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A SHARP STABILITY CRITERION FOR THE
VLASOV-MAXWELL SYSTEM

ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS

ABSTRACT. We consider the linear stability problem for a 3D cylindrically
symmetric equilibrium of the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell system that describes
a collisionless plasma. For an equilibrium whose distribution function decreases
monotonically with the particle energy, we obtained a linear stability criterion
in our previous paper [23]. Here we prove that this criterion is sharp; that is,
there would otherwise be an exponentially growing solution to the linearized
system. We also treat the considerably simpler periodic I%D case. The new
formulation introduced here is applicable as well to the nonrelativistic case, to
other symmetries, and to general equilibria.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider a plasma at such high temperature or low density that collisions can
be ignored compared with the electromagnetic forces. Such a collisionless plasma is
modeled by the relativistic Vlasov-Maxwell (RVM) system. We assume all physical
constants like the speed of light ¢ and the mass of particles m to be 1, for the
sole purpose of simplifying our notation. All the results we obtain below can be
modified straightforwardly to apply to the true physical situations with general
masses, charges, etc. In the physical literature, the nonrelativistic version of the
Vlasov-Maxwell system is more commonly considered but our results easily extend
to that case. Our notation is as follows. Let f* (¢, z,v) be the ion and electron
distribution functions, E(t,z) and B(¢,z) be the electric and magnetic fields and
E<*t B¢ be the external fields. Then the RVM system is

(1a) ST+ 0-Vof T £ (BE+E +6 x (B+B™)) -V, f= =0,
(1) OE=VxB-]. V-E=p p=[(/"-1)
(1C) 6tB:—V><E, VB:O7 j:/’f}(fﬂL—f*)dU’

where & = v/ (v)and (v) = 1/1+ |v|*. Alternatively, in many physical problems
(2], [3]), a nonneutral plasma is also considered, where there is only a single species
of particle.

One of the central problems in the theory of plasmas is to understand plasma
stability and instability ([25], [29]). For example, to control the plasma instability in
a fusion device is a key issue for the nuclear fusion program. Many other examples
occur in astrophysical contexts. So far, most studies on plasma stability are based
on macroscopic MHD models. For such fluid models, the famous energy principle
was discovered by Bernstein, Frieman, Kruskal and Kulsrud ([I]) in the 1950s, first
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for static equilibria and later for symmetry-preserving perturbations of symmetric
equilibria ([26]). These energy principles allow one to reduce the study of linear
stability to checking the positivity of a certain relatively simple quadratic energy
form W (&,€). They have been widely used in the plasma physics community (4],
[7) to study many types of important plasma instabilities. However, the collision-
dominant assumption required in deriving these MHD models from kinetic models
is seriously violated in many almost collisionless situations in nuclear fusion ([4])
and space plasmas ([27]). This puts into question the applicability of such energy
principles in physical situations where collisions are infrequent. While energy prin-
ciples have been derived for some simple approximate models, such as collisionless
MHD and guiding center models ([I8] [19] [8]), there have been very few such studies
on the more accurate but more complicated microscopic Vlasov-Maxwell models.
A good understanding of stability for Vlasov systems could provide a theoretical
basis to compare and check the validity of stability results for various approximate
plasma models like MHD. Moreover, many plasma instability phenomena have an
essentially microscopic nature, for which kinetic models like Vlasov-Maxwell are
required ([27]).

Combining the results of this paper with [23], we have established an energy prin-
ciple for a large class of symmetric equilibria of various Vlasov-Maxwell systems.
More precisely, for a large class of equilibria that enjoy certain kinds of symme-
try, the study of linear stability of symmetry-preserving perturbations is reduced
to simply checking the positivity of a self-adjoint operator £°, or equivalently the
positivity of the quadratic form (£0§ , 5) Compared with the usual MHD energy
principle, our energy principle has several new features and advantages. In the
MHD case, the quadratic energy form W (£, &) can be written as (F¢, &) where the
force operator F' has a complicated spectral structure such as gaps in its essential
spectrum ([7]). It is difficult to analyze, especially in higher dimensions and in
nontrivial magnetic field geometries. Our operator £° for RVM is essentially an
elliptic operator plus a bounded nonlocal term and thus has a relatively simple
spectral structure. This structure allows us to obtain important additional infor-
mation about the linear instability. For example, we show that the maximal growth
rate is controlled by the lowest negative eigenvalue of £° and that the number of
growing modes equals the number of negative eigenvalues of £°.

Linear stability under the condition £° > 0 was proven in (|23]). The main result
of the present paper is to prove the converse; that is, to construct a growing mode
if £9 # 0. As in [23] we specifically consider two RVM models, the simpler 1%D
periodic case with 2 € R,v € R?, and the full 3D case in the whole space R? with
cylindrical symmetry. However, our methods are also applicable to Vlasov-Maxwell
models with other symmetries, with boundary conditions, or in a nonrelativistic
setting, and will yield similar results.

Now we state our main result for the cylindrically symmetric 3D case. As re-
marked in ([23]), the existence of a plasma equilibrium of the 3D RVM model in
the whole space requires an external field. To simplify notation we consider a 3D
nonneutral electron plasma with an external field. This scenario does indeed does
occur in many physical situations ([2]). So f* = 0, and instead of f~ we use
the notation f for the electrons. Our equilibrium is cylindrically symmetric with
electron distribution f° = u (e, p), where
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e=1/1+ |U|2 — ¢ (ryz) — et (r,2),
p=r (’Ug — Ag (r,z) — Agmt (r, z))

and with equilibrium fields
1
E° = —0,¢%, — 0.¢°¢., B’ =—0.Afe, + -0, (rAf)e..
r
In order to be an equilibrium, (Ag, ¢0) must satisfy the elliptic system

(2) A(bo = azz(bo + arr(bo + %ar(bo = /Md’l)

3) (A= 1) A = 0.4 + 0, A + 10,49 — LAY = / Sopd.

Here we use cylindrical coordinates (7, 6, z) and denote by (e, es, €.) the standard
basis. We also assume axisymmetry of the external fields in the form

Eezt — _ar(bemt (T, Z) e, — zébewtez,
B = —0, A" (r,2) e, + +0, (rA5"") e..

We assume that the equilibrium is confined, namely that f° has compact support
S in phase space. Having compact support is a realistic assumption for a confined
plasma. We make the further assumption that f and E° B° are continuous ev-
erywhere, including on the boundary of the support. In [23], with properly chosen
external fields, an example of a continuous nonneutral plasma equilibrium with
support in a torus was constructed. We also assume that du/de = p, < 0 inside S.
This condition is widely believed to make the equilibrium more likely to be stable
(I2], [8], [28]). We study the stability of such an equilibrium under perturbations
that preserve cylindrical symmetry.

In order to state our main results, we define certain linear operators acting on
cylindrically symmetric scalar functions h € L?(R3) by

(4) AVh = —0,.h — Opph — %&h - /uedvh + /ueP (h) dv,

(5)  ASh=—0..h — Op.h — %&h + TiQh — /ﬁgupdv rh — /ﬁgueP (Dgh) dv,

(6) B°h = /ueP (tgh) dv — /ﬁguedv h,
and
(7) £0= (B%)" (A9) "B+ AS.

where P is the projection operator of qu | onto ker D. Here D denotes the transport

operator associated with the steady ﬁekeis, namely
D=19-V,+ (E°+E“" + ¢ x (B +B“")) -V,
2

x,v

and L‘2
e

operators are well-defined and that £ is self-adjoint. First we recall our previous
result in [23].

| denotes the |, |-weighted Lz, space. It was proven in [23] that these
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Theorem 1.1 ([23]). Consider a nonnegative azisymmetric equilibrium (f°, E°, B?)
as above with compact support S in phase space. Assume p, < 0 inside S. For az-
isymmetric perturbations, we have following results.

(i) £° > 0 implies spectral stability. That is, if LO > 0 then there does not erist
a growing mode.

(it) Any growing mode must be purely growing. That is, if

[e)‘tf(x,v), ME(z), e)‘tB(:E)] (ReA > 0)

with E,B € L?, f € L' N L* is a solution of the linearized system, then \ is real.
(iii) If L° # 0 and —a? denotes the lowest negative eigenvalue of the operator
L0, then the mazimal growth rate \ cannot exceed o.

Theorem [[1] asserts the linear stability if £° > 0 and it also estimates the
maximal growth rate if £° # 0. However, it leaves open the converse, namely the
question of the existence of a growing mode when £° # 0. In this paper, we fill this
gap by showing that there indeed always exists a growing mode if £° # 0. This is
the main result of the present paper.

Theorem 1.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [1.1],
(i) if LO # 0, there exists a growing mode; that is, an exponentially growing weak
solution
[ f(z,v), ME(z), eMB(z)] (A >0)
of the linearized problem with f € L* N L*> and E,B € H*.
(i) The dimension of the space of symmetry-preserving growing modes equals
the dimension of the negative eigenspace of L°.

The combination of Theorems [[LT] and [[L2] establishes an “energy principle”
for this class of equilibria, in terms of the relatively simple operator £°. Thus
this operator £° not only provides the sharp stability criterion, but also contains
information about the number of unstable modes and their maximal growth rate.
The projection P that occurs in the definition of £° is a highly nonlocal operator
since Ph (x,v) turns out to be essentially the average of h in the phase space
occupied by the particle trajectory with the steady field (E® + E<* B + Be)
starting at (x,v). So our sharp stability criterion £° > 0 is also highly non-local,
which reflects the collective nature of plasma stability. Because of the condition
1. < 0, it turns out that all the nonlocal terms are stabilizing.

In [10], Y. Guo investigated the stability of a two-species plasma satisfying 3D
RVM without external fields, in a bounded domain with the perfectly conducting
boundary condition. In a similar setting to ours, a sufficient condition for stability
was obtained in [I0] by the energy-Casimir method. Extending the calculations in
[10] to the whole space case, we would obtain the stability condition that L° > 0,
where LY is the differential operator
(8) L0=-0,. — 0y — 20, + 5 — T/f)gupdv,
the last two terms being multiplication operators. However, since £° > L°, the
stability criterion £° > 0 in our Theorem [[1]is a significant improvement because
of the additional stabilizing effects that come from the non-local terms in £°. More
importantly, in the 1%D case discussed below, we showed in [23] that these nonlocal
stabilizing terms are indispensable to prove the stability of any equilibrium, even
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a homogeneous one. We believe that the non-local stabilizing terms must play an
important role in plasma stability in the 3D case as well.

The simplest case that permits a magnetic field is the so-called 1% dimensional
case. In this case, physical space is one-dimensional x € R and momentum space
is two-dimensional v = (v, vs) € R?. Moreover, E = (E1, E»,0) and B = (0,0, B).
We consider solutions that are periodic in # and we may assume that there is no
external field. In Section 2, before going on to the proofs of Theorems [[.1] and
in 3D, we prove precise analogues of these theorems for this much simpler case.
Various particular stable and unstable 1%D examples were constructed in [23]. In
[24] we also proved the validity of these linear stability and instability results on
the nonlinear dynamical level.

