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Abstract

We study the dynamics of N charges interacting with the Maxwell field. If their initial ve-
locities are small compared to the velocity of light, ¢, then in lowest order their motion is
governed by the static Coulomb Lagrangian. We investigate higher order corrections with an
explicit control on the error terms. The Darwin correction, order |v/c|?, has been proved pre-
viously. In this contribution we obtain the dissipative corrections due to radiation damping,
which are of order |v/c|® relative to the Coulomb dynamics. If all particles have the same
charge-to-mass ratio, the dissipation would vanish at that order.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0102004v1

1 Introduction

Experimental general relativity is at the edge of taking the lead in ultraprecision, surpassing even
the famous measurements of the anomalous magnetic moment of the electron [[. The best-studied
test case is provided by the Hulse-Taylor binary pulsar PSR 1913416, which consists of two neutron
stars, each roughly of one solar mass and with a radius of 10 km. The stars are a distance 2.6 x 10°
km apart and revolve around their common center of mass with a period of about 7h 45min at a
speed of |v/c| = 1073 (with ¢ the velocity of light). One of the stars rotates around its own body
axis and emits a precisely pulsed radio wave which can be detected on earth, thus providing an
indirect measurement of the orbital motion [@, [[J].

On the theoretical side one has to solve Einstein’s equations with matter such that the mass
is well-concentrated in the two neutron stars. Since |v/c| < 1, a natural strategy is to expand the
metric in powers of |v/c|. The zero order contribution corresponds to the non-relativistic limit,
where the stars move on the Kepler orbits of the Newtonian theory of gravity. Therefore higher
order corrections are commonly called “post-Newtonian” and they are counted in powers of |v/c|?.
To first post-Newtonian order, |v/c|?, the motion of the binary pulsar is governed by additional
velocity dependent forces, and this order is followed by corrections, order |v/c|*, which are still of
conservative (Hamiltonian) nature. Damping through the emission of gravitational waves appears
at order |v/c|®, which roughly means a correction of order 107! relative to the Kepler orbit. The
predictions of the theory and the observed minute shrinking of the orbit agree within 0.3%. It
is even claimed that improved experimental devices would yield a precision of order |v/c|*, see
[BU]. At present theoretical studies of 3.5 post-Newtonian dynamics are available, cf. [J] and the
references therein.

From a mathematical point of view one would like to establish that the true orbit of the
neutron stars, as governed by Einstein’s equations, is well-approximated by the solution of the
effective second order differential equation at the appropriate post-Newtonian order. While order
zero has been accomplished in [[4] for asymptotically flat geometry, any further progress seems
difficult at this point. In fact, since in the relativistic context there is no sufficiently general theory
for the existence of solutions, even the notion of a true orbit is somewhat vague. Therefore in
the present paper we propose to investigate a very similar, but considerably less involved problem
where the neutron stars are replaced by charges and the gravitational field is replaced by the
Maxwell field. Of course the physics is then completely different, but as a theoretical problem
most qualitative features are maintained with the welcome simplification that the equations for
the electromagnetic field are linear, in contrast to Einstein’s equations. Moreover the matter field
can be modeled through a rigid charge distribution. As the only drawback, there seems to exist no
obvious experimental realization of the model. For a single charge in a Penning trap the radiation
damping is measured through the shrinking amplitude of the cyclotron mode [, [§]. On the other
hand, two charges of opposite sign will rapidly form a neutral atom which is governed by the
laws of quantum mechanics. Despite this fact we believe that our approach will improve on the
understanding of how radiation damping emerges from a fully microscopic Hamiltonian system for
the interaction of matter with a wave field.

The dynamical system under study consists of Maxwell’s equations for the electromagnetic

field,

c_lgB(x,t) = -V A E(z,t), c_lgE(x,t) =V A B(z,t) — ¢ j(z,1), (1.1)
V.- E(x,t)=p(z,t), V-B(z,t)=0, (1.2)



and the Lorentz force equations for the charges,

d

7 (Mbaava(t)) = ea(Ep(ga(t), 1) + ¢ oa() A Bylga(t). 1), a=1....N.  (L3)

Our above example corresponds to two charges, but a general number N > 1 will make little
difference, except that some solutions of the Coulomb dynamics may fail to exist globally in time.
Concerning our notation, £ is the electric and B the magnetic field. Moreover ¢, (t) denotes the
position of particle a, and its velocity is v, (t) = o (t). The particle has (bare) mass my,, charge e,,
and a relativistic kinetic energy with v, = (1 — (v4/ 0)2)_1/ ?. Each particle carries a rigid charge
distribution as given by the form factor ¢, which we assume to be smooth, radial, compactly
supported, and normalized, i.e.,

0<peCP(RY), ¢(z)=y¢(lz]), ¢@)=0 for |z|=R,, /d?’ifs@(éf) =1. (0)

Then the charge and current densities generated by the charges are given by

=2 cap(®—qa(t)) and j(z,1) Z €ap(T = ga(t))va(t), (1.4)

which determine the source terms in Maxwell equations and thereby couple ([1), ([:2), and ([3).
The functions E, and B, in ([.3) are the fields smeared out by ¢, i.e., we introduce E,(z,t) =
[o(x —2)E(2,t)d*s’ and B,(z,t) = [ p(x — 2')B(a’,t)d*2’. The coupled equations (ED ([2),
([3), and ([[.4)) define the Abraham model.

Another variant of interest is to have large N and to use a fluid-like description for the particles
in terms of a distribution function f,(q,v,t) for species «, which is then governed by the Liouville
equation corresponding to ([[.3)). Together with ([[.T]), ([.g), and the continuum analogue of ([.4)
one arrives at the Vlasov-Maxwell system. In the limit of small velocities (corresponding to ¢ — c0)
this system is well approximated by the Vlasov-Poisson equations [{, [[]]. Corrections due to
radiation damping are studied in [[[].

For charges interacting with the radiation field, as modeled by Abraham, the zero order ef-
fective dynamics is just the Coulomb dynamics, with the Darwin term appearing as the first
post-Coulombian (1PC) correction. Both are conveniently summarized through the Lagrangian
function

Co(ru) ( +1*4)1§: €ats
rou) = maus, + — miu - 7
DA = 82 2 52, 4mlre — gl
a#p
€atp -2
o Z e (o = ol = ) = 75))- (1)
P
Here r = (ry,...,7n) and u = (uy,...,uy) denote position and velocity of the particles in the

approximating system, to notationally distinguish them from the “true” positions and velocities

as governed by (L), ([.2), (L.3), and ([.4).

In ([25) the kinetic energy is necessarily expanded in |v/c|. For a relativistic particle with rest
mass mo we have the kinetic energy T'(v) = mgo(1 — 7! ~ mo(%(v/c)2 + :(v/e)* + O((v/c)ﬁ)).
Within the Abraham model the situation is slightly more complicated. Firstly, the comoving



Coulomb field carries some inertia and the bare kinetic energy is renormalized to an effective
kinetic energy T.g. In addition, since the charge distribution is rigid in the given rest frame, T.g
cannot be of relativistic form. There is a recent proposal for a relativistic model of extended
charges coupled to the radiation field, which necessarily also includes their inner rotation, cf. [I].
If one would carry out the small velocity expansion for such a fully relativistic model, T,g has to
be relativistic. Instead, for the Abraham model one obtains

4 16 1
Me = Mpo + 3 e2me and ml = mp, + 15 elme, with me = 52 /dgk |g5(k)|2k:_2. (1.6)
c

The task ahead is to improve the Lagrangian effective equations of motion

i<8£D> . o0Lp

a=1,..
Oy, ory,’ ’

LN, (1.7)

associated to Lp from 1PC to 1.5PC. This cannot be a mere addition of extra terms to Lp, since
at 1.5PC the charges loose energy through dipole radiation, which must be reflected by dissipative
contributions appearing in the dynamics. A formal expansion in |v/c|, some details of which are
explained in Section B below, yields the next-order approximate equations of motion

d a'CD 8£D €a N .
E(@uo)z Or, +67r6352_:166u6a a=1,...,N. (1.8)

The presence of the iig-terms means that the dimension of the phase space is increased from 6N
for (L.7) to 9N for ([[.§). As in the case of a single particle, the equations of motion at 1.5PC are
of third order and admit unphysical runaway solutions with velocities which grow exponentially
fast in time. To obtain the effective dynamics free from runaway solutions, the standard (formal)
practice, also used in the analogous general relativity setting, is to regard the @g-terms in ([[.§) as
a small perturbation. Therefore one may think of differentiating (the explicit form of) Eq. (1)
with respect to ¢ and of substituting the resulting expression for iz back into ([[.§), at the same
time dropping all higher than second derivatives of the r,’s. The resulting equation is

i(@ED) B 8£D Z €ﬁ€ﬁ/( B 65,)
dt\ou, /) — Org 127rc3 Ar \mg  mg

8,68'=1
ﬁ#ﬁ’
1 3(rg —1p) - (up — up)
x|y (s — ) (o —r)]  (19)
lrg —1p? lrg —1p|°
fora = 1,...,N. Thus our goal is to prove that the true solution ¢, v, is well-approximated by

a solution of ([L.9), up to errors of order |v/c|*. We note in passing that ([.g) implies there is no
radiation damping at 1.5PC in case the charge-to-mass ratios eg/mgs are independent of .

The substitution described above looks like a magic trick, since there is no a priori reason
to expect that the terms dropped in the end are really of higher order. However, as has been
recognized for some time, cf. [T, [J], the substitution can be justified rigorously in the framework
of singular (geometric) perturbation theory. The basic observation is that in ([.§), transformed
to the appropriate dimensionless scale, the highest derivatives g carry a small prefactor. The
solution flow then admits for a repulsive manifold which can be addressed as center-like, since it
contains the true effective dynamics. On this center manifold there is slow motion corresponding
to the physical relevant solutions. For initial conditions away from the center manifold the solution



trajectory runs off to infinity exponentially fast. Hence ([.9) has to be interpreted as the lowest
order approximation to the motion on the center manifold. There is one caveat, however: the
matrix of coefficients for the di-term, i.e., the map (i, ..., in) — ((ea/6mc®) 351, esiig)1<acn,
is not invertible. Such a case does not seem to be covered by the standard geometric theory of
singular perturbations, and we therefore had to supply the missing pieces.

In [L[3] we proved that the motion according to the Darwin Lagrangian well approximates the
true orbit to this order, provided that the initial electromagnetic field minimizes the field energy
at p, j given through the initial positions and velocities of the charges, cf. (B.5) below. As pointed
out by V. Imaikin we handled the initial slip somewhat loosely. This is no problem at order OPC,
however at order 1PC the desired precision requires us in fact to adjust the data for the charges
at some later time (rather than t = 0) which is short on the Coulomb time scale but long on
the microscopic time scale, but still the bounds on the time-derivatives of the solution are needed
starting from ¢ = 0. We use the occasion to supply a complete proof, see Lemma . and Lemma
B4 in Section [.

On a formal level, without control of the error term, 2PC has been computed by Damour and
Schéfer [[l. Their starting point is the Wheeler-Feynman action, truncated at 1/¢*, with point-
like charges. The equations of motion are for the charges only and derive from a higher order
Lagrangian. Working out the same order for the Abraham model, which non-rigorously could be
handled with little extra effort, one would obtain additional terms reflecting the finite size of the
charge distribution.

These formal expansions assume implicitly that for 1 <o < N

[V (t) — uq(t)| < const. [v/c|? (1.10)

at 2PC, say. Here v, is the true solution and wu, is the 2PC approximate solution, with |v|
denoting some average initial velocity. The approximation is supposed to be valid over many
Coulomb periods. There are two difficulties associated with ([LI0). Firstly, one has to specify for
which initial conditions this estimate holds, and secondly v,(t) depends as well on the initial data
for the Maxwell field. Does ([[.10) mean that for generic initial data of the Abraham model there is
some solution of the comparison dynamics such that ([.I()) holds? In fact we are not able to come
even close to ([L.1I(). At 1.5PC we will roughly prove a precise estimate in the radial direction of
the form
[V (1) — ua(t)?| < const. [v/c|?,

fora=1,...,N, cf. (8:23) below, whereas for the phase we only have
|V (t) — uq(t)] < const. [v/c|?.

Thus on the shell of constant kinetic energy our rigorous estimate is not improved as compared to
1PC. It might be the case that our method is not powerful enough to distinguish such fine details.
But even on a theoretical physics level it would be of interest to better understand the precise
claim hidden behind ([.I0).

In the present paper we will establish the 1.5PC approximation, where the main effort goes into
a control of the error terms. From our analysis a rather general pattern (presumably valid to any
order) emerges. (i) At each order higher derivatives in ¢ and higher powers of |r; —r;|~" do appear,
as dictated by their dimension. For example, at 1.5PC a term like i, is dimensionally admitted. Of
course each term comes with a prefactor which has to be computed from the Abraham model and
which also might vanish, usually because of symmetry. (ii) From step (i) in the effective equations



of motion necessarily higher time derivatives come up and the phase space for the approximate
dynamics is of dimension larger than 6/ N. However, since in the appropriate dimensionless form the
higher time derivatives carry a small prefactor, the solution flow has a 6/N dimensional repulsive
center manifold. The motion on this center manifold can be approximated by a second order
equation which is the desired comparison dynamics at the given PC approximation.

2 Scales

As in any multiscale problem we have to first identify the relevant scale parameter. The dynamical
equations ([.1)), (L.2), (L.3), and ([.4) are written on the microscopic scale for which distance is
measured in units of R, the radius of the charge distribution from (C'), and time is measured in
units of t, = R,/c. On this scale we require the particles to be far apart initially, which means

122(0) = gs(0)| =e™'R,  (a #P), (2.1)

and this defines the dimensionless parameter ¢ > 0, ¢ < 1. It will be part of the proof to verify
that (R.I) is preserved in the course of time. In addition we require |v,(0)|/c to be small. To find
the right order in €, let us for the moment assume |v,(0)| = €”¢ with v > 0 to be determined.
To see the changes due to self-action and mutual interaction we have to follow the dynamics
over long times of some order t = 5_5%. Over this time span we obtain a change in position
Aq = &ce %, = 7R, and this should equal Ag = e 'R, in view of (E1]). Anticipating that
the force is proportional to the squared inverse distance, multiplying with the dimensionally right
factor we find for the change in velocity that Av = (R3/t2)(Aq)*t = €2 °c, which should be of

order €7¢c, by assumption. Solving for v and ¢ we find v = % as well as 0 = % Thus we require
that initially
va(0)] & Vec,
and we have to consider times of order
> 732 (2.2)

Again it will be part of our proof to see that over the time span (B.2) the velocities remain of order
Vee. In passing, note that for the Hulse-Taylor pulsar ¢ =2 107S.

Having settled the initial conditions for the charges we turn to the electromagnetic field. The
initial field is assumed to have finite energy, i.e.,

%/(|E(m70)|2 + |B(SL’,0)‘2) dr < o0o.

Our picture is that in the neighborhood of the charges through radiation the electromagnetic field
very rapidly (in a time of order e7'#,,) reaches a state of minimal energy at the given constraint due
to the presence of the charges, the positions of which have been changing only little on the Coulomb
scale during this time span. In [fJ] such a behavior has been established for somewhat simpler
situations. Here we concentrate on longer times and merely assume an initial electromagnetic field
of low energy. For a charge at constant velocity v the comoving electric and magnetic fields are

Ey(7) = =V, (z) + c(v-Vo,(x))v and B,(z) = —c v AVo,(), (2.3)
where ¢, is defined through its Fourier transform

oK) = e (k) /[I? — (k- v)7], (2.4)

>



with e = e, for v = v,. Such fields we call charge solitons (centered at zero with velocity v). If
¢ = (¢!,...,q%) denotes the initial positions and v = (v{,...,v%) the initial velocities, then we

choose the initial fields as linear superposition of the form

E(z,0) = E°(z ZEUO r—¢°) and B(z,0)

a=1

||M2

By (z —q)). (2.5)

We can think of these fields as generated by the charges which have been forced to move freely as
Ga(t) = ¢ + 2t for —oo < ¢ < 0.

To summarize, we consider a situation where the charges are far apart (on the scale R,) and
move slowly (on the scale ¢) over long times (on the scale t,). On a mathematical level this means
that the initial conditions and the time span under consideration are e-dependent. As a conse-
quence, also in the comparison dynamics the initial conditions are e-dependent. Here ¢ is merely
a convenient device to order terms according to their magnitude. In particular, nPC translates
to the order £2*". An equivalent approach, which will not be used here, would be to rewrite
the equations of motion on the Coulomb scale. Then the initial conditions are approximately
e-independent. However, the evolution equations pick up some e-dependence, except for the pure
Coulomb dynamics which is scale invariant. Through the transformation to the Coulomb scale the
order would be reduced by a factor €2, and nPC would correspond to order ™.

3 Main results

In the following we use units for which ¢ = 1. We first summarize the dynamics under consideration.
The Maxwell equations are

%B(m) —V A E(z,1), %E( t) =V AB(x,t) - zzj o(® = ga())valt),  (3.1)

with the constraints

(x — qa(t V- B(z,t) = 0. (3.2)

||M2

Here we have introduced the shorthand notation

Pa = €aPp;
and ¢ is assumed to satisfy (C'). The Lorentz force equation is

d

- (Maava(t)) = / @1 (e — o (D) [E(2, 1) + va(t) AB(,1)], 1<a<N, (3.3)

~1/2

where v, = (1 —v?) . The initial conditions for the electric and magnetic field are given by
0

(BH), and for the initial positions ¢2 = ¢, (0) resp. the initial velocities v,(0) = vY we require

Cie™' <go — a3l < Coe™  (a #B), (3.4)

for some constants C,Cy > 0, as well as
W] < Cyv/E (3.5)

6



with C3 > 0.
To order OPC the comparison system is governed by the Coulomb dynamics

i (8£0> . OLc

ou, )  Or,’

a=1,...,N, (3.6)

with Coulomb Lagrange function
N N
1 1 €ats
u = — — - -
(ru) = 2, gmata =3 ;l A7lra —rg]’
P
where r = (ry,...,7n) and u = (uy,...,uy). Because of the Coulomb singularity the solution to
(B.6) may exist only for a finite time, either because two particles collide or since one particle is

being expelled to infinity. To formalize this, for given data (72, u2) we denote 7¢ €]0, 0o] the first

time for which either lim,_, |7o(t) —75(t)| = 0 for some a # ( or lim,_, |7o(t)]| = oo for some «
holds for the corresponding solution (7(t),u(t)) of (B-6) with data (%, @?).
Our first step is to conclude from (B.4) and (B.H) that if under the Coulomb dynamics (B.6)

there is no collision/expulsion, the same holds for the full system.

