) (@' 3w )3 1PLf) + )7 () Funle, )05 P
< [@3wilal = 118005 PLfE| + @) Funllal - 1,18+ V5P|
< |wilal - 1 18pog~ P se| +(wl o] = 1,18 + VOGP

/2
a—a1 Pl pe a—q 1 pe

S |willal = 1,18)a5 P4y D+(wl o] = 1,18 + DG P (2.36)

where we have applied the facts

W) Fmi(o, 8) < (@) FHmi(lal - 118D {mllo] — 1,18 + D}~



DIFFUSIVE LIMIT OF THE NON-CUTOFF VLASOV-MAXWELL-BOLTZMANN SYSTEM 25

and
9, ()3l — 1,181+ )| £ () Furllal — 1,18+ 1) () Fur(lal - 1,18).
Combining with (2.36), one has

Lge L 1o B o) F e, 052 P e p)og P, do
1<|a1|<N 1 %
1 o 1-2 ~ a—a1pL ~ apLl
~EED DR IR | (R OOl s 2 B L TCROL S o S
1<]ag|<N -1 v/2
1
< = a1 RE . a—a1pl re ‘N apl re
DS / 0B |au(la] — 118005 P 2| [l )o§PL 57|
1<]an | <N
1 fe a—q 1 ~ ap L
w2 2 [ |adel - s+ vog Pl faue sjog | o
1<]a1|<N—1
=141+ 1yp.

For the term I 1, one has from the Hélder inequality, (2.11), (2.14) and (2.26) that

1 ~ —Q] €
L1 S = Y 107 Bl ||ilal = 1,185~ P f

|ar|=1

1
o > 1Bl

2<|a; |[<N—1
< VEN() Dy, (t)

The term I, 2 can be treated in the similar way as the term I, ; to get the same upper bound.
It remains to consider the case |a1| + |81 > 1 with |51| =1 and |an| > 0. By using the
similar way as the previous case, we can get Iy < /En( DN 1(t
Collecting all the estimates of I, one can see that (2.35) holds true. Therefore, Lemma
2.13 is proved. ]

D H{El(a’ﬁ)agPLfe D

w(lal = 1,18))05 P+ fe

(o P

L3L%

Lemma 2.14. Letv+2s>0,0<s<1and0<e < 1.
(1) For 1< |a| < N, there holds

L (@ ol x B) - Yoy, 0°5%) 5 {60 + VENTD } Dt (2.37)
(2) For|a|+ |B] < N —1, there holds
L (O8laolo x BY) - VP ), @ (0 OEPLF) S VENDDND).  (239)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
(0%(go(v x B%) -V, f%), @3 (a,0)0° f5) < /En () D ,(t). (2.39)

(4) For |a|+ |B| =N, |B8] > 1 and |a| < N — 1, there holds

é (% (ao(v x B) - VP 19), a0, )P ) < VENDDN ). (2.40)
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Proof. This lemma can be proved similarly as that of Lemma 2.13. The only difference is that
we design the weight function @;(a, §) = (v)!=™="I8l with m > 1 < such that the inequality
W\ (o, B) < {w(|la] — 1,|8)}{w; (o — 1,|8] + 1)}'~* holds. In fact, to overcome the
singularity % and the velocity growth in the above estimates, we have to use the interpolation
inequality (2.16) again. For brevity, we omit the details. O

The following two lemmas concern the estimates on the nonlinear term E¢ - v f€.

Lemma 2.15. Let max{—?), —% — 28} <Y< —-25,0<s<land0<e<1.
(1) For |a| < N, there holds

(0°(E° -vf?),0°f%) < {5o+ \/T} Dy,(t (2.41)
(2) For o] + || < N — 1, there holds
(9508 - vPL f%), @ (e 30§ P £7) 5 {60 + VENTE } Drvalt). (242)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
e (0°(E° - vf%), @} (o, 0)0° f°) < {50 +VEND) } Dyt (2.43)
(4) For|al+ |8 =N, |B] > 1 and |a| < N — 1, there holds
(958 - vP~ %), (0, H)O5 P £7) < {00 + VEND | Dva(t). (2.44)

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we only prove (2.44). The estimates (2.41)—(2.43) exclusively
concerning P+ f¢ can be proved similarly, while those concerning P f¢ can be proved using
the similar method as that of I35 in Lemma 2.13.

To prove (2.44), for simplicity’s sake, we write

5 = (07 E7 - 95,005~ 3 P [, R (0, B)OGPL 7).

If Jou | + |51| = 0, we can derive from L*°— L2 L? Holder inequality, (2.11), (2.17) and the fact
1+t~ <1+ for 0 < 9 < & that

< 5 L9 apl re 2
Is S 1B || oo || (0) 2w (o, B)OZ P f

2
S (107 %6 |0 2 af(a, 5P
< 0D y(t).

If |ay| + |B1| = 1, by using L>-L?-L? Hélder inequality and (2.11), we have

S

oy e 1-2142 a—aipl e
B [ 10m B |0 e mos 5 P,
S 0™ B e @10 — a1, 8 = )OG5 P 7

S VEN() D)

‘@l(a, BIEPLS| da

@i sraspte||




DIFFUSIVE LIMIT OF THE NON-CUTOFF VLASOV-MAXWELL-BOLTZMANN SYSTEM 27

Here, we used the fact (U>I_L225{El(a, B) < <’U>L22$’&7[(04 —aq, 3 — p1). For the remaining case

2 <|ai|+|p1] < N, in view of the estimate (v>1_L2ZS{Dl(a,B) < <U>L225’&7[(04—041+a/,,8—51)
for |o/| <1, one has

S

te] 1 'YJr a—a J_ 5
B [ 0Bl de s P
S N0 E | o ||@i(a — cn + o, B — B1)O5_5 P f©

S VEN(H)Dn(t)

where we have employed L%-L3-L? Holder inequality, (1.6), (2.11) and (2.14).
Therefore, collecting the above estimates, we prove (2.44). This completes the proof of
Lemma 2.15. ]

(wl(a,ﬁ)agPLfe L de

(o IR

L3L%

Lemma 2.16. Let v+ 25>0,0<s<1and0<e<1.
(1) For |a| < N, there holds

(0%(B° - vf%),0°f%) S {00 + VEND) | Dwalt (2.45)
(2) For |a|+ |B| < N —1, there holds
(05087 - vPLf%), @ (e 305 P 7)< {60 + VENTE } Drvalt). (2.46)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
= (0°(E v f%), w70, 00 ) S {00 + VEND | Divalt (247)
(4) For |o| +|8] = N, || > 1 and |o| < N — 1, there holds
(95082 - wPL £2), @ (e B)0§ P £7) 5 {60 + VENTE) } Drval). (248)
Proof. This lemma can be proved using the same argument as that of Lemma 2.15, and the
details are omitted for brevity. O

The following two lemmas concern the estimates on the nonlinear term E° -V, f€.