We now sketch the main ideas in the proofs of Theorems and its 1% di-
mensional analogue, which are concerned with the construction of growing modes
provided that £° # 0. We begin with some brief historical comments on linear
instability for Vlasov systems. One of the main difficulties in studying Vlasov in-
stability is its collective and thus highly nonlocal nature. In the physics literature,
most classical studies (]25], [29]) treat homogeneous equilibria with vanishing elec-
tric and magnetic fields, in which case an explicit algebraic dispersion relation is
usually available. However, any nontrivial electromagnetic field will make the dis-
persion relations much more difficult to analyze because they depend upon some
complicated trajectory integrals. In [12] and later publications [13], [14], [15], Guo
and Strauss developed a perturbation approach to prove the instability of weakly
inhomogeneous equilibria of Vlasov-Poisson systems. They proved the instability of
various electrostatic structures that are close to an unstable homogeneous equilib-
rium. In [21] Lin developed a new non-perturbative approach to find purely growing
modes for highly inhomogeneous equilibria of 1D Vlasov-Poisson. This approach
has recently been used ([I1]) as well for galaxy models satisfying 3D Vlasov-Poisson.
There are two elements in this approach. One is to formulate a family of dispersion
operators Ay for the electric potential, depending on a positive parameter X\. The
other is to prove the existence of a purely growing mode by finding a parameter
Ao such that the Ay, has a kernel. The key observation is that these dispersion
operators are self-adjoint due to the reversibility of the particle trajectories. A con-
tinuation argument is applied to find the parameter Ay corresponding to a growing
mode, by comparing the spectra of Ay for very small and large values of \.

Let us explain the difficulties in extending this approach to the electromagnetic
case. We first recall the method in [23] in the periodic 1%D case. Assuming that
the growing mode has periodic electromagnetic potentials (¢, ) such that Ey =
—0z0, B = 0,9, Fy = —041), we express f in term of them by integrating along the
trajectories. Plugging f into the Maxwell system and using the condition u, < 0 to
eliminate ¢, we get a self-adjoint dispersion operator for ¢ alone. Then we apply
the continuation argument as in [2I]. The difficulty with this approach is that the
equation

9) OBy = —j1

(the first current equation of Maxwell) does not follow from the dispersion operator.
Under additional evenness assumptions in the variable x, we proved in [23] by means
of a parity argument that j; has zero mean. Then (@) does follow from the Poisson
equation

81E1 =p
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and we get a growing mode.

In order to make this construction without any evenness assumption, we need
a new formulation. To do this, we express 1 = —0,¢ — Ab where the scalar b is
introduced to account for the possible nonzero spatial average of E; and A is the
exponential growth rate. Once again we express f in terms of (¢, ¥, b) by integration
over the trajectories and plug it into the Maxwell system. The equation ([@) can
now be handled by means of this additional number b. Again we eliminate ¢ using
the the condition p, < 0 and the resulting equations for ¢ and b can be written in
a self-adjoint matrix operator form. We then apply the continuation argument to
this new dispersion matrix by keeping track of its negative spectrum.

The proof of Theorem in the 3D case is much more subtle. We start with
the electric potential ¢ and the magnetic potential A = (A,., Ag, A,). Of course we
define E = —V¢ — 0;A and B = V x A. Our strategy is to represent f in terms
of (¢, A) and plug it into the Maxwell system to get a self-adjoint formulation for
the electromagnetic potentials. To achieve this goal as well as to satisfy the current
equation, our key observation is to impose the Coulomb gauge condition V- A =0
and use the cylindrical symmetry to define a “super-potential” 7 (r, z) such that
V x (meg) = (A4,,0,A,). We then express f in terms of (¢, Ag, m) by integrating
along the trajectories of the equilibrium and the external field and then plugging
it into the Maxwell system to derive a system of equations for the three unknowns
¢, Ag and w. The introduction of this “super-potential” 7 allows us to separate
the 0 and (r,z) components of the current equation ([@0). The resulting system
for (¢, Ag, ) indeed turns out to be self-adjoint. We then eliminate ¢ using the
the condition p, < 0 to get a 2 x 2 self-adjoint matrix operator M* for (A, T),
depending on a positive parameter A.

However, this matrix operator is bounded neither from below nor from above so
the continuation argument cannot be applied directly. To handle this new difficulty,
we perform an n-dimensional truncation in the function space for 7. The truncated
matrix operator M7 has entries that are high-order integro-differential operators.
It is bounded from below (by a bound depending on n), which allows us to apply
the continuation argument to get an approximate growing mode. We then let n
go to infinity. The limit of this approximate growing mode is shown to satisfy the
original linearized Vlasov-Maxwell system weakly.

However, it is still very subtle to show that this limit indeed gives us a true
growing mode. There are two issues to clarify. The first is to show that the limit
does not vanish, for which we need a uniform bound of the approximate growing
modes. The second issue is to show that the growth rate does not tend to zero as n
go to infinity. For this, we need to get uniform control of the spectrum of M\ for
small A and large n. This turns out to be quite delicate since the operators involved
merely converge to their limits weakly as A N\, 0. In our proof the compactness of
the support of the confined plasma equilibria plays a crucial role, allowing us to get
some compactness of the operators.

As for Theorem (ii), the lower bound on the number of growing modes
is a corollary of the continuation argument. To get the upper bound, the key
observation is that any two growing modes are orthogonal in some sense due to a
certain invariance property proven in [23]. We note that such counting formulae
are unknown for the standard energy principles ([I], [19]) for approximate plasma
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models like MHD. In our case the simple spectral structure of the operator £ is
essential.

The new formulation and techniques developed in this paper can also be used to
detect linear instability of general Vlasov-Maxwell equilibria without the monotone
assumption p, < 0. The idea is to formulate the growing mode problem as a 3 x 3
indefinite matrix dispersion operator including ¢ and then to use the truncation
and continuation arguments to study it. In this way we find a sufficient instability
criterion by utilizing the difference of the signatures of the matrix operators at small
and large parameters. We illustrate this idea in Section 9 by getting a instability
criterion in 1%D purely magnetic case that generalizes the sharp criterion in the
monotone case.

The methods of this paper and of [23] can also be used for nonrelativistic Vlasov-
Maxwell systems and also for other symmetries, for example, the 2%D Vlasov-
Maxwell system with its z-symmetry [6]. For such cases, but still assuming that
the distribution function depends monotonically on the particle energy, we can
establish similar energy principles in terms of a certain self-adjoint operator £°.
For the nonrelativistic case the operator £° is formally obtained from its relativistic
version by dropping the hat in ©. Since the results and the proofs are similar to
the cases we treat here, we do not elaborate any further.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we treat the easier 1%D case.
The proof for the 3D case is split into six sections. In Section 3, we formulate the
problem using (¢, Ag, ) and derive the dispersion matrix operator M* for (Ag, 7).
In Section 4, we present the key mapping and spectral properties of the operators
appearing in the formulation. In Section 5, we study their behavior for small A and
introduce the finite-dimensional truncation. In Section 6, we find the approximate
growing mode for each n. In Section 7, we take the limit of the approximate growing
modes. In Section 8, we check that this limit is indeed a true growing mode. In
Section 9, we extend our formulation to equilibria that are not monotone in the
energy e.

2. 11 DIMENSIONAL CASE

In this case, physical space is one-dimensional x € R and momentum space is
two-dimensional v = (v1,v2) € R?. Moreover, E = (E1, F2,0) and B = (0,0, B).
Assuming no external field and setting all physical constants to be 1, system ()
reduces to the following 1%D RVM system

(10a) OufE 4+ 010, fF 4 (Ey + 02B)0y, f£ £ (Ey — 01B)0y, f¥ =0
(10b) OB =—ji1, OtEy+ 0,B = —js

(10C) (%B = —amEg, 8$E1 =p

with

P:/(er—f_)dU, jiZ/ﬁi(f+—f_)dv (i=1,2).

The main reason to consider 1%D RVM is its simplicity and yet it preserves many of
the essential features of 3D RVM. We refer to [27] for astrophysical applications of
this model and to [5] for a proof of global well-posedness. We will consider solutions
of the system (I0) that are periodic in the variable z with a given period P.
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First we take a P-periodic equilibrium
(11) FOF = (€, pF) = 1 ((0) £ ¢%(2), 02 £9°(2)),
EY = -0,¢°, EJ=0, B"=0,y°
where the pair ((;50, 1/10) satisfies the ODE system

(12) 92¢° = —p° = — /(fO’Jr — [0 )dv, 2 = —j9 = — /ﬁz(fo”r — 07 )dv.
We assume that
(13) pE >0, pFel, pF <0, |pF|+ |k <c(l+e))®

for some « > 2. In [23] we proved that there exist infinitely many periodic electro-
magnetic equilibria of the above form. Now we denote

D* = 6,8, + (EY + 9,B°)d,, T 0B, .

L2#g:| = {f ’ [ periodic in z, | f[% / / |f12 |dvd:v<oo} ,

and P* = the projection operator of L| £ onto ker D*. We define the following

linear operators acting on L%(RR), where the subscript P refers to the periodicity.

(14) Adh = —9%h — <Z/uedv> h+ Z/uf PEh dv.

+ +
15 ASh = —02h — bafis h— 2 by P*(02h)dv.
(15) <Z [ ) > [ ia P (oam)

(16) B°h = <Z/uidv> h+2/uj PE(igh) dv
+
and
a7) £0= (B (A}~ + A3
Similarly to the 3D case, we proved in [23] the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Consider periodic perturbations of any equilibrium satisfying the
conditions given above. Then

(i) £L° > 0 implies spectral stability.

(i1) Any growing mode must be purely growing.

(iii) If —a? denotes the lowest eigenvalue of the operator L°, then the mazimal
growth rate cannot exceed .

Moreover, it was shown in [23] that if ¥° ¢° are even functions of x around
x = P/2 and if £° has an even eigenfunction corresponding to a negative eigenvalue,
then there exists a growing mode. In the following theorem proven in this section,
we assert that £° # 0 always implies the existence of a growing mode, without any
additional evenness assumptions.
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Theorem 2.2. Under the same assumptions,

(i) If LO # 0, then there exists a real periodic growing mode [ f(z,v),eMNE(z),
eMB(x)] with f,E,B € Wp' and A > 0.

(ii) The dimension of the space of growing modes equals the dimension of the
negative eigenspace of LV.

The combination of Theorems 2.1 and provides an energy principle for the
11D case, in terms of the operator £°.

With the sole purpose of simplifying our notation, we present the proof in the
case of a constant ion background ng. (For the more general two-species case, the
proofs remain almost the same except for the more cumbersome notation.) Then
the 1%D RVM for one species becomes

(18&) 8tf+{)181f— (E1 —|—’02B)8U1f— (EQ —’01B)8U2f20
(18b) 8tE1 = _jl = /’LA)lf d’U7 8tB = —8mE2
(18C) 8,5E2 + (%cB = —jQ = /'[)Qf dv

with the constraint
(19) 8IE1 =Ng — /f dv.

Fixing any such equilibrium with a period P, we will consider the system (21) with
periodic boundary conditions of the same period P.

