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ON THE STABILITY OF CERTAIN SPIN MODELS IN 2+1
DIMENSIONS

I. BEJENARU, A. D. IONESCU, AND C. E. KENIG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove large-data local stability theorems for several
spin-field models in two dimensions, both in the focusing case (spherical target)
and the defocusing case (hyperbolic target).
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1. INTRODUCTION

Ois =5 x (0%s — 855) + 0ps - 0yC + 0ys - 0,C, AC =25 (045 X 0y5),

1

EEEREREEElm=

In this paper we consider several 2-dimensional spin models. One of these models
is the hyperbolic-elliptic Ishimori system

where the spin s is defined in an open set of R? x R and takes values into the
2-dimensional sphere S?. The Ishimori system, proposed by Ishimori [7], is an inte-
grable topological spin field model. The local and the global regularity properties of
the Cauchy problem associated to the Ishimori system have been studied extensively,

see for example [0], [8], [12] and [16].
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We consider in this paper both focusing and defocusing spin systems. To ana-
lyze them in a unified, geometric framework we define, for = +£1, the connected
Riemannian manifolds S,

S1 =8 ={y = (Yo, y1,%2) € R® - 5 + 47 + 5 = 1};

S—l = H2 = {y = (yanlayQ) € R?) : yg _y% _yg = ]-> Yo > O}a
with the Riemannian structures induced by the Euclidean metric g; = dy2+dy?+dy3
on S, respectively the Minkowski metric g = —dy? + dy? + dys on S_;. Thus
S is the 2-dimensional sphere S?, while S_; is the 2-dimensional hyperbolic space

H?. Given p = %1 and two vectors v = (vg, vy, v2) and w = *(wy, wy, wy) in R, we
define their inner product

(1.1)

v, w=gu(v,w) =" v-n, w= pugwy + viw + vaws, (1.2)
where 7, = diag(p, 1,1). We define also the cross product
v X, w =1, (VX w), (1.3)
where v x w denotes the usual vector product of vectors in R?. Simple computations
show that, for u = &1 and v,w € R3
v, (VX w)=w-, (vXx,w) =0,

(1.4)

(v X, w) (v x,w)=p(v-,v)(w-, w) = plv-, w)?

In this paper we consider the spin-field models on R? x [
Ops = 5 X, (811 + €522) + 51(2 — €52(a, AC = 2pus -, (51 %, 82), (1.5)

where €, € {—1,1} and I C R is an open interval. The functions s : R* x I — S,
and ¢ : R? x I — R in (L) are assumed to be sufficiently smooth functions, and
§1 = 0,5, 53 = 0y, 511 = 028, S99 = 05, (1 = 0o(, (2 = 9,C, and AC = (92 + 97)C.
Spin-field models of this type have been studied in the literature. The pair
(e,) = (—=1,1) corresponds to the hyperbolic-elliptic Ishimori system introduced
in [7]. The defocusing case ; = —1, when the target is the hyperbolic plane H?
has been introduced and studied in [9]. The pair (e, ) = (1,1) corresponds to the
incompressible spin fluid system, see [9]. In this case the spin model (I.5) becomes

Ois = s X As + 810 — 89(3, AC =25+ (s1 X $2), (1.6)
which is a correction of the classical Heisenberg model (Schrédinger map equation)
Os = s x As. (1.7)

This correction was proposed by Volovik [19] on physical grounds, for restoration of
the correct linear momentum density of the ferromagnets. We emphasize that the
mathematical analysis of the Cauchy problem associated to the corrected system
(T8) is much simpler than the analysis of the Cauchy problem associated to the
Heisenberg model (7). The algebraic effect of the correction s1(s — s2¢; in the
right-hand side of ([I.6)) is to cancel the magnetic components of the nonlinearities of
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the corresponding modified spin system, see section [2] for details, which significantly
simplifies the analysis of these nonlinearities. This algebraic cancellation is a key
feature of all the systems we consider in this paper.

We consider “classical” solutions of the spin-field models (LH). For ¢ > 1 we
define the spaces of functions

H° =H ={f € C}(R*: S,): 0uf,0af € H '}, (1.8)

where C}(R? : S,) denotes the space of bounded C' functions f : R* — S,. For
f,9 € H? we define

2
do(f,9) = |1 = gl + D 10w (f = @)1, (1.9)

and observe that (H?,d,) is a metric space.

We fix, say, oo = 10, and consider solutions s € C(I : H°) of (L5), where I C R
is an open interval. Given such a solution s, the function ¢ in (LE) can be defined
as follows: we use the equation AC = 2us -, (s1 X, $2) € C(I : L' N L™) to define

Cl = —R1V_1[2,us W (81 XM 82)], Cg = —Rgv_l[Q,US g (81 XM 82)], (110)

where the operators V™!, R;, and R, are defined by the Fourier multipliers |£]|7?,
i&1/1€|, and i€ /|€| respectively. The functions (; and (, are continuous functions
on R? x I and ¢, ¢ € C(I : LP(R?)) for any p > 2. The function ( is defined as the
unique C! function on R? x I satisfying

0i¢ = (1, 02C = (o, ¢(0,0,t) = 0. (1.11)

Thus ¢ € CY(R? x I : R) is determined uniquely by s using (LI0) and (LIT)). In
other words, at least for classical solutions s € C(I : H°) the spin model (LI is
equivalent to the evolution equation

018 = 5 X, (811 + €592) + 81C2 — €521, (= — R V28, (51 X, 82)]-
For ¢ =0,1,2,3 let
CiI: H) ={s eC(I : H)NCIR*x I:8,) :
MseC:H® ) ¢ =0,...q.
Let N
P ={(I,g): I CRis an open interval and g € C*(I : H?)}
with the natural partial order
(I,g)<(I',g") ifICI and g'(t)=g(t) for any t € I.

Our first theorem is a large-data local regularity result.
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Theorem 1.1. (a) Assume oo = 10, p,e € {—1,1}, and f € H°. Then there is a
unique maximal solution (I(f),s) of the initial-value problem

{ s = s X, (s11 + €822) + 51C2 — €52C1, G = =RV 2us -, (51 X, 82)],
s(0) = f,
(1.12)
where I(f) C R is an open interval and s € C3(I(f) : H).
(b) Let I.(f) =1(f)N[0,00) and I_(f) = I(f) N (—00,0]. Then

Zf I+(f) bOU'ﬂded then |HD8H|L:,§(R2><I+(J“)) = 00,
if I_(f) bounded then |||Ds|||L4z’t(RzX17(f)) = 00,

where

2
|Ds| := [Z Oms *y Oms] 2

m=1

In other words, we prove that any classical data admits a unique maximal classical
extension as the solution of the spin system ([LI2]). This solution extends as long as
the critical space-time scattering norm |||Ds|||zs stays bounded, where |Ds]| is the
covariant gradientﬁ of s as defined above. This is similar to well-known theorems on
scalar equations, such as the 2-dimensional L?-critical NLS

(0 + Do) = £o]0,  ¢(0) = ¢ € L”.

_ We prove also a stability result. For this we need semidistance functiond d' :
H x H% — [0,00) and p} : C3(I : H?) x C3(I : H) — [0, 00), defined for any
open interval I C R, which satisfy

d'(g,¢q) = I1Dyglllzz,  1(9,¢q) = IDglllzerzexn + 1Dglll s 21,

supd'(9(t), g'(t) < pl(g.g)  foramy g, g’ € C*(1 : H), (1.13)
tel

where, for any @) € S, ¢ denotes the constant function cg(.) = Q). We define these
semidistance functions precisely in section [3 and prove some of their properties in
Proposition Bl Intuitively, one could think of d'(f, f) and p'(f, f') as nonlinear
ways to measure the ”distance” between the functions f, f’, at a critical level (com-
pare with (LI3)), in our geometric setting in which the usual ”difference” [’ — f is
not geometrically relevant. Semidistance functions of this type have been used in
recent work of Tao [18] on global regularity of wave maps.

Our stability result is the following:

IThe norm |Ds| is well defined since v -, v > 0 for any vector v tangent to S, at some p € S,.
2A function p : X x X — [0,00) is a semidistance function on X if p(f,g) = p(g, f) and
p(f;h) < p(f,9) + plg,h) for any f,g,h € X.
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that f € H? and define the mazimal solution (I(f),s) as
in Theorem [I1. Assume that J C I(f), 0 € J, is an open interval such that

N(f,J) == 1D fllz2@2) + [ Dsll| aeex.y < oo
Then there is § = §(N(f,J)) > 0 with the following property: if
fleH and d'f,f)<?
then .
JCI(f), and  py(s,s") Snen d(f, f1)-

The identities in (LI3) and Theorem L2 (with f = ¢g) can be combined to prove
the following small-data global well-posedness result.

Corollary 1.3. There is & > 0 such that if f € H and |||Df]||12 < & then the
initial-value problem (LI2) admits a unique global solution s € C(R : H) and

11Dsl| o r2mexry + 11 Dsll| L1, wexry S D fI]] 2

In addition, if f, f' € H, ||Df]|lr2, I|Df']||z2 € [0, 8], and s,s' € C(R : H) are
the corresponding solutions, then
pr(s,s) S d' (. f).