Lemma 2.17. Let max{—?), —% — 28} <Y< —-25,0<s<land0<e<1.
(1) For 1< |a] < N, there holds

(0%(EF - Vo f5), 9% f°) < {50+\/K } Dy(t (2.49)
(2) For |a| + 18] < N — 1, there holds
(95(E - VPt f9), @ (e, B)OGPH 1) S {60 + VEN D) } Divacd). (2.50)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
(0 (B° - Vuf*), @ (0,000 ) 5 {00 + VEN D) } Dwa(t). (2.51)

(4) For |a|+ 18| =N, |8] > 1 and |a] < N — 1, there holds
(95(E° - V. P £2), @70, )5 P £°) S {00 + VENTD | Dva(t), (2:52)
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Proof. This lemma can be proved using the same argument as that of Lemma 2.13. The only
difference is the estimate when all derivatives act on P+ f¢. In fact, by using integration by
parts with respect to velocity, L>~L?~L? Holder inequality and (2.17), it is easy to obtain

(B° - V08P £, i (0, B)IFPES7) S GoDwa(t).
For brevity, we omit the details. O

Lemma 2.18. Let v+ 25>0,0<s<1and0<e<1.
(1) For 1 < |a| < N, there holds

(0B - Vuf),0° 1) 5 {0 + VEND | Dva(t). (2.53)
(2) For |a| + |8| < N — 1, there holds
(95(E° - V. PL £2), @0, )05 P £°) S {00 + VENTD | Dva(t), (2.54)
(3) For |a| = N, there holds
(07 (B - Vo %), w7 (0,000 £) S {60 + VEN (D)} Divacd). (2.55)
(4) For |a| +|8| =N, |8| > 1 and |a| < N — 1, there holds
(0557 - VP 19,70, 5P S7) S {00 + VENTD | Dva(t): (2.56)
Proof. This lemma can be proved similarly as that of Lemma 2.14 and 2.17, and the details
are omitted for brevity. O

3. THE A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we deduce the uniform a priori estimates of the VMB system (1.3) with
respect to € € (0, 1] globally in time.
For this purpose, we define the following time-weighted energy norm X (t) by

X(t) = sup Eng(r)+ sup (L+7)2 >~ [|9*(E5, BY)(7)]*. (3.1)
0<r<t 0<r<t L<laTeN,

Here, all the involved parameters are fixed to satisfy (1.18) for the case v > max{—3, —2—2s}.
The construction of the weighted instant energy functionals Ey;(t), En,(t) and the dissi-

pation rate functionals ﬁN,l(t), Dy, (t) will be given in the following. Suppose that the VMB
system (1.3) admits a smooth solution (f¢, £, B¥) over 0 <t < T for 0 < T < oo, and the
solution (f¢, E, B?) also satisfies

sup X (t) < 42, (3.2)
0<t<T

where g is a suitable small positive constant.
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3.1. Macroscopic Estimate.

In this subsection, we consider the macroscopic estimate of the VMB system (1.3) with
respect to € € (0,1]. As in [16], by applying the macro-micro decomposition (1.4) introduced
in [24] and defining moment functions

04i(f) = [ (o~ D2 fodv, A= g5 [ (ol = Syt oo,

10
one can derive from (1.3) the following two fluid-type systems of equations

1 1
Ol + —Vo U + Voo (o' PLF7) = (u'2,63),

1 1
8t(bf + <vz,ul/2 P f5>) + —Z?i(ai +2) F EEf

1 1
= ——(vip' %0 VoPL ) + (oip 2,65 — 5 Laf7), (3.3)
2 1/2 plL re . e
0 + Ul = B2 PLF)) + b
1 1 1
| = —é«lvl2 —3)u? v VuPLf) + 5<(|v|2 —3)u'?, g5 — =L/
and
( 2
01(04(PLf?) +2¢°) + 20l = Builg3 + h3),
1
90, (PLf°) + = a b + ajb§ + -V (vpl/?, P f5) 5.4)
= 0y(g% + %) + (W%, 02), i #J,
1
OA(PLS) + 20" = Milgl + 1)
where
£ 1 154 € 151 1 € € 1 £ €
g% =+ DB ofi F (B4 Zvx BY) - Voff + —Ta(f5, f7),
: L C c (3.5)
W= vV, P 2ff = Lafs
Furthermore, it is easy to calculate through integration by parts that
(W?,92) =0,
1 1
(fu,ul/2,gft> = + F%af £ Eba x B® & (v,ul/2 Pif%) x B°
1
+ E<UN1/2,Fi(fEaf€)>, (3.6)

1 1 1
(o =32 5) = & 2 - B (o2 P - B2

+ (ol = Bt (7, 1),
Set

G7 = (vp'? PLfe q). (3.7)
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By taking the mean value of every two equations with + sign for (3.3)—(3.4), one has from
(3.6) that

ag +at 1 -
o(F5 )+ Vet =0,
1 a® + at 1 3 a®. —at 1
S0 —— 27 )+ — O, (P fe. =T " F°4+ —(G° x BY);
ot + 0 (=5 + C)+2E;8J@J( f*ra2) g E @B (5
1 5o 1
£ - x‘a e iAiPJ_ € . — _G° . E¢
O + 2V -b +6€;a (Pf* ) = =G
and
1 1 pe e 1 & 1 & 1 e e 15 e
8t<§®ij(P f -q2)+26 51)) +56ibj+g8jbi = §@ij(g++g_+h++h_), (3 9)
1 1 1 ’
§8tAi(Plf€ (@) + 20i° = SAilgh + g% + hY + B,

where ¢go = [1,1], 1 < 7,5 < 3, ¢;; denotes the Kronecker delta. Moreover, by taking the
difference of the first two equations with + sign for (3.3), we have from (3.6) that

1
8t((1i_ - ae_) + sz -G = 0,
€ 1 € € 2 € 1 1 re
G+ _Va(af —a%) = ZE°+ 2V, - 0P [ q1) (3.10)
= FE(a% +a%) + g(be x B%) + ([v, —o]pt/?, él“(fe,fe) - g%Lf€>.