The equilibrium is assumed to have the form fO = p(e,p), B = —0,¢°, B =
0, BY = 9,4, where the electromagnetic potentials (¢0, wo) satisfy the ODE system

92¢° = no —/u(e,p)dv, o7y = /ﬁzu(e,p)dv
with the electron energy and the “angular momentum” defined by

(20) e=(v) = ¢°(2), p=uv2—v"(x).
(The e is distinguished from the exponential e in context.) The only assumptions
we make on p are

0
(21) p=0, pel p=5-<0
e

and, in order for [ (|u,| + |p,|) dv to be finite,
(22) (Itte] + |11p]) (€.p) < (1 +|e])™* for some o > 2.
Hence the linearized evolution equations are
(23) (Oc+ D) f = ped1 By — pu,01 B + (b2 + py) Ea,
where D is the transport operator associated with the steady fields,
D = 1,0, — (EY + 92B°) 8y, + 01 B"0,,
together with

(24) 0 FE1 = —/fd’U, OB = /’ﬁlfd’l), 0:Ey+0,B = /?A)gfd’l), 0:B+0,FE5 = 0.
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We define the Hilbert space

lrel

P
L3, | = {f(:z:,v) ‘ f periodic in z, | f]|? E/O /]R2 (2 |dvdz < OO}

and denote its inner product by (-, -)“L |- Let P be the projection operator of Lf# |

onto the kernel of D. We also denote by L}, (H3%) the space of P-periodic L2 (H2)
functions for p > 1.

Similarly to the two-species case, we define the following four operators, each of
which acts from H% to L%,

AVh = —02h — (/ uedv> h+ /ue Ph dv,

ASh = —02h — (/ @gupdv> h — /ueﬁgp(@gh) dv,

B°h = (/,updv) h+/ue P(i2h) dv

L0 = (B%)"(AD)'B% + A3.
In these definitions one should keep in mind that > 0 is a function of  and v, that
te = Op/de < 0 and that p, = du/dp. It was shown in [23] that A is invertible

on the range of B° so that LY is well-defined. The following is the analogue of
Theorem 2.2

Theorem 2.3. Assume (Z1)) and (22).

(i) If LO # 0, then there exists a real growing mode [ f(z,v), M E(z), e B(x)]
with f,E,B € Wbl and X > 0.

(i) The dimension of the space of growing modes equals the dimension of the neg-
ative eigenspace of LO.

and

For the proof of this theorem we introduce the particle paths (X (¢; z,v), V (¢; z, v)),
which are the characteristics of D. They are defined as the solutions of

(25) X=Vi, Vi=0:0"(X) Vet (X), Vo=Vi0:4"(X)
with the initial conditions X (0) = z, V(0) = v. Using the particle paths, the next

three operators depending on a parameter A > 0 were already introduced in [23]

0
AMh = —9%h — (/ uedv) h+ /u/ e h(X (s))dsdv,
0 A~
A3h = —02h + \*h — (/ ﬁgupdv) h — /@2ue/ eV (s)h(X (s))dsdv,

B — ( / updv) ht / e /_ OOO AT ()h(X (s))dsdv.

The following lemma in [23] shows that A7 is invertible on the range of B*, so that
the operator
LY = (BN (AY) 71BN + A3,

is also well-defined.
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Lemma 2.4 ([23]). Assume X > 0.

(i) The operators A}, L* (j = 1,2) are self-adjoint on L} with the common domain
H%. Their spectra are discrete.

(ii) A? > 0.

(iii) The null-space N(A?) consists of the constant functions. The inverse (A})~!
is bounded from {h € L% | fOP hdx = 0} = N(A})L D R(BY) into H.

We also introduce the following three functions that depend on A > 0.

0
:/Me/ eV (s)dsdo,
/vgue/ )\e)‘SVl )dsdv,

( ) A)\) 1b)\ >\

1 [P 0 .
A= —/ /@1ue/ eV (s)dsdvdz,
P 0 —oo

m* = % (AN Y), =P\ —1*—m?).

and three constants

Define F* to be the operator from R to L% by F*(b) = bd*. Its adjoint (]—"A)*

mapping L% to R is defined by F* (¢)) = (1/), d’\). We define the matrix operator
M? from H? x R to L% x R by

YA AN L2 + bd* (2 7 Y
b —bk* + (v, d*) (F)" -k b )°
By Lemma[24] it is obvious that M? is self-adjoint and has only discrete spectrum.
The following lemma explains the purpose of M?.

Lemma 2.5. If M* has a non-trivial nullspace of even functions for some A > 0,
then there exists a purely growing mode in Wt of (23), (24).

To clarify the ideas, below we present our original derivation of the matrix op-
erator M* from the equations satisfied by a growing mode. The proof of Lemma
is almost the reverse process of this derivation, as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 of
[23]. So we skip it here.

To derive M?*, we start with a growing mode [e* f(z,v), e E(x), e* B(x)]. Since
it was shown in [23] that a growing mode must be purely growing, we can assume
A > 0. Define the electromagnetic potentials ¢, and an number b € R such that

B = 811/}, E2 = —)\1/)7 El = - zﬁb — Ab.
Then [f(z,v), ¢, 1, b] must satisfy
and

(27) 0 E1 = 0, N = —J1, ANEy +0,B = —J2, AB+0,FE; =0
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with p = — [ fdv and j; = — [ 9; fdv. Integrating (26]) along the particle trajectory,
after an integration by parts we have
(28)

0

Fa0) = =11e6(0) ~ (@) + 1, [ 2N [B(X(9) = Vals)o (X (5) = DA ds.

The first and third equations of ([27) are equivalent to —92¢ = p and (—8% + /\2) S
jo. After plugging (28) into them, they become

(29) Ao = B )+ bb*

and

(30) Ayh = —(B)*¢ + be.

The last equation in (27)) is automatic.
The second equation in 7)) is AE; = —ji, from which we will now derive
an equation for b. By the continuity equation d,j1 + Ap = 0, we have 92¢ =

—p = 10,71, which implies that 9,¢ = (jl —LF jldx). Thus \E, = —j; is
equivalent to A\%b = + fOP jidz. Plugging [28)) into this result, we obtain

P 0
3= [ [oun [ A {=0(X(9) + 0Vi(s) + Ta(o)p (X ()} dduds
0 —0o0
=T+ 1I+III.
The first term is

0 P
=3 /_ e /0 / 1.6 () Vi (—s)dvdzds
1[0 P ) |
- P /_Oo /\e’\s/o /,%95(1’) Vi(s)dvdxds = B (¢,b’\) ,

where for the first equality we changed variables (z,v) — (X(—s), V(—s)) and for
the second equality we changed variable v — —v and used the trajectory property

(X(_vaa —’1}1,’()2), - (_vaa —v1, ’1}2) ) Vo (_vaa —v1, U2))

= (X(S;.’I],’Ul,’UQ), Vl (S;J/',’Ul,’l}g),‘/z (S;$7U17U2)) .

Similarly, I11 = —% (w, c>‘). By definition, IT = bl*. Thus the equation for b is

(31) (02 =) b= 5 (6.0 - (4]

By 239)) we get

¢ = (AD) 71BN + b(A}) 1D
Plugging this into (B0) and (3I)), we have the pair of equations £*¢) + bd* = 0 and
—bk* + (1, d*) = 0 by definition of d*, k* and £*. That is, the pair (,b) belongs
to the kernel of the matrix operator M?*. We note that in the above formulation
the equation AFy = —j; is exactly taken care by the extra constant b.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.5 of [23], we can show that a nontrivial kernel
of M? indeed gives a growing mode. Moreover, we also showed in [24] that for any
growing mode, f € W1 and the linear instability implies nonlinear instability in
the macroscopic sense.
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Lemma 2.6. If £° # 0, then there exists A > 0 such that M has a non-trivial
nullspace.

Proof. Let n* be the dimension of the eigenspace of M* corresponding to its neg-
ative eigenvalues. We first claim that for sufficiently large A, n* < 1. Indeed, it is
shown in [23] that £* > \* — C; for some constant Cy independent of . It is also
easy to show that Hd)‘HL2 < (1 for some constant C; independent of A, as in the
proof of Lemma 2.4 of [23]. So

(M (3)-(5)) = o sy w0
(A = Co) I]2 — 2G4 o] 9], — |K] 22
— (CF + |K) 0%,

provided A2 > Co+1. Since b € R, it follows that M?* has at most a one-dimensional
negative subspace. We now show that if ) is small enough, then n* > 2. It is shown
in [23] that £* — L9 strongly when A — 0 and
0

li AeMh(X(s),V(s))ds = Ph

i [ Ah(X(3),V()ds = P
in the norm of L‘  for all h € L|2M |- As in the proof of Lemma 3.3 of [23], the
projection operator P maps a function that is odd or even in v; to another function
with the same symmetry property. So as A — 0, b* — J P (01)dv = 0 and
similarly ¢* — 0 in L% strongly. Thus d* — 0 and F* — 0 in L% strongly as
A — 0. So we have

e (3)a0(1)-(5 2)(3)

strongly in L% x R as A — 0 for all ¢y € H% and b € R. Here

/ /|u€ ? dvdz > 0.

Since £° has at least one negative eigenvalue by assumption, M has at least two
negative eigenvalues. Thus by ([17], IV-3.5), n* > 2 if A is small enough.

For A > 0, it was shown in [23] that £* is continuous in the operator norm. So
M? is also continuous in the operator norm for A > 0. Thus if M* has no kernel
for all A > 0, then n* remains a constant which is inconsistent with the behavior
of n* near zero and infinity. So we conclude that for some A > 0, M* must have a
nontrivial kernel. This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

v

v

Theorem [Z3] (i) on the existence of growing modes follows immediately by com-
bining Lemma and Lemma

For the proof of Theorem 2:3((77), we need the following two lemmas. We consider
real functions below, as all growing modes should be by Theorem 21l The following
functionals were defined in [23].

(32) J(f, By, / / -

(83)  I(f, B i) = J(f. Ev.ib) — / / bop P dvdz + / [(0)? + (D,)?)de

)2dvda + / [Ey)? da




14 ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS
and we denote
J(f. By, s . B, v)) = / / ﬁ(f + 1) (F + ) dvda + / E\Edz.
The next lemma follows immediately by polarization from Lemma 2.7 of [23].

Lemma 2.7. Consider two real solutions (fi(t),E*(t),B*(t) = 9,9" (t)) ,i = 1,2
to the linearized system (I8), with initial data (f*(0),E*(0),B*(0) =, (0)) € L*
in the constraint set

{//f 0)dvdz =0, 0,E; (0 /f 0) dv and/ (0) d 0},

satisfying J(f(0), E1(0),% (0)) < co. Then the functional

I(fY Bt 2 B 07) (1)

=B ) - [[ e dude [0t 0n? + 0,010,000
is independent of t. Furthermore, for all g € ker D, the functionals

(31) Kyl £'0) = [ [ 157+ o+ 11,)) g dodo
are also independent of t.

Proof of Theorem [2.3 (ii). Assume the linearized system (23), (24) has ! indepen-
dent growing modes and the operator £° has a k—dimensional negative eigenspace.
By the proof of Lemma .6 as A increases from 0 to +oo, the negative eigenvalues of
M? must cross the imaginary axis at least n (MO) — 1 times, with n (./\/lo) =k+1
being the number of negative eigenvalues of M. Since we get a growing mode at
each such crossing, there exist at least k growing modes. Thus [ > k.