Lemma 3.1 Let the initial data for the Abraham model satisfy (54), (5-3), and (2-3). We intro-

duce

Fg zgqg and ﬂg = V0 a= L...,N, (3.7)

as data for ([3-4). Moreover we fiz 6y €]0,7¢| and Ty > 0. Then there exists a constant C, > 0
such that

e o alt) = g5t - 3.8
: tE[O mm{Tcmao To)e—3/2] 6a(t) — gs(t)| (o # B) (3.8)

See Appendix C, Section f], for the proof. In the following we write
T = min{TC — 50, To} (39)

Next we remind a result which has been obtained in [[3, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.2 Let the initial data for the Abraham model satisfy (3-4), 6-3), and (2.3). Moreover,
assume that

1 —_—

et it a0 - a0 #0), (3.10)

with T > 0 from (5.9) (or any other T'). Then there exist constants C*,C,, > 0 such that
Cet < inf  ga(t) —qs(t)l,  sup  qa(t) —gs(t)] < C7e™" (a # B), (3.11)

te[0,Te=3/2] te[0, Te—3/2]
and fora=1,...,N
sup  |ua(t)] < Cpv/e (3.12)
te[0, Te—3/2]

are satisfied. In particular, sup,ci re-s/2 [Va(t)] < 0 <1 for some v. Moreover, there is C > 0 and
e > 0 such that fora=1,..., N we have

sup  |0a(t)] < Ce?, (3.13)
t€[0,Te=3/2)

provided that |ey| < &, a = 1,...,N. In (3.11), (6.13), and ([5.13), the constants C' and € do
depend only on T and the bounds for the initial data, but not on ¢.

7



In the situation described in Lemma .9 we set
to = 4(R, + C*e ™). (3.14)
The bounds from Lemma B3 also lead to a bound on the |g,(t)], since for € €]0, 1] we have

|4a(t)] < laa(t) — gol + laal < Cov/et + 1g5)
< (ar+ max @)t = Cet, e [0, T, (3.15)

It is moreover possible to establish an a priori estimate for the 9,(t). Defining
Tow = (0, /8)e ™1, (3.16)

we have the following result. We remark that 7., could be replaced by any other time of order

O(e™1).

Lemma 3.3 Under the assumptions of Lemma [3.3, including the smallness hypothesis |es| < €,

a=1,...,N, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for a« =1,..., N we have
sup  |ia(t)| < Ce¥?  and sup | (t)] < C7/2.
t€[0,Te~3/2] tE[Tus,Te—3/2]

Proof: Our handling of this estimate in [[J] was somewhat inaccurate, since some expressions
resulting from data terms at time ¢ = 0 do not vanish, which have been claimed to be zero; cf. also
the remarks in the Introduction. It then becomes evident that the desired bound of order O(¢7/2)
can not hold directly from time ¢t = 0, but only after some initial time ¢t = £~!, which is still
enough for our purposes. The argument will not be expanded here, as it is follows similar lines as
the proof of Lemma .4 below, where an analogous problem arises. a

In order to expand the dynamics up to the order of radiation reaction, we need to have control
of one further ¢-derivative. Thus a main issue will be to verify the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Under the assumptions of Lemma [F3, including |e,| < €, a = 1,..., N, there is a
constant C' > 0 such that fora =1,..., N we have

sup | Uy (1) < CE°.
tE[6Twx,Te™3/2]
The rather technical proof is given in the Appendix A, Section []. It turned out that the principal
method used in [[[1], [, [J] needed to be improved in a substantial manner in order to be applied
here as well, which is mainly due to the “bad” decay properties of solutions to wave equations in
the vicinity of the light-cone.
Using Lemma B.4 as a key ingredient, it will then follow from Lemma [.§ that

d <8£D> . OLp

N
[
— 23" egiig + O(e? =1,....N 3.17
dt ava + 5 1662}6 + (E )7 a ) AR ( )

 0q, 6T <

where Lp is the Darwin Lagrangian from ([.J) which governs the system up to order O(g%), cf. [[[J].
As comparison effective dynamics we hence introduce ([-§). It can be verified that along solutions
of this system ([[.§) the “energy”

. N €atp .
HRR(Tv u, u) = ,HD(Ta u) - Z Uq - U,
a,f=1



with

Hp(r, u) i( mu2+3m*u4)+1§: Cats
u) = aq o Ma%a o
b = \2 8 2 o Anlra — rg|
B
_ €afs Ug + (To —T5) >
o ——————Ug - (T — , 3.18
+3 Z e (s T ), (39
a#ﬂ
is decreasing, more precisely one obtains
d 1 2
A = __( ) a) , 3.19
dr 6m azle “ ( )

Due to the presence of runaway solutions in ([.§), the data for (I.§) in the data space IR =
R*N x IR¥ x IR*" leading to physically reasonable solutions have to be singled out. In Section
f we will accordingly construct a kind of center manifold Z. for ([.§) on which the true effective
dynamics takes place and which is locally invariant for ([.§), in the sense specified in Theorem B.1].
It will moreover turn out that the true effective dynamics (on the center manifold) of solutions to
the full system is approximately described by a second order system of ODEs, cf. (B.29) below.
Note that the existence of runaway solutions does not contradict (B-19), since Hgrg in general may
be indefinite.
Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5 Assume the data (¢°,0°), a =1,..., N, and E°(x) and B°(x) are such that (54),

ch fe

([B3), and (B]) are verified. Define 1¢, &y, and Ty as in Lemma [F1, and introduce T through
(5-9). Then Lemma B.1 implies the existence of C, > 0 such that (B-8) holds, and this in turn
yields the existence of suitable constants such that the bounds from Lemmas[3.3, 5.3, and are
satisfied, provided that |e,| < €, 1 < a < N. Moreover, ty from (B.13) is defined.

In this basic setup we denote

Ko = {(ru) € R™ xR |r] 4,27, u] < 4C,VE),

with C, from ([B1]) and C, from (B13), respectively. Then there exists e, > 0 and for each
e €]0,e1] a C*-function h. : K. — IR3N with the following property. Consider the true solution

(qa(t),va(t)) resulting from (I3), (B-1), (3-3), and (5-3), and the solution (r,(t),u.(t)) of ([-3)
with data
Ta(to) = qalto), ualto) = valto), and 1q(to) = he (Qa(tO)vva(tO))v (3.20)
for 1 < a < N. Then (14(t),uqs(t)) exists at least for t € [to, Te=%/?], and the estimates
|4a(t) = ra(t)] S CVE,  |a(t) —ua(t)] < C%,  [ia(t) —ia(t)] < Ce™2, (3.21)
hold for t € [ty, Te~%/?|. Moreover, along such solutions of the effective equation (I.8) we have
i(aLD) _ 8£D + €a i €gep <€_ﬁ _ ﬁ)
dt \ Ou, Ore 127 4m \mg  mg

B.6'=1
p#p!

1 3
it ~ W) g S (s — s ) Sawr | + O(?) (3.22)
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fora=1,...,N and t € [ty,Te~>?]. In addition, with Hp from (3.13) we obtain

M (g(t), v(t) — Hp(r(t), u(t))| < Ce*, t € [ty, Te?). (3.23)

Remarks 3.6 (a) In fact for every k € IN with k& > 4 it can be achieved that h. is of class C¥,
with €1 possibly having to be decreased further.

(b) The functions h. do depend only on the input constants C;, Cy, Cs, ¢, do, and Tp.

4 Expansion of the Lorentz force term
Due to the bound on ¥, from Lemma [.4 it is possible to rigorously expand the Lorentz force
:/fwa—%wﬂﬂ%ﬂ+%@AB@ﬁ] (4.1)

up to the order of radiation reaction. In view of (B.]) and (B.3) we have
E(z,t) = EO(z,t) + E™(z,t) and B(z,t) = BY(z,t) + B (,1),

with
£(0) sm\k\t -
(k,t) = cos|k|t E(k,0) — 7 kA B(k,0),
5(0) s1n|k|t ~
BO(k,t) = cos|k|t B(k,0)+ 7 kA E(k,0),
R t R t s _
EV(k,t) = —/ ds cos |k|(t — s) j(k,s) +1i / ds % Pk, s)k,
BO(kt) = — /’alsm‘k"k| sin k=) b2 s g,

where j(z,t) and p(z,t) are given by ([.4), with ¢ = 1. Accordingly we write F,(t) from (f.]]) as
F,it) = /dsx P — qu()[EQ (z,t) + vy (t) A BO(2,1)]
+/f%%@—%QMHWLﬂ+%@ABm@ﬁ]
FO@) + ED(@). (4.2)

With ¢y = 4(R, + C*e™!) from (BI4) we first recall from [[3J, Lemma 3.1] the following result
concerning F©)(¢).

Lemma 4.1 Fort € [ty, Te=*/%] we have F\V(t) = 0.

Applying the Fourier transform and noting p, = e,y, it is moreover seen that the contribution
F(t) to F,(t) resulting from the retarded parts of the fields is

EO(t) = 2FW () + Z cacs B3 (1), (4.3)
ﬁ#a
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sin |k|(t — s)

k
K|

t .
FW = [las [ @rlpmPe s m 0O cosltc - ) (s)

i % val®) A (A vﬁ(s))}, (4.4)

fora,f=1,...,N.

4.1 Expansion of the self-force F{")(t)

For t € [ty, Te~*/?] we have

FQ() = [Tar [dkipPe e (142 (k- va)TZ—g(k: 52)7°)

1 k
X _Cos‘k‘T[Ua—@aT+—i}a7-2]+Z'Sln‘ |7
2 ||
_sin |k|T ‘ )
i e A (R A oo = daT]) 4 O, (4.5)

with v, = v,(t), etc. The proof of this formula will not be elaborated. It proceeds similar to the
proof of Lemma below, cf. also [§, [J]. Arguing formally, we utilize

"I =0a()] o illve)T (1+2(k va)fz—g(k i0)7) + O,

1
Va(8) = vy — 0aT + 3 i, + O(£%),

in (£.4) with @ = 8, where 7 =t — s. To make this argument rigorous, it is necessary to observe
that [y ds(...) = [} ;ds(...) = [{dr(...) for any ¢, > _“f, as it follows in case that a = f from
condition (C') by transforming ([.4) back to space Varlables cf. Lemma .3 With the notation

(|k t .
I, —/ dr SmVLHT —ilkva)T P Jp:/ dr cos(|k|r)e i kva)T 7 p € N,
0

we may reformulate ([L.5) as

1
FO@) = 1im(—/d3k|¢(k)|2{vajo oy + (k ba)tas + 5 fas

t—o00

[ 1) (i (1= 020k + (b va)vallo + i (v - 5a)k = (k- va)a)
—%(k; C)[(1 = 2k + (K - v )val T + G(k va)k13}> + O,
= F\) () + F) oo (8) + O(eY), (4.6)
with

1 1
Ffpon(8) = lim (= S0 [ @RGP+ [ RIS (- 5okl ).

t—o0

Note that due to the fact that only terms up to order O(g?) have to be taken into account some
expressions appearing in ([L.J) have dropped out when passing to (.4). Compared to the expansion
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of F{M(t) up to order O(7/?) in [[J, (3.6)], we have picked up the two additional terms denoted
En (t), which both contain #,. From [[3, (3.7), (3.8)] we know that

ao,new

) 4 8 .16 .
Fo(za)old( ) = (3 + E Ui>meva - 1_5 me(va : Ua)’Ua + 0(54), (47)

where m, = 3 [ &k |4(k)|°k~2, cf. (). To evaluate the contribution of the new term, we recall
from [[Z, Lemma 4.3] that

oo . 1
lim [ @k [p)Ph = [ drr? [ &k (p(h) cos(|klr)e ¢ =~ o1,
00 0 2
where 7, = (1 —v2)7"/2. In addition, (¢ - V,)V, [} = —(k - £)kI5 for £ € IR?, and also
1
li / &Pk I = =2
im [ @(k) 1y = - Ta
due to [[[J, p. 637]. It follows that
1 1 1 1
Faa,new (t) - 47'(' f}/oava 247T (UO{ VU)VUWOC - 471' fYarUa 12 (f)/ava + 47&(1]0! Ua>’Ua)
1
= o + O(e%), (4.8)

the latter by expanding 72 = 1+ O(g). We can summarize ({7) and ([§) in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2 Fort € [ty, Te=*/?] we have

4 8 16 1
FO(t) = —<§ + ' Ui>me@a T Me (Vo * V)V + o o + O(e?).

4.2 Expansion of the interaction force F, ér)(t), a#p

We return to (f4) and consider F), @) 5 (t) for a # B. The main difference to Section [L.1] results from
the fact that now &5 := ¢u(t) — qg(t) O(e™'), cf. Lemma B3, This point in conjunction with
Lemma B.4 also plays the key role in the proof of the following technical lemma whose proof is
postponed to Appendix B, Section B.

Lemma 4.3 Let 1 < a,3< N, a# 3. Fort € [ty, Te~*?] we have

t .
(a) — / ds / Bk | @ (k) PeHlaa0=a5) cos k| (£ — 5) vs(s)

/ l-/l3k|(0 Zkﬁaﬁc()s|]{?|7{ g—’“(l{}"UB)Uﬁ—?’[]ﬁ_'_ZT2(k.r[])U
B + T 1
2 2(1{:.2} )2'UB 1 2(]{?-2)6)1)3-}-—72i}ﬁ}—|—0(5 )7
( ) Z/t 5 / 3k |SOA(]€)‘2 ik'[Qa(t)—QB(S)} %k
0 (&

i sin |k|T _ 1, L .
—z/ dT/d3k| )|Peih-Sas VL“k’{l—lk"[TUB—iTzvg—f—ngvg}
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[Pk s =Pk )] + é#}(/ﬁ 0} + O(e)
(© (=) [ ds [ @klptfe 0o SIEEZD 0 ) A o)

sin |k|T

= (—1) /OOO dr /dgk |p(K)|Pe ™ Ews T Vo A (k: A {vg — 70 —iT(k - UB)UB})

+0O(eh).
Here v, = v,(1), etc., and &ap = qu(t) — qa(t).
These expressions will be substituted back into (f.4). To simplify notation, we introduce for p € IN,

sin |k|T

Api= [dr [ @k Ip)Pe e Ty = (am) ! [ [ dady p()p(y)las +o -yl
and
By = [ dr [ dlak) e cos((kir) 7
= (-p)Un) [ [Py e@)p(y)las + 7~ yP " = (-p)Ap 1.
Hence it follows from Lemma [ that for o # 3 and t € [to, Te~3/?] we have
F{J(t) = —vsBo—vs(vs- Ve)Bi +05B1 + %(@ﬁ - Ve)Bavg — %(Uﬂ - Ve)*Bavg + (vg - V) Batg
—%Bﬂvﬁ — VAo — (v5 - Ve)VeA; + %(vﬁ V) Vedy — %(vﬁ - Ve)*VeA,

1 . 1 . 1
_é(vﬁ - Ve)VeAs + 5(”/3 V) (05 - Ve)VeAz — é(vﬁ V)’ Ved;
+00 A (VAo Avg) — va A (VeArL Ag) +va A (Ve A (v - V) Ayug) + O(e)
. 1. 1, . 1
= —Uﬁ(vg . v§)Bl + UﬁBl — 5321}@ — Vng + 5(1]5 . Vg)VﬁAQ — 5(1)5 . V§)2V§A2

L. 1 . 1
— (05 - Vo) VeAs + 5 (v5 - Vo) (05 - Ve) Ves — 2 (v - Ve) Ve
+(Ua . UB)V£A0 — UB(Ua . Vg)AQ + 0(64), (49)
where in the last reduction we have used that A; = (47)~!, By = —(2m)~!, and By = 0, hence in
particular VeA; = V¢ By = 0. We rewrite ({.9) as
Fo (t) = Foia(t) + Folfnen(t) + O("), (4.10)

with

r 1. 1 . 1 . 1
FY) o) = —5 Batis — 6(“5 Ve)VeAz + 5(”6 V) (05 - Ve)Ve Az — 6(?1/3 Ve)’Ved;  (4.11)

being the new radiation reaction contribution compared to our expansion up to order O(g?) in
[[3]. According to [[3 Section 3.2] we have

FOa() = gas(t) + O(eY), (4.12)
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where

g 1L (s &ap) vj 3(vs - Eap)’
98] = e P Bales P BallasP o T BlanP T SalEugP
( oV ) (Ua & ) .
_41;‘5(153 ap + Waﬁ‘i vg, with &, = qa(t) —qp(t). (4.13)

We recall that for proving (f.13) the most difficult part is to show that

//d% Py o(x)p(y) (% - ﬁ)

7+ e

1
Ar[Easl?

ga ]

V:A
0T €l

with 77 = &,5/|as]. However, this turns out to work well by expanding (R) = (i+ R)/|i+ R|* =
4+ R —3(ii - R)ii + O(e?), where R = (z — y)/|¢apl = O(e) for |z, |y| < Ry, and by noting that
[ [ &3z d3y p(x)e(y)(z — y) = 0. Therefore we only have to consider the new part F\__ (t) from

aff,new

(ETT). To begin with, we recall that By = —2A4; = —(2m)~!. The following lemma deals with the
remaining terms.

Lemma 4.4 For a # (8 and t € [0, T3] the following holds.

1. 1.
(a) 6(1)5 - Ve)VeAs = Ton U8 and

(b) (vs - Ve)(ip- Ve)VeAs = 0= (v Ve) VeAs.

Proof: We have As = (47)" [ [ dxd®y o(z)(y)|Eas + = — y|*, and therefore

_ 1 3. 73 1
Veds = o5 //d rd®y p(@)p(y) (€ap + 7 —y) = 5 Cas:
the latter in view of | [ d®zdy p(z)¢(y)(z — y) = 0 by the symmetry of ¢, cf. condition (C). O

Turning back to F")

new(t) from (FETT]) we hence have shown that for v # 8 and t € [to, Te™/?]
the estimate

. 1. I 1.
Fofpmen(t) = -0 = 15— + O(") = — i3+ O(e")

holds. In view of (E.10) and (f.19) we arrive at the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5 For a # (3 and t € [to, Te~/%] we have

r L.
F(0) = gaplt) + o 5 + O(Y),

with gas(t) given by ([-13).
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4.3 Summary of the expansion

From (f), (£J), and Lemma [E1] we see that F(t) = F{"(t) for t € [to, Te=3/?]. Thus (EJ),
Lemma [[-2, and Lemma [£5 can be summarized as follows. For ¢ € [ty, Te%/2] the Lorentz force
F,(t) from (1)) allows for the representation

4 1
F.(t) = —<—+—8 v2>62meva— —6 e?xme(va Vo)V + Gol(q,v,0) —l—— E egts + O(e )
3 15 15 o 521

N
Galq,v,0) = D eaesgap(t)
5z

_ ea - §ap L . (ip-&ap) 3(vg - ap)”
) sté: <|€a5|3 206us] 7 20anl 5a6+2l§a6|3 o = 2|€apl® op
_(an ) Uﬁ) (Ua : gaﬁ) ) 4.14
|€asl? “op €sP 7)) (4.14)

with tg = 4(R, + C*e™ 1), of. BI3), and &up = qu(t) — qs(t), va = va(t), vs = vs(t), etc., and
moreover me = 3 [ d°k |p(k)[*k 2
Expanding 7, = 1+ 02 + O(e?) and 73 = 1+ O(¢) in the Lorentz equation %(mba%va) =

Mpa(Yala + V2 (Ve * Va)Va) = Fu(t), cf. (B), and recalling m, = mp, + e2m, as well as m}, =

Mo + g e?lme, we thus have deduced the following main lemma.

