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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE CHERN-SIMONS-HIGGS
EQUATIONS WITH FINITE ENERGY

SIGMUND SELBERG AND ACHENEF TESFAHUN

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Cauchy problem for the Chern-Simons-Higgs
equations on the (2+1)-dimensional Minkowski space-time is globally well
posed for initial data with finite energy. This improves a result of Chae and
Choe, who proved global well-posedness for more regular data. Moreover, we
prove local well-posedness even below the energy regularity, using the the null
structure of the system in Lorenz gauge and bilinear space-time estimates for
wave-Sobolev norms.

1. INTRODUCTION

The (241)-dimensional abelian Chern-Simons-Higgs model was proposed by
Hong, Kim and Pac [5] and Jackiw and Weinberg [8] in the study of vortex so-
lutions in the abelian Chern-Simons theory. The Lagrangian for the model is

K v
E = ZEN pAMFVp + DN¢DM¢ - V (|¢|2) ’

on the Minkowski space-time R'*? = R; x R2 with metric g,, = diag(1,—1,—1).
Here D, = 0,,—1A,, is the covariant derivative associated to the gauge field A, € R,
F, = 8,A, — 8,A, is the curvature, ¢ € C is the Higgs field, V(|¢]*) € R is a
Higgs potential, x > 0 is a Chern-Simons coupling constant, and €*"” is the skew-
symmetric tensor with €92 = 1. Greek indices range from 0 to 2, Latin indices
from 1 to 2, and repeated upper/lower indices are implicitly summed.

The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations are

1
(11) F;uz = ;Euupjpa DMD#(ZS = _¢V/ (|¢|2) ’
where
J? = 21m ($D°¢) .

There is a conserved energy,

B - [ <Z Du(t,a) +V (|¢<t,x>|2)> dz,

and the equations are invariant under the gauge transformations
(12) Ay — A, = A, +0.x, b — ¢ =eXg, D, — D;, =0, —iA),

hence we may impose an additional gauge condition. In this paper we rely on the
Lorenz condition 0 A, = 0.
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A typical potential is V (r) = s =2r(1—r)? (see [5, 8]), in which case there are two
possible boundary conditions to make the energy finite: Either |¢| — 1 as |z] — oo
(the topological case) or |¢p| — 0 as |z| = oo (the non-topological case).

We are interested in the Cauchy problem for the non-topological case, which
received considerable attention recently. Local well-posedness for low-regularity
data was studied in [6, 1, 11, 7], but the energy regularity was not quite reached;
Huh [7] came arbitrarily close to energy using the Coulomb gauge. In this paper we
close the remaining gap, using the Lorenz gauge. In fact, we prove that the problem
is locally well posed not only at the energy regularity but even a little below it.
From the local finite-energy well-posedness we get the corresponding global result
by exploiting the conservation of energy and the residual gauge freedom within
Lorenz gauge. In particular, we improve the earlier result of Chae and Choe [2],
who proved global well-posedness for more regular data, namely with one derivative
extra in L? compared with energy.

In order to pose the Cauchy problem one should know the observables F),,, J*
and E at time ¢t = 0, so it suffices to specify ¢(0) and D,¢(0). Since we are
interested in the non-topological case we assume V(0) = 0. Moreover we assume
that V’(r) has polynomial growth, hence E(0) is absolutely convergent if

(13) D,6(0) € L2,

(1.4) »(0) € LP for all 2 < p < oo,
which imply

(1.5) J*(0) = 2Tm(¢(0)D?$(0)) € H~ /2,
since by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on R2,

(1'6) ||2Im(79)||H—1/2 <C H79HL4/3 < ||fHL4 ”gHL2 .

Here H® = H*(R?), |s| < 1, is the completion of S(R?) with respect to the
norm || f| 7. = ||1¢I° f({)HLQ, where f(€) is the Fourier transform of f(z). A direct
characterization is

H* = F N (L2(E*d)  (Is| < 1)
Here s > —1 ensures that S C L2(|¢|** d¢) (densely), and s < 1 ensures that func-

tions in L2(|§|25 d§) are tempered, so the inverse Fourier transform can be applied.
We also need the inhomogeneous space H® = H*(R?), which is the completion of

S(R?) with respect to || f|| 5. = H<§>Sf(§)HL2, where (&) = (1 + |§|2)1/2.
Recall the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalities

S 1 1 S
@D Wl <CIYE fl, (1<p<q<oo, ———=—),
p q 2
s >

s 2
(18) i~ <UD A (p21 5> 2).
where |V| = (—=A)Y2 and (V) = (1 — A)/2. In particular, H' C L? for all
2 < p < oo, and

(1.9) 1f9llL < N fllpallgllps S g llgllgn -
The notation a < b stands for a < Cb.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

Since the value of the positive constant « is irrelevant for our analysis, we shall
set K = 1. Augmented with the Lorenz gauge condition 0*A, = 0, (1.1) reads

(2.1a) O Aj — 9;A0 = ejiJ",

(2.1b) 0142 — 02A1 = Jy,

(2.1c) A1+ 02 A = i Ay,

(2.1d) DDV ¢ ==V (I¢I2) )

where J? = 2Im (EDf’(b) and €, is the skew-symmetric tensor with €12 = 1.

We pose the Cauchy problem in terms of data for A, and (¢, d:¢). The question
then arises: What are the natural data spaces, given that (1.3)—(1.5) should hold?
To answer this, first note that the Lorenz condition leaves some gauge freedom, since
it is preserved by (1.2) if Ox = 0, where 0 = §#9,, = 07 — A is the d’Alembertian.
So formally, at least, we may impose the initial constraints

(2.2) Ap(0) =0,  974;(0) =0,

for if these are not already satisfied, they will be after a gauge transformation (1.2)
with gauge function x satisfying

(2:3) Ox=0,  Ax(0)=8"4;(0),  9x(0) = —A40(0).
But from (2.2) and (2.1b) we get
(24) AAJ (O) = EjkakJQ(O),

so A;(0) should be in H'/2, recalling (1.5). Then from (1.3) and (1.4) we infer that
(¢, 8t¢)(0) € H' x L2, since 8t¢(0) = D0¢(O) and 8J¢(O) = Dg¢(0) + ’LAJ(O)(b(O),
and the last term is in L? by (1.9).

So now we know what the correct data spaces for A, and (¢, d:¢) are. Note,
however, that (2.1b) imposes an initial constraint. The following lemma shows
that given any data for (¢, d;¢) in H' x L?, there exists an initial potential A, (0)
satisfying this constraint as well as the finite energy requirements (1.3) and (1.4).

Lemma 2.1. Given data
((bv 8t¢)(0) € Hl X L27
there exists an initial potential
A,(0) € H'Y?

satisfying (2.2), and (2.1b) at t = 0. Moreover, (1.3) and (1.4) are satisfied.
Proof. First note that (1.4) holds by the embedding H' C LP, 2 < p < oco. Set
Ap(0) =0 and

4(0) = —(=A)"2ejR* o (0),
where Ry = (—A)~1/20y is the Riesz transform. By (1.6),

14; O g1/2 S 10Ol g-172 S N6(0)ll La 19:¢(0)] 2 S [1(0) | 111 186 (O)] .2

and D, ¢(0) € L? follows from (1.9). By (2.4), A(9142(0) — 82A1(0) — Jo(0)) =0
and A(91A;(0) +09242(0)) = 0, and in general, Af = 0 implies f = 0if f € H~/2,

~

since f is a tempered function. Thus (2.2) holds, as does (2.1b) at ¢t = 0. O
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More generally, we shall prove local well-posedness for any data

(2.5) A 0)€ HY2,  (6,0,¢)(0) € H' x L?,
satisfying (2.1b) initially:
(2.6) 0142(0) = 95.41(0) = Jo(0) = 21m ($(0) Do(0))

Then D,,¢(0) = 8,6(0) —iA,,(0)¢(0) is in L?, with norm bounded in terms of the
norm of (2.5), in view of (1.9).

Theorem 2.1. The Chern-Simons-Higgs-Lorenz Cauchy problem (2.1), (2.5), (2.6)
is locally well posed, for any potential V€ C*°(R4;R) such that V(0) = 0 and all
derivatives of V' have polynomial growth. More precisely, there exists a time T > 0,
which is a decreasing and continuous function of the data norm

2
D 1AL 17 + 16O 1 + 10:$(0)]] .
=0

and a solution (A, ¢) of (2.1) on (=T,T) x R? with the reqularity
Ay € C([-T,T); H'?),
¢ C(-T,T);H"), ¢ € C([-T,T); L.