Now we define the macro dissipation D2, .(t) by

DY) = Y [|0%(ag, 07, )P + [las — a2 P+ Y JocE P+ > oo BE|R.

1<|al<N la]<N-1 I<|e|<N -1

Lemma 3.1. Let (f¢, E°, B®) be the solution to the VMB system (1.3). Then there exists an
interactive functional EY,(t) satisfying

@] S Yo 1o B, B, (3.11)
la|<N
such that for any t > 0, there holds
d

1
—EN M)+ DN S5 D ‘
dt znt()+ mac()~€2|<N

0Pt f 2 + En (DN (1), (3.12)

Proof. Based on the previous research [17, 33], it is a standard process to arrive at (3.12)
with (3.11) being satisfied. For details, see [33, Appendix A.3]. We omit further discussion
for brevity. O

3.2. Energy Estimate Without Weight.
This subsection provides the energy estimate without weight function for the potential case
7y > max {—3, —% - 25}.
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Lemma 3.2. There holds

2dtZHaafaEaBa ‘ _’__Z‘

la]<N la|<N

aaPJ_fe

{50 + \/gN,l(t)} Dyy(t).  (3.13)

Proof. Applying 0% with |a| < N to the first equation of (1.3) and taking the inner product
with 9% f¢ over R2 x R2, we obtain

1d|
2dt

= Nt (OB Vo). 0 %) = ot (20 (e x B 9,0 F°) (319

[0} = 5 € 1 o LE x fe
o (7 B2, )P+ (g L0m 007

+ (07 (BE - v).07°) + G@“F(fe,fe)ﬁ“f5> ,

where we have used the facts

é (U . anafav aafa) = 07 (q(]E16 : va€7 fe) = <§q0(’0 X Ba) : vvfev f€> =0

and

1d

S 07 (B, B

o (%aaEa . UM1/2q1’8o¢f5> _

The second term on the left-hand side of (3.14) follows from (2.1) that

1 Q re Qo re i aJ_e2
(s = 3 rees,

Now, let’s estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (3.14) individually. By (2.32),
(2.37), (2.41), (2.45), (2.49) and (2.53), we can obtain that the first three terms on the right-

hand side of (3.14) are bounded by {50 + \/SN(t)} 25N,l(t). By virtue of (2.19) and (2.27),

we can control the last term on the right-hand side of (3.14) by \/gN,l(t)DN(t).
Collecting all the above estimates and taking summation over |a] < N, we can prove that
(3.13) holds true. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

3.3. Weighted Energy Estimate.

In this subsection, we give the energy estimates with the weight function w;(c, ) for the
case of 7 > max {—3, —% — 28}. The following lemma is the energy estimate about the pure
spatial derivatives |a| < N — 1.
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Lemma 3.3. There holds
1d
2dt

Hal(a,())aapiff ’ +§2

la]<N-1 la|<N—

vy | w3, 000 ||

(1+t)1+19|a‘§N_1
1 2
SN U5 sl IS DI 0 (A N A N v [y

ja| <N ja|<N-1 1<|a|<N

+ {50 +En(t) + 1/ gN,l(t)} D(t). (3.15)

Proof. We apply the micro-projection operator Pt into the first equation of (1.3) and use
the macro-micro decomposition (1.4) to obtain

Hz’al(oé,oy‘)apl f* ;

_|_

oPLfe+ év VPt iLPLfa — %E cop?q
_ lqo(gEf +ux B VP D Pty F(f'f )
+P< |:’U Ve + qo(eEf + v x BY) - U}Piff—EEe-vPif)
—pt <€[U Va + qo(eE° + v x BY) - U]Pfe—%OEe-va€>. (3.16)

By applying 6% with |a| < N—1 to (3.16) and taking the inner product with @7 (a, 0)0° P+ f©
over R3 x R? one has

2
‘w, o, 0)0°PL fe||” V)3 @y (e, 0)9°PL £

2dt (fl?ﬁ?5H<
+ (EU V0P £, w7 (o, 0)0* P+ f€> +< LO“P+ [, wjt(a,0)0°P+ f€>
- <§8°‘E5-vul/2q1,{5l2(a,0)8aPl f5> +< 0T (f°, £7), @2(a, 0)0°PL ff)
+ (aa( _ lqo(sEa o x B VPLfe ‘12—°E Pifa) @(a, 0)8“P{f~f>
(aaP < [v Vo + qo(eEF +v x BY) -V ]Pﬂ"e) 2(a, o)aaPif)
_ <8°‘P (EEE Pt fa) _oopt ( E° - P f€> @2 (a, 0)0° P f5>
- (aaPl <§ [v Va+qo(eE* +v x BY) -V }Pf ) 2(a, O)aaPlf) (3.17)

The third term on the left-hand side of (3.17) vanishes using integration by parts. And
the last term on the left-hand side of (3.17) follows from (2.2) that
A 2 C 2
aJ_€~2 apl pe >_H~ apl pe __‘aJ_e
<€ LO“P~f¢, wj(c,0)0°P f>_€2 wy(a, 0)0“P~f 2 P f b




DIFFUSIVE LIMIT OF THE NON-CUTOFF VLASOV-MAXWELL-BOLTZMANN SYSTEM 33

Next, we will compute each term for the right-hand side of (3.17). Firstly, applying the
Holder inequality, the first term on the right—hand side of (3 17) is dominated by

HaaEa” 4+ — ‘ 8o¢PJ_fE

Due to (2.20) and (2.28), we can control the second term on the right-hand side of (3.17)
by \/gNJ(t)ﬁNJ(t). Moreover, it follows from (2.33), (2.38), (2.42), (2.46), (2.50) and (2.54)

that the third term on the right-hand side of (3.17) is bounded by {50 + s/é’N(t)} 5N,l(t).

Finally, from the definition of P f¢ in (1.5), the Holder inequality and (2.11), we can derive
that the last three terms on the right-hand side of (3.17) can be controlled by

2 2
1 le(a,())aaPLfE + ( VP 4|07 Vaas, b )P + En (DDA ().

Therefore, by plugging the estimates mentioned above into (3.17) and taking summation
over |a] < N —1, (3.15) follows. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Next, we provide the weighted energy estimate with the mixed derivatives |a|+ 8] < N —1
and |5] > 1.