Lemma 4.6 For1 < a < N andt € [ty, Te%?] we have
My (00)00 = Golq,v,0 +6—Z€505+O( eh), (4.15)
A=1

where G is given by ([[13), and M, (v) is the (3x3)-matriz M, (v)(2) = (ma+3miv?)z+m (v-2)v
for v,z € IR3.

Note that (.17) agrees with (B.17), as may be verified through explicit calculation. Introducing

the transformation

(e _3/2T)> Uo(T) = 5_1/2Ua(5_3/27)>
Uo(T)=¢ 2va( _3/27'), Vo(7) = 8_7/21')(1(5_3/27'),

we arrive at the following version of Lemma [L.. Here and henceforth we drop the overbar for
simplicity, and 7 will also be denoted by t.

Lemma 4.7 For 1 <a < N andt € [£%/?ty, T we have

My (v, )00 = Galgq, v, 0,) + 32 &2 = 265’115 + 0(e?), (4.16)
5=1
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where Go(q,v,0,¢) € R? is defined as

Ca & ap £ (Vg - Eap) v’ 3e(vg - £ap)’
Gal(q,v,0,¢) — ( - U5 — 7 g + B_gp— 2500 ¢
i 2\ JesP el T 2l T AP T der
57’50&
£(va - vp) €(Va - £as)
—— &g T Vg |, (4.17)
[€asP =77 TasP
and M, (v,¢€) is the (3 X 3)-matriz given by
My (v,e)(2) = (Mo + %m,’;vQ)z +emi(v-2)v, wv,z€ IR (4.18)

We remark that on the scale utilized in Lemma [L.7, all quantities .3, va, 0o and @, are of the
order O(1).

5 Construction of the center manifold

In this section we are going to construct a kind of (locally) invariant manifold of solutions to the
effective system

N
Mo (e, € )ity = G (1,0, 11, €) + €32 g—“ S egiis, 1<a <N, (5.1)
Y

i.e., to (I.I6) without the error term O(g?). We define
Ko = {(r,u) e R* x R* : |r| < 4C,, Ju| < 4C, }, (5.2)

with C, and C, from (B:I3) and (B-I2), respectively. We are going to prove the following theorem
concerning (B.1)).

Theorem 5.1 For every k € IN with k > 4 there exists &1 > 0 and a C*-function h : [0,&] x Ky —
IR*N such that

~

L= {(ru, ) : i = he(r,u), (ru) € Ko} € RN x R*Y x R* (5.3)

is locally invariant for (5.1), in the following sense. Consider given data (r(m),u(m0),u(m)) €
R3 x R*N x R*N for (B1) such that

i(ro) = he(r(mo), u(m)), |r(n)l <2C,,  |u(r)| < 2C,, and
(Cs/2) < Ira(m0) = ra(m0)| < 2C" (a0 # B),

hold. Then the corresponding solution (r(t),u(t),a(t)) of (5-4) with this data at t = 7y exists at
least until 7 > 19 and satisfies

u(t> = }Al€ (T(t>7u(t))7 t e [7—077—1]7 (54)
where T' > 17, > 7y denotes the longest time such that

r@] <3C, [u(t)] <3Cy, and (C./3) <|[ra(t) —ra(t)] < 3C™ (a # B), (5.5)
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are valid simultaneously, for t € |19, m1]. Moreover fort € |19, 71| we also have

N

. 6565/ € 1
Sepiis = 2y (@GO, )
B=1 mg 3

2 57 mg ) L€pa
5755’
3
REwE o - (ug — upr) Epar| + O(e), (5.6)
recall Eggr = rg — 1. The constant C' > 0 defining O(¢), i.e., |...| < Ce, does depend only on the

input constants Cy, C,, Cy, C*, and T', but not on 7y <T.

In order to build the center-like manifold described in the theorem we cannot specify particular
data, whence we are forced to a priori smoothen out the Coulomb singularity and to introduce a
bound for u,. Thus rather than with (5.1)) we will be dealing with the regularized problem

M;eg(ua,s) _ Greg(’l“ u, i, 5 + 83/2 Z 65’&5, 1<a< N’ (57)

where M (uq, ) and Gi&(r, u, 0, ) are obtained from M, (us,€) and G, (r,u, @, <) by replacing
all uq by u® and all {5 by f;eﬁg, respectively, with

Uy ® = X1(|tal)ua and gmﬁg = X2(|€asl)as- (5.8)

Here x; : [0, 00[— [0, 1] is a smooth function such that x;(s) =1 for s € [0,3C,] and x;(s) = 0 for
s € [4C,, 00|, whereas x3 :]0, 00[— [0, 00 is smooth and such that y»(s)s = s for s € [C./3,3C"]
as well as ya(s)s € [Ci/4,4C*] for s € |0, o0o[; the constants C,, C*, and C,, are those appearing in
Lemma B.2. We also note that

uy®| <4C, and C./4 < |EF| <407 (5.9)
To rewrite (b.7), we introduce the linear map
3\N 3\N €a < 3\N
P: (R —>]R,P:<—a > for 2= (z1,....2y) € (RN,
(R)Y o ()Y, Pe=((2 3 es) for 2= (o) € ()
Then (p.7) reads as
32 Pii = M™8(u, 0, ) — G™8(r,u, 0, €), (5.10)
with
M5 (u, i,6) — (M;Og(ua,g)ua) e (R*Y, and (5.11)
1<a<N
G5(ryu, i) — (Ggfg(r,u,u,g)> € (RN, (5.12)
1<a<N

At this point we observe that (p-1() does not present a singular perturbation problem of standard
form

T = f(r,y), ey=g(z,v,¢),

where we think of z = (r,u) € R* x IR*N and y = @ € IR*", due to the presence of P which has
dim(range(P)) = 3 (assuming that e, # 0 for all ). However, (b.10) can be suitably transformed
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and cast in standard form, but with different variables. To see this, we first diagonalize P by
means of the matrix A : (IR*)Y — (IR*)V,

Az = (eazl)lgagN —+ (6222, €323 — €129,€424 — €223,...,ENZN — EN_2ZN_-1, _eN—IZN) (513)
for z = (z1,...,2y) € (IR*)", being composed of the eigenvectors of P as columns; note the
eigenvalues are A = €2 := Y2, €2 (3 times) and A = 0 (3N — 3 times). Then

N

t
Az = ( Z €ala, €221 — €129,€329 — €923,...,ENZN—-1 — 6N_1ZN), (514)
a=1

and it can be verified that .

t _°
A'PAz = 67T(z1,0,...,0),
as a consequence of Zgzl es(Az)s = €?z;. Hence we can introduce the equivalent variables
r=Ar, wu=Au, u=Au, u=Au, (5.15)

to transform (p-10) to
e (iy,0,...,0) = B(r,u,1,¢), (5.16)

with
O(r,u,i1,e) = 6me * A (Mreg(u, i, €) — G*8(r, u, 1, 5))
= Gme " A'(M™®(Au, At €) — G™5(Ar, Au, A, ). (5.17)

Writing @ = (®4), <y € (IR*)N, our strategy is now to solve the (N — 1) equations

0=®s(r,u,0,e), ..., 0=>&xN(r,u,u,e), (5.18)
each in IR, for the (N — 1) variables (ii,,...,1y), also each in IR®. This will yield a solution
function

Uoy IR x RN x R? x [0,60] = R*N 73, (1y,...,0y) = Ugy(r,u, 11, )
i.e., we will have
0=y (r,u 1y, Upn(r,w iy, 2),6), ..., 0=y (ru1, Upy(ru iy, e),¢) (5.19)

for (r,u,1y,¢) € R* x R*¥ x IR® x [0,g]. Setting x = (x1,%,) = (r,u) € R¥* x IR* and
vy =1 € R?, in view of (F.I0) we then need to solve

x = (wu) = (E>QlaE2N(LE>Ql>5)) = (Xzi,ﬂw(&la 5)) = fi(x ¥, €), (5.20)

3/2;

ey = q)l (£7 u, glvﬂ2N(£7E7 ulvg)vg) = q)l (zv X7E2N(zv y, 6)76) = g1(§7 y, 8)7 (521>

which turns out to be a standard singular perturbation problem, up to the factor of y which is £3/2
rather than . To achieve the latter, we transform

o(t) =x(vVet), y(t) = y(Vet),
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and arrive at the system
T = \/gfl(x>y>€) = f(IayaE)a 5'3):91(![','3/,5) = g(x>y>€)> (522)

which is of standard form and can be shown to allow for the existence of a (locally) invariant
manifold if € > 0 is small enough.
To carry out this program, we first have to investigate the solvability of (5:1§).

Lemma 5.2 There exist g > 0 and a smooth function Uy : IR* x IR*N x IR? x [0, gg] — R*" 73,
(dg, ..., uy) = Usn(r, u, iy, €), such that (5-19) is satisfied.

Proof: With z = M™8(Au, Au,e) — G™8(Ar, Au, Au, e) € IR*N we need to solve
0=e921 —e€129, 0=e€329— €23, 0=-e423—€324, ..., O0=enznv_1—en_12n, (5.23)
for (0y,...,1uy), cf. (p-14). According to (B-I1)) and (p.13) we have
2o = M5 (A0, €) (Aid)o — Gi¥(Ar, Au, A e) € R®, 1<a <N
To decompose z, appropriately, we introduce the notation 1 = (11;,1) € IR® x R332 with n =
(11, . . ., 11y), and accordingly we split A1 = A1, + Ay for suitable linear A; : IR* — IR*Y and

Aoy : IR¥™V73 5 RPN as given in (F13). From the definition of M!*¢ and G™%, cf. (EI5), (E17),
and (B.§), we then obtain

M (A ) (A)a = ma(AR (5 s (A2®) 4 g ((Aw)ee - (i) (Au)z)
= mu(Aann)a + [ma(Algl)a + %m:‘((AE)ZOg)z

e, (Au)is - (Ary)a ) (Au)ifg] + emy (Al - (Aanm)a ) (Aw)i®

= ma(Aann)a + MO (A0, (Arty)a, €) +eMP ((Au)%, (Aonn)a ),

Greg(Ar Au, Au 5) S i\f: e as
a I, AU, Al, An o B|<OCB|3
B#a
+5€_a§:€ —;(Au) _Mg
Ar p=1 ’ 2|<a6| e 2|Ca5|3 o
BF#a
((Aw5)”  3((AWE* - Cup)”
+ -t Cap — Cas
2|Capl? 2|Capl®
_ ((Au)y® - (Aﬂ)rﬁeg) ((Au)g® - Cap) A reg)
|Cas]? ot ¥ |Capl? (Au)s

= GV (Ar) + eG? (Ar, Ayyn) + eGP (Ar, (Au)™®, Aty ),

with
o = xa((Ar)a — (AD)s]) [(A)a — (AD)s] (5.24)
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cf. (p.§), and

N
GO = Yo,
B

Ba
N
@) _ Cfa 1  ((Aawm)s - Cap)
Co (AL Aan) 4m eﬂ( 2|Cagl (Aaxm)s 2|Cagpl? Cos |
B

In view of (p-9) we note the bounds
[MP ((Au)iee, (Aawn)a)| + |G (Ar, Agwn)| < Clnl, 1<a <N, (5.25)

which are valid for all (r,u,n) € IR¥* x IR®* x R* 3. Omitting the arguments and recalling

(B.13), the equations from (5.23) can be rewritten as
0 = (e%ml + 6%7712)&2 — €1€3M> Qg + €(€2M1(2) — 61M2(2)) + €(€1G§2) — 62G§2))
(G — a6+ (eM — M) + 201G — G,

0 = —ejesmouy + (egmg + e%mg)gg — egeymg iy + 8(63M2(2) — 62M§2)) + 8(62G§,2) - 63G§2))
+ (€2G§0) — €3G§0)) + (63M2(1) — €2M§1)) + 8(62G§1) — 63G§1)),
0 = —egeqmgly+ (eimg + e§m4)g4 — e3e5my Us + 5(64M§2) — eng)) + 8(63G512) — 64G§2))
1

+ (e3Gio) - 64G§0)) + (64M3 ) _ eng)) + 8(63G511) - 64G§1)),

0 = —enyosenmy_1Uy_q+ (e?VmN_l + 6?\/_1”’&1\/)21\/
+6(€NM](\?)—1 - eN—lM](\?)) + 8(€N_1G§\2,) — eNGS\zf)_l)
+ (eN—lGSS) — eNGgs)_l) + (eNM](\})_l _ eN_lM](\})) + €(€N_1G§\1,) B €NG§\17)_1).

Note that this is a linear system for n = (i1, ...,1y), since both M) and G2 do depend on 7
linearly, whereas M), G and G are independent of 1. Accordingly, the system has the form

0 =MDy +eMP(r,u)n — R(x, u,1y, ¢), (5.26)
with the (3N — 3) x (3N — 3)-matrix M© = MO (e, ... ex,my, ..., my) being defined as
M(O)U = ((e§m1 + 6%7712)772 — €1€3Mal)3, —€1€3MaM2 + (e%mz + €§m3)773 — €264M37y,
—ege4msns3 + (eimg + e§m4)774 — e365Myl)5 . . .,
—EN2ENMN_11N-1 + (e?VmN_l + 6?\7_1771]\[)77]\7), (527)

and moreover

M3 (r,u)n = (eaMéz—)l - ea_le) + ea—th(xz) - 6‘1Gf(3l221)2<o¢<N’
Rrwiy,e) = (eaGli = eanGY +ea 1 MY —eaMY) +eeaGy) ) —ceanGY)
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By (p.25) we have
MO w)n| < Clnl, (rwn) € R < R < RV,

ie., IM®(r,u)| < C as a linear map, uniformly in (r,u). Choosing ¢ > 0 small enough, hence
(B-29) can be solved for n (even explicitly by means of a von Neumann-series), as soon as we know
that M(© is invertible; this is verified in Lemma below. The associated solution function Ugy
is smooth w.r.t. all variables since, due to regularizing, (,g is a smooth function of r. a

Lemma 5.3 Denote M© = MY € RCN=3*CN=3) ype matriz defined by (B27%). Then

N-1 N N 3
der M = [ IT &) (Zlegnmiﬂ >0,
j= j= =1

i#j

3
Proof: The first observation to make is that det M'Y = {det AN} , where

eimy + emy  —eje3my 0 o 0
—e1€3Mo €§m2 + 6%7713 —E€9€4M3 c. 0
. N-1
Ay = 0 —€2€4M3 eﬁmg + 6%7714 " 0 e R ;
0 0 0 . EAmy_1 + ek my

this can be verified by induction. Hence we need to prove that

N-1 N N
det Ay = ( 1T e?) <Z e? 11 mi>. (5.28)
i#]

For N = 2 we have det Ay = Ay = e2my + e¥my, whereas for N = 3 we calculate det Az =
e3(eImams + e3myms + e3myms), thus (F28) is satisfied. If this is already known for some N, then
det A1 = (eXymn + eAmugr) det Ay — eX_ e3;m3 det Ay_q and the induction hypothesis
lead to

N-1 N N
det Ay 1 = (e?\,HmN + e?vaH)( | e?) (Ze? Hm2>

j=2 j=1 i=1
iF]
N-2 N—-1 N-1
2 2 2 2 2
j=2 J=1 i=1
i#]
N—1 N N-1 N
- 2 2 2 ,
= < 6]>{6N+1mN6N< Hml> +6N+1mN< emez>
j=2 i=1 7j=1 i=1
i£N i#£]
N N N-1 N-1
2 2 2 2
—l—eNmNH(Zej Hm2> eN+1mN( €] m2>}
]:1 ?:1' ]:1 i=1
7] i#]
N N N N N N+1 N+1
— 2 2 2 _ 2 2
= (1) { s ( TLm) +myvea( X TIm) | = (I14) (X & I m:).
Jj=2 =1 j=1 i=1 j=2 j=1 i=1
i#=N 1#] 1#£]



completing the proof of (5.2§). O
The next step is to study the second equation in (5.23) for ¢ = 0 in greater detail.
Lemma 5.4 Fore =0 the equation g(z, y,0) = 0 is solved for y= i, by the function

1
4re?

N
€a s ) CaB - 2 2
E eatg| — — — ,  with e* = E e’
“ 6< |CCVB‘3 a=1 “

1<a<B<N Mo Mg

y= hy(z) = ho(r, u) = ho(r) =

cf. also ([B-2]). Moreover, the eigenvalues of Dy g(z, y,0) € R**® are TN | e2m, > 0 (3 times),
and hence bounded away from the imaginary axis.

Proof: The simplest way to find y = hy(x) is to use the original variables and consider (p.I0) for
e = 0. Since

rog

M™% (u,0,0) = (maite), __ - and  G*5(r,u, ,0) <6“ Z 2 reg 3> , (5.29)

1<a<N
B#a

cf. (FI§) and (EI7), eq. (B-I0) reads as

N greg
Mgl = 4_“ Z O 1<a<N. (5.30)
;é

The relevant transformations are r = Ar and @ = Au, whence u, = (A_lu)l. It may be verified
that A~! has the general form

N
=e (D eazar®,. .y %), 2= (z1,...,2x5) € (R*)V, (5.31)
a=1

and therefore (5.30) implies

N
Caﬁ 1 ( €a €s ) Caﬁ
e = enlg|l — — — ,
Z o |<oc6|3 471'62 Z g |<oc6|3

1<a<B<N Mo Mg

the latter due to (g = —(as. For the eigenvalues of Dy g(x,y,0), we note that due to (£.23),

(B:21), (B-17), and (EI9)

9(x,v,0) = qDl(LE,QlaE2N(LE,Q1>O)ao)
= 6me" [A"(M™%(Au, A1, 0) — G™¥(Ar, Au, A, 0))]

N
6me ™Y o ([M5(Au, Ait,0)), — [G™¥(Ar, Au, i, 0)],)

—_

N e greg
_4 . Ca

Z €a <maua - Z B reg 3>

a=1

57504
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where we have used (p.29) and passed to the original variables. Observing y = 1, @, = [Al]a,
and (B.13), we hence obtain

N Dt N N
Dy g(x,v,0) = 6me? Z €alMe (8T> = 6re? Z CaMaCoidps = (67re_4 Z eima> idgs,
a=1 =1 a=1 a=1
and this yields the claim. O

According to Lemma p.4 we see that the assumptions (H1)-(H3) of [[], Sect. 1.1& 1.2] are
satisfied, and therefore we find a (locally) invariant manifold for (5-29); cf. [[], Thm. 2]. Transferred
back to (p.20) and (p.21]) this result can be applied as follows. We define

Ky = {x=(r,u) € R* x R* : | 4| < 4C,, |Au| < 4C, }
with C, and C, from (B.I5) and (B-12), respectively, and we let

L= {(xv):v="hx), x € K},
with hy(x) from Lemma [.4.