The global regularity part of Corollary [[L3lhas been proved by Chang and Pashaev
[4], at least in the case € = p = 1. The proof in [4] relies on perturbative analysis
of the “modified spin system” (which is derived using the generalized Hasimoto
transform) and the key cancellation of the magnetic terms of the nonlinearities of
the modified spin system discussed in the paragraph following (L6]) and (L.7)). These
are two of the main ideas we use in this paper as well. See also [12], [6], [16] for
other small-data global regularity results for spin models.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in section 2] we derive the modified
spin system, by taking derivatives 0,,s of the spin s, and decomposing these deriva-
tives in a suitable Coulomb gauge. The idea of using geometric gauges to analyze
spin models appears to have been used for the first time in [3], in the context of
the Schrodinger map equation (L7). This idea was also used in [8], [10], and by
the authors in [I] and [2]. The entire construction is geometric and can be written
invariantly. We prefer however to use an elementary extrinsic point of view in this
paper, as in [I] and [2], in which we exploit the fact that the targets S; and S_; are
isometrically imbedded into the Euclidean space (R?,g;) and the Minkowski space
(R3,g_1) respectively. The point of the construction is to link geometric equations,
such as the spin model ([LL.12), to systems of nonlinear scalar equations, such as the
modified spin system in Proposition 2.2]

In section [] we analyze the modified spin system and prove regularity and sta-
bility results for this system, see Propositions Bl and Our analysis is based
on Strichartz estimates, as well as estimates for the nonlinearities of the modified
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equations, both at the critical level and the smooth level. These nonlinear estimates
are much easier than the corresponding nonlinear estimates in the Schrodinger map
model, proved in [I] and [2], due to the absence of magnetic terms in the nonlinear-
ities of the modified spin system.

In section M we prove Theorem [[LTF we start from the maximal solution of the
modified spin system constructed in Proposition (8I]) and construct the maximal
solution of the spin system ([L12]), as well as a suitable Coulomb frame, by solving
several linear ODE’s.

In section [l we prove Theorem we define first the critical semidistance func-
tions d' and p}, by taking suitable critical norms of differences of the fields 1, con-
structed using the Coulomb gauge. A nonlinear construction of this type was used re-
cently by Tao [18], in the setting of wave maps (using the caloric gauge instead of the
Coulomb gauge, which is more suitable for the study of wave maps in 2 dimensions).
Then we use the stability result Proposition on the differentiated fields 1, to
prove Theorem [L2L We prove also several additional properties of the semidistance
function d' in Proposition [.1} invariance under dilations and translations of the
domain R?, invariance under the action of isometries of the target S,, continuity on
H x H° and a precise description of the set {(f, f') € H? x H? : d*(f, f') = 0}.

In section [6l we derive the connection between the Ishimori systems, which corre-
spond to e = —1, and the Davey-Stewartson equations, starting from our modified
spin systems. This connection is well known, see for example [6], [9], [I1], or [16],
at least in the focusing case 4 = 1. The analysis in this paper can then be com-
bined with the global analysis of the defocusing Davey-Stewartson II equation, see
[13]-]15], to give global solutions of the defocusing Ishimori system in the case of
large classical data, constant outside a compact set (see Theorem [6.1]). It would
be desirable, of course, to prove such a large data global regularity result in the
defocusing non-integrable case (e, ) = (1, —1).

In appendix [Al we give a simple self-contained proof of the existence and unique-
ness (up to the choice of the frame at one point) of a global Coulomb gauge, suitably
synchronized in time. This construction is well known, see for example [3] or [10].

2. THE MODIFIED SPIN SYSTEM
In this section we derive the modified spin system, using a Coulomb gauge. As-
sume in this section that p € {—1,1}, I C R is an open interval, ¢, € I, and
s € C3(I : H°). For any point p € R? x I, we fix a small open set U, in R? x I,

p € Uy, and a C? orthonormal frame in 735, i.e. two functions v, w € C*(U, : R?)
such that

vo,v=1 v,s=0, w=sx,v in Up. (2.1)
Easy computations, using also s -, s = p and (L.4]), show that, in U,

wo,v=w,5s=0, w,w=1 vXx,w=ps, wx,s="0. (2.2)
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We define the differentiated variables v, : U, — C,
Y = Uy Oms + 1w -, O S, m=0,1,2, (2.3)
where 0y = 0, and the real connection coefficients A,, : U, =+ R,
Ay =w -y, Opv, m=0,1,2. (2.4)

Clearly s, Ops = v+, Opv = w -, Opw = 0, for m = 0,1,2. Since the vectors
s(p),v(p'), w(p’) form an orthonormal basis for (R?, g,), for every p’ € U, it follows
that

Oms = vR(Ym) + 0SS (Ym);
Omv = =R () + wAR; (2.5)
O = —SpuS () — vA,.

Using (2.) it is easy to verify that ,,, A, satisfy the curl type relations

(O + 1 A) U = (O + 1A, m,l=0,1,2. (2.6)
Thus with the notation D,, = 9,, + iA,, we can rewrite this as
D, = Dy, m,l=0,1,2. (2.7)
Direct computations using the definitions and (2.5]) show that
A, — On Al = uS(Whm) = qim,  m,1=0,1,2. (2.8)
Thus the curvature of the connection is given by
D,D,, — D,,D; = iqym, m,l=0,1,2. (2.9)

If, in addition, the frame (v, w) can be defined such that the Coulomb condition
01 AL + 0245 =0
is satisfied in U,, then the identities (2.8)) show that

2
AAw =7 O, m=0,1,2.
=1

We will show first that there is indeed a global C® frame (v, w), unique up to the
choice of v(0,0, 1), such that the identities above can be formally inverted, in the
sense that ¢, € C(I: L* N L>®), I,m =0,1,2, and

2
An ==Y VIRESWidn)), m=0,1,2.
=1

The construction of such global Coulomb frames is, of course, well known, see for
example [3] or [10]. We provide all the details here for the sake of completeness.
We start with the following simple observation: while the fields 1), depend on the
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choice of v, the functions ¥y, I,m = 0,1, 2 do not depend on this choice. Indeed,
if (v/,w') is another frame around the point p then

v/ =wvcosy +wsin, w' = —vsiny + wcos Yy,

for some real-valued function x, which gives ¢/, = e X1),,,. Therefore, given s €
C3(I : ﬁ["o) we can define 9 canonical functions ¢y, m,l =0, 1, 2.

Since s(t) is bounded for any t € I, the functions v(.,.,t),w(.,.,t) : R* — R? are
bounded for any t € I, thus 3, € C(I : L' N L>). Moreover, if we work only with
local C? frames v, w with derivatives bounded uniformly on compact subintervals
J C I, we deduce that 9, (¥,¢,,) € C(I : L' N L), n,m,l = 0,1,2. To summarize,

Uih € CP(R* X 1), Upthm, Op (Y1) € C(1 : L* N L™), n,m,l=0,1,2. (2.10)
Thus, we can define C* functions ﬁo, Zl, /Tg :R? x I — R by the formulas

Am ==Y VR[S ()], (2.11)

We show now that there are global C® Coulomb frames (v,w) on R? x I such that

the coefficients A,, = w-, 0,v, m = 0,1, 2 (see (2.4)) agree with the coefficients A,
defined in (2.I1)). More precisely:

Proposition 2.1. Assume I C R is an open interval, ty € I, and s € C3(I : f[”o).
Assume Q € R?, Q -, s(0,0,t9) =0, Q -, Q = 1. Then there are unique functions
v,w € C3(R? x I : R3) with the properties

ve,s=0, v,v=1w=sx,v, v(001t)=0Q, (2.12)
and
Ap = w -, Opv, m=0,1,2. (2.13)
In addition, if Y = v -y Oms + 1w -, Ops, m = 0,1,2, then ¢, € C(I : H*) and
(O + A h = (O +iAp)r,  m,1=0,1,2. (2.14)

and, form =0,1,2,
Oms = VR(Up) + wS(Vn);
Omv = —suR () + wAny; (2.15)
O = —spuS () — vA,.
We provide a complete proof of Proposition 2.1lin the appendix.