Lemma 3.4. There holds

N-1
Yo ¥ {55 |aeserr

m=1 la]+[BI<N—1
|8]=m

2 Al apl pe 2
+ 5 @i, mogpt |

qv 1 apl se
g [ ae p)oget s

'}
Hal(a,O)aaPifs 2+€l2 3 Haapiff 2+ 3 o Ee?

la]<N-1 o] <N-1 la|<N-2

+ > |yaa(a;,b€,c€)|y2+{50+5N(t)+\/EN,,(t)}ﬁN,,(t). (3.18)

1<|a|<N-1

<1
~ -2

€

Here, Cyy, is a fized constant satisfying Cp, > Chyyq.

Proof. Applying 9% with |a|+ 3| < N —1 and |3| > 1 to (3.16) and taking the inner product
with @lz(oz ﬁ)@‘D‘PLf8 over R? x R3, we have

q9 1
1+ 0+ H<”>2

< agLPJ_fE ~2( ,5)8?1:”"]0‘2)

(¢
i}
(5

3= e, moge |+ @il (05 17

9(v- VP 7)o ,B)aé“PlF)

M= 0| =

0= - O (op? )ql,ﬁ?(a,ﬁ)ﬁgPLF) +< (5, 1), @R ,6)8§‘PLf€>

+ (o5( ——qo (B +v x B) - V,Pf* + DBz wPLf7) i (a ,5)agpif€>
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+ <a P < vV + qo(eE° + v x B°) - v]P{fﬁ) ,wl?(a,ﬁ)agPLﬁ)
£ L) gapl £ € ~2 apl pe
(a ( E° . oP f) 5P (2E qu> ?(a, B)OGP f)
<a§Pl < vV + qo(eE° +v x BF) - U}Pfﬁ) ,wf(a,ﬁ)agPLf) . (3.19)
The last term on the left-hand side of (3.19) follows from (2.3) that

SORLP . 0 5)O P

> 5 e mopr| ) -5

C
D &2 5_2‘

Z H’[El(a,,@/)aEIPJ_fe 2D_ aaPJ_fs j)

18’1<18l

Let’s now carefully treat the terms on the right-hand side of (3.19) one by one. For the
first term on the right-hand side of (3.19), recalling the definition of w;(«, 3) in (1.11), we
have

( (v - VP f), i2(a ,B)GE{Ple)

- _ ng < 8a+61PJ_f€ ~2( ,ﬁ)@gPlf)

Z/\

@ By

ate;pl re 2
—i—”wla—kez,ﬂ—ei)aﬁ_eiP f o

3“@ (ot €0, = e)(0) >

Z/\

% |@nta, mogP s

(3.20)

where we used the fact w; (o, 8) < w;(a+e;, B—e;)(v)7T2* for the case v > max{—3,—3 —2s}.
The second term on the right-hand side of (3.19) can be bounded by

% e, ﬁ)%‘Plf‘f

+ [0 E°||*

for |a] < N — 2. Thanks to (2.20) and (2.28), the third term on the right-hand side of (3.19)
is bounded by \/5~N7l(t)75N7l(t). For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.19), from

(2.33), (2.38), (2.42), (2.46), (2.50) and (2.54), we can bound it by {(50 + \/EN(t)}ﬁN,l(t).

Finally, from the definition of P f¢ in (1.5), the Holder inequality and (2.11), we can obtain
that the last three terms on the right-hand side of (3.19) can be governed by
% |@ite. pyogpse

2 fe] 1 re 2 fe e 16 £\]2
D+Ha VP F| |+ ]]0°Va (e, b, )| + En(HD (1),

As a consequence, by plugging all the above estimates into (3.19), taking the summation
over {|5] = m, |a|+|8] < N —1} for each given 1 < m < N — 1, and then taking combination
of those N — 1 estimates with properly chosen constant Cp,, > 0 (1 <m < N —1) and 7 small
enough, we can deduce (3.18). We thus finish the proof of Lemma 3.4. O

What’s more, we provide the weighted energy estimate with the pure spatial derivative
laf =
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Lemma 3. 5 There holds
LS (e, 007 p )2 + 2 Z (a0 aaPLfs

|lal=N © Jal=

uiﬁ@_ oo

Z HaaPLf6 m Z 10 E*|1* + Z [0%(aZ, b, )H

Ia\ N la[=N

+ {50 + v/ gN,l(t)} D). (3.21)

Proof. Applying 0% with |a| = N to the first equation of (1.3) and taking the inner product
with &?{Ef(a 0)0% f¢ over R? x R3, we have

2dt

1+€0

Ty Z (e 00 f°I)

Hw (c, 0)0° f=|% + 9 H@ﬁ@ (@, 0)9° f€ 2
2dt ! (1+t)+7 N,
e(l4e0) - wren2 o (11 ol e o
GED) l|lwi (a, 0)0% f€|° + <€2L8 PLfe ew? (o, 0)0°PLf

= — <€%L8°‘Plf5,€1ﬂl2(a,0)8an5> + (é@O‘E‘E . vu1/2q1,615l2(0z,0)80‘f€>
- (OB )20 000 ) — (207t x B - 9., et (0,007

1 ~ o Le
4 (0 (B o) cin (0,007 ) + (;aawe,fe),sw?(a,ma F). e
where we have utilized the facts

and
2qv I+e&o P2

e — ~2 S
(1 + t)l_;,_ﬁ <U>wl (Oé,O) 2(1 n t) wy
for || = N by recalling w;(c, 8) in (1.11).

The last term on the left-hand side of (3.22) follows from (2.2) that

oyt (a, 0) = — (v, 0)

1 apl re apl re Al ~ aJ_e2 CaJ_€2
<€—2L6P 2, e (e, 0)9°P f>2gle(a,0)8P f D‘EHaP 7,

where we used the fact (1 + t)_H% <1
Now, let’s estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (3.22) individually. For the first
term on the right-hand side of (3.22), we can get from (2.8) that

. <€i2LaaPL 5, e (a, 0)9°P f5> ‘ goPL fe

+||aa a b, )|

The second term on the right-hand side of (3.22) can be bounded by
1

apl re
(1+t)1+ao‘ o°pP f

2
0" E*|> + | o).
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By using (2.34), (2.39), (2.43), (2.47), (2.51), (2.55), (2.21) and (2.29), the upper bound of
the last four terms on the right-hand side of (3.22) is

{50 + m} Da(t).

Collecting all the estimates above with |o| = N, we can obtain the desired estimate (3.21).
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. O

Finally, we present the weighted energy estimate with the mixed derivatives |a| 4+ |8] < N
and 5] > 1.