It remains to show that [ < k. Suppose otherwise, [ > k. Let {¢y, -+ ,(,} C L%
span the negative eigenspace of L%, Denote the I linearly independent growing
modes by eit[fi(z,v), Ei(z),v"(z)],i = 1,--- 1, where ¢"(x) is the magnetic po-
tential 8,1° = Bi. By Theorem 2] (ii), A; are real and positive and we only need
to consider real functions below.

First we will prove that {wi(;v)}lizl are linearly independent. Indeed sup-
pose (c1,---,¢) € R! such that ¢ (z) = Zizlqwi(x) = 0. We denote f¢ =
Zli:1 cift and ES = Zi:l ¢;Et. Applying Lemma 2.7 to any two growing modes
N[ fi(x,v), Bl (x), ¢ (2)] and et f (z,v), Bl (z),¢7 (x)] with 1 <4, < I, we have

0 = I(f B} 4% 17, B ¢7)
(LB B ) / / Sapy ' dvdz + / A + 4 e
In particular,

(35) J(f€¢, Ef,¥°) // Dapuy, [1 % dvda

+/[ d;v—i—/(Z/\clw)
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But ¥ = 0 so that

(36) 0

J(f°, 5, 0) /(me)
J(f¢,E°,0 / / ™ 1? dvdx + / [E5)? da.

Thus we have f¢ =0, Ef = 0 and therefore Zi:l cilfi(z,v), Bi(x), " (x)] = 0. Tt
follows that ¢; = - - - = ¢, = 0 by the linear independence of [f(x,v), Fi(z), " (z)]\_;.

; 1
This proves our claim that {1/11 (x)}izl is linearly independent.

Y

If | > k , there exists a linear combination 1% () = Zézl d;" () with a nonzero
vector (dy,--- ,d;) € R, such that ¢ L ¢; for any 1 < j < k. Using the equation

33) for ¢, we have

(37) O:J(fd,Ef,wd —//@wp wd * dvdz
+/{ v dw—i—/(Z)\dlgb)

Now by Lemma 2.7 for all g € ker D each functional
0 = [+ o+ )] g dods
vanishes, so that K,(f% ¢?) = 0. Thus by Lemma 2.8 of [23], we have
7 (£ 8 0%) = [ [ [P@at™)[ lnldvds + (8% (49 B0 o)
and (B7) implies that
0> ((B%)"(A)) 1B, v

# [[{elP vty = oo, 6]} dwao + [ [u2] dﬂv+/<2A dﬂb)

l
= (B (AN 7' B4, ) + (AJy, ) + / (Z/\idﬂ/)i> dx
l , =1
= (c%d,wd) + / (Zmiwi) dzx
i=1

Since (,c%d,q/)d) > 0, we deduce that Y'_; Adyt)’ = 0. So {t*(x)}__ is linearly
dependent, which is a contradiction. Therefore [ = k. This completes the proof of
Theorem O

3. FORMULATION OF THE 3D PROBLEM
The 3D RVM for a non-neutral electron plasma with external fields is

Wf+0-Vof —(E+E +0x (B+B“))-V,f=0
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atE—VXB:/'[)fd'U:_j
8tB+V><E:O
V-E:—/fdv:p, V-B=0

where x € R?,v € R3. We consider solutions of finite energy. Thus they vanish in
some averaged sense as |z| — oo.

We use the same notation as in [23]. The cylindrical coordinates in R? are (r, 6, 2)
and the standard cylindrical basis is e,., eg, €,. The equilibrium distribution function
is assumed to have the form fO = yu (e, p), with

e=\/1+ o> = ¢° (r,2) — ¢°* (r, 2),

p=r(vg — Ag (r,2) — AG" (r, 2))
and the equilibrium fields are assumed to have the form
E’ = -09,¢%, — 0.¢"e., B’ =—-0.A%e, + 10, (rA))e.,
with (A9, ¢°) satisfying the elliptic system (@), (3). We assume f has compact

support S in (z,v) space and f°, E°, B are everywhere C'. Such equilibria were
constructed in the appendix of [23] for certain ¢“**, A¢** and p. We assume that

e <0 on the set {x > 0}.

For the perturbations E, B of the electromagnetic fields, we introduce scalar and
vector potentials ¢ and A such that

E=-V¢—A and B=V xA

and we impose the Coulomb gauge V - A = 0. We will consider only azisymmetric
perturbations. In cylindrical coordinates we write A = A,e, + Apeyg + A.e,. We
assume that A,., Ag, A, and ¢ independent of . Some differentiation rules in
cylindrical coordinates are collected in the appendix. Then the corresponding fields
are given by

E - (E’r‘; E97 Ez) = (_8T¢ - 815147“; _atAea _8z¢ - 8tAz) )
B= (B’I") B97 Bz) = (_8ZA97 8ZAT - arAz; %87« (TAG)) .

Then the linearized Vlasov equation becomes
(38) atf + Df = _,UJeDd) - :ue{) ' atA - TlupatAe - /LpD (TAG) )
where
D:ﬁvm _ (EO+Eezt+’0 X (BO+Bext)) 'v'u
(see the appendix). The Maxwell equations become the scalar equation
(39) 86 =—p=- [ pav

together with the vector equation

(40) 6—2A+2V¢—AA—'——/Afd
a2 " ot R Bkt
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We are looking for a axisymmetric growing mode [e* f(z,v), eME(x), e} B(z)],
which means we replace 9; by A everywhere. Here Re\ > 0 and (E, B) is indepen-
dent of . By Theorem [Tl of [23], A must be real and so A > 0. Because of the
Coulomb gauge condition, we have

19(rd,)  0A.
~V.A==
0=V r Or + 0z’

so that we can introduce a super-potential m (r, z) such that

A, =-0,71 A, = laT (rm) = Opm + lw.
r r

Replacing 9; by A and substituting ¢ - A = 6gAg — 0, (—0,7) + 0, (0p + %w), we
rewrite the Vlasov equation (38) as
(41) ()\ + D) f = _IUJeng - ()\ + D) (T:u’pAe) - :ue)\{)é’AH
— pA [—0,0; + 0. (0r + 1) ] T

We can explicitly invert the operator (A + D) by introducing the particle paths
(X (t;z,v), V(t;x,v)), which are the characteristics of D. They are defined as the
solutions of the ODE
(42) X=V, V=-(E"+E“") (X)-V x (B +B“)(X)
with the initial conditions X (0) = z, V(0) = v. Integrating (4I]) along the path
from t = —oo to t =0, we get

(43) Je) = -mo+u, [

0
Ao (X(s))ds — ppT Ag

0
— 1, / eV (s) Ag (X (s)) ds

0
- ue/ AN =V, () 0. (X(5)) + Ve (5) (0 + ) 7 (X (5)) } ds.
Now it is convenient to introduce the following operators depending on a positive

parameter A. These operators will be used throughout the rest of the paper. For
k =k (z,v) define

0
(Q*k) (z,v) = / ek (X (s;2,0), V(s; z,0)) ds

and
Gk =—0,0.k +0. (0, + 1)k, G'k=0,0.k— 0.0,k
For h = h(r, z), define all of the following operators.

Arh = —Ah — (/uedv> h-i-/MBQ)‘h dv

Ayh = (—A + iz + )\2> h—r (/ﬁgupdv> h— /@Q%QA (dgh) dv
T

B = — (/ﬁguedv ) h + /MegA (tgh) dv

L= (B (A) B+ A



18 ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS
¢ = [ o, @ Ghydo, () b= [ 6 (1@ (oot)) do
D= [ n@ @, (0 h=— [ 6 (5,0 00) o

ENn = /G* (1.2 (Gh))
P = (D) (A1) B - ()"
G = £ + (D) (AN LD
Ay =(-A+5)(mA+ 5 +N) =&
A} = A= (D) ()T D = (At ) (FA T E N -G
Here these operators are defined formally. In the next section, they will be defined

carefully and key properties will be derived.
Using these operators, we can rewrite the formula (@3] as

(4'4') f = _y’e(b + NeQ)\QS - /LpT'Ag — M Q)\ (ﬁGAG) - ueg)\ (Gﬂ—) .
Moreover, substituting (44)) into the Poisson equation —A¢ = [ fdv, we obtain

—A¢p=— (/ uedv) ¢+ /%Q%dv — (/ updv> rAg

—/ueQ)‘ (ﬁgAg)dv—/ueQA (Gr) dv.

Since r [ p,dv = — [ Ogp.dv, this result can be written as
(45) Arp = B Ay + D1

With 9; replaced by A, the Maxwell equation ([#0) becomes
(46) MNA+ Ve —AA =j.

Taking the §—component of (46) and substituting (1),

()\Q—A)Agz—/@gfdv

- (/ﬁeuedv> ¢ — /ﬁeueQ’\qﬁdv + (/ ﬁeupdv) rAg

+/69MGQA (@gAe)var/@gueQ* (Gr) dv.

That is,

(47) A3Ag = — (BN ¢+ C .
Lemma 3.1.

(48) Adm = (D) ¢ — (C*)" A

Proof. First we claim that

(49) (~A+ %) (-A+ L5+ X)) 7 =0.5, — 0pje.

Indeed, let K = j.e,.+j.e, and I = (—A)_l K so that ey - I = 0. By the continuity
equation Oip + V - j = 0, for a growing mode we have

V-K= (0 +1)jr+0.5. = V-j=—Ip= Ao,
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Thus the vector identity
Vx(VxK)=-AK+V (V- -K)
takes the form
-V x (Vx AI) = —AK + A\VA¢
or B
Vx(VxI)=K-—AVe.
Now the r and z components of the Maxwell equation ({@6]) can be written as
(A = A) (4,e, + Aze.) =K — AV¢.
Furthermore,
Are,+ Ace, = —(0,7)e, — ((BT + %) 7T) e, =V x (mey).
Combining the last three equations, we have
V x (A= A) (reg) =V x (V xTI),
which is satisfied if
(A — A) (reg) = V x I = (0.1, — 9,1.) eq.
Noting that Aey = —T%e.g, we deduce
(N —A+H)r=0.I, — 0, 1I..
Applying —A + — to this result yields
(—A+ L) (A+ 5+ 1=0.(-A+ %), - 0. (-A) L
= 0:r — OrJ-
since [0, —A] = -5 0,. This proves the claim.

Upon substituting @) into j, = [0, fdv, the first and third terms vanish
because they are odd in v,. The same reasoning is valid for j, = [ 9 f dv. Therefore

60) 0= 0= 0. [ .o+, g
=0, /@%Qw dv + 0, /ozuegw dv
-0, / Oy 11, @ (D9 Ag) dv + O, / D11, Q™ (09 Ag) dv
+az/@rueQA (G) dv—@r/ﬁzueQA (G7) dv.
The last four terms in (B0) equal
- / G* (119 (99 Ag)] dv + / G* (1.9 (Gm)] dv.