We convert now the spin system ([LI2]) into a system of equations involving the
fields ,,. Assume I C R is an open set and s € C(I : H?°) satisfies the equation

0ps = 5 X, (811 + €522) + 5102 — €52C1, G = —Rmv_1[2us (81 %, 82)]. (2.16)
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We fix a global Coulomb frame (v, w) as in Proposition 2.1l and define the fields
¥, and the connection coefficients A,, = A,,, m = 0, 1,2, such that the identities

2ZI)-29) and (2.I1) hold in R? x I. Using (2.5) we have
2018 -y (51 Xy 82) = 205 -, [(VR(Y1) + wS(1)) X0 (VR(h2) + wS (1))
= 2p(R (1) S () — S(¢1)R(¥2))
= —2q12.
It follows that
G =2RV ' (q12), (o =2RV ' qu2). (2.17)
Using (23) and (Z3) into the first equation in ([ZI6) we compute
0ps = s X, (811 + €522) + 512 — €82G
= 5%, [V(OR(W1) — AiS (1)) + (DY) + AiR(W)) — ps|vn 7]
+es Xy, [0(0aR(a) — As3(12)) + w(0S(1ha) + AR (1ha)) — psliha|?]
+ (0R(W1) + wS (W) G — e(VR(Y2) + wS(¥2)) G
=0[ — 01 S(¢1) — €S(2) — AR(1h1) — eAoR(2) + GR(Y1) — (iR ()]
+ w[ﬁﬂﬁ(wl) + €N (2) — A1 (1) — €A (¢a) + (Y1) — €C1%(1/12)}-
Thus
Yo =0, Os +iw -, Ops = (D191 + €Datho) + (oth1 — €11)o. (2.18)
Using the (2.7) and (29), for m = 1,2 we derive
Do = Dby = 1Dy (D191 + €Datha) + Dy (Cathr — €(192)
= (D} + €D3) ¢ — qm1thr — €Gmaths + (D10 — (1Dt + 110, Co — 6@525(7;(11;))
By direct computation
(D7 + eD3)1
= (0% + €02)) — 24,010 — 2€ 430500 — YO AL — epDy Ay — i(A2 + €AIN).
Hence, the equations for 1,,, m = 1,2, are

Qothm — 1(0F + €05)thm = (Co — 241)01th, — €(C1 + 242)Doth — a1 — €qmatha

+ 10 Cy — €301 + U (=01 AL — €02 Ay — iAT — i€AS + oAl — ie(1 Ay — iAy).
(2.20)

Using now the identities (2.I1]) (recall A,, = A,,,) and (2.17), we notice that the
magnetic terms ((o — 241)01¢,, and —e((; + 2A5)021,, in the right-hand side of
(220) vanish. This cancellation, which is due to the correction terms in the spin
field models (7)), is the main reason for the simplicity of these models compared
to the Heisenberg model.



10 I. BEJENARU, A. D. IONESCU, AND C. E. KENIG

To finish our computation, we observe that we have formulas, in terms of the func-
tions 11, 19, of all the functions in the right-hand side of (2.20]), with the exception
of Ag. To compute Ay, using (2.11)),

2

Ag=—p Y VI RS(Uidh). (2.21)

=1

USil’lg (m)v (m) (Wlth Cl = _2A27 §2 - 2A1), and the 1dent1ty E . mem =
0m(%bm) — U, - Dy, we derive

S(hiho) = =Ry - (D13y + €Dathy)) — S(y (24191 + 2€ A1)

= —hR(P1h) — €R(Withy) + R(P1D1t) + eR (1o Do) — 23(i(Arhr + €Agihy))
= —R(Wyr) — eR(Wih) + %8l(|¢1|2 + €ea]?) — 23 (i (Arihr + eAniy)).

Thus

2
Ao =1 3 @R B (R(m)) + 5 (02 + elial?)

m,l=1

) (2.22)
+2p > VT RS (At th).-
m,l=1
We summarize our results so far in the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Assume s € C(I : H®) is a solution of the equation (2I0).
Assume that v, w is a Coulomb frame on R? x I as in Proposition 21, and let

Y =V ) Os + 9w -, Oy S, _Am =W -, O, (2.23)
Qim = O Ay — O A = uS(V1m),
form,1=0,1,2. Then 1,1, € C(I : H*) and
Ay = =V 'Ri(qua), A = V' Ry(qu2),
2 2
Ay = um% " [RR (R0b) + 20V | RIS(Anbn0)] + 5 mZ:l €
(2.24)
In addition, the fields ¥,,, m = 0,1,2, satisfy the equations
10 + (8% + €02) b = iNpp,
(2.25)

2
N = —iAgthm + Y € [~ + 20, A1) + Y (—0 A +iA7)].
=1
and
Qﬁo = i@lwl + iE&QIDQ + Alwl + €A2¢2. (226)
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3. REGULARITY AND STABILITY OF THE MODIFIED SPIN SYSTEM

In this section we analyze the modified spin system constructed in Proposition
We will prove first a large-data local regularity result.

Proposition 3.1. Assume ¢ = (¢1, ¢o) € HOO™1 x Hoo~L,
(a) There is a unique mazimal open interval I(¢), 0 € 1(¢), and a unique solution
Y= (1,109) € C(I(p) : HO™L) x C(I(¢) : HUO_l) of the system of equations
Otpm + (3 + €3)m = iNp,  Y(0) = b, (3.1)

where

2
N = —iAgm + Y €T [0 A + On i) + U (—01A +iA7)],

=1
U),  Ay=-VRi(qa), A=V Ry(qa),

I

(¢
2 2
_ Z: "R Ry (R@m) ) + 2V RIS (Ao )] + g mZ:l e L 2.

(3.2)
() Let 1,(6) = 1(6) N [0,00), I_(6) = 1(é) N (—~00,0]. Then
2
if 1(¢) bounded then Z ||¢m||L‘;7t(R2xI+(¢)) =
m=1
2
if 1-(¢) bounded then > [t Ls  2r_(s)) = oo
m=1
(c) Assume, in addition, that the compatibility condition
(01 4+ 1A1)y = (02 + 1 As)Yn (3.3)
holds on R? x {0}. Then the identities (compare with (27) and (2.9))
Dl,lvbm = Dm,lvbla a114777, - amAAl - ,ug(wl,lvb—m)a mal = 07 1a 27 (34)

hold in R? x I($), where D,, = O, + 14, and
Yo = i(D1)1 + €Dathy) + 24191 + 2eAgthy.
We will also prove a stability result.

Proposition 3.2. Assume ¢ € H°°~! x H°°~1 and construct the mazimal extension
(I(¢), %) as in Proposition[31l. Assume J C I1(¢) is a compact interval, 0 € J. Let

Ny,g = WMl @ + Mlllzz, 112 = [ + [l [0 = [61]* + ||
Then there is &g = do(Ny.;) with the following property: if ¢’ € H*™' x H*' and
116" — &l 2wzy = 0 < do
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then
2
J C I(¢,) and Z ||Nr/n - NmH(L%L%—l—Li/tS)(RQXJ) SNw,J d.
m=1 ’

3.1. Linear and nonlinear estimates. The linear evolution associated to the
modified spin system is

i0pu 4 (07 + €d3)u = g. (3.5)

It was established in [5] that this linear evolution enjoys dispersive properties similar
to those of the Schrodinger evolution, in the sense that the standard Strichartz
estimates hold.

Lemma 3.3. If (p,p') and (q,q') are dual pairs, % + % = %, 2<p<oo, I CRis
an open interval and ty € I, then for any solution of ([3.35) on R? x I,

||u||(Lf°L§ﬂLng)(R2><I) SP ||u(t0)||L2 + Hg”(L}L§+Lf/LZ/)(R2><I)' (36)

To control higher regularity norms it is convenient to use Littlewood-Paley de-
compositions. Given an open interval I C R we define the Banach spaces X7(I),
>0,

X°(I)={pecC(:H):

lollxom = (D0 + 22N Pebllf e r2rns o2 wry)
keZ

1/2 < 00}7 (37)

where P denote smooth Littlewood-Paley projectionsE We will measure the non-
linearities AV, in the normed spaces Y defined by the norm

o 1/2
1llye) = ( E (1+22 k)’|Pk¢HigL§+Lﬁ{f’(R2xI)> ' (3-8)
keZ

It follows from (B.6) that if I C R is an open interval, to € I, and iQ;u+ (07 +€03)u =
g on R? x I, then

||u||(Lt°°L§ﬁL3,t)(R2><I) S llulto)llze + ||9||(L%L%+Li/g)(R2X]),

(3.9)
[ullxg S Tlulto)llae + llgllv, for any o € [0, 59 — 1].
Using the Littlewood-Paley square function estimate we notice that
||¢||(L°°LgmL4 YR2XT) 5 ||¢||X0(I)a
U (3.10)

"¢"Y°(I) 5 "¢"(L%L§+Li{f)(ﬂ£2x])'
We estimate now the nonlinearities N,,.

3More precisely, the operators Py, k € Z, are defined by the Fourier multipliers & — xx(|€]),
where (1) = 70(1/2%) — no(p/28~1) and 19 : R — [0, 1] is an even smooth function supported in
the interval [—-8/5,8/5] and equal to 1 in the interval [—5/4,5/4].
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Proposition 3.4. Assume that I C R is an open interval, 1, € C(I : H'), m =
1,2, and define N, as in 32). Assume also that

2
Z ||¢m||(L;tngZLE“‘)(R%I) sax<l (3.11)
m=1

Then

2
Z ”Nm”(LngJrL‘;{f)(R?xz) < a, (3.12)
m=1

and, if Y, € X YI), m = 1,2, then

2 2
D Nallyeoray S @D lvomll xeo-1ay- (3.13)
m=1 m=1

Assume, in addition, that ¢! € C(I : HY), m = 1,2, also satisfy B.I1), N, are
defined as in (32), and let

2
b= Z 1%, — wmH(L}?L}f/SﬂLéyt)(R?xI) < 2a.
m=1
Then
2
/ 2
Z N = Nm||(L,}Lg+L§{f)(R2x1) S a’b, (3.14)
m=1

and, if ! € X07N(I), m = 1,2, then

2 2
D NG, = Naallyeo-1y S @Y 1, = Yl xeo-11y
! " (3.15)

2
+ab Y ([¥mllxoo-101) + 19l x00-1))-

m=1

The rest of this subsection is concerned with the proof of Proposition B4 The
bounds ([B.I2) and ([BI3) clearly follow from (B.I4]) and ([B.I3) with ¢/, = 0. For
simplicity of notation, let LV L4 = LVLI(R? x I) in the rest of the proof. To prove
the bound (B.15) we work with frequency envelopes. For ¢ = gy — 1 we define, for
any k € Z,

2

an(0) = 3 [sup 27K V202 K (| Pty e s, + [ Potblligerznns )], (3.16)

= Ker

and
2

bk(a) - Z[sup 2_‘k_kll/zo%rkl||Pk’ (w;n - wm)”LfOLgmL;t]- (3-17)

L
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The envelope coefficients satisfy the inequalities

2 2
Zak(0)2 S Z(Wm”?xa(r) + e () Zbk )? < Z 19, — Ymll X1
m=1 m=1

keZ kEZ
(3.18)
ap (o) < 2FF200, (0), (o) < 2FF1/20h, (0), (3.19)
and
| Petomll Lo r2nrs, + | Py, lpgerznrs, S 27 Fay(0),
(3.20)

1P (¥r, — Yl Lo 1222, S 27 (o),

for m = 1,2 and k, k" € Z. The following simple lemma will be used several times
in this section.