Lemma 3.6. There holds

N 2
> ¥ {55 |awmnerrs

+ 2 |aute g

=l el
v La aplpe|? 4 LE ol e
g [t e | i [t e
Seig > ||Eua, mogpe Z+ 3 Hz’bl(a,())aaplff .
lo|+[B]<N -1 |a|=N

+Ei2 Z‘aaPLf€2+ STojeEE P+ >0 (|o%(an b )|

lal<N ja|<N—1 1<]al<N

+ {50 + En(t) + 1/ ENJ(t)} Dy(t). (3.23)

Here, Chn is a fized constant satisfying Crp > 5m+1.
Proof. Let 1 <m < N. By applying 03 with [3] =m and |a| + |3] = N to (3.16) and taking
the inner product with w7 (a, B)@g‘PL f¢ over R2 x R3 one has

¥ 1
ﬁ |2t magese]

oo ogpe s+ (Loszet s ata moset )

‘wl Byoeptre| +

1+€0

2dt

68 v-V PJ_fE) ~2( ,ﬁ)@gPlf)

+ EaaEa As(vp?)qr, Wi (e ﬁ)agPLf) < 05T (f*, f°), wj ( ,6)8§PLfE>

+

+

5P < [v Vo + qo(eE° + v x B - v]P{fﬁ) ,ﬁf(a,ﬁ)@%PLf)
OgP (DB - vPLfT) — o5 Pt (DB - 0P f?) i} (o, B)I5 P F)

<a Pi< V-V + qo(eEF +v x BY) -V }Pf) @ (a ,ﬁ)@gPLf). (3.24)

4
<a — —qo (eE° +v x B%) - V,PLfe+ ‘12—°E€ . vPifE>,wl2(a,5)a§PifE>
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The last term on the left-hand side of (3.24) follows from (2.3) that

( SO5LPL £, 07 (a ﬂ)agPlfa)
A C
2

D€2

C aJ_a2
g‘OPf D’

Z H{El(a,,@/)aglpj_fa 2D_
18"1<18]

where we have employed the fact (1 + t)_H% <1

We will estimate the terms on the R.H.S. of (3.24) one by one. For the first term on the
right-hand side of (3.24), recalling the definition of w;(«, ) in (1.11), similar to (3.20), we
have

— <lag(v : vxPLfa), w7 (a, 5)agPLff>

< 2o proge s
The second term on the right-hand side of (3.24) can be bounded by

b [@itat e s —eoogtartr|

2 e poget |+ or e

for || < N — 1. Thanks to (2.22) and (2.30), the third term on the right-hand side of (3.24)
is bounded by \/gNJ(t)ﬁNJ(t). For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.24), from
(2.35), (2.40), (2.44), (2.48), (2.50) and (2.54), we can bound it by {50 + \/m} 5N,l(7f)-

Finally, from the definition of P f¢ in (1.5), the Holder inequality and (2.11), we can obtain
that the last three terms on the right-hand side of (3.24) can be governed by

2 e poget s

Consequently, by plugglng all the estimates above into (3.24), taking the summation over
{|8] = m,|a] + |B| < N} for each given 1 < m < N, and then taking combination of those
N estimates with properly chosen constant Cpy > 0 (1 <m < N) and 7 small enough, we
obtain (3.23). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

A 00 Valag. b e N* + En () D (2).

+ Haav plre’

3.4. Energy Estimate in Negative Sobolev Space.
This subsection aims to provide an energy estimate in negative Sobolev space.

Lemma 3.7. There holds
2
< 3.25
2dt | \/ Ena(t)Dn(2). (3.25)

Ao, B4, B + 5 HA Py
Proof. Applying A™¢ to the first equation of (1.3) and taklng the inner product with A=¢f¢
over R3 x R3 one has

lamer o (Taes ot e ) o (Gracessaer)

2 dt
T (EA”(%(U x B) - vvf€>,A‘9fE> — (A™%(qoE" - Vo f9),A72f7)  (3.26)

(Ao (LEeopr) amep) + GA—@Nfs,fe),A—@ff) ,
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For the second term on the left-hand side of (3.26), we have
1, 1d,, _ 2
(2a7em oo amer?) = 55 e, 59|
For the third term on the left-hand side of (3.26), one has from (2.1) that

1 A 2
ZLATeFE Amefe ) > Z|[Aeptfe
<€2LA 5, A f>_€2HA Py

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (3.26), in terms of the macro-micro
decomposition (1.4), we set

= <§A-Q<qo<v < BY). vvf6>,A—9f€>

B <§A_Q(qo(v x B%)-V,Pf),A"°Pf >
+ GA—@(%(U x BF) - vaiff),A—QPf)

* <§A‘Q<qo<v « B vaE%A_QPLfE)
=Ji1+Ji2+ Ji3. (3.27)

For the term Jj 1, it follows from the kernel structure of P that J;; = 0, cf. [34, pp. 28]. For
the term Jj 2, owing to 1 < p < %, by using (2.12), (2.13), (2.14), the Holder inequality and
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, one has

Tip S HA °(BEu P fo)|||[AeP ||
oH L I Ty
1 —
55\\ I s, HMPLff AP
HAZ_5B€ ( JPJ_fs ‘HA QPfeH

+ 5 HA’“Plf‘f

Ve { o

Using the similar argument as the term Jj 2, we have that

of

1— W+2

ha S % [Ae (B VL)

)| |-ees,

1— 7+25 . A—QPJ_fa
L2L3+29

<o

1— 'Y+2

(0) 72V f*

rt2e
(Ol

1
S IBE s
5 Le

i,

<1 HA%—QB€ Y, /e
&

< (|t

v

ot

e
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Therefore, by substituting the estimates of J; 1-J; 3 into (3.27), one has

Jlgm{”x——ge Z}

Similarly to Jj 2 and Jp 3, the second and third terms on the right-hand side of (3.26) have
the following upper bound

2

D} '

ot (|t

For the last term on the right-hand side of (3.26), by the collision invariant property, we have

1
I
&

Lt-seer,

+ HATQBE

2 n HA_QPJ_fe

+ HA

Ty eltoe

(2amereaer) = (Baerge )00t )

<< [ae (<v>”” v(e, )| [a-ert s

S [ Oy Tee S

S [ O 1N o e
§u|f6|m|ff|m|| s [P
ST s, W gz [lAoP s,

< Ero {Jaerf i)

for soft potentials max{—3,—2 — 2s} < v < —2s, where we have used (2.7), (2.12), (2.13),
(2.14), the Holder inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. The case v + 2s > 0 can
be treated in the similar way as above. Hence, by using (2.6), we can obtain the same upper
bound as (3.28) for the hard potential case v + 2s > 0.