- (C)‘)* Ag + (‘:)\ﬂ'
In (B0) call the first two terms T (¢). Then

(T (), ¥) sy = 27 // @)Y rdrdz

<G* ,UJEQAQS:I 1/}>L2(]R6) <Q ¢7,UJ8G1/)>
= (¢, 1.2 Gv)
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by Lemma 4.1(d) below since ¢ is independent of v. The last expression equals
(6,Q [1Gv]) = (6.D™) 1oy = (D) 6,0)

So T'(¢) = (D*)" ¢. Thus by @J) and (50),
(~A+ L) (A+ L +A) 7= (D) ¢— (CY) Ag+EMn

L2(R3)

Hence
Aym = (DY) ¢ — (C*)" Aq.
O

We now have three equations {5]), [@7) and (@8] that link the unknowns ¢, Ag
and 7. Using ([@H) to eliminate ¢, we obtain

AjAg = — (B)" (A) ' [B*4g + D r] + CPr,

A = (D) (AY) 7 [BMg + D] — (CY)" Ag.

That is

(51) LMo = — (FY) ',
and

(52) A = F Ay,

These are the basic reduced equations of which we want to find a non-zero solution.
Motivated by (BIl) and (B2)), we define the matrix operator

3) = (5 0

of which we want to find a non-trivial nullspace.

4. THE OPERATORS

Let the space L% consist of the cylindrically symmetric functions (functions of r
and z only) in L? (R3). For any positive integer k, let

H = {y e I3 (R?)

ey e H* (Rs)}

and ||| gry = Heww”iﬁ(w). Furthermore, we define V¥t to be the closure of the
cylindrically symmetric functions in C2°(R?) with respect to the H* semi-norm
i
915k = > 107 (%) |7
la|=k

We denote H 1 = (HkT)* and V1 = (VkT)*. It follows easily that v (r,2) € H*f
is equivalent to 1,1, v, 1/r € L* (R?®). Furthermore, ¢ (r,z) € H*' is equivalent
to ¥, ¥,,, V.., (/r), € L? (R?), and such a function also satisfies t,,v,,1/r €
L? (R?). We also define the space W2 = V2 0 VT with the norm

[llwer = 1A (€99) 2 + IV (e9) 22
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and W—2f = (W2T)*. We also denote V* to be the closure of the functions in
C2°(R3) with respect to the norm

ol = > 10%9]z
la|=k
and V—F = (VF)",
As noted by F. H. Lin (see [23]), for any function v (r, z) we have

(54‘) - A (d’ew) = ei@ <_6zzw - arrw - %87‘1/] + T—12¢> .

We can apply the usual elliptic regularity theorem to the operator —0,, — 0, —
18 —|— - and the singular factor 1/r? is artificial, introduced merely by the change
of coordlnates. The daggered spaces are designed to take account of this singular
factor.

We denote by | |, the norm in L% (R3), by (,) the inner product in L% (R?),

by (,) the pairing of dual spaces, and by ( ,>‘ | the inner product in L| | (RG)
where [p, (2, v)] is the weight with [| ||, | the correspondmg norm. We defined the

operator Q* in the previous section.

Lemma 4.1. (Pmperties of Q) Let 0 < \ < <.
(a) Q*: L “L | (R%) — L|2# | (RS) with operator norm = 1.
b) For allm € L? | (RY), m —Pm — 0 as A\ = 0, where P is defined
lpee | lpel

in the introduction.
(c) If o > 0, then HQ)‘ Q"H = O(|A—o0]) as A = o, where || || denotes the

operator norm from L“L | to L“L -

(d) For v =uv,e, + vgeg + v,e,, denote O = —v,e, + vgep — v.e, and 1 (z,v) =
n(x,0). Then <QAm n>‘H | <m Q n>‘ it for any m,n € LIM | (Rﬁ).
(e) ForallmEL“Ll(Rﬁ) ||Q)‘m—mH‘H — 0 as A\ — +oo.

Proof. To prove (a)

(@mn), = / 2 [ (m) (X 9.V (9) - (V) (o,0) dodads

< llmlly, el -

Moreover, Q*1 = 1.
Assertion (b) was proven in Lemma 2.6 of [23]. As for (¢), we estimate

0
|@*m - Qm||,, | < /, Ae** —ae™ [ [m (X (5),V ()l ds

0
:/ ’)\eAS—Jegs‘dsHmHIMel
< CllnA—Ino|[m], -

To prove (d), note that the characteristic ODE is invariant under the transfor-
mation s - —s, r — +r, z = +2z, v, = —v,, Vg — +vg, UV, = —V.. Thus

n(X(—=s;z,v),V(-s;z,v)) =n(X(s;z,v),V(s;z,v)).
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Now
<Q)‘m, n) / /\e)‘s/ || m ( V(s))n(x,v) dvdzds.

We change variables ( (s),V(s)) = (z,v) and (z,v) — (X(—s),V(—s)) with Ja-
cobian =1 to obtain

0
(@mny, = [ 26 [ [lnm o) (X(-9). V(-9)) dudads
_ Az
= (m @), |-
Although assertion (e) was essentially proven in Lemma 2.6 of [23], we outline

the proof here. Letting M denote the spectral measure of the self-adjoint operator

—iD in the space L|2M » we have

QAm—m—/R<)\_:\ia—1) dM (a)m

A 2
‘mo—ml|? </ —= 1| d|M 2 0
1@m —mift, < | |55 1| diM@mlt, -
as A — +oo. O

Remark 1. Since f_ooo Xerds = 1, the function

Thus

0
(ka) (x,v) = / Aerm (X (t;z,v), V(t; z,v)) ds

—0o0
is a weighted time average of the observable m along the particle trajectory. Lemma
[ (b) tells us that as X — 0, the limit of this weighted time average equals the
phase space average. This is the same as the ergodic theorem for the usual time
average, that is

lim —/m (t;z,v), V(t;z,v)) ds = thm Pm.

T—oo T

In particular, if the particle motion is ergodic in the set S. ), determined by the two
invariants e and p, and if do., denotes the induced measure on S. p,, then

Pm = 1 /s m(x)doe, (x).

Tep (Se,p) ep

For non-ergodic particles, we do not have such an explicit expression, but Pm still
equals the phase space average of m on the set traced by the particle.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < A < 0.

(a) B maps L? — L? with operator bound independent of \.

(b) AY, A3 and L are self-adjoint on L? with domains H*, H*' and H*
respectively.

(¢) The essential spectrum of A3 is [0,00), while that of Ay and L is [\*, 00).

(d) (Ath,h) >0 for all 0 # h € H?.

(e) (Ai\)_l maps V=1 into V' with operator bound < 1.

(f) For all h € L?, (£ — £°) h — 0 strongly in L* as A\ — 0.

(9) If o > 0, then as A\ — &, the operator norm from L? to L? of Ay — A tends
to zero. The same is true of B, A7, (A{‘)_l and L.
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Proof. Assertions (a), (b), (c), (d) and (f) were proven in Lemma 3.1 of [23]. As
for (e), let us define A = A7 for brevity. Let ¢ € V. Then

(40.6) =1V + [ [l dvsids — (@6.0)
> |Volza = [16]3
by Lemma [Tl(a). Denoting h = A¢, we therefore have
AR = V62 < (A6, 6) = (b A7) < [y A ]

Thus ||.A’1h||v1 < |Ihlly/=:. Finally, Assertion (g) follows directly from Lemma
ETic). O

el

Remark 2. The supports are under control in the following sense. Recall that we
assume f° (z,v) = u(e,p) has compact support C S C R2 x R3. We may assume
S =S, xS, both balls in R®. Let x = x(r,z) be a smooth cut-off function for
the spatial support of fO in Sy; that is, x = 1 on the spatial support of f° and has
compact support inside Sy. Let M, be the operator of multiplication by x. Then

B* = BM,, = M, B* = M, B M,
and the same is true for all the operators C*, D*, &>, F*, ( C’\)* , ('D’\)* , (]—"\)*.
Indeed,

o (,0) = p, (X (s;2,0), V(s;z,v))

because of the invariance of e and p under the flow. So for example
(B*h) (z) = —h/f)g,uedv + //LQQ)‘ (Dgh) dv

= —h/f)g,uedv—F/Q)‘ (1.06h) dv = (M, B* M, h)(z).

Below, for any function space Y, we denote by Y. = {h € Y | supp(h) C S, }.
Then V¥ = H¥ = HF and V}' = H¥' = H¥T. By mollification, H is dense in V*.
Furthermore, (H "), C V~F. The multiplication operator M, maps V! into H?.

Lemma 4.3. For any A > 0,

cr DY, (FN 1 - L2

loc
(ch, (N, P L, —» HM
ALorlt -1
ENH, — HM.
All these operator bounds are independent of A\. Furthermore, all these operators
are continuous functions of A in the operator norms. As A — 0+, all these operators
converge to 0 strongly (but not in operator norm).

Proof. By the preceding remark, the images all have support in the fixed set S,
and the operators act on functions h depending only on yh. Now

(C*h, k) = / / dop, @ (Gxh) xk dvdx

= <Q)\ (th) 7’00Xk>|#5‘

so that
|<C’\h7k>| < ClIxhll g IxEll 2



24 ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS

with C independent of A. The same proof works for all of the operators (in their ap-
propriate spaces), except F* and (]—')‘)*. For F = (DA) . (.A{‘) o (C’\)*, it fol-
lows from Lemmald2|(a) that the operator (D)‘)* (A{‘)_l B = (DA)* M, (A{‘)_l B
maps
L}, —»L:cH 'cv !V s H cL?— H '

Similarly for (}' )‘)* .

The continuity follows directly from Lemma [1lc). Now let us consider the
behavior as A — 0. For any function ¢ € H!', by Lemma AI(b) we have

Cr o — /@WEP (Go) dv

strongly in L? as A — 0+. Clearly G¢ is odd in (v,,v,). By Lemma 3.3 in [23],
it follows that P (Gh) is also odd in(v,,v;). But vpu, is even, so that the integral
[ top.P (Gh) dv vanishes. Therefore C* — 0 strongly as A — 0+. The proof is the
same for the other operators. (I

We study the mapping properties of the operator A} in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. There exists Ay > 0 such that for any 0 < X\ < Ay, the operator A}
maps W2t in a one-to-one manner onto W21, Therefore it has a bounded inverse

from W2t onto W2T. Furthermore, (Ai‘)il, if restricted to V=21, maps V21 into
V2T with operator bound independent of .

Proof. Tt is convenient to introduce yet another operator A2 so that
A =t U
where U* = (-A+ 5 + )\2)%. Then
A=A+t —w) o)
where G = E* + (D)‘)* (A{‘)_l D*. We remark that the operator £ < 0; however,

this fact is not useful because the other operator (DA)* (A{‘)fl D* > 0 so that the
two signs are in conflict.
By (54), for ¢ € L% we have

10 (L{A)*l b= (—A—|— /\2)*% (ei9¢)
so that (Z/{)‘)f1 : L% — H'" and H~1T — L%. We consider the two terms in G*
separately. The operator (Z/I)‘)_l & (L{A)_l = (L{A)_l M, EMM, (Z/I)‘)_l maps
H* — B3 - Y 5 gt 2
Since the mapping M, : H3" — H!T is compact, the operator (Z/{)‘)f1 FoRe (Z/{)‘)f1 is
relatively compact with respect to —A + %2 Similarly, the operator
@) (DY) (AD) D) = ) (DY) My (Ad) T D, (@)
maps
H 5 HY 5 HY » L2CcH ' cV VI s H C L2 - H'T - L7
and it is relatively compact with respect to —A+ T% Therefore by the Kato-Rellich

and Weyl theorems, A2 is self-adjoint on L% with domain H?' and its essential
spectrum equals [0, +00).
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We split A2 into two parts as
-1 -1
AB=3(-A+F)+A4,  A=3(-A+5)-W) ¢ W
and claim that
Ap >0

for sufficiently small A. To prove the claim, first note that Ag‘ too is self-adjoint on
L2S with domain H2" and its essential spectrum equals [0, 00). So we merely need
to show that the point spectrum of A is also contained in [0,00) for sufficiently
small A. We prove this by contradiction. If it were not true, then there would be
sequences A, N\, 0, £, > 0 and 0 # u,, € H?' such that Aé\"un = —KZup,. Let
hyn = €U u,,. Then 0 # h,, € H? and

(=AY (A + X )hy = €GN e hy — KL(=A + X)) han.