Lemma 3.5. Assume f,g € C(I : L*) and p;,q € [1,00], i = 1,2,3, satisfy
1/p1+1/pa=1/ps and 1/q1 +1/q2 = 1/q3. For k € Z let

Pr = Z ||Pk’f||L§’1Lgla Vi = Z ||Pk’9||L?2ng.
|k —k| <20 |k —k| <20
Let
P = HfHLfnglv V= ||9HL§’2L32-
Then, for any k € Z,
1Pe(f o)l zores S 0D v +v ) i (3.21)
K>k k' >k
Proof of Lemma[3.4. We decompose
Pi(fg) = Pu(P<p—af - Pr—sr+39) + Pe(Pr—srt3f - P<x-19)

ki1,ko>k—3,|k1—k2|<8

where, for any interval J C R, Py =3, ; P; and P<j = P ;). The bound (B.21])
follows since || P<;fll n o < p and ||P<jg|[ 202 S v for any j € Z. O

We analyze now the coefficients of 1, in the nonlinearities N,,. Recall the for-
mulas, see Proposition 2.2

G2 = M%(¢1@) Ay = =V7'Ri(qa), A1 =V Ry(qna),

2
Ao =p Z THRIRy (R(Ditbm)) + 2|V RIS (Aptbmty) ] + g Z e[, 2.
m,l=1 m=1

(3.23)
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Lemma 3.6. Assume ,,,%. , m = 1,2, are as in Proposition and define

m’

A, AL, m=0,1,2, as in (323). Assume

(G,G) € {(Ao, AY), (AL, A7), (O AL, 0 AY), (0t U 0]) = m 1 = 1,2}
Then

HGHLf/2 + HG/HLf/Z < . (3’24)

L+, L34z, S

and, for any k € Z,

1PGll o2y, g2+ PG o2 < a2 %a(0), o=09—1.  (3.25)

L3412, ~
Moreover,
& — GHLf/ZLngL;t S ab, (3.26)
and, for any k € Z,
| Pe(G" — Oporgzage, S a2”7%b(a) + 627" ay (o). (3.27)

Proof of Lemma[38. We observe that the bounds ([B:24]) and (3:25]) are implied by
[B26) and (B.27)) respectively. We prove first the bound (.26]). Using the bounded-
ness of the Riesz transforms on LP(R?), p € (1, 00), it is clear that

2
16— Glliz, S @S I = s,
m=1

if (G,G") € {(OmAl, 0mA), (bmthi, ! 00) + m,l = 1,2}. In addition, using the
Sobolev embedding it follows that

2 2
DAL = Aullrzrs S llae = dhall o S @) 100 — ullie, (3.28)

In particular,

2
Y U Anllzgrs + 147 llsre] S @ (3.29)

m=1

thus
2 2
2
ST IAE — Al sy S 03 I — Yl
=1 m=1

as desired. Finally, assume that (G,G') = (Ao, Ap). For the quadratic terms in
the right-hand side of ([3:23]) we use the bound ([B326) for (G,G’) = (Y, ¥, 1)),
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m, 1 € {1,2}, which is already proved, and the boundedness of the Riesz transforms.
For the remaining cubic terms we estimate using ([B.28), for m,l = 1,2,

IV RS (AL 00,07 = Aol 2y S 1AL 0000 = Aol o2 ors
S AL = Anllgrgllvomtnll 5 2 + 1A o rs e, 0] — Yntill 3 372
< a®b.

This completes the proof of the bounds (3.:26) and (3.24)).

It remains to prove the bound B27). If (G, G") € {(OmAl, OmA}), (brmtby, W 407) -
m,l = 1,2} then, using (B.21) and (BI8)-(B.20), we estimate

|1Pu(G' =G|z, Sa Z 2= b (o) + b Z 27 a (o) < a27 b (o) + 2% ay,(0),

k>k k' >k

as desired. Using again the bounds (8.:21]) and (B.I8)—(3.20) we estimate, for m = 1,2
and k € Z,

1Pe(AL, = An)llczzs S I1Pe(v10% — vatn) | 1o 2
<a Z 27 % b (o) + b Z 27 4 () (3.30)

K>k K>k
< a2 by (0) + b2 ag (o).

In particular,
1Pe(Am)llzsrs + |1 Pe(Ap) I nsrs < a2” " ax(o). (3.31)

Recall also the bounds ([B.28)) and (3.29). Using again ([B.2I]) and (B.I8)-(3.20),
1Pe(AL = A2 o2,y S a*b27Fax(o) + a2 by (o),

as desired. Finally, assume (G,G") = (A, Af). For the quadratic terms in the right-
hand side of (3.23) we use the bound B.27) for (G, G’) = (Ymthy, ¢, 1)), which was
proved earlier. For the remaining cubic terms we use first (3.18)—([3.20) and (B.21])
to conclude that

|| Pe(4hr, ] — V)l 332 S b2~ % ay (o) + a2 F by (o),
for k € Z and m,l = 1,2. In particular

1P a2 + 1Pt | a2 S 027 an (o).
Also,

||1/};n$l/ - qumEHL?Lz/z 5 ab, ||7vb;nJI/HL§L2/2 + ||7vbm%||L?L2/2 5 a’.
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Recall also the bounds (3.28), (8.29), (8.30), (3.31]) for the coefficients A,,, m = 1,2,
1A%, — Amllzzre S ab, [ Amllzsrs + 1A%l s S a’,
1Pe(Ar, — An)llzse S a27 7 bk(0) + 027 Fay(0),
1 Pe(Am)l 2328 + |1 Pe( A pozs S a2” " ax (o).
Combining these bounds with ([B:21]) leads to
1Ps[V T RIS (AL 0,00) = VT RIS (At thn)]
SN Pe( A0, 0] — Amtomt) (L
< 27 (o) + a?b27 " ay(0).

This completes the proof of the lemma. U

2y

We complete now the proof of Proposition 3.4 Recall the formula

2
N = —iAgm + Y €T [11(01 A + O i) + (0 A1 + A7)

I=1
The bound (B.I4]) follows from this formula and the bounds (8.:24) and (3.:26). The

bound ([3I2) follows from ([B.I4) with ¢/ = 0.
To prove (B15]) we use the bounds (B:24)-([B:21), as well as the bounds

Wl , + ltllzs, S @ 6 — Ymllis, Sb,
1Pmllzs, + 1P, S 2 an(0), 1P — G)lle, S 2" bu(0),
for m = 1,2. Using (3.21)) it follows that for any k € Z
2
Z ||Pk(N7;~b — Nm)HL%L%_i_LAL/S < ab2_"kak(0) + a22_“kbk(a).
m=1

x,t

Thus, using (3I8))
D 2PN = NIE,

keZ ’

2

2
Sa' Z 10, — Yl %o () + 0V Z(H%J@(v(]) + [l Xe (1))-
m=1

m=1

Using the second inequality in (B.10) and (B.14])

2
Z ||Pk(Nr/n - Nm)”i%L%—i—Li{tg SJ CL4 Z:l H¢1/’)’L - wmniiytﬂL%nglf/s-
m=

keZ

The bound (B.IH) follows from the last two estimates and the first bound in (B.10).
This completes the proof of Proposition [3.4
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3.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1l and Proposition

Proof of Proposition[31 (a). Given (¢1,¢o) € HO™ x H~1 it follows from (3.9)
that for any € > 0 there is T. = T.(||¢1]| goo-1 + ||@2||groo-1) > 0 such that

2 2 .
||ezt (07 +€03) ¢2|| L12L12/°)(R2><Is) < g, 1= 1,2,

where I. = (=T.,T.). A standard fixed-point argument, combining the linear es-
timates (B.9) and the nonlinear estimates in Proposition B4, shows that there is
e > 0 sufficiently small and a unique solution (¢1,1,) € X7(I.) of the system
B.I-B.2).

In addition, it is easy to combine the nonlinear estimate (3.14]) and the linear
estimate (3.6) to prove the following uniqueness statement: assume I C R is an
open interval and v = (1, 19),9" = (i, 94) € C(I : H*) x C(I : H*) are solutions
of the equations

104 + (0F + €051y = iNom, 10!+ (0F 4+ €D = iN

on R? x [ for m = 1,2, where N,,, N/ are defined as in (32). If, in addition,
Y(to) = ' (to) for some ty € I then ¢ =" on I.