Recalling the definition of Dy () in (1.17), by the interpolation inequality with respect to
the spatial derivatives, it is easy to derive that

|ad-f e Bo)|| + Hm—@ (%, B7) HA1 (87, )| + | Vu(B7, B S Dvat),
1 2
Satte s s 5 |aert |+ ||vert s < Do,
2 2 _
[ai-tr]| ) < HAl‘QPfEH + HvfoaH - HA—QPLfE + HvxPLfa _ SDwalt),
3_ 2 _ 2 =
|A3=ere|” s arep s + VPN + |0} s, S D)
where we employed the fact 1—g<——— <§—g<1f0r1<g<—

As a result, combining all the estimates above, we can get (3.25). This completes the proof
of Lemma 3.7. O
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3.5. Uniform Energy Estimates.
In this subsection, based on Lemma 3.1-3.7, we give the uniform a priori estimates with
respect to ¢ € (0,1].

Proposition 3.8. There is En(t) satisfying (1.7) such that

Sew() +3Dy(0) 5 {0+ Entt) +\/Eva) | D) (3.29)
Proof. Under the a priori assumption (3.2), the combination 1 x (3.12) + (3.13) gives (3.29)
for given 0 < k1 < 1. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.8. O
Proposition 3.9. There is ngl(t) satisfying (1.12) such that
S Exalt) + XDy y(t) 50 (3.30)
Proof. First of all, multiplying (1 +¢)7%° by (3.29), we have
% (L+8)70En()} + u;ﬁ%&v(t) + (1 +¢)"°Dn(t)

< {60 L En() + \/ENJ(t)} Ba(1) (3:31)

Next, for Cq > Cy large enough, the combination C x {(3.15) + (3.21)}+Cq x (3.18) +(3.23)
gives that

S Du0)+ {0+ En(0)+ VB Pra) + e X IO, (32)
\

al=N

where g]f(,l(t) is given by

a0 =0{ 3 [aoertr| e 3 0o )P

lo|<N-1 |a|=N

2

N-1
SN DY DI CTCNEI S S

m=1  |al+|gl<N-1
1Bl=m
N 2
+3 6 Y Ha,(a,ﬂ)agpiff .
m=1 al+[8l=N
Bl=m

Finally, we take the proper linear combination of the estimates above as follows. For C3>0
large enough, the combination C3 x {(3.29) + (3.31)} + (3.32) gives

SHEwat) 4 XDa(0) S {6+ Ewlt) 4/ Ea(0)} Bt (3.33)

Recalling the a priori assumption (3.2), the desired estimate (3.30) follows directly from
(3.33). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.9. O
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Proposition 3.10. There is Exy(t) satisfying (1.16) such that

d— _
EgN’l(t) + )\'DNJ(t) < 0. (3.34)

Proof. Similar to Lemma 3.1, there exists an interactive functional &, ¢(¢) satisfying

End )] S [IA720r%, 2, Bo) P + [|are e, B2, B9)|

int

such that
dg-@ Al—g e L 2 A2t € 2 A QEE 2 Al—gBe 2
TEmi () + (|0, 0%, )"+ |7 (0] —a )7+ [[ATOEF [ + || f
1 2 - —
Sz |a-ep s o HENIODNI(D). (3.35)
z&p

Under the a priori assumption (3.2), one can deduce (3.34) by a proper linear combination
of (3.25), (3.30) and (3.35). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.10. O

4. GLOBAL EXISTENCE

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1 by first establishing the closed uniform
estimates on X (¢) defined in (3.1).

4.1. Time Decay Estimate.
Our main idea to deduce the time decay estimate is based on the approach proposed by

[28]. First of all, we give a more refined energy estimate for the pure spatial derivatives than
(3.13).

Lemma 4.1. There hold

%kZN |, 2=, 3)

SVEu0{ ¥ |vie
1

>INO—

2
D

2
+ > |viese
1<k<Ny

EED Lo
E<No

2
+ Y v
2<k<No—1

>INO—

’ } (4.1)

and
d k( pe 5 5 2 A kpl pe 2
= > Vi) + 5 Y ViRt
1<k<Ny 1<k<Ny
— 2 2 2
,S\/SN,l(t){ 3 HV’;E _— Hv’;BE + Y Hv’;Pff } (4.2)
1<k<Np-—1 2<k<Np—1 2<k<Np
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Proof. Similar to (3.13), by applying V¥ to the first equation of (1.3) and taking the inner
product with V% ¢ over R2 x R3, one has

1d
2dt

= — Xk>1 (évi(%(v x B%) -V, f9), V’;F) — Xk>1 (VI;(QOE8 Vo f9), V§f5>
+ (VE(DE - vf?), VEF) + (évgir(f%ff),vizfs)
=Jo+ J3+ Jy + Js5. (4.3)

(fE E& BE)

+___ H‘7kI)Ljf

We first consider Jo—J5 with 1 < k < Ny for the case max{—3,—3 — 2s} <y < —2s. To
estimate the term Jo, in terms of the macro-micro decomposition (1.4), we set

o= > 0]( go(v x V3 B%) - vUV’;—jff,vgﬁfe)

1<j<k

=y d ( qo(v x VIB?) .V, VE-ipLse, v’;Pf)
1<j<k
+ Yy ( qo(v x V1B) - V,VEIP f°, v’;PLf’f)
1<5<k
+ > ( qo(v x V1B%) - V, Vi TP ¢, ViP~+ fE)
1<5<k
= Jo1+ Joo+ Jo3.
Here, we have used the fact that from the kernel structure of P, there holds
Z cJ ( qo(v x VIB?) - VUV’;_ija,V’;PfE> =0.
1<j<k

For the term Ja 1, we divide our computations into the following two cases.
Case 1. k = 1. In this case, j = k = 1. From integration by parts, (2.9), (2.11), (2.14),
the Holder inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, one has

1
Jo1 S . V2B

‘I)Ljf

€
Li2 VP fel a2

< Lypei vz

- IVLPFYE V2P

o

Case 2. 2 < k < Ny. Using the similar method as the case k = 1, we have

1 .
Jo1 S z Z HVchEHLS
1<5<k

‘7xILLfE

< {HVQBEH +v2Pre| + = Hv plye

ViIPLfe

‘V’;P e

L8L2

EN(t){ > |vies S |viptse ’ }
2<I<Np <1<, b
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Next, we estimate the term Jyo. It follows from (2.9), (2.10), (2.11), (2.14), the Holder
inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

1 | |
- J B¢ k—j £ Ekpl re
JMN&ISJ;()—JW%B lie |[V="P L3L3 VaP L,
1 . .
- J B¢ k—jip fe kpl re
vz 2 v [vier], .| vier],
R AT IS N LA