Because of the support properties of G*, we can insert the cut-off function y freely
both before and after the exponentials. So if xh, = 0, then $(—A + £2)(—A +
A\2)h,, = 0, whence h,, = 0. Therefore xh,, # 0. We normalize ||xhy|[y1 = 1.

By Lemma A3} e??G e~ is bounded from H' to H~! uniformly in \. Hence

(=38 + ) (= A + X0)hn = xe "GN e™ Oy

is a bounded sequence in H~!. Multiplying this equation by h,,, we get thH%/z <
Cllxhn|lzr < C'||hnllv2. Thus hy, is bounded in V2.

Taking a subsequence, we therefore have h, — h weakly in V2. Since Y has
compact support, it follows that xh, — xh strongly in V! and that ||xh|y+ = 1.
Now for any ¢ € H', we have

|G ey, £)] = | (X, e G e x0)| < G el -1t

since xh,, is bounded in V!. By Lemma3] the right side tends to zero as n — co.
Thus e?G*e~h,, — 0 weakly in H~1.

Letting n — 00, A, — 0,K, — Ko, the limit satisfies (—3A + &3)(—A)h = 0,
where h € V2. Since Ah € L?, we deduce Ah = 0. We do not know that h or
Vh belong to L?, but we can use Hardy’s inequality (valid for functions in V2) to
estimate

C ! h|? :

[Vh(zo)| < —3/ Vhlde < — L|2d:c (R%)? = O(R™?)
R J{je—wol<R) R |z — o]

for every point xo. Therefore h is a constant. Since h € V2, h = 0. This contradicts

[Ixh|lvr = 1, which proves the claim.

The claim we have just proven means that (A3u,u) > 0 for all u in the domain
H? of the operator. Thus

1 1
W) 2 5 [(TuP + Sy,

The right side is the squared norm of u in V. The left side defines a bilinear form
a(u,u) that extends continuously to V1 x V. So by the Lax-Milgram lemma, the
operator A2 : V1T — V=1 is one-to-one onto.

But A} = UM A2U*. Since for fixed A > 0, the operator U* is an isomorphism:
W2 — VI and also V71T — W21 we deduce that A} maps W2T to W21
in a one-to-one onto fashion. It is also clear that ||h||y2r < C||U ||yt so that
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(UM~1: V1T — V2 with a bound independent of A\ and (U*)~1 : V=21 — v~
with a bound independent of A\. Therefore

(A) 71V Ly 2
with a bound independent of A. O

Lemma 4.5. If S is a ball in R3, there exist constants C > 0 and X2 € (0, A1) such
that

(Aju,u) > Cllul|Fs
for all u € V2T with support in S and all X € (0, \s].

Proof. We argue by contradiction in a similar way to the preceding proof. If the
lemma were false, then there would be sequences A\, — 0 and w, € V? with
supports in S such that ||uy,|ly1+ = 1 but (A}"u,, u,) — 0. By definition of A2,

<(—A + T%) (—A + T% + )\,21) Uy — QA"un,un> — 0.
Letting h,, = e%u,,, we have
((=A) (A +A2) hny hn) — (€9G e hy, hy) — 0.
Thus
1ARa |22 + ALlIVAal T2 < NG bt s vt Bl 3 + 1.

Because the right side is bounded, we therefore have a bound for Ah, so that
hy is bounded in V2. Taking a subsequence, we have h, — hgo weakly in V?2
and consequently u, — e~*®hy weakly in V2. Because of the uniformly bounded
support, we can replace VI by H?' and use the compact embedding to deduce
that u, — e~ *hg strongly in H't. Therefore 1 = |le=*hg|y 1+ = ||holly1. By the
strong convergence of u, in H'T, and the strong convergence of G* as A\, — 0
from Lemma 3] we have <g)‘"un, un> — 0. Therefore

((=A) (=A+X2) hn, b)) — 0.

So h,, tends to zero strongly in V2 and so also in V! (due to the bounded support),
which contradicts ||ho|ly1 = 1. O

It follows immediately from either of the two preceding lemmas that M, (A}) 1M,
maps H~ into H' with a bound independent of .

5. BEHAVIOR FOR SMALL A

Lemma 5.1. There exists A3 > 0 such that for any A € (0, As] the operator
N =0+ (F) (A

is self-adjoint on L% with domain H?' and has essential spectrum [A%,00). More-
over, if L° has a negative eigenvalue, then N also has a negative eigenvalue.

Proof. The bound As is given in Lemma[Z5 By the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [23], the
operator £ is relatively compact with respect to —A +1/r2 + A%, By Lemmas
and L5, the operator (F2)™ (A}) 7 F> = My - (FN)" - {M, (A}) ™ M} - F> - M,
maps

H* 512 > H ' 5 HY - 12 & 2
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which implies that it is relatively compact with respect to —A 4 1/r2 + X2, So the
self-adjoint and the essential spectrum properties follow from the Kato-Rellich and
Weyl theorems.

Assume now that £° has a negative eigenvalue k° < 0 and let (" € H? be a
normalized eigenvector. Write

<N)\C07<0> _ kO _ <N>\CO,<O> _ <‘CO<07CO>
= ((£> = £°) ¢°,¢%) + <(]_-,\)* (Ai)_lf/\<07<0>'

By Lemma [L2(f), the first term on the right is less than H (£ — L% COHL2 — 0,
as A\, 0. By Lemma 4.5 the second term is bounded by

()" M P E MY < [ ()|

<O P =0 as ANO

because C' is independent of A\, and using Lemma 3l Thus <./V')‘CO, C0> — k0 <0
as A \, 0. So if A3 is small enough and 0 < A < A3, then AN has a negative
eigenvalue. O

Now we perform a finite-dimensional truncation of the matrix operator (G3)). Let
{01,049, -} be a sequence of functions in H>2', for which the finite linear combina-
tions are dense in V2. Orthogonalize them so that they form an orthonormal set
in L%. As before, (, ) denotes the usual L? pairing and we will denote the standard
inner product in R™ by a dot. Let n be a positive integer. Define the projection
operator P, : V721 — R" and its L?-adjoint P} : R" — V2T by

Pnh = {<h,0’j>}?:1 ) P;b: ijaj y
j=1

where h € V=2t and b = (bl,--- ,b") € R™. Then P,Pib = b for any b € R",
and PyP,h = 377_, (h,05) 0  for any h € V=21, Define the “approximate matrix
operator”
e AN
P, F* —P,A}P;
which takes V2T x R™ into L% x R™.

Lemma 5.2. Let 0 < A < \3. For anyn € L2, , define d,, = (P, A} P;) " P, Fn.
Then
sup || Prdy|yer < oo.

Proof. Because ) is fixed, for brevity we denote A = A} and F = F*. Note that
a = P, AP is the n x n symmetric positive-definite matrix with entries o;, =
(Aqop,05). Let ¢(n) = ||xPrdyl gt We will show that ¢(n) is bounded. Suppose
on the contrary that ¢(n) — oco. Let u, = P} d,/c(n) so that ||xuy| g1+ = 1. Then
P, Au,, = P, AP}d, /c(n) = P,Fn/c(n) so that

11
(Aup,u,) = (Aun,mPRdn>—mPnAun d,
1

1
= mpn]:ndn = m<}—naun>
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Thus
1 1 2 A 1
_A+T‘_2 _A+T‘_2+/\ Up, Un ) = <g Unaun>+ c(n) <]:77axun>

so that, as in the proof of Lemma [£.4]

1
lunlliv2r < Clixunlzn + —— lIxunllm: < C + 1.

(n)

We take a subsequence so that u,, — ug weakly in W?2. Then yu, — yuo strongly

in H', so that |xuo|z1+ = 1. Fix an integer m > 1 and let n > m. Then
PY0,, = 0, where (6,,); = 1 for j = m and is otherwise 0. Then
1 1
(Atp,0m) = PAuy - 6y = —<PpFn -6 = —(Fn,0m) = 0

c(n) c(n)
as n — oo since (Fn,0,,) is independent of n. Thus (Aug, o) = 0 for all m, so
that Aug = 0. So ug = 0, which contradicts ||xuo| i = 1. Thus ¢(n) is indeed
bounded.
Now substituting w, = P}d,/c(n) into the inequality above, we get
1 ., C
Hmpndn”%/[/?f = [[unllfyar < Clixunllz + mllxunllmf
Multiplying by ¢2(n), we find
1Py dnllfyer < ClixPrdnllzs + ClixPrdallm = Cc*(n) + Ce(n) < C".
Therefore Pd,, is bounded in W?2', hence in V2T, O

Lemma 5.3. Fiz 0 < A\ < \3. There exists a positive integer N = N()\3) such that
for n > N, the matrix operator
A A\ * px*
Mn = ( P,F* —P,A}P;
is self-adjoint on L% x R™ with domain H?*' x R™, has essential spectrum [)\2, 00)
and has at least n + 1 negative eigenvalues.

Proof. We recall that £* is self-adjoint with essential spectrum [\, 0o). However,

the symmetric operator
0o ()P
P,F* —P,A}P;

has finite-dimensional range and so it is compact. The theorems of Kato-Rellich
and Weyl’s apply here directly to prove the first two assertions of the lemma. It
remains to consider the negative spectrum.

The last assertion is equivalent to saying that there is an (n + 1)-dimensional
subspace S C H?" x R" such that (M z,z) < 0 for all z € S\ {0}. For simplicity,
we temporarily drop the superscript A as it is fixed in this proof. As above, let «
be the n x n symmetric positive matrix with entries o = (A40p,0;). Let

I 0
In = ( a P F I )

L *Pra1lP, 0
gim,g, = (Xm0

Then
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has the same number of negative eigenvalues as M,,. But —« has exactly n negative
eigenvalues, so it suffices to prove that

Ny =L+ (F) Pia ‘P, F

has a negative eigenvalue when n is large.