The existence and uniqueness of the maximal extension (I(¢),) follows by a
simple argument using Zorn’s lemma. 0

Proof of Proposition[31l (b). Tt is enough to prove the claim for I, (¢). We do this
by contradiction. Assume that I, (¢) = [0,77) is bounded and

2 2
S il D7 mllzs ger, oy < A € [1,00). (3.32)
m=1 m=1

It follows from (B.0]) and (32)) that

(VW) = Wn (07 + €03)thm — 1Wm (05 + €05)m + Noptm + Nyt
Thus

d -
E/]R? |1/}m‘2dx: /]R?(wam "‘wam) dx

2
= / [ = 20 Um (01 A1 + €02A2) +2) €T, Ay + O A))R(Um )| da
R2 =1

Using (8:32) and the definition of Ay, A, it follows that

Z ||¢m||(L°°L2r1L4 YR2X T4 (4)) 5 A%, (3-33)
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Thus, for any € > 0 there is M = M(e, A) and a partition I, (¢) = I, U... U I,
I =1T-1,T)), Ty = 0, Ty = T, with the property that

2
> bl WELa ywny S D=1 M. (3.34)

The nonlinear bound (3.13) and the second linear bound in (3.9) show that, for any
l=1,....M

Supz [m ()| 7701 S Z [ (1) || oo

telm 1

As a consequence

w3 (O lenr S Z nlleor (335)

tely () m=1
Moreover, the functions t — (11 (t),4(t)) converge in H*~t x Ho*"ast — T, in
contradiction with the maximality of I, (¢). O

Proof of Proposition[3.1] (¢). We need to prove that D,, are covariant derivatives
in the sense of (B.4]) assuming that v¢,,, m = 1,2 and A,,, m = 0, 1,2 satisfy the
identities in Proposition Bl (a), D11y = Dat)y at t = 0, and

¢0 = Z(D1¢1 + 6D2¢2) + 2A1¢1 + 2€A2¢2.
From (B.2)) it follows that
D1, D] = (01 Ay — D2 A1) = iuS (Y1) (3.36)

and this is the only covariant property which can be derived directly.
We define, for m =1, 2,

F =Dy — Do)y, H,, = D)o — Dot G = O Ao — o Am — Gmo,

where ¢no = pS(Yotm). The idea is to write an equation for the evolution in
time for [’ which allows us, under suitable conditions on the coefficients on some
time interval I 5 0, to prove that F'(0) = 0 implies F'(t) = 0 for all ¢ € I. Such
a computation involves H,,, G,,,m = 1,2, therefore we start by connecting these
expressions to F'.

The Schrodinger equation in (B]) was derived starting from exploiting the fact
that H,, = 0, see (Z19). We can redo the computations in ([2.19)-(2.20) assuming
only (3.36) and the identities in Proposition B.1] (a); the result is

Hl = ’éE(ag — ZAQ)F, Hg = —z'(@l — ZAl)F

Next we want to relate G,,,, m = 1,2 to F'. Undoing the computation that derived
222) from (2:27)), and taking into account that ([3.30]) holds, and Dyt — Doty = F
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we derive first
2
AAy = p Z A (Vibo) — pOSR(Y1 F) + pedr R(YoF).
=1

Then we continue with
AG) = A0, Ay — 9y Ay — uS (Y1)
= 1101053 (1hat) — LR F) + pediR(VaF) + pda0oS(Yrha) — 1053 (Y1¢00)
= —pd1 R F) + pediR(WVo F) + 10o[01S (Whatho) + 0o (W112) — 0o (¢1¢0)]
= —/ialaz%(wlf) + Ndﬁ%(wzf) + pdal.

iy
R

Based on the formulas derived above for Hy, Hy, we compute I separately,

I = 3(Dy¢atho + 12Dty + Doth9hy + 11 Dothy — Dothrthy — ¢1Dathy)
= S(Fibg) — (o Hy) + (¢ Hy)
= —OR(F - 11) — €O R(F - 1y).
Thus
AGy = pe(0F — B)R(F - hg) — 21, R(F - 1),
which gives
Gi = —pe(R} — R)(R(Fs)) + 2uB Ry (R(FYn)).
In a similar manner one obtains
Gy = — (B2 — R3)(R(F)) — 2p1eRy Ro(R(F ).
In particular, for any ¢ € I,

1G1llzz + [|Gallzz S IE |22 (allzee + llballee)- (3.37)

We derive now an evolution equation for F'. We begin with rewriting the evolution
equation for each 1, as follows

Doy = Ditbo — Hyy = Dy (iD1301 + 2A1901 + i€Dothy + 2€Aotha) — H,y,.

From this it follows

DoF + Gy — iGothy

= Do(D1t)2 — Dathy) +iG1pa — iGathy

= D1Dgtyy — D2Doth1 + iqo102 — iqo2tn

= D1Dyypg — D1 Hy — DoD1bg + Do Hy + iqo1t2 — iqo2ths

= (0} + €O3)F + (D1 Ay + AT + ey Ay + i€ A3) F + iquatho + igonths — iqoath

=i(07 + €03)F + (0141 + AT + €0y Ay + i€ A3)F.
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We multiply the equation by F, integrate over R?, and take the real part to obtain

2dt/|F| dx /éR ZGl’QDQ—I—ZGle) ] (01A1+682A2)F7dz

S ([l + l12llTe + 101 A [l + 110242l ) | 122,

where in the last line we have used ([3.37). Since F'(0) = 0, it follows that F'(t) =0
for all t € I. As a consequence H,, = G,, = 0,m = 1,2, hence the full covariant
calculus is preserved. O

Proof of Proposition[3.4. As in the proof of Proposition Bl (b), see the proof of
([B:33), we have

2
> 1l g r2nns y@exs) S 1+ Ny -
m=1

As in the proof of Proposition B1] (b), for any € > 0 we partition the interval J into
M = M(e, Ni,J) closed subintervals Ji, ..., Jy such that

> bl geptonss oy S 1= 1o M.
m=1

The proposition follows by applying Lemma [3.7] below on every subinterval J;. [

Lemma 3.7. Assume J = [t1,t3] is a compact interval and v, € C(J : HO™Y),
m = 1,2, are solutions of the equations

1O + (07 + €05) Uy, = iNom,
with N,,, defined as in (32). Assume, in addition, that

Z WmH(LELE/%L;Q(W“) < o,
m=1

for some ey sufficiently small. Then there is 6o sufficiently small with the following
property: if (¢}, ¢y) € HO™1 x H*! and

Z 6L, — Y (t2)]| L2r2) = 6 < o

then there is a solution (Yy,v) € C(J : H*™') x C(J : H*™1) of the system
10, + (O + €dp)un, = N, U(t) = &,
with N, defined as in (32), and

2
Z ||N1’/n - NmH(Ltle—i-Li/f)(szJ) S 5 (338)
m=1
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Proof of Lemma[3.77 We may assume t; = 0. From Proposition B.I] (a), there is
t, > 0 such that J' = [0,t,] C I(¢'). Choose t}, € (0,t2] N I(¢') with the property

2
Z ||w1,’n||(L%2L;2/50Li’t)(R2XJ,) S 260

m=1
By applying (3.9) and (.14 it follows that
(A -
< Cllin(0) — U O)l12 + O — ¥l s arry
Thus, if €¢ is sufficiently small,
W~ il gy < 208

As a consequence, if & is sufficiently small, S22 _ ||¢!,
The function H : I, (¢') — [0, 00),

12/5

lwierzmns y@ex < 320/2

2
. /
H(t) = 2—1 me”(LgZL}f/%L;t)(WX[07t})’

is continuous, H(0) = 0, and, as proved above,
if t € I(¢") N [0,t5] and H(t) < 2gq then H(t) < 3go/2.

It follows that H(t) < 3go/2 for any t € I(¢') N[0, t]. Using Proposition B (b), it
follows that [0,%5] C I(¢'). In addition, using (3.14) and (3.9)),

2 2
Z”ern o NmH(LngJrLi{f)(RZxJ) < Cg; Z 194 — wm||(L%2Li2/sﬁL‘;’t)(R2><J)
m=1 m=1

2 2
< GO = Oz +C D7 N = Naall g 1308y
m=1 m=1
The bound (B.38) follows, if € is sufficiently small. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section we prove Theorem [[L1l Given data f € H° as in Theorem [L.1] we
construct first a suitable Coulomb frame (v, w) in T} S, and the fields ¢y, po € H7O7L.
Then we construct the maximal solution (I(¢),v) of the modified spin system,
using Proposition B.Jl Finally, we construct the maximal solution s on the interval
I(f) = I(¢), by integrating the fields 1,,.

We prove now the uniqueness of the maximal solution (I(f), s). For this it suffices
to prove the following uniqueness statement:
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Proposition 4.1. Assume I C R is an open interval, ty € I, and s,s" € C(I : f[”o)
are solutions of the equations

Ois = 5 X, (s11 + €522) + 51(2 — €52(, G = =Ry V208 -, (51 %, 52)],

Ops' = 8 X, (81, + €893) + $1G5 — €5y, = —Rn V7 208" -, (57 X 83)]-
Assume also that s(ty) = s'(to). Then s = s on R x I.