Lemma 5.5 For every k € IN with k > 4 there exist £, > 0 and a C*-function b : [0,e,] x K, — R?
such that

L={(zy):y=h(2), z€ K] (5.32)

is locally invariant w.r.t. ([5.29) and (.21), where h.(z) = h(e,z). In particular this means the
following. Consider (z(1o), u(70)) = (r(70), w(70), iy (10)) € R*N x R3*N x IR? such that |Ar(m)| <
2C, as well as |Au(ry)| < 2C, and

iy (70) = he (r(70), (7o)

hold. Then the corresponding solution (z(t), y(t)) = (r(t), u(t), i, (t)) of (5-20) and ([(5-21) with this
data at t = 1y exists at least until T, > 1y and satisfies

if/l (t) = he (Z(t)vq—j’(w)v te [7_07 Tl]v (533>

where 7 > Ty denotes the longest time such that |Ar(t)| < 3C, and |Au(t)| < 3C, fort € [, m1].
Moreover we have
|]la - ]_10|c;(50) < Ce (5.34)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on the input constants Cy, and C,. The dynamics on I, is
governed by &= fi(z, h.(z),€), i.e.,

r:ﬂ7 Ql Iﬁa(I’,?_L), (ﬂ277ﬂN> :Q2N(I7E7LLE(I77_1’)76)7 (535>
of- (2:20).
The C}-estimate (5.34) is not given explicitly in [[j], but may be validated along the lines of

[[d, (3] where the analogous statement is shown for CP. With this preparation we can finally come
to the
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Proof of Theorem B.1]: We only have to undo the transformations to find &, and this way we
arrive at

he(r,u) = A(ho (A", A7 ), Upy (A7 A7 u (A7 A7) e)), () € Ko

To verify that then Z. from (5.3) is locally invariant in the sense stated, we note that (5.5) and the
definition of x; and x», cf. (B.§), imply that (5.]]) and (B.7) do agree for ¢t € [y, 71]. Hence (B.)
is equivalent to (B.20) and (p.21]) via the transformation from (5.17) for ¢t € [r, 71], and therefore
the local invariance of Z. is a direct consequence of the local invariance of I, from (5.37) in Lemma
B.3, for (B.4) cf. (.33). Concerning (5.4), in view of (5.34) we can write h.(r,u) = hy(r) + A. with
|A€|C§(Ko) < Ce. Hence (B31), (b-37), and Lemma p.4 imply

N
e egig = (A7'u); =1y =h.(r,u) =hy(r) + A.
B=1

1 €g € CBBI
= €gepr (— — —) -+ A€
47T62 1<B<ZBI<N mg mpg |CBBI|3
1 eﬁ eﬁ/ é-ﬁ/g/
- esep (L - L) 2y, (5.36)
Ame? 1§5<252ng mg  mp/ |Epp]?
the latter since here (ggr = (Ar)g — (Ar)g = rg — rg = {pp according to (B.9), cf. (£.24). From
(b-3d) we obtain (p-§) by differentiation and observing that |A€|Cg( Ky < Ce. O

6 Comparison of the full and the effective system

We prove Theorem B.J and assume that the stage is set as is described in the theorem. Then we
define R
he(r,u) = 2h, (sr, 5_1/2u), (r,u) € K, (6.1)

with the function A from Theorem F.]; note that (r,u) € K. is equivalent to (er,e"Y2u) € Ko,
cf. (B.9). We let 79 = £3/%t and

Fo(t) = era(e73/%t),  g(t) = e Y2uu(e73%), 1<a<N. (6.2)
Hence (B.2() implies that
la(70) = € 2la(to) = € he(ralto), talte) ) = he(eralto), e ualte) ) = he(Fa(70), Ua(70)) (6.3)
for 1 < a < N. In addition we deduce from (B.13), (B.13), and (B.11]) that
(7o)l = elr(to)| = elalto)| := & max |ga(to)] < Cq,

la(mo)| = 5_1/2|u(t0)| = 5_1/2|v(t0)| <(C,, and
Cy < elga(to) — qslto)| = |Ta(r0) — Ta(T0)| < C* (a # B),

whence taking into account (p.J) we see that the assumptions of Theorem [.]] are satisfied. We
denote by t; €]ty, Te~3/?] the longest time such that

()] < 30", |u(t) < 3C,WE, and  (C./3)e" < |ra(t) — r5(t)] < 3C ™ (a £ B), (6.4)
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are valid simultaneously for ¢ € [ty, 1], corresponding to the longest time 7 €]7, 7| such that
[7(t)] <3C,, |u(t)] <3C,, and (C./3) < |ra(t) — 75(t)] < 3C™ (a # B),

are verified for t € |19, 7], cf. (B.5). We infer from Theorem p.1] that the solution (r(t),u(t),u(t))
of the effective equation ([[.§) with data given by (B.20) exists at least for ¢ € [to, ;] and satisfies

a(t) = he (r(t), ult)), t € [to,t], (6.5)

due to (b.4). Moreover,

N N
. 1 6565/ 65 65/ 1
egug = = (— - ) |:—(uﬁ - uﬁ')
/32 2 2 Ar \mg  mg /) L[ [°

3
e Epp - (ug — ug) Eapr| + O(E”?)  (6.6)

for t € [to, t1], by transforming (p.G) back utilizing (f.9).
We need to prove that t; = Te~%/2 holds, and for this purpose we compare the true solution and
the solution of the effective equation ([[.§) for times ¢ € [to,t1]. We recall from (f.I7) in Lemma

.4 that

Ca

N
53 epils + O(eY) = Galg,v, ) + OET2), a=1,...,N,  (67)

p=1

Ma(vaﬁ']a = Ga(Qu Uvr(‘]) +

for t € [to,Té_?’/ 2], where in the last step we have used Lemma B.3, noting that 3 > 7. In
addition, direct calculation reveals that ([-§) may be reformulated as

N
M ()it = Ga(r,u, i) + =2 3 egiig, a=1,...,N. (6.8)
6m 5=

From (6.9) and (6.4) we deduce that
N

‘Z eﬁaﬁ‘ < CE? te [ty ],
A=1

with C' > 0 depending only on the input constants, and accordingly we obtain from (f.§) that
Mo (1)tq = Go(r,u, @) + OE™7?), a=1,...,N, telty,t]. (6.9)
Next we observe that (6.) and (6.0)) yield
lig(t)] < Ce?, 1<a<N, tEe€lty,t], (6.10)

since in particular k. : [0,61] x Ky — IR*" is bounded. As we can use both the bounds from
Lemma B-2 and the bounds from (p.4) and (p.10) for ¢ € [to, 1], it is therefore possible to proceed
exactly as in [[3, p. 449/450] and to deduce, comparing (6.1) and (f.9), that

|4a(t) = 1ol < CVE,  |va(t) —ua(t)] < Ce®, 1<a <N, tE€ [to,t]; (6.11)
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the only property of ¢; which enters here is t; < Ce=3/?

. However, we know from Lemma B.2 that

lat) < Coe™, o) < Cove, and Cie™ <laa(t) —qs()] < C7e™" (a#B),  (6.12)

in particular for t € [to, Te~%/?]. Since all constants thus far do depend only on the input constants,
by choosing & > 0 small enough and observing (B.19) and (.11]), we therefore arrive at

()] <2Ce™, Ju(®)] <20,Ve, and  (Cif2)e™" < ra(t) —rp(t)] < 2C7e™" (a # B),

being valid for t € [to,t1]. In view of the definition of ¢; this leads to a contradiction, unless
t; = Te=32. Hence (B.I1]) shows that (B:21]) holds as well, since we can use (6.7) and (£.9) to
obtain from (F-I1) the further estimate |4 (t) —1q (t)| < Ce™/2, cf. [[3, (4.6)]. In addition, (B:23) is
a consequence of ([[.§) and (b.6). Finally to verify (B.23), it follows by means of direct calculation
from Lemma [.q and from (B.I3) that

%HRR(q(t), v(t),o(t)) = —6% ( Z:j eaz}a(t)>2 + 0%, tety, Te . (6.13)

Therefore (B21), (513, (FI9). (B20), (BI3), and (EI0) yield
Ho (1), v(t)) — Ho(r(t), u(t))
= Har(q(t) v(t), (1)) — Han(r(t), u(t) () + 3 22 [va(t) - 05(t) — a(t) - ia(t)]

opel o
= q(t), v(t),0(t)) — Hrr(r(t), u(t), u(t)) + O(e")
- / o (Mrn(a,0,0) = Ha(r, u, ) df
+Hrr(q(to), v(to), (to)) — Hrr(r(to), u(to), w(to)) + O(c")

- LS () o]

£ 3 D i ft0) i) = val) - )] + O

a,f=1

_ /t: [0(611/2) n 0(59/2)} dt' + O = O(%),

for t < Ce=3/2. This completes the proof of Theorem B3 0

7 Appendix A: Proof of Lemma g4

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Lemma B.4. To calculate ¥ (¢) from (B.J), we first note
that £ (mpaYava(t)) = Moa(va(t))ia(t), where the (3 x 3)-matrices mgq(v,) are defined as

M0 (Va)(2) = Mba(Yaz + 72 (V0 - 2)va), 2 € R (7.1)
Thus differentiating (B.3) once, it follows that for « =1,..., N we have

Vo = Moa(Va _1/d3:£ Palr — qa)([E(:E) —FE,, (v —qa)] +va A [B(x) — By, (v — qa)])

= Moa(Va) /d?’fﬂpa )(Z1(x + Gart) + Vo A Zo(z + Gast)) + Ralt), (7.2)
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with

Moa(Va) 2 = Mpa 9212 — (Ua - 2)0a), 2 € IR?, (7.3)
denoting the matrix inverse of mg, (v, ); here and henceforth we often omit the argument ¢ of ¢,,
Vo, Vo, €tc. Moreover,

Ra(t) = moa(va) ( Z [ 2 pale = @) [Euvs(@ = ) + va A Bu(o = 4] ), (7.0)
57506
as well as Bo.t) B, o o)
| Zi(z,t) ) _ ,t) = Y51 Buy (2 — gs(t
20 =( 700 )= ( Bl,t) — £, Buyiolo — 45(t) ) ()
in ([(.4). An important observation is that
J(t) = AZ(t) — f(t), with A= ( o v ) (7.6)

the Maxwell operator, and
o [ Al ) _ & (0p(8) - Vo) By (x = g5 (1)) ) _ -
fla.t) ( fet) ) = 2 ( (05(1) - V) Buo (2 = 5(1) ) 0

see [[3, Section 5.2]. We also note that V- f; = 0=V - fy, since V- E,, = egp and V- B,, =0
are calculated from (B.3). Differentiating ([.J) once more, we obtain

B = (d M0 (00) ™" )0 (0)[Be = Ra(8)] + o (ve) ™ Ma(t)

dt
+m00(t0) " [ @2 pa(@) (b A Za( + 00, 1)) + Ral), (7.8)

with the main term
1) = [ % pa(@) (L Z)(@ + aa(0),1) + va() A (Lol Zo)(x + aaD). D), (T9)

where L, (t)¢ = (va(t) - V)¢ + qb for a general function ¢ = ¢(x,t). Finally, upon differentiating
([-§) it follows that

Wy = (j; o (2)™ Y (v) [0~ Ral6)] + (5 moa(wa) ™) (5 0000 ) [0 — Ra(0)]
(jt oa(v) ™ ) maa(va)[ia — Ra(t)] (jt e v) ™) Ma(8) + 100 (1) M)
+ Ro(t) + < Moa (Va) ) /d?’x Pa(x va N Zy(x + qa, t))

+ 00 (va)” / 052 po() B0 A Zo(@ + gas 1) + B0 A (La(t) Z2)(@ + ga. )] (7.10)

Most of these terms are directly seen to be at least of the desired order O(£°). Indeed, using ([[])),
([3)), Lemma B.3, and Lemma B.3, one derives that

IM0a (V)| + |m0a(va) ™| < C, ‘dt Moo (va) ‘dt Moa(ve) | < C32, te [0, T2, (7.11)
d2
() ’gca‘*, t€ [, Te). (7.12)
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Moreover, following [[3, Section 5.2 & 5.3] we have
|R.(t)| + ‘ /d?’:v,oa(x)Z(x + qu(t), 1) < O, |R.(t)] < CE2 te0,Te3?, (7.13)
and also
Ma®)]+ | [ o pu @) La® D)@+ aalt).0) < CT2 e [, Te, (T.14)

for 1 < o < N. Thus we find from ([.10) and ([7.11)—([.14) that
| Ty (1) < C|My(t)] + |Ra(t)| + Ce™2 a=1,...,N, t€[n.,Te*?. (7.15)

In Section [(-5 below we will show
|R.(t)| < Ce®, a=1,...,N, ten,,Te?, (7.16)
cf. ([-10€). Introducing
La()¢ = (0a(t) - V) + (va(t) - V)*¢ +2(va(t) - V) + ¢ (7.17)

for a general ¢ = ¢(z,t) and observing 4[(L,()¢)(z + ¢a(t))] = (La(t)9)(x + ¢a(t)), we moreover
deduce from ([9) that

= [ pul@) [(£a(t)Z0) (@ + Gurt) + va A (Lalt)Z2)(@ + g0, )]
+ / 02 pal@) (00 A (La(t) Z2) (2 + gas 1)).
In view of Lemma B-2 and ([[-I4)) we hence obtain

RG-S d?’xpa@)[(ca(t)zl)(x+qa<t>,t>+vw<ca<t>zz><x+qa<t>,t>}\+Ca“/2

< C /d3wpa(x)(£a(t)2)(:c+qa(t),t)} +CMNP b e ., Te).

Putting this together with ([7.I3) and ([[.16), we have seen that

[ 2 pal@)(Lal)2) (@ + aal), )]

In order to bound the main term on the right-hand side of ([f.1§), we calculate

q
dt

| T, (1) < CP 4 C a=1,...,N, t€|[n.,Te . (7.18)

(La()Z(-,1) = A(La(t)Z(-1)) = La(t)f (1) + (Vo - V) Z(-, 1)
+2(vg - V) (g - V)Z (1) 4+ 20 - V) Z(-, 1),

where we have used (7). Denoting U(t), ¢ € IR, the group of isometries in L2(IR?)* @ L*(IR®)”
generated by the Maxwell operator A from ([(.q), we therefore find for any t; € [0, ]

/d?’xpa(x)(c ()2)(x + ga(t) /df”m Ut — 1) (La(t) 20 11))] (2 + galt))

—i—/d?’xpa:c)/tlds[ t—s( Lo(s)f(-,s)
+(0a(s) - V)Z(:, s)

+2(va(s) - V)(0a(s) - V) Z(-, 5)
+2(0a(5) - V)Z(-,5)) | (x + ga(t)
=: Tyata + 11 +To + T3+ Ty. (7.19)
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This expression will be bounded term by term, for different choices of t; > 7,,; note that we need
to select t; > T, in order to use the bound on #,(s) from Lemma B.3 for s > t;. First some
estimates are derived below in Sections [[.JH7.] which are then used in Section [[.§ to complete the
proof of Lemma B.4. Since our treatment of data terms in similar situations in the previous papers
[[3, [, [1]] was not completely accurate, we will give a more detailed account here. To obtain the
necessary estimates, we will frequently use the following three technical lemmas.

Lemma 7.1 For given f = (fi, f2) with V- fi = 0 and V - fo = 0 we have for W(t,s,x) =
(Wi(t, s, x), Wa(t,s,x)) = [U(t — s)f(+,s)](x) that

Wiltaa) = o [ (0= 99 A S8+ Sils) + (0= 2) - D)l )]
Waltna) = o [ [ =9 A S8+ fals) + (= 2) - D))
Proof: See [[3, Lemma 5.1]. O

Lemma 7.2 Defining

1 - 2 1
w0 = (1 —v?)a? + (z- 0)2]1/27 wehave Gl = \/;m’ ol <1

In addition, |Vi¢,(z)| < Clz|™ "™ for0< j <4, 2 € R®, and |v| < v < 1. More generally, even
VLV, (2)] < Cla| 9 for0 < 1,5 < 4.

Proof: Through direct calculation. O

Lemma 7.3 Assume |z|,|y| < R, and 1 < o, 3 < N, and recall
Tow = (C,/8)e™,

with the constant C\ from Lemma [3.3, cf. (B-18). Moreover, let & = x —y+ qo(t) — qs(t — 7) — 2
with some 0 < 7 <t < Te 32 and z € R®. Then the following assertions hold for e > 0 small
enough.

(a) If « # B, T < Tue, and |Z| = 7, then |z| > (C/4)e™".
(b) If « # B, T > Tuw, and |Z| = 7, then |Z| > (C,/8)e™".

(c) If =5, 7 >8R,, and |Z| = T, then |z| > 7/4.
Proof: (a) By (B.11) and (B.I2) we have |2 = |& — [z — y + qa(t) — qs(t = 7)]| = [4a(t) — qs(t)] —
2| = |yl — lgs(t) — qs(t — 7)| = |7 > Cue™ = 2R, — Co/er — 7 > (Cy/2)e ™ = 27 > (C,/4)e ™ if

e > 0 is chosen sufficiently small. (b) Obvious. (c¢) Similarly as in (a) we find |z| = |Z — [xr —y +
G4a(t) — qa(t = 7)]| > 12| = 2R, — |ga(t) = gt = 7)| > T = 2R, — CfeT > 7/2 = 2R, > 7/4. O
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7.1 Bounding T}
To deal with

(t, 1) / &1 polx / s[U( = 9)(La()f (2 9))] (@ + qa®)) (7.20)
from the right-hand side of (.19), we introduce the notation

"o < gv ) o thus f(a,t) = 3 (05(1) - Vo) By (2 — gs(8)). (7.21)
v 5=t

Utilizing (7.17), a somewhat lengthy calculation reveals that

N
(Lal&)N)w,5) = 3 { (5 V) + 3055 V)i - V) + (e — ] - V) (05 V)
p=1
+ (05 - Vo)? + ([0a = 05] - V) (05 - V) +2([va — 5] - V(05 - V,,)?
+ ([t — 5] - V)2 (05 - vv)} By, ( — q), (7.22)
where all v,, v, ..., etc., are evaluated at time s. We will not go through the estimate of all these

terms when substituted back to ([2(), but only the first and the last one will be dealt with in
some detail. Since the last term contains the maximal number two of V’s and the minimal a priori
power ¢® (cf. Lemma and Lemma B.J), and as the first term contains a third derivative g
which we are about to estimate, it is clear that all other constituents of ([[.22) will be easier to
handle; note that due to Te 32 >t> 5>t > T, in the integral, we may as well use the a priori
estimate on 9, from Lemma B.3.