By Lemmal5.1} the untruncated operator N = £+ (F)* (A4) " F has a negative
eigenvalue. Let n = n* be an eigenvector of ' = N* as in Lemma with
eigenvalue < 0 and ||n]jz2 = 1. Let & = A;'Fn. Since n € L?, we have
Fn € H ' and ¢ € V2. Recall that d, = o~ 'P,Fn. By these definitions, we
have

Nan,m) — (N'm, n)
= ((FPia P F = FF AT F)n,n) = (Pra™ PoF — Ay F)n, Fry)
= (Ppdn — & Asf) = (Aa(Prdn = €),8).
Choose a sequence &, such that ||€, — &||y2r — 0 and such that each &, is a

linear combination of {o1,...,0,}. Then &, belongs to the range of P*. Because
P, Ay(Prdy, — &) = ad,, — P, Fn =0, it follows that

|(Num,n) — (N, )

(As(Prdn = €),§ = €,
[As(Prdn = &) llv-2t 1§ = Enllvar
CllPrdn = &llv2t 1§ = Enllvar
C'llg = &allver — 0

IAINCIA

as n — 0o. Since (Nn,n) < 0, it follows that (N,n,n) < 0 for sufficiently large n,
so that N, must have a negative eigenvalue. O

6. APPROXIMATE GROWING MODE

Now we consider the behavior for large A.

Lemma 6.1. There exists As > 0 such that if A\ > X5, then for each n the operator
M2 has at most n negative eigenvalues.

Proof. For h € H?',

(L h,h) > (A3h, ) = <<—A+ %2 +)\2) h, h) - //rﬁ.gupdv || da
- / / Vg p, @ (0ph) dvhdz.

The last term is bounded by

[ auh) aom, | < oahl, < (sup [ il o) 0
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by Lemmall (a). Thus (£ h, k) > (X — Co) A5, where Co = sup, ([ (|ru,| + |1e|) dv).
Now for any (h,b) € H* x R",

(e (). (3) - @nrstmneo - e
> (X2 = Co) (Ml = 1] ysy IXPZBlne = € ) 130

(\ = Co) [hl3 = 2C1 [hly [ P30l y2r — C (V) [|Pb][5 2

> = (C24+C()?) IRl

provided A > A5 = /Cp + 1. Since b € R", it follows that M has at most n
negative eigenvalues. O

Y

Now we are ready to exhibit an approximate growing mode.

Lemma 6.2. For each positive integer n > N(A3), there exists A, € [A3, As] such
that M)\» has a nontrivial kernel. Here Ay, A5 are in Lemmas and [61]

Proof. We emphasize that A3 and A5 do not depend on n. We use continuation in
A. First, M? is a continuous family of operators of ) in the sense that if o > 0,
then there exists C,d > 0 such that

M) = M7 || < CIA =0

for |\ —o| < 8, A\,o € (0,00), where [||| denotes the operator norm from L% x R"
to L% x R™. This continuity property follows immediately from Lemma

By Lemma [5.3] M) has at least (n + 1) negative eigenvalues. By Lemma [6.1]
M5 has at most n negative eigenvalues. By ([17], IV-3.5), the eigenvalues of M7
within the interval [A4, A5] are continuous functions of A. In particular, the dimen-
sion of the corresponding eigenspace is a constant. hence at least one eigenvalue
must cross from negative to positive. So there exists some A, € [y, As] such that
M has a nontrivial kernel. O

7. LIMIT AS n — 400

Lemma 7.1. There exist \g, ho, ko such that 0 < Ay < oo, ho € H*', ky € H?T
and

(55) L2hg + (F2) ko =0,

(56) FMho — A} ko =0
with (ho, ko) 75 (0, O)

Proof. By Lemmal6.2 for each n > N()3) there exists A\,, € [A3, A5] and a nonzero
solution (h,,b,) € H?' x R™ such that

(57) L2 hyy 4 (FA) Pib, =0,

(58) P, F by, — Py AL Pib, = 0.
We normalize h,,, b, such that
[hallp2 + IXPRbnll g =1

by Lemma We claim that h, is bounded in H*'. In deed, ||xP!byl i <
1, so that (}')‘")* P’b,, is bounded in L2, and £*h, is bounded in L?. Since
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. -1
[hnll 2 <1, (B*) (Ai‘") B>+ h,, is also bounded in L?, and so are .A3"h,, and
(=A+ % + A2) hy,. Therefore h,, is bounded in H?. By (58) we have

<A2"P;bn,P;bn> = (Fh, Prby).

The right side of this equation is bounded. So ((—A+ L) (=A+L+A2)Prb,, Pib,)
is also bounded. Therefore P;b,, is bounded in VTNV21. Now we take subsequences
such that A, — Ao € [A4, As], by — ho weakly in H?' P*b, — ko weakly in V2.
We look at each term for (57), (58) separately. First, for any I € H?',

|(L M hyy — LYo, 1)|
< (L2 (hy — o) 1) | + [((£Y = £2) ha, 1) |
<[ ((hn = ho), L2D) |+ 12 = £2|| Lo, o Tl g2 22 — 0

as n — 00, by Lemma @2l Thus £  h,, — L hy weakly in H 2.
Secondly, for any [ € L%,

((F)" Pibu = (F2) ko,1)|
<[((6) - Y (e 10.0)
<[P = o gt kol s W22+ [((Pribn — ko) . F)| = 0
as n — oo by Lemma 3 Thus (]—"\“)* Prb, — (]—"\0)* ko weakly in L2S.
Thirdly, for any g € H?', let g, = E?Zl cloj — g strongly in H?* as n — oo.

Let v, = {sz}?:l € R™. Then P}v, = g and <Pn}')‘"hn,~yn> = <]~"A"hn,gn>.
Hence again using Lemma [£.3]

(P F? 7,0} = (F 0 ho, g)

<[((F¥ = F) by gn) | + (F¥ b, gn = g)| + [(F (i = ho) , 9)]

< ||F = | o g Wnllpe Ixgnll s + ([P ]| s 1x (90— 9l s
(o100, ) )

S COLFA = F| Lol s Mnlle gl et + Co l[Ball 2 lgn — gl gz
[t 100 o)

—0

as n — 0. Thus (P, F*hy, 7y, ) — (Fhg,g) for all g € H?'.
Fourthly, using the same g € H? as above,

‘<PHA2”P;bn,7n> - <A20k0, g>’
(o) (s )

< (Al = A1) Piba,g)| + (A2 Pibas g — 9)| + | (AL (Pibn ko) 9|
=I+11+1I1.



32 ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS

The first term on the right is estimated as
I'< ()‘i - )‘3) ”Psbn”vﬁ ||9||V1t
+ Hgkn - g)\UHHuﬁH—u IXPrbnll e 11X e
— 0, asn — o0,
where )
Gr=&r+ (DY) (AY)” DM HMY - HOM

By Lemma IHIHAZD <C, so

Va2t v -2t

IT < C|Pbully2r llgn = glly2 = 0, as n — oo
As for the third term, A}°g € H—2 so that

11 = K(P;bn - ko),Ajog>‘ 50, a8 1 — 00,

So <PnA2"P;bn,7n> — <A2°k0,g> for all g € H?'. Thus all four terms in (57),

([BR) converge and the limits satisfy (B5) and (G4).
It remains to show that (ho, ko) # (0,0). Let us write (&) explicitly, using the
definition of £, as

(A +22) (ehy) =€ (~A+ 5+ 22) hy = fo,
where

fo == (FA) Plb, +€” / 76 f1,d0 hr,
) . N -1
+ et / Dopt, @ (tgh) dv — € (B) (Ain) B h,,.

By Lemmas and @3] £, is bounded in L? (R?’) and has support in the fixed
bounded set S, C R3. Therefore the inversion of the operator (—A + )\i) with \,, >
As > 0 implies that h,, decays exponentially as |z| — oo, uniformly in n. Thus {h,}
is compact in L?, so that h, — ho strongly in L?. Since ||P}by||\-2 is uniformly
bounded, x Pib, — xko strongly in H'T. Therefore, we have ||ho|| 2 +||xko| g2t = 1
and so (ho, ko) # (0,0). O

8. GROWING MODE

Changing notation, Ag = hg, ™ = ko, and replacing Ag by A, we have from (B3]
and (BO) the pair of equations

(59) LM = — (FN) m, Aym = F Ay

where (Ag,7) # (0,0), Ag € H?', 7€ H*, X\ € (0,+00). We must define f, ¢ and
A so that (38), (9) and [@0) are satisfied by e* (f,#, A). Indeed, motivated by
Section 3, we define

A.=—-0,7, A, = %87« (rm), A= (A, A9, A,),

(60) 6= (A)) " (B 4y + D ),
E=-V¢—A, B=VxA,
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and
(61) f (.I, ’U) = _IUJGQS + IUJeQAgb - IUJpTAe - ILLGQA (’OHAH) - ﬂBQA (G?T) :

It follows directly that V-A =0, A € H', ¢ €¢ V!, E€ L? B € L?, Ay € L™
and by Lemmas 2] 13 and 1] f € L*(R? x R3).

Lemma 8.1. The Poisson equation —A¢ = p is satisfied. Moreover, ¢ € H? (R3)
and f € L (R? x R3).

Proof. By (60), we have A}¢ = B*Ay + D7, which is written explicitly as

—Ag = ( / uedv) o= [ nQoto- ( / ﬁeuedv) 4y
JF/NBQA (f;eAe)dv+/ueQA (Gr) dv.

On the other hand, by (GI) and [ (rup + ﬁgue) dv = 0, we get exactly the same

expression for p = — [ fdv. Now integrating (6I) in v and z, we find that the

first and second terms cancel, the third and fourth terms cancel, and the fifth term

J[ pe G dvdz: vanishes by the oddness of the integrand in (v, v,). Thus [ pdx =

— [ [ fdzdv = 0. Furthermore, p has compact support. So by the proof of Lemma

3.2 of [23], ¢ € L2 Since p € L?, by elliptic regularity we have ¢ € H? C L*°.
Moreover,

(-A+ %) (FA+H+X) 7 = Ar+ G
= FMp+EM+ (DM (A) DM e H
so that 7 € V3" and G € L*. Therefore from (BI)), f € L>°(R3 x R?). O
Lemma 8.2. The function [ defined by (1) satisfies (38).
Proof. We have
f=—pned+ 12— Ay — i, Q (0 A).

To show that f is a weak solution of (38), we take any g € C! (R® x R?), and
compute

//R3><R3 (Dg) fdzdv

- //RSXR3 (Dg) (—pe¢) drdv + //Rsst (Dg) 1, Q@ ddxdv

[ 09 (cupagdsdo~ [[ (D9 (0 A)dudv
R3 xR3 R3 xR3
=I+I1I+1II+1V.

Since D is skew-adjoint, the first term is

I'= / / 9D (p.0) dedv = / / g Ddxdv.
R3 xRR3 R3 xR3

117 = // ppgD (rAg) drdv.
R3 xR3

Similarly,
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By definition of Q,

0
IT1 :/ e // u, Dg(x,v) ¢ (X (s;2,v))dxdvds
—o0 R3 xR3

-/ OOO 3 [ e (D) (X(=5).V(=5)) 6 o) dadcs

= [ [ e (kg G0V ) ds o) daa

-/ / . {—Ag @)+ | T N (X(—8), V() ds} 6 () dadv

— 00

- {—uew (@) +ne [ OOO N5 (X (5), V (5) ds} 9 (@, v) dady

A [ o+ n@0)g dade,
R3 xRR3

The preceding calculations are valid since ¢ belongs to H? and thus is continuous.
Similarly,

IV:—)\// {—p - A+p, Q" (0-A)} g dudv.
R3xR3

So we have

//Rsst (Dg) fdxdv

— [ Meno Q0+ 1 @ 0 Al g dod

R3xR3

+ // {1eDd + p,, D (rAg) + Aud - A} g dadv
R3 xRR3

= // {XN(F + 1prAg) 4+ peDd + 1, D (rAg) + A0 - A} g dado.
R3xR3
So f satisfies weakly the equation
A+ D) f=—p.D¢—p,D(rAg) — Apu,rAg — Ao - A
which is exactly ([B8]). O

Lemma 8.3. Denoting p = — [ fdv and j = — [0f dv, we have the continuity
equation A\p+V - j = 0.