Proof of Proposition[{.1. We use first Proposition 2.1l and Proposition to con-
struct Coulomb frames (v, w) and (v/,w’), and fields 1, 1o, ¥}, 00y € C(I : HY),
which solve the evolution equations

10y + (07 4 €05)hy = iNy, 100, + (07 + €)W = iN!,
where N,,, N}, are defined as in ([2.20)). Since s(tg) = s'(tg), we may assume that the
frames (v, w) and (v, w') agree at time ¢ = ¢, (by choosing v(0,0,ty) = v'(0,0,y)).
Thus ¥y, (tg) = ¥ (ts), m = 1,2. The uniqueness statement in the proof of Propo-
sition B.1] (a) shows that 1, = v/, on R? x I. The formulas ([2.26) and (2.24]) show
that ¢ = ¢ and A,, = A!, on R* x I, m = 0, 1,2. Finally, the linear systems (2.5])
show that s = s, v = ¢/, w = w' in R? x I, as desired. d

We construct now the initial-data fields ¢1, ¢s.

Proposition 4.2. Assume f € H and Q € R, Q-,f(0,0)=0,Q-,Q=1. Then
there are unique C® functions v, w : R? — R3,

v, f=0, v,v=1 w=fx,v, v(0,0)=0Q, (4.1)
with the following property: if we define
Om =V O f + 1w, O f,  Ap =w-, Opv (4.2)
then ¢, € HOO7L, m = 1,2,
Ay ==V 'Ri(q2), A=V 'Rao(qr2), qu2=pS(dr1h2), (4.3)
(O +1iA1)pe = (02 + 1A2) 1. (4.4)

and, form =1,2,
O f = vR(Pm) + wS(m),
8m'w = _f:u%(gbm) —vA,.
Proof of Proposition[{.9 The existence and uniqueness of the frame v, w is a conse-

quence of Proposition 211 (applied to the function s : R? x (—1,1), s(x,t) = f(x)).
The identities (4.1])-(4.5) are derived in section [21
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It remains to prove that ¢, ¢, € H°~. For this we use a simple elliptic bootstrap
argument based on the system (4.35]) and the identities

{ G =y O f + 0 -, O f, (16)

Ay = =V 'Ri(q12), Ay = V' Ry(q1a), Q12 = pS(P102).

Let Qo =1(1,0,0) € S, and

11l 700 = Ao (f, Qo) = ILf = Qollzee + D 10mf | sroo-1-

m=1

By construction, f,v,w, ¢, Ay, are continuous functions on R? and

2
11l + ol + fwllz= + Y (omllzzare + | Amllinr=) < CUUflge)-  (47)

m=1
For 0 =0,1,... and p € [1,00] let
107gllr =Y 1107852910
o1+oo=0

It follows from (4.5) and (A7) that
10" fllanzee + 10 0]l Lsnze + 1|0 0| Lanze < CUflle0)-

Using (L0)) it follows that [|0'¢m|r2nre < C(||f]lj700) and then [|0' Al r2ape <
C([fll o) Thus

10" fllzanzer + 10"l Lanzen + 10"l anre

2
+ 310" bmll ez + 110" Al 2o ) < CUfll o0

m=1
where p; = p1(09) is sufficiently large. A simple inductive argument then shows that

107 fllanzes + 1070l Lanres + 107wl LaLrs

2
; U (4.8)
+ 2 (107 bmllzzarre + 107 Al znzee) < OO Nlze0),

m=1

foro=1,...,00 — 2 and p, = p;/2°~*. We apply (0] one more time to conclude
that |07 v||pa + |07 w| e < C(||fllgoy)- Finally, we use the first identity in
(L8] to conclude that [|[07° 'y, |2 < C(|| ]| goo), m = 1,2, as desired. O
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4.1. Construction of the maximal solution (/(f),s). In this subsection we
construct a maximal solution s of the initial-value problem (LI2)). Given data
fe HY_ we construct a frame (v,w) and the fields ¢y, ¢ € H°°~! as in Proposition
Then we construct the maximal solution ¢ = (¢1,v9) € C(I(¢) : H!) x
C(I(¢): H°™') as in Proposition B (a),

O + (07 + €03 = iNmy  Un(0) = b, (4.9)
where

2
Now = =iAgthm + Y €T [Y1(0An + O AL) + U (=01 A, + A7),

=1

Q2 = 4 ) Ay = -V~ RI(Q12) A = V_le(%z)a

Sy
2 o [ 2
- Z "R Ry (R(Wibm)) + 2|V RS (Apthnth)] + 5 3 et g2
=1 m=1
(4.10)
In view of Proposition 3] (¢) and (4.4]), the identities
D,, = D, 0y, N Ay, — O A = uS(WPdm), m,l=0,1,2, (4.11)

hold in R? x I(¢), where D,, = ,, + i4,, and

2
o = i(Dya)y + eDatha) 4+ 241901 + 2 A1)y = Z " (10t + Anthy).  (4.12)

At time t = 0, the functions f,v,w, ¢,,, A,, satisfy the identities

Omf = UéR(QSM) + w%(¢m)a
amv = _.fuéR(QSm) + wAma (413)
Opw = — fuS(om) — vAm,
for m = 1,2 (compare with ([4.3])), and
'U',uf:w',u,fzv',uw:o7 U.ﬂv:w.“w:,u/f.ule' (414)

We define the functions C' functions s, v, w : R* x I(¢) — R? as the solutions of
the linear homogeneous ordinary differential equations

dos = vR(¢o) + wS(th),
dov = —suR (o) + wAo, (4.15)
Oow = —suS(Yg) — vAy,

where s(,.0) = f, v(.,0) and w(.,0) are defined as before (compare with (2.3])).
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We show first that the identities in (&I4]) continue to hold in R? x I(¢). For this
we compute, using the definition (4.15),

Go(v -y s) = (=suR(to) + wAo) s + (vR(¢ho) + wSI(¢o)) -4
= Ao(w -y 8) + (W) (v -y w) + R(o) (v -pv = 1) = (%)(MS w8 = 1),
Similarly, we compute
Oo(w -y s) = —Aog(v -y 8) + R(Wo) (v - w) + (o) (w - w = 1) = I(¢ho) (s - s — 1),
B0t 1) = —R() ( 5) — ()0 o+ a1 = a0
Oo(ps -ps —1) = 2M§R(¢o)(v wS) 203 (1/10)( ws),
(v -y v —1) = =2uR(¢o)(v -, S) + 240 (w )
Oy 30— 1) =~ ()0 ) 20 0.
In view of (4.14), it follows that
Vs = WS =vw = ps,s—1 =v -1 =w,w—1=0 on R*x I(¢). (4.16)

In addition, since s X, v = w, w X, s = v, and v X, w = ps at t = 0, we have, by
continuity,

SX, V=W, UX,W=/US, WX,S=0 on R? x I(¢). (4.17)

We prove now that the identities (£.I3) continue to hold in R? x I(¢), for m = 1, 2.
For m = 1,2 let X,,, = 0pns — vR(Wm) — wS(Un), Yin = O + spR(y,) — wA,,,
Zm = Opw + suSS (1) + vA,,. Using the definition (EIH) we compute

90(Xm) = O [vR(tho) + w%(%)] — Oo[vR (V) + wS ()]
= [0 R(Y0) — R (Vin)] + w[0 S (Yho) — TS (¢m)]
+ (Omv)R(¢o) + ( w)S(Yo) = (Gov)R(Ym) — (Oow) (Y-

Using 0,0 = Yy, + wA,, — suR(y,) and O,w = Z,, — vA;, — suS(1y,), and the
identities (4.I5)), this becomes

YiuR(0) + ZnS(tho) + v[0nR (Vo) — OoR(Vim) — AmS (o) + A0S (V)]
+ w[0mS (Vo) — 0o (Vm) + AR (o) — AeR(Y)]
= Yo R(Y0) + ZmS (o) + vR(Dimtbo — Do) + wS(Dpthy — Dotim).

Using the identities (A1), it follows that
a0()(771) = Ym%(wO) + Zm%(,@bO)
Similar computations give

00 (Vi) = = XmpR(¢o) + Zn Ao, 00(Zm) = —XmpuS(Yo) — Y Ao.
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Since X,,, Yo, Z,, vanish at t = 0, we conclude that the identities
Oms = VR(Wp) + WS (),
Omv = _S:U’%(wm) +wAp, (418)
Omw = —spuS () — vAn,,
hold in R? x I(¢), for m =0, 1,2.
Using (418), (£.16), (£17), we derive
28 -y (81 Xy 52) = 2u[R(P1)S (W) — (1) R(Y2)] = =210,
thus, using (LI0) and @I0),
(1 = —24,, G2 = 24;. (4.19)
Then, using (£18) and @.I7),

s X, (511 + €522) + 51C2 — €523

= > 5 x5 O (WR(Wm) + wS( W) + 2(0R (W) + wS(n)) A

m=1

_ Z " (O R () + AmSWm)) + V(—0mS(Wm) + AmR(Um)].

Using (IZ:IEI) and the definition (L.12)
dos = wS(tho) + vR(tho)
2 2

=w Y 0 R(WUn) + AnSWn)) + 0 Y (=00 (Um) + AR (V).

m=1 m=1
Therefore s is a solution of the initial-value problem ([LI2]), as desired.

We show now that s € C(I(¢) : H?). The definition (£I5) and the fact that
s,v,w are bounded at time ¢ = 0 show that

s,v,we C(I(g) : L*™).