To begin with, we consider the last expression ([v, — vg] - V)?(03 - V)@, (2 — g5). Due to the
difference, we can restrict to o # (3, as will be supposed in the sequel. Using this expression in
(F-20), we see that it suffices to verify

[ @ pa@) [ ds [T = 5)(([0a(s) = vals)]- 92 (00(s) - V) o~ a5() ] (0 + 00 (1)) < €
(7.23)

for t € [t;,Te~®?]. By means of the solution formulas from Lemma []] we can rewrite this in
Fourier transformed form. Recalling ®, = (E,, B,) as well as p, = e,¢, we hence need to show

o | BT [ ds 010 ([, (5) = 05(s)] - BP(55(5) - V)

X{w F(V A Byyo) (k) + cos || (t - S)f(Eva(sﬂ(’f)}

< Ced (7.24
] (7.24)

for t € [t;, Te~%?], with F denoting Fourier transform. For simplicity, we will concentrate only

%, the other term with cos |k|(t — s) can be bounded in

a similar way. From (2:J) we deduce the relation F(V A B,)(k) = [k*v — (v - k)k]¢,(k), and (24)
yields

on the first expression containing



where e = es for v = vg(s). Moreover, Lemma [[-] and (B-4) imply ¢, (k) = \/ge @(k)Cy(k). Thus
calculating (0s(s) - V) F(V A By,(s)) (k) explicitly, it follows that it is enough to prove that

’/d?’k |¢(k)|2/t1t ds e 1s(5)=aa ] ([ () — va(s)] - k)? % {*’Uﬁ(s)(;{;)
5. . 2 (vs(s) - k)(0s(s) - k) (vs(s) - k)*(vg(s) - ) 5
[F0s(5) — (p(0) - ok 2k R ) — 2 e k]| < Ce

(7.25)

for t € [t;, Te=%/?]. Counting the powers of ¢ in view of Lemma B3, we see that both last terms
have an additional e compared to the first two terms, the order in k being k% for all four terms.
Therefore the last two terms are easier to handle, and thus dropped, since the same method can be
used as will be explained for the first two terms. Hence we are going to show that [AM (¢, ;)| < Ce®
for t € [ty, Te3/?], with

t—t )
A 1) = [ R Ip0)1 / *dr a0 O ([ (¢ — ) — gt — 7] - )?
0

Recalling the definition of 7. = (C./8)e~! from Lemma [(.J, we split the integral

t—t1 Tax t—t1
/ dr :/ dr +/ dr, (7.27)
0

and accordingly we decompose AM(t,¢,) = Af ) 20+ A oty (1), In case that ¢ — ) < 7 =
O(e71), the whole term AM(¢,¢,) can be bounded as is A[o,m}(t)'

To begin with A[o r..)(£), we write this term as a double convolution in space variables as

Al (¢ Om dr / Pz Py o(x)e(y)
1
3 o2 S 517 —
< f 5 alr) - TP A ale =) AV G @808 =, (a2
where we have set 7,5(7) = va(t —7) — vg(t — 7) for brevity; recall that ]-"(S"i,LT‘T) = 4W|m| o(|z| —1),

and note also k A (0 A k) = k*0 — (0 - k)k. Using Lemma B.2, Lemma [7.3 with j = 4, and Lemma
[3(a), we deduce that for t € [0, Te~%/?]

A0 ] < Ca/ dT//d3xd3y<p /d3 2‘5‘ 0] = 7)

o [ [ [ dvasiotn |
0o T P@)ely) lz—[z—y+ga(t)—gs(t—T)l|=T

< CebrE < CeS. (7.29)

IN

Next we turn to bound A g(t,t1), corresponding to i dr(...) in (F26). Again we write
this term as a double convolutlon in space variables, but this time as

/dgxdgyap /d 2 Gug(t—r)(2)

x(naﬁm-w (ww(t—f)m) 5(|%] )

t—1t1

ALYt t)| = dr

T=z—y+qa(t)—qp(t—7)—2
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where V = V;. Hence it follows from Lemma B.J, Lemma [[.3 with j = 0, and Lemma [.3(b) that
for t € [0, T3/

é(lz| =) (7.30)

t—t
‘A[T t]ttl)‘ < 6’53//d33:d3y<p( z)p(y) 1d7'/d3

Tk

t—t 1
< Ce //d3xd3y<p / 1d7’/ Az —. (7.31)
z—lr—y+aa(O—ast—m)lI=r  |2|

Now observe that for a € IR® and 7 > 0

1 2
/ | d2,z|— T (lal + 7 —llal = 7]) < drr, (7.32)

2l

in both cases |a| > 7 and |a| < 7. We thus deduce from ([(.31]) that

t—1t1

AL 0] < e / drr < Ce82 < O (7.33)

T

for t € [0,Te~%?]. Summarizing (7-29) and ([-33), we have proved that |AM(¢,¢,)| < C&° for
t € [t;, Te=3/?], and bounding the remaining terms similarly, we conclude that ([223) is satisfied.

Hence we can return from ([7:23) to ([-20) and carry through this argument just elaborated for
each of the terms besides the one containing vg. In this way we arrive at

i) < |32 [ palo) [ s (009G ()T Pstole=aslo) o an()| 05 (730

being satisfied for ¢; > 7.. and t € [t;,Te~%/?]. In order to deal with the Us—term in ([[-34), we
will consider this expression under different circumstances, elaborated in the next three sections.

7.1.1 A standard estimate

We are going to show first that

[ @ pate) [ [0 5) (5 () 90) Bl — as(5)] &+ 0al0)
< C( max _|e| )( sup  max | v, (s)|) (7.35)

1<k<N slts, Te—3/2) 1SREN

for 1 < a,8 < N and t € [ty, Te=3/?], with t, € [0,¢] remaining to be specified only later.
The argument for a # (3 is similar to the one leading to the previous estimates. Once more we
can employ the solution formulas from Lemma [.1] and rewrite the term in question in Fourier

transformed form. Dropping again the term with cos|k|(t — s), we may proceed as before and
calculate (Vg (s) - Vo) F(V A Byy(s)) (k) explicitly. This results in

. ¢ ikTan(s)— sin |k|(t — s
caca [ @I [ ds il SEEZE k) 155 ()~ (55 5) - )b

J (wsls) - k)5 (5) - B) (v5(5) - K255 () - )
T ) P TR T S ((s) kP kH
< O max, lel”) ( o max | iy (s)])
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to be verified for ¢ € [ty, Te~%/2]. Note that here we kept track of e, and eg, since they being small
will be important at a later point. Again the last two terms on the left-hand side have an additional
e, and hence are omitted. Thus we need to show |A®) (¢, t,)| < C(Supser, Te—3/2) MaXi<pn | Vs (8)])
for t € [ty, Te3/%], with

R t—t2 ik Taa(tmr)— sin k|7 -~
A1) = [ @RI [ dr o) |,L|' rtn (F)

x [k? g (t —7) = (¥ (t = 7) - k)K]. (7.36)

First we consider the case o # 3, and for this purpose we recall the definition of 7., = (C,/8)e ™!
from Lemma [72]. Analogously to ([-27) we write [y 2 dr = [ dT + |- =2 dr . and correspondingly
split AP (¢, ty) = Af ) 20 + A[T t—1)(f, 12); again the case t — ty < Ty, is simpler so that we are
going to assume t — t2 > Tye. 1o start with, from Lemma [ and Lemma [[-j(a) we find

AR @] = Cdr /d%d@¢ /@3 (VA (i (t =) A V) o= (2)
| R
% @ 5(|$| B T) T=z—ytqa(t)—qs(t—7)—2

< C( sup  max | U, ( //d?’xdgygo / dT/d32?|—5| T —7)

SE[t—Tun,t] 1SHSN

Tk d
< Ce* ( sup  max | U, (s //d?’xd?’ygo / T/ d*z
s€lt—Ten,d] 1SKEN lz=[z—y+qa(t)—gp (t—7)]|=T
< Ce*r2( su max Uy < (e su max | v, (s)|). 7.37
< (sup | max e (9)]) < Ce( o )l) (7.37)

Concerning A[T -1 (t, t2), in view of Lemma [, Lemma [[.3(b), and ([7.33) we can estimate
C /H dT//d3xd3yg0 /d3z<v5t (2)
x (VA (i (t—T)/\V))| | 6|z — )
om0 [ s bustont
x/t tsz/dgz——5|| 7)
< 053( sup  max | U, ( )|)//d3xd3y<p(x)s0(y)

SE[t2,t—Tux] 1<k<N
t—12 d2
X / dT/ =
T |z—[z—y+qa(t)—qg (t—T)]|=T ‘z|

< Ot sup max | U, (s)]) <C sup max | ¥, (s 7 38
(o o lie@)<O( sw o max [¥c(s))  (738)

‘AEEB*,t—tQ](t7 t2)‘ =

T=r—y+tqa(t)—qs(t—7)—2

for t < Te=3/2. Summarizing (F-37) and ([-38), we have seen that

APt ) <C( sup  max | ¥, (s)]), t€ [t T2, a#p. (7.39)

SE[tQ,T673/2} 1<I€<N
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To handle the case a = 3, we split [j dr = N fe dr + fg;z:f dr in ([[.34), and accordingly

AP (t ty) = Afgng (1) + A[SR t—1)(t; 12); again w.l.o.g. we may assume that ¢ — ¢, > 8R,. Then
Lemma [[.7 and Lemma [(.3(c) imply

AZ )| = C /St_t2d7'//d3xd3ygo ) [ &= (VA (ia (t = 7) A V)G (2)

R‘P
—5
. |x| (| | )m:w_y+Qa(t)—qa(t—T)—z
< C su max | U, //d?’xdg .
(se[tQ,t_pgR ] 1<I€<N‘ >|) yap( )90(3/)
t—to
X dr d3z— _5 (|17 = 7)
3
. F
< C su max | v, //d?’xdg .
(se[tQ,t_pgR ] 1<I€<N‘ >|) yap( )90(3/)
t—t2 (]
% / 2 _Z d*z
8R, T |z—[z—y+qa(t)—qa (t—T)]|=T
< C Po P t—t2 dr
Ve ar
N (se[tiltl_pgR ] 128%}}2\[‘ >|)// z y(p(x>90(y> /SRW -2
< ¢ sup max |, (s)]). (7.40)

[tQ Te— 3/2] 1<H<N

On the other hand, we have the simple estimate

S8R,
dr

[ ady (VA (o (t=7) A 9))p(@)e(v)
o RO T L R
o s max [0, () [ [ dedy | VEe@)le()

s€[t—8Rp,f] 1SKN
SR,
/ dT/d3|||| |Z| — 7)

o s max [, () [ [ dedy | VEp@)le()

se[t—Sth} 1<k<N
8By T d2Z
et -
0 |z—[z—y+qa(t) —qa (t—T)]|=T ‘Z|
< C’( sup max | U, (3)|)’ (7.41)

>~ s€lta, Te—3/2] 1<k<N

IA

IA

cf. ((.39). In view of ([.39), ([.40), and ([.41)), and bounding the remaining terms in the same
manner, it is verified that (7-39) holds. We will further use this in the form

\ﬁg [ @ pule) [ ds [0t = 9)(( () T0) Buyga- = as(5) (2 + a(8)

< C( max. x| )( sup  max | Uy (s)|) (7.42)

1<.‘£ SE[tz,T 3/2] 1<I£<N
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for 1 < a < N and t € [ty, Te%/?], with t, € [0, ] still being free to be chosen; the constant C' > 0
is independent of t,.
7.1.2 An a priori estimate to bound | 7, (¢)| by &*

The purpose of this section is to prove that

Tt = |3 [ dpate) [T ds [V 5) (055 () F) @ — ass)] o+ a(0))
=1 2
< C& (7.43)

for 1 <a <N and
t € [ty + Tur, Te3/?), (7.44)

with 7,, from (B.I6). This estimate will later play the key role in showing that at least | ¥ | & &%
Since U(t) is the group with generator A, we calculate

%{U(t - 3)((1'}5(3) " Vo) Puy(s) (- — qﬁ(s)))}

= —U(t—s)((B5(5) - Vo) ADyy(s) (- — gs(s))) + U
+U(t = 5)((5(s) - Vo) (05(5) - Vi) @y (- — g5
I

Next, calculating
A®, = (VA B, =V AE,) = ((v: V)V, —vA¢,, (v V) (v AV,)) (7.46)

explicitly from (B.3), we see that taking A®, has a similar effect as taking (v - V)®,, since both
operations result in an additional v and an additional V-derivative. For simplicity we hence drop
the term with A®, in ([.49). Substituting the remainder of ([.45) back in the definition of T5(t, t5)
then shows that

T (2, t)|
= ﬁi | @2 pa@){U(t = 2+ D) (Bt + 720) - V) i ry (- = gt + 7))}
@+ alt))
+§:1 /dgl'pa(l'){U(t—tg)((iiﬁ(tQ)-Vv)q)vﬁ(tQ)(._qﬁ(tz)))}(x+qa(t))‘
* é [ @) [ s {9 (050 Tu)05(5) - T) oo - = 05(5))
&+ a(t))]
" Bi J @ patw) [ ds Ul = 5) () - Vo) (05(9) - 9) By -~ ass))}
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(x + qa(t))

N
=5 > (ITa(t )|+ [TEalt, )] + 1TE(t, 1) | + [Tt 1) ). (7.47)
p=1

To bound these terms individually, we will make frequent use of the method developed before in
Sections [7.] and [.I.]], without expanding all the details again. The recipe is always the same:
(1.) Substitute the solution formulas from Lemma [.1] and pass to Fourier transformed form in
the [d3x po(x)(...); (2.) Drop the term with factor cos|k|(t — s), since it can be handled the
same way; (3.) Evaluate explicitly the V,-derivatives and drop the easier terms which thereby
have gained additional v’s; (4.) If there is an [ ds(...), then change this through t — s = 7 to an
[dr(...). Afterwards split the latter into two parts, by inserting 7., from Lemma [7.J if a # /3, and
by inserting 8R,, for o = f; (5.) Finally rewrite the whole expression from Fourier transformed
form to double convolution form [ [ d®z d®y p(z)e(y)(...). If « # § and 7 < 7,,, then place the k’s
as derivatives on the Cy,¢—r)(2) and use Lemma [.3(a), but for 7 > 7,, place the k’s as derivatives
on the \_ﬂlcl and use Lemma [[:3(b). In case that a = 3, some extra care has to be taken, as will
be explained case by case later, nevertheless it should be kept in mind that then Lemma [3(c)
applies for 7 > 8R,,.

Part A: Bounding |T£3(t, to)| + \TsﬁA(t, ta)|. Let us start with the case a # 5. Noting that here
(and everywhere else) we have an additional V-derivative resulting from the (V A B, )-term of the
solution formula from Lemma [(], cf. the beginning of Section [7.]], and recalling that ®, = V¢,
we find that here

T4 (t, ta)| + [T 4 (t, 1))
o+ Tux 3 3
//d rd’y p(x)e(y)

<C ds
11/2 w2 43 3 1 5
X [eFVE 4TV ]/d 2 Gug(s) (2) 77 0(12] = (£ — 9))

to
|Z] F=a—y+qa(t)—qs ()=

where we have also used the bounds from Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.3, which is possible due to
§ >ty > Ty Transforming t — s = 7, the integration interval becomes 7 € [t — (to + Tux), t — ta].
By hypothesis, 7., <t —t;. We may as well assume that ¢t — (to + Tux) < Tis, since otherwise the
first of the integrals below simply drops out. Following the above recipe we hence deduce from

Lemma [3, Lemma [-J(a), (b), and ([-32) that
T35t t2)| + | T34t 1)

< C//d?’:cd?’y p(r)p(y) /

t—(tz + T

Tex

dt (511/2 e’ l/
) T Jz—[z—y+ga(t)—gs(t—T)]|=T
1

4etet = / d2z)
T J|z—[z—y+qa(t)—qp(t—T)]|=T

t—to 1
+C//d3:£d3yg0(:z)<p(y)/ dr (611/2 3

/ d?z —
Tus o—[e—y+aa()—gst—D)l=r  |Z|

1
+etet / d*z —>
l—la—y+aa()—ast—r)]=7  |Z]

< 0(611/2 e3¢t 54)7'*2* + 0(511/2 et +¢t 54)152 < Ce®, (7.48)

d?z

according to 7., = O(e71) and ¢t < Te™%/2.
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Next we consider the case a = 3. Here we have t —ty > 7. = O(¢™!) > 8R,,, and again we can
suppose w.l.o.g. that t — (t2 + 7..) < 8R,,. Partitioning the dr-integral this way, it follows from
Lemma [(.9, Lemma [(3(c), and ([7-33) that

T35t t2)] + |15 (E, £2))]
S8R,

<c ar| [ [ dedy (2 V2 + £ V() ()
t—(t2+7'**)
1
3 _ I~
x /d ZCUQ(t_T) (Z) ‘.{i" 6(|x‘ T) i':x_y'f‘Q(x(t)_Qa(t_T)_z
t—to
+C dr / / B dPy p()p(y)
8R,

y /d3z ([611/2 V2 4 1V (va(t—r)(z)> é (|z| —7) ~_

|Z] F=r—y+qa(t)—qa(t—T)—2
3. 33 (.11/2 [v2 PR S8R, 1
<O f [@ay (P + A Wee) [t
L2 TTxx
1
X/ A’z —
‘Z_["E_y""qa(t)—qa(t—T)}‘:T ‘Z|
it 1 11
+C//d3xd3yg0x<py / dr (122 4t _/ 2,
@) [ (PGl

Re

< 0t [ [ ey (%) + 9o )ety) [ dr

-tz 1 1
3. 13 11/2 1 1
+C//d zd’y p(x)e(y) /8&0 dr (5 = +e 73) < Cen. (7.49)
Summarizing (7.4§) and ([.49), we have verified
[T(t )| + [ TEa (8, 12)| < Ce (7.50)

for all 1 < 8 < N and all ¢, ¢, satisfying the assumptions ([:49) of this section.