2
p [’

SN(t){ 3 HvﬁBE
2</<Np—1

where we used that

1
LB P £

2
S T Sl e
1</<N,

NOPJ_ e
vt

i 3 w2t e B 9. 92

VN()PJ_ e
optye|

}

SO W e Y

Similarly, for the term J; 3, we obtain

1 .
J2,3 S g Z HV?CBEHL(s <,U>1_W+2 e kPJ-fa
1<j<No—2 v
1 ; _ot2
- Y v || e
j:N()—l z Hu
1
Fo s [voptre| L, [wvdertse
= 2 1 2
SISO o ROl s
2<I<Np—1 & 1<, b
Here, we have made use of the estimate
1
- Hvi\foBsH HVUPJ_fs . <U>ViVOPJ‘f€
1 3 1
< = Hvi\fo—leEHAL Hvi\f()-i-?)BzEHzL v3v PJ_fE
€ HLL2 HLL2
o R e [ e VNOPifE
1 N _1 § N +3 l "/+23 J_ M J_ l
g_HVIO B€H4Hv1‘0 B€H4 V P fa H1L2 <U> fE H1L2
s 3(v+2s)
HVZS PJ_fe i <U>7+22 < >4 3”+2 VNOPJ_JCE

1
s

<W{ [oeaey:k +— Z HVZP{F i}
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It should be mentioned that in the above estimate, we need to use the definition of [ in (1.18)
and the fact N = Ny + 3. Thus, collecting all the above estimates of Jp 1-J2 3, we can derive
that for 1 < k < Ny,

2

D }

b S \/EN,l(w{ > |vis
The terms J3 and J4 can be handled similarly. We thus obtain that for 1 < k < Ny,
2
D }

2<I<Np—1
Finally, we estimate the term Js for 1 < k < Ny. We denote Js 1, J5 2, J5 3, J5 .4 to be the terms
corresponding to the decomposition (2.18). For the term Js 1, we divide our computations
into the following two cases.
Case 1. k = 1. Making use of the collision invariant property, (2.4), (2.11), the Holder
inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain the following result

2 1
=D \a s
1<f<Np

Y |
2<I< Ny

2 1
5 > |virts
< 1<¢<No

J3+Js S gN,l(t){ Z vacEe
1

2
+ Y Hvﬁp e
1<V/<Ngy— 2</< Ny

Js1 = <§VmF(Pf€,Pf€),VmPLfE>

N

1
z IPf N are IVaP ol 1o 2 v, Pt e

\/sN(w{ |2 + 5 [veptse

D
2
o[

Case 2. 2 < k < Ny. Using the similar method as the case k = 1, one has

N

1
Js.1 = <EV’;F<Pf€,Pf€),V’;Plf€)

1
S 2 IPfoll g pz || VaP S

1 .
T c Z HV?EPfEHLng
1<j<k-1

€N(t){ Z HVﬁ,Pfa

2<0< Ny

foie-r

D

ViIPfe Vhptfe

D
2
o[

In a similar fashion, for the term Js o, selecting the first term within the minimum function
in (2.4) yields

L3L3

2 1
=D \Eos
2<I< Ny

A

J572§ \/51\7(?5)8% Z HViPJ‘fE

2
D
1<t< Ny

Opting for the second term inside the minimum function in (2.4), Js 3 has the same upper as
Js.2. Regarding Js 4, from the collision invariant property, (2.4), (2.11), the Hélder inequality
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and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

5.4 = (éV’;F(PLfE, P %), V’;Plf*f)

1 /
T
1 .
- v]PJ_ 5
+€Z/Ra‘ z f
i<k

o 1"
= J574 + J574.

A

VIPLfT| | VETTPRE| VP fe

dx
D

. ol

dx
D

where we used (1.6) and the fact |- |L2/2+ < |+|g2 for the case max{—3,—3 —2s} < v < —2s.
0% s

For the term Jé’4, by the collision invariant property, (2.4), (2.11), the Holder inequality and
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can obtain that

1
B S - [prre vipt s

’VI;PJ_fa

LeL2 D ‘

1 .
+- Z vaﬂpl I
1<j<k—-1

42 Hv’;PLff
g

D

Vi P

Vi fe

L312 LSL% D

HPJ_f€

Vi g

LgeL?,

SVEal Y |vietr

1<¢<Ng

D

2
b

Similarly, Jé/,4 has the same upper as Jé,4' Therefore, combining all the estimates mentioned
above with the a priori assumption (3.2) and taking the summation over 1 < k < Ny, we can
conclude (4.2) for soft potentials max{—3, -3 — 2s} < v < —2s.

In order to prove (4.1), we estimate (4.3) for £ = 0. Under the a priori assumption (3.2),
by combining (2.4) along with (2.11), it is easy to derive that

CSVEO{IE P PR @)

As a result, for the case max{—3,—3 — 2s} < v < —2s, the desired estimate (4.1) follows
directly by (4.2) and (4.4).

Then, we turn to the hard potential case v + 2s > 0. In fact, in this case, the estimates
of Jo—J5 in (4.3) with 1 < k < N can be derived in a similar but simpler way than the case
max{—3, —% — 2s} < v < —2s. The details are omitted for simplicity. This completes the
proof of Lemma 4.1. O

d e e ReE|2 i 1 pe
e B B + 5 [Pty

Lemma 4.2. There exist the energy functional 5]"@0 (t) and the corresponding energy dissipa-
tion rate functional D]'ifo (t) satisfying (1.16) and (1.17) respectively such that

d
ES}‘@O (t) + \Dy, (t) <0 (4.5)
holds for k=0,1 and all 0 <t <T.

Furthermore, we can obtain that for k= 0,1,

EXy (1) S (1+6)"FF9 sup Ey (7). (4.6)
0<r<t



46 YUAN XU, FUJUN ZHOU, WEIHUA GONG AND WEILJUN WU

Proof. Similar to Lemma 3.1, there are two interactive energy functionals Eljxg( t) and EZITL?NO (t)
satisfying

efon| < X |vhoe B and febMw| s S |vhee )|
E<No 1<k<Np
such that
%gjxg( DRSS DI 17 7ol A Py LA i 07 R S 323
1<k<Ny k<N0— 1<k<No—1
Z Hvkpifa + En(1) Z Hvkpiff (4.7)
and
Sy Y |vier 2—|—Hvx(ai—a€_)H2+ > |k s |vim
2<k<Nyp <k<Np—1 2<k<Np—1
IO DI 1 2l ECWOR S Hv';PLff i (4.8)
1<k<Ny 1<k<Ny

Here, we have made use of the a priori assumption (3.2). It should be pointed out that the
above two estimates are more precise compared to (3.12).