In addition, ¥,y € C(I(¢) : H°™'), and, using the definition ([EI0), A;, Ay €
C(I(¢) : L*) and 071052 A1,071052 Ay € C(I(¢) : L?) for any 01,09 € Z; with
o1+ 09 € [1,00 — 1]. A simple elliptic bootstrap argument, as in the proof of
Proposition [4.2] using the identities (ZI8)) for m = 1,2, shows that

015,005 € CUI(6) - H™™), 0%, &, 0w, BB € C(I(6) : HO2),

as desired.
Finally, using again the identities (£I8)) and (IZ:EI) we compute

|Ds| = Z@msuﬁsl/z Zwm 22— ). (4.20)
m=1
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It follows from Proposition 3.1 (b) that

if I, (¢) bounded then |||Ds|||L37t(RzX]+(¢)) = 00,
if I_(¢) bounded then [[|Ds|[| 11 (r2x1_(4)) = 00

In particular, the solution (I(¢),s) is a maximal solution in the sense of Theorem
[LIl This completes the existence part of the proof.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

Given f € H and Q € R3 with Q - f(0,0) =0, @ -, Q = 1, we define the
frame (v,w) and the fields ¢y, ¢y € H°~! as in Proposition We would like
to understand first how the functions ¢,, depend on the choice of the point Q.
Assume Q' € R?, Q"+, f(0,0) =0, Q' -, Q" = 1 is another point and construct the
corresponding frame (v, w’) and the differentiated fields ¢/, m = 1,2. Then

v/ =wvcosy +wsin, w' = —vsiny + wcos Yy,

for some xy € C*(R? : R). A simple computation shows that A/, = w' -, d,,v" =
A + Omx. However A, = Al | since the connection coefficients A,, are defined
canonically in (2.11]), thus

x = constant  on RZ.
It follows from the definition (£.2]) that
¢ =z2pn, m=1,2  for some constant z € C with |z| = 1. (5.1)

To summarize, at the level of the fields ¢, the change of the base point @) leads
to the simple transformation law (5.I)). Similarly, if g € C3(I : H°°) for some open
interval I C R and the fields ,,, m = 0,1,2, are defined as in Proposition 2.1]
using a global Coulomb gauge, then the change of the base point @ leads to the
transformation

U= z2,, m=0,1,2, for some constant z € C with |z| = 1. (5.2)

We can now define the semidistance d': assume f, f' € H, fix Q,Q € R3,

Q.Q=Q-,Q =10, f0,0) =Q" -, f/(0,0) = 0, and define frames (v,w),
(v, w') and differentiated fields ¢,,, ¢! as in Proposition [£.2l Then, we define

d'(,f) = inf (261 = Gillze + 1262 = 6hl13:]

2 (5.3)

Similarly, given an open interval I, a point ty € I, and g,¢' € C3(I : f[“o), fix
Q>Q, € ]R37 Q yn Q = Q, yn Q/ = ]-7 Q ‘u g(oa07t0) = Q, u g/(oaoatO) = 0, and define
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frames (v, w), (v',w’) and differentiated fields 1y, 1!, as in Proposition 2.1l Then,

we define
. . 1/2
P}(gjgl) = \ll\l:fl [HZ@Dl - %H%;”Lg([k?x[) + [|z1b2 — %H%g%g(ﬂa?xl)}

(5.4)

. 1/2
+ Ii?:fl [||21/11 - w1’|%‘;7t(R2XI) + [[zths — 1/}é||2L§’t(R2><I)}

In view of the discussion above, the definitions (5.3]) and (5.4)) depend only on the
functions f, f’ and g, ¢’ respectively (in the sense that they do not depend on the
choice of the points @, Q') and clearly define semidistance functions on H° and
C3(I : H) respectively.

The identities and the inequality in (LI3]) follow from the definitions and the iden-
tities (A.5]) and (2.15) respectively. Theorem is also an immediate consequence
of Proposition [3.2] the construction in subsection [4.1] and the observation that if
1 = (11,19) is a solution of the initial value problem (B.1])-(3.2)) corresponding to
data ¢ = (¢1,P2), then z1p = (291, z109) is also a solution corresponding to data
20 = (201, 2¢2), for any z € C with |z| = 1.

We prove below several additional properties of the semidistance function d'. It
is not hard to see that the semidistance function p} also satisfies similar properties.

For 7 > 0 and p € R? we define the maps §,,7, : Hoo — f[”o,

(0 f)(z) = flra),  (f)(z) = f(z +p).
We define the connected Lie groups G, p = %1,
G, ={0 € M3(R):'O -n,-O =1, det(O) =1, O-*(1,0,0) € S,.}.

Thus G; is the orthogonal group SO(3) and G_; is the Lorentz group SO(2,1). We
observe that if O € G, and z,y € R? then Oz-,0y = z-,y and Oz x,0y = O-(xx ,y)
(this last identity requires det(O) = 1). Given O € G, we define Rp : H7* — H,

(Rof)(x) =0 - f(x).

Proposition 5.1. (a) For any r € (0,00), p € R*, O € G, and f, f' € H
d'(6.f,6.f)y=d"(f.[).  d"(rf.mf") = d (. ), d'(Rof,Rof')=d'(f.[).
In addition, >

d*(f, ) =0 ifand only if f' = Rof for some matriz O € G,.  (5.6)

[ (b)) The mapping (f, f') — d*(f, f') is continuous from (f[”o,dao) X (f["o,dgo) to
0, 00).

Proof of Proposition 5. The identities (5.5]) are straightforward consequences of
the definitions. Also it is easy to check that d'(f, Rof) =0if f € H and O € G,,.
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Thus, for (5.6]), it remains to prove that
it d'(f,f)=0 ‘then f =Rof forsomeO €G,. (5.7)

To prove this, we notice that the infimum in (5.3)) is attained (since the function in
the right-hand side is continuous in z). Thus, if d'(f, f’) = 0 then there is zy € C
with |zo| = 1 such that ¢/, = 2o, m = 1,2. It follows from ([L3) that A! = A,
m = 1,2. By rotating the frame (v, w) (see the discussion leading to (5.1])), we may
assume that zp = 1. To summarize, we have triples (f,v,w) and (f’,v’,w’) as in
Proposition [£.2lwith the property that the coefficients ¢,, and A, (see (4.2)) agree
with the coefficients ¢/, and A/ respectively. Then there is a unique matrix O € G,
such that

Rof(0,0) = f'(0,0), Rov(0,0) =2(0,0), Row(0,0)=w'(0,0).
Let 0f = f'— Rof, v =v — Rov, dw = w' — Row. Using (45)

O (0f) = (00)R(Pm) + (6w)S(dnm),

Om(0v) = =(0f)uR(Pm) + (dw) A,

On(610) = —(6 S () — (60) An
on R?, for m = 1,2. Since 6 f, dv, dw vanish at (0,0) it follows that §f vanishes in
R2, as desired.

We prove now part (b). Since d is a semidistance, it suffices to prove that for any
f € H? and € > 0 there is § = 6(f,¢) > 0 such that

if /'€ H and d,,(f, f') < 6 then d'(f, f') < e. (5.8)

Given f, f" as above we fix Coulomb frames (v, w) and (v/,w’) as in Proposition [.2]
with |v(0,0) —2'(0,0)| < J, and construct the fields ¢, and ¢/,. Since f is bounded,
there is N = N(f) > 1 such that

1 llzoe + 1 e + [ollzee + 1[0l 2o + [lwllzee + lw'|[zee < N. (5.9)

Also, since ¢y, = v+, Op, f +iw -, O, f and @, = V-, O f' +iw" -, Oy, f, it follows from
(59) and the definition of the distance d,, (see (L9)) that there is R = R(f,e) > 1

such that
2

> Uemllzea=ry + 1Ol 2qa=ay) < /4.

m=1

Thus, for (5.8)) it suffices to prove that

2
Z b — Ol Lo (floi<ry) SO, (5.10)
m=1

where the implicit constant in (5.10) is allowed to depend on ¢, N, R.
Recall that the functions ¢,,¢; and ¢/,¢;, m,l = 1,2, do not depend on the choices
of the frames (v, w) and (v',w’) respectively (see the discussion at the beginning of
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section [2). Therefore, by working with local frames (v,w) and (v, w') satisfying
(E9) and [v —v'| + |w — w'| < 0, it follows that

2
> N608] — dmillrnz=y@2) S 6.

m,l=1

As a consequence,
2
> AL — Apllre S 0. (5.11)
m=1

We prove now the bound (5.10). We use the differential equations
8m/U:_:uf'tmf'n,u'v_'_(fx,uv)Amv m:1727

see (LH), and the corresponding equations for v'. We take the difference of the
equations and use (B.I1]) and the bounds |f' — f| <6, [Onf' — O f| S 0 to conclude
that

|0 (v — )| < o' — o] + 6, m=1,2.