Part B: Bounding |T£1(t, ty)]. We go back to ([.47) and deal with the contribution of the first
term on the right-hand side. Again we begin with the case a # . Following the method used so
far, we obtain from Lemma .3 that

/ / Pz d’y o(x)p(y)

1
X V2 / R %(tﬁm)(z)m 5(17] = (t = [t + 7))

Tt )| < O

i=r—y+qa(t)—qs(ta+Te)—2 |

(7.51)

First we assume that 7 := t — [ty + Tyu] < The. Then we pass the derivatives to CUB(tZJFT**)(z) and

invoke Lemma [.3(a) and ([.39) to deduce

Tht ) < G [ [ dedypla)ey)
1
X / d*z
2—fe—y+ga(®)—gs(t2tmll=r |2 — Y+ qa(t) — qs(ts + Tux) — 2|
< CeP3r < C7Pebr,, < CeM/2,
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On the other hand, if 7 > 7., holds, then %‘ in (75]) gets the V2, and Lemma [-3(b) together
with ([.39) implies

1
Tht ) < C [ [ drdyel)e) [ d*s —
’ ey taa(®)—gs(t2tr)ll=r |2

< CPS3r < Ce™e3 < Ceb

for t < Te=3/2. Thus we have found
Tt 1) < C° a # B, (7.52)
The most difficult term to estimate in this section is
- /d3SL’ pa t - [t2 + T**])((i}a(t2 + T**) ’ Vv) (I)va(tz—i-u*)(' - qa(t2 + T**))>}($ + qa(t))7

(7.53)

since for @« = [ there is no way to gain ¢’s through the particles being far apart, and as here
t = ty + Ty is possible, thus preventing us from using the decay induced by the Maxwell group
U(t) close to t = ty + 7. What saves the argument is the observation that the integrand vanishes
at t =ty + Tus, as is most easily seen by changing to Fourier transformed form. Indeed, e.g.

[ pu@){Bul = 0D} + 0a(t) = [ 2 pala)Eulw) = C [ @ IGPilk — (v k)o] =

(7.54)
due to the rotational symmetry of ¢, recall (C'). To exploit this, we calculate
d
T [Us = [f2 4 7)) Pt (- 0a(5) = dalte +7.0)]
= U(S - [t2 + T**]) *A(I)va(tz-l—n*)(' + QQ(S> - QQ(t2 + 7'**))
FU(s — [+ 7o) (0a(5) - V) Buniyim (- + Ga(5) = qalla + 7)) (7.55)

Again we may rely on ([-4@) to see that A®, is, from the point of view of estimates, exactly as
(v-V)®,, so we will again drop the term containing A®,. Integrating ([[.53) over s € [ty + T, t],
substituting the remainder back into ([.53), and cancelling the zero term at t = t3 + 7., we then
obtain

T8, (t 1) < c‘/dsg;pa(g;)/: ds {U(s — [t +..])

2+ Toex

(ia(t2 + Te) - Vo) (va(8) - V) @y 470 (- = Galte + 7)) @ + Gal5)) \ :

Thus we have gained one v,(s) = /¢ and one V-derivative, at the expense that now fttz 4r, ds
appears. Applying our standard method yields in view of Lemma -] and Lemma .7

t_[t2+7'**} 3 3
; dr [ | &’z d’y o(x)p(y)
1
X VS/CZBZ Cva(t2+7**)(z)@
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We split the integral at 7 = 8R,,. If t — [ty + 7..] < 8R,,, then the second term can be omitted

and the estimate is simpler. Passing the derivatives to (y, (ty4r.)(2) in fé}fﬁm] dr(...), and then
utilizing Lemma [7.J(c) to find |z| > C'1 there, it follows that

8R,
Tt < Ot [ dr [ [ dedy9e(@)le)

0
1 1
X —/ d?z —
T Jle—lo—ytaa (r+ltot ) —galte+rll=r 2]
4 t_[tZ“l‘T**} 3 3
+Ce / dr //d zdy (x)e(y)
8R,
X is d’z
T° Jz=[z—y+ga(T+[ta+Tex]) —ga(t2+7)]|=T
< Cet
Therefore ([.53) allows us to summarize our findings as
T2, (t,2)] < Ce’ (7.56)

for all 1 < 8 < N and all ¢, ¢, obeying the assumptions ([.44]) of this section.

Part C: Bounding |T£2(t,t2)|. Again we go back to ([.47) and investigate the second term on
the right-hand side. This expression is easier to handle, due to t — ty > 7., = O(e~!). Here the
standard method yields, no matter whether o # 3 or a = 3, that

/ / &’z dy p(x)p(y)

1y -
8 /dgz s (2) (VQE) G a2 ))] AR

CeT2 (¢t — t2)—3//d3x d*y p(x)p(y) / dQZm

|z—[z—y+ga(t)—qp(t2)]|=(t—t2)

1T0,(t )] < Ce™?

IN

< CEPt—ty) 7% < CeM2,

Together with (.50) and ([/:56) this proves that indeed ([43) is verified, under the assumptions
(.49).

7.1.3 Improving i-estimates by £'/4

Here we are going to show that

IT5(t:ta)] = L; | pae) / ds Ut = 5)((i (5)+ V) Buygo - = 0a()] @+ 00 (1)

< C su max | ¥, (s)])e"/* .
s€[t3,t£rm}1ﬁnszv| ()D (757

for 1 <a < N and
t € [ts + Tur, Te3/?). (7.58)
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To verify ([57), we define Ty (¢, t3) = S5, TP (t,t5). In case that o # 8, our standard method
implies

t—t3
T’ t,t < C su max | U, (s dT//d?’LL’dS T
)l < o s @] [ v ele)e(y)
1
2 [ 3 ~
d _ —0 —
Xv/ Z Cupte T)(Z>|5;| ) PR

Again we split the dr-integral by introducing 7., <t —ts, cf. ({:5§), from Lemma [[-3 W.lo.g. we
can suppose that 7., >t — [t3 + T..], as otherwise simply the first integral below drops out. In this
manner we find from Lemma [[-J(a) and ([7-33) that

et < o _sw max (i @) (| [0 ar [ [drdyeen)

SE[t3,634Tux) 1<k<N
x /d3z (vzcvﬂ(t_T( ))| |
+ /t—t3 dr //dgzdgySO(I)go(y)
< [ @2 Goun (V) 031 =

o(|z| = 7)

T=r—y+qa(t)—qp(t—7)—2

)

T=z—ytqa(t)—qs(t—7)—2

< C sup max | U, (//d?’x &y p(z)p(y
(|5 max [ (9)]) pl2)e(y)
Tk 1
X € / dT—/ d*z
[t3+Twx] |z—[x—y+qa(t)—qs(t—7)]|=T
3,. 13 s 1 2 1
—l—//dxdygo ()/ d7‘— dz—>
lo~le—ytaal®)—gat—)li=r 2]
t—t3
< C’( sup max | U, ( < —I—/ d7—>
86[t3,t3+7‘ }1<R<N
Since 7. = O(e™) and [/ ® % < [ 4 = 7! we deduce that even
Tt ts)] < C( sup max | U, (s)])e, a#p. (7.59)

SE[t3,t3+Tux]

As in the previous Section the term where a = 3, i.e.,

Te(tits) = [ pale) [ ds [0~ 9)((F (5) - F) i — als))) (& + 0al0))

t3

is critical. To derive the desired bound, we introduce
bty — el (7.60)

Since 7., = O(e71), we have 7 > t3. According to

t3+Tux T t3+Tux
[ s = [ds [T as
t3 t3 T

we split
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Following our standard method, we first see that in view of ([(.32)

/t; ds //d3xd3yso(x)s0(y)

1
3 2 A _
% / 2 oo (2)(V \:zl) A )

C’( sup max | U, (8)|) //dg!ﬁdgy@(l')ﬁp(w

s€[t37t3+‘r**} ISRSN

T (t,t < C sup max | U, (s
T35, (2, t3)] ([ 5 max [ (9)])

IN

7 1
X / ds(t—s)™* / d*z —
t3 l—le—y+aa()—aa(s)]=(t=s)  |Z]

< C’( sup max | U, (s)|) /t:ds (t—s5)72

s€[t37t3+‘r**} 1SHSN
T —t3
= C sup max | v (8)|) ———.
(om0 O G )

Now (7.5§) and ([.60) yield

Pty me—e 1
(t—7)t—t3) (@E—T)t—t3) " t—7—

whence
Teu(tts) < C( sup  max |, (s)])e!/" (7.62)

SE[t3,t34Twx] 1<kRSN

Consequently it remains to derive the same bound for

Teoltit) = [ ds (i (5) - 9.) [ @ pule) [U(E = ) (R, — ()] + au(t).

7

Again the main observation is that [ d*z po () [U(t — $) (P, (5)(- — ¢a($)))(x + ¢a(t)) = 0 for s =1¢,
cf. ([.54). Similar to ([.53) we calculate

%@u_g@ww+%@—%ﬁm
= — U(t — §) A(I)Ua(g)(' + Qa(s) - qa(§))
FU(t—3)(0a(3) - V) Py () (- + qal(s) — ga(5))

)
—U(t = 3)(va(5) - V) @y (5)(- + qals) — qal3)). (7.63)

Using A®, = (v-V)®,, cf. ([-48), we notice that the term containing A®, can be handled similarly
to the last one on the right-hand side of ([[.63)), and hence it is dropped. Integrating the remainder
over § € [s, ], we get
t3+ T to 3 3 B B
Tyt < | [ ds [ ds(a () 90) [ dpale) [U(E = 5)((0(5) - V) Pu (- — 0a(5)))

—U(t = 5)(0a(5) - V) @y (o) (- = 6a(9))) ] (@ + ga(t))

. (7.64)

Let
Il = {S € [’7A',t3 —I—T**] t—s 2 ]_}, [2 = [7A',t3 +T**] \Il (765)
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Then

/Ilds /:ds:/hds</:_ld8—l— tilds>. (7.66)

For the first part we infer from the standard method and ([7.33) that

t—1
/ds ds...‘ < o(
Iy s

su max | v, (s dT/ dT//d?’iEd?’
[t3t31—)i-7' ]1 H<N| ( )|) /t [t34Tux] ysp ( )

3, 22 S -
2 G (2) ([VEVE + 2V ]\:EI) (|
< C( su max | U, / dT/ dT//d3xd3
se[ta,tgl-)‘rr ]1<“<N| ) t—[t3+Twx] yw ( )
1
% { / d*z —
=yt ga()—ga (t=7))I=7 |2
1 1
< C su max | Uy / / A7 — 42,
B ( €lts, t3I-)i-T ]1<“<N| |) t [t3+r «] [\/7 3 7-2}
t—
< C sup  max | Uy / Ve +¢e?
( €[tz t3+Tx ]1<“<N| |) [ta+7« ] ]
< O( _sup  max [ (s)])e", (7.67)

SE[ts,t3+Tux] 1<k<N

the latter since —7 + [t3 + Tu.] = £~/ due to ([[60]). For the second part of ([[60), we once more
apply the standard method, and passing all derivatives to ¢, it follows that

t
/ds d§...‘ <
I t—1

IA

IN

C( sup ]112{32)}:V| Uy (s)|)/ e dT/ dr

SE[t37t3+T

x [ [dtedty ﬁ|v3go<x>|+e2|v2so<x>|]so<y>
< [ ¢ G D] 7803 =7

C( sup  max | U, (s f/
t3+7'**

E[ts ta+Tex] 1<k<N

C sup  max | Uy (s)|)51/4. (7.68)

SE[ts,t3+Twx] 1<k<N

F=r—y+qa(t)—ga(t—7)—2

According to ([.63), it thus remains to bound the contribution of

/Izds/:dg...}

to the right-hand side of ([.64). However, since for s € I, we have t — s < 1, the length of the
ds-integration interval is bounded by 1. Hence we may repeat the argument leading to ([.68), as
we gain an /2 from v,(5), but we loose an e~/ due to |I5| < t3 + T — 7 = £~ 1/%. Summarizing

this observation to ([:59), (F.61)), ([-63), (7.64), ([-67), and ([.6§), we have completed the proof

of (TD).
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7.2 Bounding Ty,
The data contribution to ([7.19) is

Taaalt, 1) = [ % o) [U( = 12) (£a(8) 20, 1)) (& + 0 (1)) (7.69)
Our aim here is to prove that
|Taata(t, t1)] < Ce™/2) ) € [Tst], 2>t + T (7.70)

First we recall from ([(.17) that
La(t)Z(-1t1) = (0a(tr) - V)Z (-, 1) + (va(tr) - VI Z( 1) + 2(va(ts) - V)Z (-, ) + Z(-,1a).
In view of Z = AZ — f, cf. (7-9), this can be rewritten as
Lo(t)Z(t) = (Balt) - V)Z( 1) + (va(ts) - VI’ Z(-, 1) + 2(va(tr) - VIIAZ( 1) = f (1))
According to ([.5) and (B.3) we have Z(z,0) = 0, whence ([(.§) yields

Z(x,ty) = — tldS Uty —s)f )]()

= —Z /O ds [U(ts = 5)((03(5) - V) Buye)(- = a5(5))) ] (2): (7.72)
B=1

Since AP, = (v-V)®,, cf. ([.46), and AU(t) = U(t).A, we take the liberty to treat AZ(-,t;) as
(va(t1) - V)Z(- 1), Af(-,t1) as (va(t1) - V) f(,t1), and A2Z(-,t1) as (va(t1) - V)2Z(-, 1), although
in fact vg(s) do appear, but both |v,(s)| and |vg(s)| will only be estimated by /e below, so this
makes no difference. Hence from the point of view of estimates ([[.7]]) becomes

Lo(t)Z(-11) = (0a(t) - V)Z( 1) + (valts) - VP Z (1) + (va(t) - V) (1) + f( 1), (7.73)

where we also dropped factors and “—"-signs. Since
N
flaty) = 3 {(is(t) - Vi) oy (2 = qs(t1)) + (05(t1) - Vi) * o0y (@ — qa (1))
p=1
— (vs(t) - V)(i5(t1) - Vi) Loy (x = gs(t1)) }, (7.74)

we see that in fact also
Lo(t)Z( 1) =2 (Da(tr) - V)Z(, 1) + (a(tr) - V)2Z (- 1) + f(-, ). (7.75)
Substituting ([.75]) back into ([(.69), and taking into account ([.73) and ([.74), we arrive at

[@epuo) | " s [U(t = ) ((at) - V) (05(s) - V)

N
‘Tdata(tutl)‘ S C Z
B=1

+ (valt) - VP (8a(5) - 7))oy« = 05(5)] (@ + (1)

2 pal) [U(t = 1) ((i5(11) - V) + (3(t1) - V)2
+(@(t2) - V)(a(t) - V) Puson (- = 03(0))] (& + a(t))

N
= Z (‘Tdatal t tl ‘_'_ ‘Tdata2(t t1>|) (776>
A=1
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To bound these terms we apply the standard method from Section [I.]], and utilizing Lemma
and Lemma B.3 we find

|Tdﬁata,1(t7t1)‘ + |Tdﬁata,2(t7 tl)‘
t
< 3 3
<c| [ dar [ [ardye@iw)
1
43 34 3
X [V + VY [ d2 G (2 e
+C ‘ / / &’z &y p(z)e(y)

1
x [£72V? 1 £1V? 4 5293 / % Coyir) Ol

Here all the terms can be handled in the same manner. Passing the derivatives to ﬁ and observing
T>t—1t > T =0, cof. (70), we deduce with (7-33) that

o(|Z] =)

T=r—y+tqa(t)—qs(t—7)—2

o(lz] = (t = t))

T=r—y+qa(t)—qp(t1)—2

‘Tfata,l(tv t1)| + ‘Tdﬁata,2(t7 t1>|

¢ 1 1 1
SC//dgajd?’ygoxgpy/ d75—+€—/ d’z —
(@)ely) [ 75} z—le—y+aa()—qs(t—7)]=7  |Z]

1

/ d?z —

o~ lr—ytaa()—as(t)]|=(t—t)  |Z]

+0 [ [dedye()ol) [/ 1) + 2 — 1))
(t—t)

< C df[sijts }+C[7/2( t)‘2+55/2

< -3 §C€11/2‘
t—1t1

This completes the proof of ([7.70).

7.3 Bounding 75
The contribution T, to ([[.19) is

3 t .
Tyt 1)) = /d :Bpa(at)/ dr [U(t —7)((Falr) - V)Z(,7)] (@ + ga(t))- (7.77)
t1
We are going to show that
Ty(t,t1)] < Ce®, 1 € [Turt], > Tos. (7.78)
In view of ([0) we have 4(VZ) = A(VZ) — V. Since Z(z,0) = 0 by (Z), also VZ(z,0) = 0,
whence .
VZ(,7) = —/0 dsU(7 — 8)Vf (-, 5). (7.79)
Utilizing this and ([-2])) in ([777), we obtain

To(t, t1) Z / &z po () / dr / ds [U(t—5)((5a(7)- V) (35(5) V) Dy (45 (5) )| (-0 8)).

Defining the respective terms in the sum on the right-hand side as TQB (t,t1), we first note that for
a # 3 the standard method applies. By assumption ¢ > 7,,, and for 7 € [0, ¢ — ¢1] it plays no role
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whether 7., > 7 or 7., < 7, since e.g. in the former case it follows from Lemma [l.3(a), (b) that

t 1
a5 [ [@adyo@)ew)V" [ @ G2

‘SL" (|x‘ B 8) T=r—y+tqa(t)—qs(t—5)—z

<C//d3xd3y<p (/ dse _/ B2
|z—[z—y+qa(t)—qp(t—5)]|=5

1
+ / dse? / d2z—>
T - [e—y+ga()—aqs(t-9)ll=s  |Z]

< 0(647'*2* + 54t2) < Ce

for t < Te 32, and in case that 7., < 7 the same result is obtained. Hence from Lemma [.3,
Lemma B.3, and by means of the standard method we infer that

—t1
/ dT/ ds//dgxdgygo (y)
1
X V3/d32 gvg(t—§)(z>m
< CeMPe <O, a# B (7.80)

TSt 1) < Ce''/?

o(|z] - 5)

T=r—y+qa(t)—qp(t—5)—2

Hence it remains to investigate the case a« = 3. Then for e.g. 7 > 1 we have

ds

3 3 _ _
/d xd’yp(z /d % Goa(t-3) | |) O =3 sy an-ao =9
1
<C//d3xd3yg0 / ds—/ d*z —
o~ lr—ytaa(t)~da(t-9)]=5  |2]

<c/ ds—<C—

On the other hand, simply

ds /d3xd3 (V3 /dzcvats <C

o(|z| = 5)

T=z—y+qa(t)—ga(t—5)—=

~|
holds. Consequently by the standard method

/o1 a7 (/;*/lt)dg //d3$d3yso(x)<p(y)

X V3/d32 Cva(t_g)(Z)m

T3t 0)| < Ce/?

o(|z] - 5)

E=r—y+qa(t)—qa(t—5)—z

Ol /_ dT/ ds//d?’xd?’ygo (v)
1 o
8 Vg/ & C”a(t‘§>(z)m A A P
t—t
< CelV? +C€11/2/ 1 d%_iz < Cel'?, (7.81)
1 T

Summarizing ([7-8() and ([-81)), we see that ([[-78) holds.
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7.4 Bounding 13+ T}

In this section we will be dealing with
Ty(t, t) + Tu(t, 1) = Q/dgxpa(x) /tt dr [U(t —7) ((wa(r) - V) (0al7) - V) Z(,7)
+(0a(r) - V)Z(, 7)) | (@ + ga(t), (7.82)
and it will be verified that
Ty(t,ty) 4+ Tu(t, t))] < C®, 4 > 7o, tE [ty + 7w, Te ¥, (7.83)

Introducing

Pa(t)p = (valt) - V)V + Vo (7.84)
for a general function ¢ = ¢(z,t), ([.89) can be rewritten as

Ty(t, 1) + Ty(t 1)) = 2/d3x pal(2) /tt dr [U(t =) (ba(r) - Pa(0) Z(.7))| (& + qal®)).  (7.85)

Then

L (Palt)6) = (D) V)V + Pu(t)d
implies in view of ([(.q) that
%(Pa(t)Z) — (0a() - V)VZ + PaO)LAZ — f] = A(Pa(t)Z) + (0a(t) - V)VZ = Pa()].

and this leads to

Po(T)Z(-,7) = U(T—11)[Pa(t1) Z (-, 1)) + TdsU(T—s){(z'Ja(s)-V)VZ(-,s)—Pa(s)f(-,s)}. (7.86)

t1

Resubstituting ([.8) into ([.89) we get two terms, one from the data, and one main term.