Therefore, recalling (1.14) for 5]"@0 (t), (4.5) for k = 0 can be derived from (4.1), (4.7) and
the a priori assumption (3.2). Similarly, (4.5) for k£ = 1 follows from (4.2), (4.8) and the a
priori assumption (3.2).

To deduce (4.6), for k£ =0, 1, one has

k4o 1
HV’;(Pfa,Be) k+1+e HA_Q(PfE,Ba)H E+lto

< |V er, o)

The above inequality, together with the facts that for m < Ny,

< (2o vrere

k+o

> kE+1+o

viVo+k+g(Ee’ Be)

HV?PLfE <U>—%2S(k+g)vgzp¢fa T 7

1
k+1+e
)

920, B9 5 20 e, 39

implies that
1 hte_ — k+i+g _kto
k1t k ktlte k k+1to
Xy (1) S {Ena()} e {DNO (t)} S {Oiggtﬁw,z(f)} {DNO (t)} :
Here, we have used 1 < ¢ < %, k=0,1and N = Ny + 3. Hence, we deduce that
d ~s 141
— 4 T
_Ejlffo(t) + )\{ sup EN,l(T)} {gjl%o (t)} B g
de 0<r<t

Therefore, (4.6) can be deduced by solving the above inequality directly. This completes the
proof of Lemma 4.2. O
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4.2. Proof of Global Existence.

In this subsection, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. By applying (3.34) and taking the time integration, one has that
forany 0 <t <T,

t
EN,l(t) + )\/ ’DN’l(T)dT < SNJ(O). (49)
0
This, together with (4.6), implies that for any 0 < ¢ < T,
ST 0%E BB S (1 +6)"0F) sup Eny(r) SEN(0)(1 1)) (4.10)
1<|a|<No OsT=t

Now, recalling the definition of X (¢) in (3.1), it follows immediately from (4.9) and (4.10)
that

X(t) < En(0)
holds for any 0 < ¢ < T. As long as Ey,(0) is sufficiently small, we can close the a priori
assumption (3.2). The rest is to prove the local existence and uniqueness of solutions in
terms of the energy norm ENJ(t) and the non-negativity of F€ = p + eu!/2f¢. One can use
the iteration method with the iterating sequence f: (n > 0) on the system

1 1 1
Ocfnia + 20 Vafup = Z(Bnp )P + aLfin
90 1 1
= B v — B Vafi — 2000 x BY) - Vofi + T (£ £

1
OB, 1 — Ve x By = — /3 foor - qropt?dv,
R
81‘/324_1 + Vm X Efl-i—l = 0,

Ve By = /3 frat 'Q1,U1/2dvv Vi By =0.
R

The details of proof are omitted for brevity; see also [34, 49]. Therefore, the global existence
of solutions follows with the help of the continuity argument, and the estimates (1.19) and
(1.20) hold by the definition of X (¢) in (3.1) and (4.6). This completes the proof of Theorem
1.1. ]

5. LIMIT TO TwWO-FLUID INCOMPRESSIBLE NSFM SYSTEM WITH OHM’S LAW

In this section, our goal is to derive the two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s
law from the VMB system (1.3) as ¢ — 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Based on (1.19) in Theorem 1.1, the VMB system (1.3) admits a
global solution (f¢, B¢, B%) € L>®(R*; HNL2), so there exists a positive constant C' which is
independent of €, such that

sup S 07 0] < ¢,

20 aj<n

3 /Oo HaaPJ‘fs(T)HidT < Ce2,
0

la|<N
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which implies that
ff=r weakly — in L>(R™; HNL?),
PLfe—0 strongly in L2(R*; HY L%)

as € — 0. We thereby deduce from the above convergences that PLf = 0.
As in [34], we introduce the following fluid variables

P <f€ Q2M1/2> Ul <f€ Q2’U,U1/2> <fe (|U| 1),U1/2>a
<fa Q1M1/2> € <fe qw,ul/2> <f5 (\U\ 1),u1/2>-

Similar to (3.8), we can derive the following local conservation laws
1
8t,()€ + va cut = 0,

1 1 ~ £. 1

8tu€—|-gv (pe+05)+_v -<A(v),u1/2,£(%)>=§(n€E€ + j€ x B),
2 ff @ £ .

€ 2 p(L—22)\ = 2. ¢

at9+3vxu+3v<() L(2)) = 55 FF

8tn +vl‘j _07

OHE* =V, x B = —j°,

OB+ V, x Ef =0,

Ve E°=n®, V., -B*=0,

where

2 2
Aw)=v®v — %ngg, B(v) = v(% — g),
A(v) is such that E(A\(v),ul/z) = A(v)p? with A(w)pt/? € NE(L), B(v) is such that
£(§(v),u1/2) = B(v)p'/? with B(v)u/? € N1(£) and £ is the linearized collision opera-
tor for the one-species Boltzmann equation, cf. [23].
By standard convergent method, there are f, E, B, p, u, 6, n, j, w such that

fE=f weakly — in L>(R*; HNL?),
(E°, B%, p%,u®,0°,n°) — (E, B, p,u,0,n) weakly — in L°(R*; HY),
(55,w%) = (j,w) weakly in L*(R"; H,))

as € — 0, where f = f(t,z,v) has the form

1 va1+gq 1 .¢
f=(p+§n)%ul/2+(p—§ ) 2

>3

b 1/2
5 2)Q2M ,

1/2 1/2 v
2 /—i-uvq,u/+6(

with

3= ), 0= M 00, 0= (1),

In the sense of distributions, by using (1.19), Aubin-Lions-Simon Theorem and the similar
argument as in [34], we can obtain that

(u,0,n,E,B) € C(RT; HY=Y n L>(R*; HY)
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satisfy the following two-fluid incompressible NSFM system with Ohm’s law

(8tu+u'qu—yAxu+pr:%(nE—ijB), Ve -u=0,
00 +u-Vih — kA0 =0, p+0=0,
WE —V, x B=—j V, E=n,
OB+ V, x E=0, V. B =0,
j—nuza(—%vmn—l—E—l—uxB), w =nb,

with initial data

u(0,2) = Puo(e), 0(0,2) = 200(z) — £po(a), BO,2) = Ey(e), B(0,2) = Bof).

We omit the detailed proof for brevity. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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