Since |v/(0,0) — v(0,0)] < ¢ it follows that |[v' — v| < ¢ in the ball {|z| < R}. The
bound (E.I0) follows. O

6. REDUCTION TO THE DAVEY—STEWARTSON II EQUATION

It is well known that the Ishimori system, which corresponds to € = —1, is related
to the Davey—Stewartson Il equation, at least in the focusing case p = 1. In this
section we derive this connection explicitly, starting from our modified spin system,
see Proposition 2.2l Recall the formulas

V1), Ay = -V 'Ri(q), Ay =V Ry(qa),

/Q

qi2 = M

]

AO €m+1 [RlRm (%(%,@Dm» + 2|V|_1Rl%(Am¢m%)} +

1

VIS

2
1 >
m=1

m,l

and the equations

Ot + (07 + €03y = iN,

2
Now = —iAgthm + Y €T [Y1(— ot + 20m A1) + Um(—01 A, + A7)

=1
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Assume in this section that e = —1 (the Ishimori system). In this case we expand
2

2
pAs = 7 € R (R(m) + 20V RIS(Apin )] + 5 D € |t

m,l=1 m=1
2 2 2
= 3 R, (RT)) + 5 3l 42 Y VT RIALS(, )

m,l=1 m=1 m,l=1

N~

1 1 ’ .
= Bi(|01") = B3 ([wal’) + Slen = Slal* +2 3 VT Ra(An - )

m,l=1

1
)

1
= (B = B)([91* + [al*) + pV 2 F

(R} — RO (|1 > + [2]?) + 2uV " Ro(A1qiz) — 2uV " Ry (Asga)

where, using the Coulomb condition 0;A; + 0y A5 = 0,

F =205(A1q12) — 201(Aaqa1) = 202(A101 Ay — A102 A1) + 201 (A0, Ay — As02 Ay)
= 20,01 (A142) + A20: Ay — A102 A1) + 20, [—02(A1As) — A101 A1 + Az01 Ay
N )

Thus
Ag = S(BY = B ([l + [ual?) + A7 — 43 (6.3)

We compute now, using (G.2])

iNT = Aoty + iy (=01 Ay + 1AT + 8, A5 — i AZ) + i1 201 Ay — itha(—qua + 201 As)

= 1 SR = B (W + ) — i@ +01.A2)

= %[wl - (RE = R) ([ ? + [al?) + ihy - (RY — R%)(2,uq12)].

Similarly,
iNy = Aoty + iha (=01 Ay + 1AT + 8 Ay — i A3) + i1 (—qo1 + 202 A1) — 110220, A,
= o SR — B (W + ) + i (0o Ay + 01 )
= v (B = BO(nl* + |val®) — i - (B2 — R3) 2nano) .
Thus the system in the first line of (6.2]) becomes

(i0o + 07 — B3)hr = fuor + igibe, (0 + OF — 03)2 = fips —igiby,
f=(u/2) (R} — R)([n ] + [a]?), g = (1/2)(R} — R3)(2uq12).
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This system can be decoupled: let &, = 1; 4 11)5. Then
(0o + 0F — 05)Py = (f + )@,
(i + 0f — 03)®— = (f — g)®_.

Finally, we observe that
f+9=(u/2)(R; = BY)(|r]” + [l + 23(¥nh2)) = (1/2)(RY — B3) (@1 D),
f=g=(/2)(R] = B3)(|tr]* + [¥a]” — 23 (¢1¢n)) = (p/2)(R] — R})(2-2-).
Therefore we get two decoupled identical equations, for & = &
(i00 + 0 — 95)® = (n/2) (R} — Ry)(|2[*) - @. (6.4)

This is the Davey—Stewartson II equation.

In other words, in the Ishimori case ¢ = —1, the modified spin system derived in
Proposition can be simplified algebraically to the Davey—Stewartson Il equation
(64), which holds for both functions &, = 1) £ ithy. This can be used to simplify
the analysis of the modified spin system in section [ in the case ¢ = —1. Using
inverse scattering methods, it is known that the defocusing Davey-Stewartson II
equation admits global solutions for H°~! data with suitable decay at infinity (see
[13]-]15]). The analysis in subsection A1l shows that this leads to global solutions
of the original defocusing Ishimori system. More precisely, we have the following
large-data global regularity theorem:

Theorem 6.1. Assume 0p = 10, p =€ = —1, and f € Hoo. Assume, in addition,
that f 1is constant outside a compact set. Then there is a unique global solution
s € C3(R : H°) of the defocusing Ishimori initial-value problem
{ Ors =5 X (511 + €592) + 5102 — €52C1,  Gn = —Rmv_l[Q,US 7 (51 Xy s2)],
s(0) = f.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

In this section we prove Proposition 21l The idea is to construct the frame (v, w)
as the unique solution of the ODE (2.I5). The main step is the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. Assume s, to, and Q) are as in Proposition[2.1. Then there is a unique

function v € CY(R? x I : R3) with the properties

— st s A -
{ 8mv— US 8m8 um 'U+(S Xuv)Amu m 071727 (Al)

U(O, O, t()) = Q

In additionv -, s =0 andv-,v=1 onR* x I.
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Proof of LemmalA 1. We may assume t; = 0 and observe that the first equation
in (A.I)) is consistent with the corresponding equation in (2.I%), since R(¢,,) =
V-, Oms = tﬁms-mm and w = s x,v. The equations are of the form 0,,,v = B,,-v, for
some continuous matrices B,,, which gives the uniqueness of v. To prove existence,
we define first v(x1,0,0), ; € R, by solving the linear homogeneous ODE

Ow=—ps-'os-m, v+ (sx, v)A, v(0,0,0) = Q. (A.2)

The function v(.,0,0) is a well-defined C! function on R. Using the equation,

O(s-pv)=0(sn-v)="0s-n,-v+"'s-m,[—us-"Os-n,-v+(sx,v)A] =0,
thus s(z1,0,0) -, v(x1,0,0) = 0 for x; € R. Using the equation again

Oh(v-,v) = o (*v - Ny~ v) = 2ty - Ny~ [—ps - 'Oy s - M- v+ (s X, 0)A)] =0,

thus v(x1,0,0) -, v(z1,0,0) = 1 for z; € R.
We extend now v to R? x {0} by solving the linear ODE, for every x; fixed,

Bav = —pus - 10ys My - v+ (5 X, 0) Ay, (A.3)
with v(z1,0,0) determined before. The same argument as before shows that
v,s=0 and wv-,v=1 onR?x{0}. (A.4)
We prove now the identity
Ow=—ps-'os-m, v+ (sx, v)A; on R? x {0}. (A.5)
Let X =010+ ps-'ois-n,-v— (s xuv)gl. In view of (A.2)
X(z1,0,0) =0 for any z; € R. (A.6)

Since v+, s =0 and v+, v =1 on R? it is clear that v-, X = 0 on R?. Also

s, X ="sm,[Ow+ps-tos n,v—(sx,v)A] =0 ("s ., -v)=0,
on R? x {0}. Let w = s x, v, and observe that, as a consequence of (A7),
wov=w,s=w,w—1=0, VX, W= {18, WX, s=u. (A.7)
For (A.5)) it remains to prove that w -, X = 0, which is equivalent to proving that
Yw-m,-8v—A; =0  onR?x {0}. (A.8)
Using (A.3), we have
Oow = 08 X, U — vAy = —psS(d) — vAs  on R? x {0}, (A.9)
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where, on R? x {0}, ¢, = v, Ops +iw -, 08, m = 1,2. Thus, using also (A3) and
the definition (2.11]),
o (*w - Ny - O1v — 12(1) ="Ohw - Ny 0w + fw - Ny - 01020 — 82111
= — ()" -y - Do+ "w - O(—pis - Dos -y - v+ wAR) — DAy
(o) v-m, - Ors — p(tw - n, - Ors) (v - m, - Oas) + O, Ay — On A, (A.10)
S(d2)R(1) — S (p1)R(d2) + 1 Ay — DA

0
I
0.

The identity (A.8) follows since (‘w -7, - v — A;)(x1,0,0) = 0, using (A.6). This
completes the proof of ([A.]).

Finally, we extend the vector v to R? x I by solving the linear ODE, for every
(x1, z2) fixed,

v = —ps-'0ps M, v+ (s xuv)ﬁo, (A.11)
with v(z1, z2,0) defined earlier. As before, it is easy to see that
v,s=0 and wv-,v=1 onR*®xI. (A.12)

It remains to prove the identities

O = — 15 - 05 - My - v + (5 X, V) A, on R? x I, (A.13)

for m = 1,2. For this we let V,,, = 0,0 + 8- 05 -1, - v — (s xuv)ﬁm, m = 1,2, and
observe that v-,Y;, = s-,Y,, = 0, as a consequence of (A.12). A computation similar

to (AI0) (using the definition (2I1)) of the coefficients A,,) shows that w-,Y,, =0,
where w = s x, v. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We complete now the proof of the proposition. Let w = s X, v, so
w-,v =w-,s =w,w—1=0, UX W = s, wx,s=v, onR*xI. (A.14)

Let ¢y, = v+, Ops +iw -, Opys, m = 0,1,2. Using (A1), 0,5 = vR(¢y,) + wS(¥n),
thus using (A.14]) again and Lemma [A]]

OmW = O Xy U+ 8 Xy O = — 18 (¢,) —wA,, onR?x I,

for m = 0,1,2. The identities (2.I5)) follow. The identities (2.13)) and ([2.14) follow
from (A14)) and the identities (Z.I7).

A simple bootstrap argument using the fact that s € C3([ : H 70)  as in the proof
of Proposition 22], shows that v, w € C3(R%x I : R?) and that g, 11, ¢y € C(I : HY).
This completes the proof of the proposition.
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