7.4.1 Bounding the data term
The data term part of ([.89) is

Tyadua(ttt) = 2 [ &0 pala) /tltdf (Ut — t2) (6a(7) - Palt) 2, 11))] (2 + 4a (1))
= 2 [ @ pa() U = 1) ([0a(t) = ea(t)] - Pult) 20 12)) |+ (1),

Now ([7:84) and ([-6) imply

P (t1)Z(-, 1) (Va(tr) - VIV Z(-, 1) + VZ(- 1)
t) - VIVZ(, 1) + AVZ(- 1) — V(- 1)

) ' V)VZ(’tl) + Vf('>t1)>

e 1l
—~

<

Q

—~

~+

—_
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again from the point of view of estimates, since A®, = (v - V)®,, cf. the remarks before (7.73).
Using (7.79) and ([(.21)) we thus find

|T3+4,data (t, tl ) ‘

v pala) | " ds [U(t - ) (([ea(®) — valt)] - V)(ealt) - V)

% (03(5) - Vo) = 05(9) (& + alt))

€3 | [ o pa@[Ute = ) ((al®) — valtr)]- 9)

X (0a(t1) - Vo) Buge - — 45(t1))) ) + ga(8)].

Concerning the right-hand side, counting powers of ¢ and V-derivatives we see that we have an
£3V* for the first term and an £%/2V? for the second term (with U(t) and ®, counting one V each).
Since t — t; > T = O(e7!) we hence find

| Ts,data(t; 11)] < CeM/2, (7.87)

exactly as the estimates on Tdﬁata,l(t7 t1) and T, dﬁataz(t, t1) from ([.76) have been derived in Section
[[-. Note that here no -term appears, whence we do not need to assume t; > 7, at this point.

7.4.2 Bounding the main term

By this we mean the contribution

Tsi4main(t, t1) = Q/dgxpa / dr ds Ut —s) va( ) - {(ba(s) -V)VZ(-,s)
t1 t1

— Pa(8)f(-,9)}) | (2 + aa(t))
= Tsiamain1(t, t1) — T544main2(t, 1) (7.88)

to ([[.89).

To begin with T34 4 main1(f, 1), we can use ([.79) to rewrite this expression as
T34 4,main,1 (¢, 1)
=2 [drpa(e /t dr [ ds [ do [U(t = o) ((6a(7) - V)(5u5) - V)F(,0) | (& 4 aa(8):
Substituting ([-21]) for f and observing that no #-terms are to be estimated, we hence arrive at
T34 main.1 (£, t1)]

< ogjlfoth/OTds/osda‘/d?’xpa(z) (Ut = 0)((0a() - V)(a(s) - V)

% (03(07) - V) Buyion (- = 03(0)) ] (0 + a(0)).

Observing [Jd7 [J ds [§ do = [} do [l ds [fdr, transforming 6 =t — 0, § =t —s,and 7 =t — T,
and then omitting the tilde, we see that

|T3+4,main,1 (t> tl) |
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Nt o S
<C/d/d/d
_;00’0807

/ @1 pa(@) [U(0) ((0a(t = 7) - V) (balt — ) - V)
< (15(t = )+ V.) oo (- = 45(t = ) (@ + aa(0).
Invoking Lemma and the standard method, it follows that
6 N t o S
: <
‘T3+4,ma1n,1(t7 tl)‘ — C&f ;‘/0 dO"/O dSA dr
1
4 3 i 1
<V [ 2 Gt (2) 57 0007 = )
/ / &’z dy p(x)p(y)

/ / Fxd’y p(x)e(y)

T=r—y+qa(t)—qp(t—0)—z

VAN

N
0562/ do o
g=1"0

Lo
S Gusti=o) () 57 8002 = )

i=r—y+qa(t)—qs(t—0)—z|

(7.89)

First we consider a # 5. We may assume that ¢t > 7,,, with 7., from Lemma [[.3] the case t < 7,,
being simpler. Estimating 0 < > < Ce™3 for t < Te~%?2 and invoking Lemma [7(a), (b), as well
as ([[:33), we deduce

T t
56</ +/ )da o?
0 Tk

/ / &’z &y p(x)p(y)
<V [ G (2) 1 6] — o)

|Z|
T 1
< Ceg/ do //dgxdgy e()e(y) 65—/
0 0 Jiz—fe—ytaa(t) g5 (t—0))|=0

I=2—y+qa(t)—qp(t—0)—2
d*z

+ C&? /Tt do //dgxdgy o(x)o(y) e’ /|_[ d22’i

s—y+aa(t)—gs(t=0)ll=0  |2|
< Ce? (557'*2* + 55t2) < Cg° (7.90)

for t < Te=3/2. On the other hand, for o = 5 we split at o = 8R,. Then Lemma [7J(c) yields

SR, ¢
&b ( / + ) do o
0 S8R,

/ / Pz d’y (x)p(y)

1
x ! [ d Gunt1=0)(2) 57 8003 = )

T=r—y+tqa(t)—ga(t—0)—2

SR, 1 1
< 066/ do 02//d3x >y Vo (x)|e(y) —/ d?z —
0 0 Jle-la-y+aa®-gatt-o)l=s |2]
t 1
+ Ce® do o / / d*x d*y o(x)p(y) — / d*z
8R, 0" Jz=[z—y+qa(t)—ga(t—0)]|=0
< Ce°. (7.91)
Summarizing ([7.90) and ([.97]), and going back to ([[.89), we have shown that
| Ts 4 4 main1 (£, £1)] < Ce° (7.92)
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for the ¢, ¢; in question.
Finally we return to ([f.8§) and bound

Ty amaina(t: 1) = 2 [ &2 pa(a) /tt dr /t ds [U(t = ) (3a(r) - Pa(s)f ()] (@ + qa(0)).  (7.93)

By means of ([[:84) and ([:2])) it is calculated that
Pa(s)(5) = ¥ o ([0 = 0] V)0 Va4 (0 V) (00 Vo p oy =), (799

where all v,, v, ..., etc., are evaluated at time s. Since |05(s)|? = ¢* but only |iig(s)| = £7/2, the
last term in ([7.94) is better than the one next to the last, and hence it is dropped. Using the
remainder in ([7.93), we find that

|T3+4,main72(t> tl) |

N t T
<y [ar [ as
B=1 t1 t1

[ @2 pu@)[U( = ) ((alr) - F) (0as) = vs(s)] - V)(05(5) - Vo)
+(1a(7) - D)(E5(5) - V1) By (- = ()] &+ 0a(8)]

Since s > t; > T, cf. ([:83), we have |i5(s)| < Ce™/? due to Lemma B.3. Applying the standard
method, we thus conclude from Lemma B.9 that

N t T

1544 main2(t, 1) < CZ/ dr | dse®?
g=1 71 t1
BF#o

/ / P’z d’y (x)p(y)

X V! [ @2 G0 (2)
N t T
+CZ/dT dset/?
=1 t1 t1

X Vg/d?’ZCvﬁ(s)(Z)% o(lz] = (t—s))

%6(@\ (t—9)

/ / Pz d’y (x)o(y)

T=z—y+qa(t)—qp(s)—2

T=r—y+qa(t)—qs(s)—2

Using fttl dr [/ ds < Jydr [§ ds and observing [id7 [J ds = [ids ['dr, we then introduce the
change of variables § =t — s, T =t — 7, and omitting the tilde again we arrive at

N t S
Tyssmama(t. 1) < C2 Y /0 ds /0 dr / / B d¥y () p(y)
B=1

Ba
1o
V! [d2 G (2) 001 5)

7|
11/2 al td Sd P P
+Ce 5221/0 s/o T// z dy o(z)p(y)
1 N
V0 [ @2 G (2) 001 5)

|z

F=r—y+qa(t)—qs(t—s)—z

T=r—yt+qa(t)—qs(t—s)—z
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N ot

< Ce¥? Z/ ds s
p=1 0
B

/ / &’z dy o(x)p(y)

<0 [ Conto(2) s 513 — 3)

||
11/2 al td d3 d3
c
+Ce 5221/0 $s // zdyp(r)p(y)
Lo
v [ Gusti-0 (2) 737 8021 = 9)

In the first term we have o # 3, and we estimate s < t < Ce™%?2 to be left with an “s3V*7.
Exactly as in ([.90) we see that this part is bounded by Ce®, whence

F=r—y+qa(t)—qp(t—s)—z

T=r—yt+qa(t)—qs(t—s)—z

N o
Tosimana(t )] < O+ G2 Y [dss| [ [dadyelw)ey)
B=1

1 -
v | &% G-y (2) 757 6071 = 5)

T=r—yt+qa(t)—qs(t—s)—z

(7.95)

For oo # 3 we use s <t < Ce™%/2 and by means of Lemma [[J(a), (b), and ([7-33) we see that

T t
g1/ ( / + / )ds s
0 Tk

/ / PPz dy p(x)p(y)

o
v [ O - | NN
Tex ]_
< 054/ ds //d3x Py p(x)e(y) 54—/ d*z
0 S Jlz—[z—y+qa(t)—qg(t—s)]|=s
¢ 1
+C€4/ o //d?)xd?)w(x)(p(y) 84/| [r—3-+40(t)—g3(t—3)] dzzg
Tk —|T— @ —qp(l—s)||=s
< Cet (647'*2* + 54152) < Ceb (7.96)

for t < Te~3/2. Finally for & = 8 we can invoke Lemma [3(c) to find

8R ¢
gl1/2 ( / ’ + )ds s
0 SR,

/ / &’z dy p(x)p(y)

XV [ 2 G (2) 1 8012 — 5

7|
<0 [ ass [ [ iy el : | =
0 5 Ji—lo—y+ga®)—galt-s)l=s  |2]
1

t
—'—0611/2 dSS //d3xd3ygp r)p\y)— /
8R, ( ) ( ) s5 |z2—[z—y+qa(t)—ga(t—s)]|=s

< Cel'/?, (7.97)

F=r—y+qa(t)—ga(t—s)—z

5 1

d?z

In view of ([-99), (:98), and (7.97) we infer that | 7514 main2(t, t1)] < Ce®, and together with ([.87)
and ([7.99) we conclude that indeed ([[.83) holds.
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7.5 Bounding |R,(t)]

We are going to verify the estimate ([.16). A direct calculation starting from ([.4) reveals that

Ralt) = (0 a0 Y Balt) + (e msa(w) ™) (£ o)) Bl
(i i
+ (% Moa(Va) )mOQ(Ua) {Ra(t) - (% Moa(Va) )mOa(UQ)R (t>]
b mga(u) ! i Suslt),
BAa

with the terms

Saslt) = [ 2 pale = @) { (s Vo) Euy + (03 Vo) Buy + 205 - Vo)([va = vs] - V)
+([0a — 93] - V) By, + ([va — vg] - V)* By, + 0 A By,

(7.98)

+ 20, A ('i)g . VU)BUB + 20, A ([Ua — 'Ug] . V)BUB + Vo A ('UB . Vv)BvB

+ Vo N (Ug . VU)2B% + vy N (’Uﬁ . Vv)([va — ’Uﬁ] . V)Bvﬁ

+ Vo A ([i}a - bﬁ] ’ V)BU5 + Vo A (bﬁ ’ vv)([va - Uﬁ] ’ V)B’UB

R T

(7.99)

where all ¢, s, etc., are evaluated at time ¢. Invoking the bounds ([-I1)-(7-13), (/-93) yields

Fal®) < C=° + Capax|Sas(O), 1 € [run, T=72).

To estimate S,z(t), we introduce for a # [ the interaction terms

VOus(l) = [ @ pa(e = 0a(H)Voum(@ - 65(1))
. 3 (K )| ik-[qp(t)—qa (t
= (—Z)6a65/d k:k ~k vg(t))Q et las(t)=ga(®)]

= 9L [ @iy oo - aa(0)ely — 05() Vs (0 — v),

with (,(z) from Lemma [[.3, and for [, j > 0 we will also need the derivatives

VLI () = / &1 ot — qu(t))VEVI by (& — (1))
= eaeﬁ //d3xd3y o(r — qa(t)e(y — qs(t) VLV Copy ( — ).

To illustrate the method for bounding S,s(t), let us first consider

Saalt) = [ @ pale = 0a(D)(5 - Vo) By = a5(1)),

o1

(7.100)

(7.101)

(7.102)



which comprises the first term in ([.99). Recalling E,(z) = —V¢,(x) + (v - Vo, (z))v from ([.3)

and calculating (0 - V,) E,(z) explicitly, by means of (.101)) and (F.103) we may rewrite S,z 1(t)
as

~
SN—

Sapa(t) = —(Us(t) - Vo)VUas(t) +vs(t) (U5(t) - V)Wap(t)
+vg(t) (Up(t) - Vo) (vs(t) - V)Was(t) + is(t) (v5(t) - V)Was(t).  (7.103)

From Lemma [7.] we obtain
ViV < O [ [dedye(e - aa®)ely - ast)le —
= C [ [@adyp@ew)le—y+al) - @ V. (7100

Since o # 6 we have [ — g+ 4,(0) — g5(0] > |au(t) — a5(0)] — 2Rg > Cue! — 2R, > (C./2)e"
for |z|, ly| < R, and t € [0,Te73/?], due to Lemma [B-3. Therefore ([-104) yields

VIV (1) < CET1j>0, a#B, tel0,Te ), (7.105)
and applied to (F.103) we find in view of Lemma B.9 and Lemma B.3 that
|Sap1(t)] < Ce2e? 4 O\/ee™?e? + C\fee™?\fee? + Ce™?\fee? < Ce"V2, t € [r,, T3/,

In principle, all other terms in ([7.99) may be handled in the same manner, the rule of thumb
being that one first counts the powers of & due to Lemma B.9, then one counts the V-derivatives,
with E,, B, = V¢, and a V7 gives an additional ¢/*!, whereas the V,-derivatives do not hurt the
estimate. This way term by term can be bounded, the worst ones being

[ @2 pul = ault){ ([5al®) = 56 - V) Euyio = g(2)
+([vat) = va(8)] - V) Buyg (= g5(0))| < C"
Consequently, (7-I00) shows that also
|R.(t)| <Ce®, a=1,....N, te[n,Te??, (7.106)

holds.

7.6 Conclusion of the proof of Lemma B4

We recall from (B.16) that 7. = (C,/8)e™!, cf. also Lemma [[.3. To begin with, we fix some
a€{l,...,N}. From (T.18) and (7.19) we know that for ¢ € [r.., Te~%/?] we have

| o (1))

IN

O+ C / B po() (L) Z2) (@ + gu(t), 1)
< O + [Taaa(t, tr)| + [T1(E, 1) + | To(t, t1)] + |Ts(t, t1) + Ta(t, 1),

with ¢; still to be selected. If below we can moreover ensure that

t1 € [T t], tE [+ T, Te??], t> 1, (7.107)
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then (T70), (T79), and (7:83) imply
| U (1) < O+ [Ti(t, ).

Concerning T'(t,t1), we rely on the bounds obtained in Section [-I]. Assuming ([.107) it is found
from ([[234) that for t € [r,., Te=3/?]

| W, (1)) < Ca5+'6¥ / &P po(z) /tt ds |U(t—s)( (i (s).vv)@vﬁ@(-—qﬁ(s)))](x+qa(t))’. (7.108)

Now we fix t € [27,., Te~%/?] and set t; = T,.. Then ([-I07) holds, and ([[-T0Y) implies

| o (1) < Ce°

£ founio
+r§ /d?’xpa(x)/2

Utilizing ([7.43) with ty = 7. and ([[143) with ty = 27.., it follows that

2T

s [Ut = 9)((i (5)- V) Buyio (- = 0s()] 0+ 00 (1)

t

s [U(t = 9)((5 (5) - V) oo - = 05(9)] (@ + aa0)].

T

cee 4 2 cee
| Vg ()] < Ce™ + 0(12}@%\7 |es] )(se[zfil,lzﬁ“)a?’/?} 12%%\7' Uy (s)|)

for t € [27.., Te~*/?], whence

e B (O = O 7.109
tepﬂ;*,}‘)&*:ﬁz] 1§H§N| ( )l ( )

if the |e.| are chosen small enough. Next we fix ¢ € [37,,, Te~%/?] and set t; = 27,,. Then again

(F-107) is satisfied, therefore by ([.109)

| Ug ()] < C€°

H32 [ pate) [ s [0 =) () T ol = as(6D)] o+ anl0)
H X [Prpata) [ as[U = 5)((55 () Tl — as(s))] (2 + aal0)].
>

For the first part (7.57) applies with t3 = 27,,, whereas for the second part we can use (7.43) with
ty = 37y. Accordingly we infer

U, (1) < CLL+C sup  max | U, (s)])et/*
| ( )| (86[27'**737'**] 1§H§N| ( )|)

2 ces
FO( sl ( o, ] e )

< 17/4 ( 2)( )
< Ol o e o )
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where we have used (-109). As this hold for all ¢+ € [37..,Te~%?], by choosing the |e.| small
enough we can ensure
sup max | U, (t)| < Ce'/4. 7.110
t€[3ron,Te—3/2] LSHEN [0 ) ( )
Now it is clear how this procedure is iterated to gain factors /4. From ([.I10) we obtain the
bound
sup max | U, (t)| < Ce¥?,
tedr,, Te—3/2) 1SRN
and so on, until the power £° is reached. Then no further improvement is possible, since there are
other error terms of order O(£°) in ([-10§). This way we arrive at

o max | ¥, (t)] < Ce’
te[ﬁn*ﬂps%/ﬂ 1§H§N| K ( )| = )

and this completes the proof of Lemma B.4. O

8 Appendix B: Proof of Lemma #.3

The proof follows the lines of the proof of [[J, Lemma 3.2], although some care has to be taken
since the key estimate on ¥, () from Lemma .4 does not hold for ¢ € [0, Te~%/2], but only for
t € [67.s, Te~3/?]. We will consider only assertion (b) of Lemma [I.3, the other parts being verified
similarly. Recalling {,5 = ¢o(t) — ¢3(t) and a # 3, we first introduce

sin |k|T

t . . . . .
Di(t) = i/o dT/d3k‘@(1{;)|26—2k-§aa{e—lk'[qa(t)—qﬁ(t—ﬂ} _e—lk-[TUa—%T%ﬁJF%TS%}} 7 k
— = Ve [ dr [ @ ip(ofe e fembmO o] ikttt | %

= — Ve //d‘q’x &’y p(a)p(y) /Ot dr {tr (v =y + &ap + g5(t) — g5t — 7))

1 1
—pr (2 =y + Eap + V5 — 57 0+ 673@'5)}, (8.111)

where ¢, (x) = (47|x|)~16(|z| — 7). To proceed further, we need two technical lemmas.