Proof. By the last lemma, f satisfies (8] weakly, which can be written as
(62) M4V (0f) = V- {(EP + E“" + 6 x (B + B“")) f}
=-V, - {(E4+0xB)f°}.

The last equality follows in the same way that (B8) was derived. Let ¢ (v) € C?} (R?)
to be a cut-off function for the v-support of p(e, p). Taking any h (z) € C! (R?) and
using ¢ (v) h (z) as a test function for (62)), all the terms coming from v-divergences
vanish and we have

/Ap(x)h(x)dx—/j-Vhd:EzO.
So Ap + V- j =0 weakly. O
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Lemma 8.4. The Mazwell equation (£0) is satisfied.
Proof. By (61l), we have

j:—/ﬁfdv: </ﬁuedv> ¢—/@%QA¢ dv
+ </ ﬁlupdv> rAg + /f}ueQ)‘ (DgAg) dv + /f),ueQA (Gr) dv.
Its #-component can be written as
* 1
jo=—(BY) ¢ — A3dg + <—A +g /\2) Ag +Cr.
By the definition of ¢,
— (BN ¢=— (BN (A) B g - (BY)" (A) D
By the definition of £*,
A Ag = LM+ (BN (A)) 7 B .
By ©9), )
—L Ay = (]-—A)* T = (B)‘)* (A?)i D 1 — Chr.
Adding the last three equations, we obtain
— (B ¢ — A3 Ag + CPr =0,
so that
jo=(—A+ % +X) 4
and
j989 = (/\2 - A) (Ageg).

Because V¢ has no #-component, this result is the #-component of the Maxwell

equation (0Q).
It remains to derive the r and z components of {@0). By (E9), (60) and (GI)), it
follows exactly as in the proof of Lemma [3.1] that

(~A+ 1) (A+ L +A) 7= (D) ¢ — (CY) Ag+EMn
=0:r — Orj=.

As in that proof, we introduce K = j.e, + j.e, and I = (—A)fl K. Then

(-A+ ) (A + L5+ = (-A+ %) (0.1, — 9, 1.)
so that

(-A+ L+ X)) 7 =0.1, — 0, L.
This result can be rewritten as
(A = A) (reg) = V x L.
Taking the curl of both sides,
(A —A) (Are, + Ase,) = —AI+V (V- I).

But

V- I=V.-(-A)'K=(-A)"'V.7=)MA"1p= )¢,
so that

(A = A) (4,e, + Aze.) =K — A\V¢.



36 ZHIWU LIN AND WALTER A. STRAUSS

In components, this means
(N =A)A, =54 =200, (N —A)A. =j.— 0.0,
which are precisely the r and 2z components of ([40). O

This completes the proof of Theorem (i). To prove Theorem (ii) on the
number of growing modes, we first note that for each n—truncated problem, it
follows from the continuation argument that the number of approximate growing
modes is bounded below by the dimension of the negative eigenspace of £°. Since
we have the uniform control of the converging process as n — oo, the lower bound
for the number of exact growing modes follows. The proof of the upper bound is
the same as in the 1%D case and we omit it. ]

Remark 3. In this 3D case we do not have much regularity of f and the growing
mode is only shown to satisfy the linearized equation weakly. This is mainly due to
the complicated behavior of the 3D particle trajectories. To see this difficulty more
clearly, we formally differentiate f given by (€1)) and look at a typical term

0 :
/ //ue)\eAS Va @ (X(s;2,0)) %’x’v)dxdvds.
oo v

If the stretching factor W grows like e!*! with a > X, the integral diverges and
we lose the differentiability of f. In the 13D case it is possible to prove (see [24])
some reqularity of f by estimating an averaged Liapunov exponent for the quantity

ff 00X (s;z,v) dadv.

ov
[22] and it works for integrable trajectories. However, the 3D trajectory in general
is non-integrable so that the idea fails. For this reason we have had to study the
operators ( CA)* , (DA)* , &} FA and A} with ranges in negative Sobolev spaces.
We note as well that the non-integrability of trajectories is the main reason for the
difficulty of passing from linear to nonlinear instability.

This idea was first introduced in the 1D Vlasov-Poisson in

9. NON-MONOTONE EQUILIBRIA

In case p, changes sign, it does not seem possible to extend the methods of
[23] to get linear stability. However, we can still get sufficient conditions for linear
instability by extending the matrix formulation of this paper. If u, changes sign,
we will reformulate the growing mode problem as a 3 x 3 matrix operator M?
depending on a positive parameter A > 0 and then look for the change of the
signature of M?* as A goes from 0 to +oc.

In the discussion below, we illustrate this idea only for a simple case, namely a
purely magnetic equilibrium of 1%D RVM system with two species. Assume now
that

(63) :qu(evp) = :u7 (6, _p)'

Then an purely magnetic equilibrium is obtained with electric potential #° = 0 and
magnetic potential PP satisfying the ODE

920 =2 / B (), 02 — 0 (2))dv.
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We use the same notation as in [23] and [24]. Define

AVh = —02h — (/ 2ue_dv> h +/2u; P~ h dv,
ASh = —0%h — (2/@2u;dv) h — /2u;@2p—(@2h) dv,

;° :/Op/ug (P~ (81))” dvda

where P~ is the projection operator of L|2#,| onto ker D~ and D~ = 0,0, —

92B%9,, + 91B°0,,. Denote by n (A7) and n (AJ) the number of negative eigen-
values of A? and AS3.

Theorem 9.1. Consider a periodic purely magnetic equilibrium as above. Assume
ker AY = {0}. Then the equilibrium is spectrally unstable if either

(i) 1° < 0 and n (A7) #n (A9).
or

(ii) 1° > 0 and n (AY) +1 # n (AY).

Proof. (sketched) As we are merely sketching the extension of our results to this
case, let us take just one species and use the notation in Section 2. Finding a
growing mode e (f, By, Ey, B) with A > 0 is equivalent to solving (29), ([B0) and
@) for (¢,1,b) where (¢,7) is the electromagnetic potential and b € RL. We
define the rank-one operators C*, D* : R! — L% by C* (b) = bb* and D* (b) = be?.
Then (¢,,b) satisfies the matrix equation

—A} B c* ¢ ¢
By A —D* v | =M v | =0
()" - -P(N-1) b b

This 3 x 3 matrix M? is different from the 2 x 2 one of the previous sections. Notice
that M? is formally self-adjoint.
Let us look at the asymptotic behavior of M*. As A\ — 400, we can show that
the off-diagonal terms B*, C*, D* — 0 and A} — —d;;z > 0, by noticing that
0
lim Ae*h(X (s))ds — h(z)

A—00 — o

strongly in L%, which is the analogue of Lemma EJl(e). We also have A3 > 0 for
large A\. As A \, 0, we have C*, D* — 0 as shown in the proof of Lemma [0}
Moreover, it was shown in Lemmas 4.2 and 3.1 of [23] that for a purely magnetic
equilibrium, B» — 0 strongly as A \, 0. So M?* tends to a diagonal operator as \
tends to 0 and the same as A tends to co. Now A7, A2 and I* tend to A9, A9 and
19 as A\, 0.

We want to show that M* has a different signature for small and large \. For
then a continuation argument should ensure the existence of a nontrivial kernel for
some M*. However since M?* is not bounded either from below or from above,
in order to make the argument rigorous we must truncate as in the 3D case. We
truncate the ¢-component (but not the other components) to an n-dimensional
subspace which does not spoil the negative space of A?; that is, we project onto
the lowest n modes of AJ. We denote the resulting truncated matrix operator by
M. Then for large A, say A > A, M7 has n 4 0 + 1 negative eigenvalues. In case
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19 <0, MY has (n —n(A?)) + n(A9) + 1 negative eigenvalues. In case 1° > 0, MY
has (n — n(AY)) + n(A3) + 0 negative eigenvalues. Therefore M and M? have a
different number of negative eigenvalues in both cases (i) and (ii). By continuation,
M;\L has a nontrivial kernel for some A > 0. Then we let n go to 400 to obtain a
nontrivial kernel for M*. As the details are somewhat similar to the 3D cylindrical
case, we omit them. (I

For purely magnetic equilibria, in case y, < 0, we have A > 0 and I° < 0. In
this case, it was shown in [23] that n (Ag) # 0 is the sharp condition for linear
instability. So Theorem is a generalization of that instability result to the case
of a general purely magnetic equilibrium with nonmonotone p. Moreover, it was
shown in [24] that these linear instability results imply nonlinear instability in the
macroscopic sense.

For the 3D case with p, of general sign, one can also use the same idea. The
equations [{@hl), (@7) and @8] for (¢, Ag, ) can be rewritten as

—Ap B -p* é é
(BM)* Ay Ag | =M | 4y | =0.
(@) ) A m T

Again M? is formally self-adjoint. By studying the difference of the signatures of
M? at 0 and at oo, one can obtain sufficient conditions for linear instability of
general equilibria, which will generalize the instability criterion of the monotone
case. However we do not pursue the details here.

10. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we list some common formulae in the cylindrical coordinates.
Assume ¢ = ) (1,0, z) is a scalar function and A = (4,, Ag, A.) is a vector function.

oy 109 b
Vo =grert 1 ge% T g, %
10 [ oy 10%) 0%
w%m)*ﬁ@*ﬁv

10(rd,) | 104y 04,

r  Or r 00 0z’

A =

V- A=

(104, 04y DA, OA, 10(rdg) 104,
VXA_<F<99 82) +<az_ar>e"+(r ar ?ao)ez
1 2 94, 2 94,
AA_<AAT—T—2AT > ae> <AA9— Ao+ = ae)eg—i-AAzez.

We now present the derivation of (B8] in detail. The linearized Vlasov equation
can be written as

of +Df = (E+ 0 x B)-V,f°
Since f = p (e, p), we have
Vo f° = el + ppreq.
So

E-V,f° (=Veo — O A) - (0 + pyrep)

= —p0- Ve —p 0 0A — upratAg
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Moreover,
dxB-Vof? = {0x(Vax A} {p0+ p,req}
= Tp{0 %X (Vo x A)} e
= —H, (0r-0r (rAg) + 0,0, (rdp)) = —,upD(rAg).
The last line is a consequence of the identity

Co

(10]

[11]
(12]

(13]
(14]
(15]
[16]
[17)

(18]

19]

X (Vg X A)-eg

(D€ + Dgep + 0.€,) X —%e + 04, _8Az eg—l—lL(TAe)e -eg
e =E 0z 0z or r i

5, 10(rde) 94y
"r or © 0z
mbining the above computations, we obtain (38]). 0

1
= ;D(TAQ)
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