Lemma 8.1 For |z|,|y| < R, and t € [ty, Te=3/?] fized, where ty = 4(R, + C*e™Y), cf. (B13), we
define the function @ = 0(1) = 0(1;x — y,t,«, 5) through
0(r)=7— |z —y+qult) —qs(t—7)], 7€[0,t].

Then 2 > 0'(T) > 3/4, and there ezists a unique 19 = To(z — y, t, v, B) € [0,t0] such that 0(ry) = 0.
More precisely, the estimate
(C,/2)e !t <1y <2077} (8.112)

holds.

Proof: We have ¢/ (1) = 1 — 2=uta=as(=7) ) (4 ) whence 2 > #/(7) > 3/4 in view of Lemma
|z2=y+ga(t)—gs(t—7)|
B.2 for € small enough. For the other claims, we first note that 0 > 6(0) = —|z—y+¢a(t) —gs(t)| >

—(2R, + C*e™t) > —2C*e~! and therefore also 0(tg) = 0(0) + [i° 0'(T) dr > —2C*c™! + 3ty /4 =
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3R, + C*e~! > 0, whence 6 has a unique zero 7 satisfying 75 € [0,%]. To verify (BI1J), we
estimate

190 (t) = gs(0)] = |2 = [yl = lgs(t) — ga(t — 7)|
C.e™' = 2R, — Cy/eT

[z =y +4a(t) —gs(t —7)| =
>

by (BI0)) and (B-13). Since 7y € [0, %] we have \/emy < Ce/2, thus
70 = |o =y +qa(t) — gs(t — )| = (C./2)™"
for e sufficiently small. On the other hand, in view of (B.11) and (B.12) also

To = |7 — Y+ qu(t) — qs(t — 70)] 1Ga(t) — qs(t)| + 2| + [y| + gs(t) — qs(t — 70)]
e

<
< C*e ' 4+2R,+ Cyem,

and therefore 7y < 2C*e~! for £ small enough. O

Lemma 8.2 In the setting of Lemma 84 we now define = 0(7) = 0(t;x — y,t, a, 3) by

~ 1 1

O(r) =7 — | —y+&p(t) + Tvs(t) — iszg(t) + 67'32'}5(15) , T€][0,t].
Then 2 > 0'(1) > 3/4, and there exists a unique 7, = 7 (x —y,t,a, B) € [0,t0] such that O(m) = 0.
Again we can arrange for

(C,/2)e <1 <20%7! (8.113)
to be satisfied.
Proof: Here we have 0'(7) = 1 — H : (Ug(t) —10g(t) + %Tzz'}g(t)). Due to t > tg > 7w = (C,/8)e™!
we obtain 72|iig(t)| < Ct2¢™/? < C'/e by Lemma B3, and also |vs(t)| + 7]05(t)| < C'/E in view of
Lemma B.2. Since 6(0) = §(0) we can proceed as before in the proof of Lemma B1]. O

Returning to (BIT1]) and using Lemmas B.1] and B.3, we may thus simply write
1 _ _
Dit) =~ [ [ dedye@)ely) Ve(m' - ). (8.114)
Calculating Ve7y ' and Ver; ! from the defining properties 6(m) = 0 and 0(7;) = 0, we arrive at

Vet = = (o =y s + a(0) — as(t — )

+(x —y+&ap +qs(t) — qp(t — TO)) vg(t — TO)VSTO}’

1,. 1 5.
Verp ! = —T1_3{ (:c —y+&ap + V5 — 5712115 + érf’vﬁ)
1 1 1
+(:E —y+&ap + 1108 — 57‘121}5 + 67'131'}5) . (vg — TiUg + iffbg)Vg'l}.
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Therefore

3.
=T Uﬁ‘

1 2.

2
X {1 + (|U5| + 71]0g| + %7'12|27B|)|v57_1”

Verg! = Verr!| < | — 0| o — y+ €as + Tivs -

+ 75 %lqs(t — 70) — qa(t — 7))
1

2 6

+75°|gs(t) — gs(t — 1) — Tvg +

+ 75| =y + Eap +qp(t) — gp(t — )“Uﬁ(t_ﬁ])HVS(m_ﬁ)‘
(
(

7'1 Ug — 7'13 bﬁ‘

+70_3:)3—y+§a5+q5 t)

— qa(t — 0)|[vs(t — 70) — va(t — 71)[[Ver]
— gs(t — )|

. 1,
X ‘Ug(t — Tl) — Vg +T1U5 — §T121)5“V§T1|

+7‘0_3:L"—y+€a5+q5 t)

+10 °lgs(t — 70) — qs(t — )l|vs(t — )| Ver)|

1,. 1 5.
570 = s lus(t — 1)l Venl.

+7‘0_3‘q5(t) —qp(t — 1) — mvs +
Hence Lemma B2, Lemma B3, (B117), and (BIT3) yield
Verg ! — Vng_l’ < 05_1‘7'0 3 7'1_3’ {1 + \/§|V571|} + Ce™?|ry — 7|
%lez}ﬁ — éTf’i)g‘ + C V(1 — )|
+ O — 1| Ven| + O2fuslt — ) — vp + 1ty — 572051 Vem]

+ C’ég‘qﬁ(t) —qs(t — ) — mvg +

I, 1.
ilevﬁ — éTf’vﬁ“VgTﬂ. (8.115)
To bound the right-hand side further we note that t — 7 > to — 2C*e™! = 4R, 4+ 2C*e™! >

(3C./4)e™! = 67.. according to (BIT3), recall (BIG). Thus | is (s)| < Ce5 for all s € [t — 71, t] by
Lemma B.4), and this implies that

+ 057/2‘%(15) —qp(t — 1) — mvg +

1 ,. 1 ..
qg(t) = q5(t—7'1)+7'1vﬁ—57'121)5—1-67'?1]5—1-0(857'{1),
) 1.
vt — 1) = wvg— T+ 57'121)5 + (9(557‘13).

Utilizing this observation and the definition of 7y and 71, we moreover obtain

1 1
~Tivg — éTf’i}B’ < CVe|ry — m| + CePry

[ —nl < Jas(t) = ga(t = 70) = Tivs + 5

< CVelm —n| + Ce,

whence |75 — 71| < Ce and consequently also |75 — 77| < Ce®. Next it is verified that |Ver | < C,
and with some more effort also that |V¢(ry — 71)] < Ce*2. Invoking all these estimates on the
right-hand side of (BIT9) it follows that |Very ! — Very ! < Ce?, and recalling (B114), we finally
obtain

sup | Di(t)] < Ce*. (8.116)
telto, Te—3/2]
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The next step is to consider

¢ , . . ) 1 1
Da(t) = i /0 ar [ d3k;\@(k)ﬁe—“f'faﬁ{e—lk'[”ﬁ—%*vﬁ%*%} _ (1 — ik [rug — 57205 + <7%%]
1 sin |k|T

) l
5 [T ) = 7k ws) (k- 05)] + =7 uﬁ)3>} T
With ¢, (x) = (4x|x])~16(Jz| — 7) this may be rewritten as

t 1 1
Do(t) = —Vg//d?’af d’y s@(l‘)@(y)/o dr {% (2 =y + ap + 705 — 572?’16 + 673?76)
1,5, 1 s,
—@bT(x —y+ Eag) — VwT(:z —y+ 505) : [7‘1}5 — 37 U + i UB}
1 1 . 1
_ {572(% V) = 570 V)(i5 - V) + (s V)?’} bz —y+ gaﬁ)}.
By expanding ¢(-) about  — y + {,s and using a similar technique as for D;(t) it can be verified
that also
sup | Do(t)| < Ce*. (8.117)

t€[to, Te—3/2)
Finally we introduce
00 . 1 1
Ds(t) = i /t dr / &k |¢(k)|2e_’k'5a6<1 — ik [ruy — 570 + 2]
1 ) l sin |k|T
~3 {7‘2(145 vg)? = 73k - vg) (k- ’Ug)} + 67‘3(k‘ : 05)3) %k‘,

and it remains to notice that as in [[3, p. 466/467] we obtain D3(t) = 0 for t € [ty, Te~*/?]. Taking
into account (B.116) and (B.117), we see that the assertion of Lemma [L.3(b) is satisfied. O

9 Appendix C: Proof of Lemma 371

First it will be convenient to transform (7,u) to the time scale of (¢,v). To this purpose we
introduce

ro(t) = e T (e2t),  ua(t) = Veua(e¥?t), (9.1)
where the (7,(t),uq(t)) are the solution to the system induced by (B.6) with data (72, 4?) from

(B7). Then
ra(0) = g3, a(0) = vy, (9.2)

by (B7), and the corresponding equations are

N
. €a€s Ta —Tp
Ml :E a=1,...,N 9.3
oo P 47T |’r‘a—fr’5|3’ ) ) ( )
pa

valid for t € [0, (1¢ — 80)e%/?].
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Lemma 9.1 We have

Coe ' < inf [ra(t) —r5(t)], sup [ra(t) — ()| < C%™! (a#B), (9.4)
t€[0,(rc—d0)e /2] te[0,(rc—00)e—3/2]
and
sup lua ()| < Cv/e, (9.5)

te[0,(rc—80)e—3/2)

with constants Cy, C°, and C > 0, depending only on ¢, &y, and the data.

Proof: The bounds in (§:4) follow from (P-J]) and the definition of 7¢. For (PH), note that the
system (0.3) is Hamiltonian with conserved energy

N
ru:Z% z __Cafp

47r|7’a—7’5|
a#ﬁ
whence N
1 1 €afp
“my, < 0)—5 < Ce,
g matalt) < Holr(0),ul0) = 3 3 iy < O

o#f
the latter in view of (P-4), (Pp-2), and (B-7). O

To prove Lemma B.]] we set
C, = min {ﬁ @}
* T 2 ) 2 )
with Cy from (B4)) and C from (P4), and we introduce

t = sup {tl € [0, min{rc — &, To}e % : Che™! < tell(}g | |9a(t) — gs(t)| for a # 6}-

Hence we need to show that in fact ¢ = min{7c — do, Tp }e~*/2. Note that ¢ > 0 according to (§4),
and also

Cie™ < inf [0a(t) = as(®)], o 7 5. (9.6)

te(0,t

Utilizing the method of [IJ, Lemma 2.1}, cf. also Lemma B.2, we know that a lower bound of type
(P-6) leads to the further bounds

sup [ga(t) — qs(t)| < Cae™ (a# ), sup |va(t)] < Cive, (9.7)

te[0,7] te[0,¢]

with some constant Cy > 0 depending only on C4, Cs, Cs5, and C,, but not on t < Ce=%/2. Observe
that these estimates hold from ¢ = 0, and not only from ¢t = O(e™!) = ¢, since we only need to wait
for this time span in case that we have to deal with expressions resulting from data terms. This
happens only when in the course of proof some time derivative of the difference function Z(z,t),
cf. ([H), is to be estimated. However, for (P-7]) such terms do not appear, cf. [[3, Sect. 5.2], they
first come up when we estimate |, (¢)|. In addition, (P.7) is obtained without the assumption that
the |e,| be small, cf. [[3, Sect. 5.1].

These bounds can be used to derive the appropriate lower-order effective equation for the true
solution.
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Lemma 9.2 Fort € [0,t] we have

O iv: €a€p Go — C.Iﬁg +O@E?), a=1,...,N. (9.8)
B=1 dm |Qa _QB|
B#a

Proof: In principle we can follow the argument of Section f] and expand the Lorentz force F(t)
from ({.1), with the difference being that we need to get a bound right from ¢ = 0, and not only
from ¢ = to = O(¢7!). This means that Lemma [ cannot be used as is to be expected since
for small times of order O(e!) (before interaction) the effective Coulomb force in (P-§) will be
due to the initial force F?)(¢). It is only at times after t = O(¢~!) that the retarded part of the
field F(")(t) makes its influence felt. However, from the viewpoint of a proof there is no sharp
time t, = O(e!) at which this transition does manifest itself, whence a separation of the force as
F,(t) = FO(t) + F{(¢) will not lead to the optimal bound. Instead of this we write F,(t) as a

single integral as follows. We first continue the particle trajectories and velocities to t = —oo and
e () 0,0 (1) 1€ 00

- _ Qo (t : te 0,00 - ) owalt) ¢ te|0,00 _

q“(t)_{ Ol o te] - o0,0] ”a(t)—{ A N A
for simplicity the tilde is omitted henceforth. Using the relation

0 4o coy SIN|K|(E — ) a3 : sin |kt
ds ¢F5(9) . ( Rl + (k- o )
/_OO se s ER T cos |kt + i(k - vg) 7

and (2.]), a straightforward calculation shows that we have the representation

sin |k|(t — s)

k
|kl

N 0 )
FOM) = 3 eaes / ds / d%\@(k;)|26—“f'[qa<t>—%<s>l{—cos|k|(t—s)uﬁ(s)+i
p=1 >

_sin |k|(t — s)
i — va(t) A (kA UB(S))}v

hence also

N t ' . _
S eaes [ ds [ dh|p() e { ~ cos [K|(t — ) vp(s) + i |k||1£:T 5)
p=1 —oo

sin |k|(t — s)

_Z'Tva(t) A (kA Uﬁ(s))}v

in view of ({.3) and (f.4). This form of F,(t) is appropriate to deduce (0.§). The argument
proceeds entirely along the lines of Section [, but its realization is much easier, since we only have
to take into account the contributions of order O(g?). To illustrate how (P-9) enters, we pick out
a single term, e.g.

k

sin |k|(t — s)

k
K|

t .
AWy =i [ ds [ @k |p(kfe e
for av # f3, in order to draw a parallel to Lemma [L3(b), cf. Section §. We are going to show that

At:i/ ds/d3k| 231“‘k|‘]i| sk =9) o2y, teo i) (9.10)
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To verify this, we introduce the difference

t ' . B
D(t) = z/ ds/d?»k|¢(k)|2(e—zk.[qa(t)—q,;(s)] _ 1) Mk

k|
=1 /OO dT/d?’k |95(k‘)|2<e_“f‘[‘1a(t)—q6(t—r)} B 1) sin‘]\f]‘gh— "
0
- _Vg/ / &’z d’y () p(y)

x /Om dr {tor (v =y + Eap +a5(t) = qs(t = 7)) = (z =y +&ap) } (911)

with 1, (z) = (4n|z|)10(Jx] — 7) and Eup = qa(t) — gp(t), cf. (BILT)). Next note that ¢, € C*(IR)
and moreover

lva(t)| < CVeE, te]—o0,t], 1<a<N, (9.12)
by (B9), (1), and (B5). For fixed |z|,|y| < R, and t € [0,%] we define the function

0:00,00[= R, O(1)=7—|r—y+qult) —qs(t — 7).

Then 0(0) = —|z — y + qu(t) — qs(t)] = —O(e7!) by (Pf) and (P7), and in addition ¢'(r) =
1—= Zigzg ZZS 3' vg(t—7) = O(1) due to (0.19), as t — 7 €] — 00, t] C] — o0, t]. Hence (-) has
a unique zero 1o = To(x — y,t, 0, ) = O(e7') in [0, 00[. Setting 7 = |x —y +§a5( ) =01, we
see that (P.I1]) can be rewritten as

Ar D(t //d?’:v Py p(z)p(y) Ve(ryt — 7 h). (9.13)
From the definitions we find that
Vet = =i (o =y s+ a(0) — as(t — )
(2 =yt as+ g5(t) — gs(t — 7)) - vslt — Towgo},
Veri! = 1% (@ —y +ap)-

Since |Verg| < C, it follows by means of (B.13), and recalling 7, ' = O(¢), that
Verp ' = —70_3(93 —y+&ap + qs(t) — qa(t — 7'0)) + O(?).

Next observe that |qs(t) — qs(t — 70)| < Cy/ero < Ce™Y2 in case that t — 75 > 0, due to (P17).
However, if ¢ — 75 < 0, then |ga(t) — qa(t — 70)| = |qs(t) — ¢} < CV/et < Cy/ery < Ce™/2. Thus

Verg ' = =153 (2 — y + Lup) + O(?)

in all cases, and also
70 — 71| < lgs(t) — qa(t — 7o)| < Ce™/?

Therefore

Ve(rot = DI < Ce g — 72| + Ce®? < C® max {1, 2} |10 — 11| + Ce*/? < Ce¥2,
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and in view of (0.13) this completes the proof of (P.10). Since it can be verified that all remaining
terms can be handled in an analogously manner, we deduce that (9.§) holds. a

Using (P.§) it is possible to complete the proof of Lemma B.1]. In view of (P.§), (P.3), (p-4), and
(B.6)), we have

N N
. . €a€s qo — 4p €a€p Ta —Tp 5/2
Ma|la — Uo| < - +Ce
e e BZ_‘; A7 |ga — qs)? BZ_‘; Am |ro —rgl?
B#o pFa
N
S Cész‘QQ—Tﬁ|+C€5/2

B=1
for t € [0,Z]. By the argument given in [[J, p. 449/450] this yields
lga(t) — 1o ()] < C¥273 = Ce™ 2, Jua(t) —ua(t)| < C¥232 =Ce, te[0,i],  (9.14)
for « = 1,..., N. Consequently, by (9:4) and (P-14)) we obtain for ¢ € [0,]

9a(t) —as(®)] = [ra(t) = r5(t)] = [ga(t) = ra(t)] = [gs(t) — r5(t)]
> Coe ! —Ce™V2 > (3C,/4)e7 1,

the latter if £ > 0 is chosen small enough. Since 3Cy/4 > C,, this leads to a contradiction to the
definition of £ in case that £ < min{rc—do, T }e~%/2, whence we must have £ = min{rc— &y, Tp }e =3/
as was to be shown. O
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