The solution is unique in a certain subset of this regularity class. Moreover, the
solution depends continuously on the data, and higher reqularity persists. In par-
ticular, if the data are smooth, then so is the solution.

(2.7)

The proof is given in Section 4.
Our plan is now to show that (i) the time T in fact only depends on Z(0), where

Z(t) = 16l = + D IDue(®)] 2 »

pn=0

and (i) Z(t) is a priori controlled for all time in terms of E(0) and ||¢(0)|;>. Then
it will of course follow that the solutions extend globally in time.
To prove (i) we apply the gauge transformation (1.2) with y satisfying (2.3).

Lemma 2.2. Given data A, (0) € HY?, there exists x(t, ) with the regularity
X €CR™?),  9,x € C(R;H'/?),

and satisfying (2.3).

Proof. The solution of (2.3) is
X(t) = cos(t|V])f +sin(t|V]) [V g,

where g = —Ay(0) € H'/2 and f should satisfy

(2.8) Af =07 A;(0).

First, if the Fourier transform of A,,(0) is supported in {¢ € R?: [£] > 1}, then
g € H'Y2 and (2.8) has a unique solution f € H*/? so x € C(R; H*/?) c C(R'*+?),
and 9,x € C(R; HY/?).

Now assume that A,(0) has Fourier support in {£ € R?*: [¢| < 1}. Then A,(0)
is smooth, but it is not obvious that (2.8) has a solution (what is clear is that
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the solution, if it exists, will be smooth). Formally, f should be given by, with
Rj = (=A)~1/29; the Riesz transform,

f=—(=0)""2RI4;(0),

but it is not clear that this is meaningful. However, if we take the gradient we get
something well-defined:

Onf = Fr = —RLR7A;(0) € HY/?nC™.
But (F, F») is a smooth vector field on R? with zero curl:
81F2 — agFl = 0,

hence (Fi, F») is the gradient of a smooth function, which we denote f. Then
it follows that (2.8) is satisfied. So now f,g € C>(R?), hence x € C®(R*2).
Moreover, 9, f,g € H'/?, s0 9, x € C(R; H'/?). O

We also need the covariant Sobolev inequality, proved in [4],
1-2/p

29) 6O <l | S I1D;6(0)] 1. (2 <p<o0),
j=1

which holds for all $(0) € H' such that D;¢(0) € L? (the regularity of the real-
valued functions A;(0) is irrelevant here).

Theorem 2.2. The solution (A, @) from Theorem 2.1 exists up to a time T > 0
which is a continuous and decreasing function of

2(0) = 16(0)ll 2 + D 1Due(0)] 2

Proof. Given data (2.5) satisfying (2.6), apply the gauge transformation (1.2) with
X as in Lemma 2.2. Then (1.2) preserves the regularity (2.7), as does its inverse,
obtained by replacing x by —x. In the new gauge,

A (0)=0, &AL 0) =0,
and by the latter combined with (2.6) (which is gauge invariant),
AA; (0) == Ejkakjo(()).
Since we know that A’(0) belongs to H'/2_ and since in general Af = 0 implies
f=0if f € HY? (then f is a tempered function), we conclude that
A5(0) = —(=A) %, RF 1y (0),
where Rj, = (—A)~'/29), is the Riesz transform. Thus, by (1.6),
(2.10) 1450 g2 S N0 Ol 7172 < 16O)]] s [Dog(O)]] 2 < Z(0)%,
where we applied (2.9) in the last step. Moreover,
¢/(0) = eXVg(0),
8,9’ (0) = D1,/ (0) +iA},(0)¢/ (0) = XV D, (0) + i) A/, (0)¢(0),
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hence

2 2
16/ O) 122 + D~ 180" (O 2 < Z(0) + Y | AL O[] 1a 16O 14 S Z(0) +Z(0)°,
=0

pn=0

where we used (2.9) and (2.10).

Thus, applying Theorem 2.1 we get the solution (A4’,¢’) up to a time 7" > 0
which is a continuous and decreasing function of Z(0). Finally, reverse the gauge
transformation to get the solution (A4, ¢). O

Finally, we show that the solutions extend globally in time.
Theorem 2.3. In addition to the hypotheses in Theorem 2.1, assume that
V(r) > —a’r

for all r > 0 and some o > 0. Then the solution (A, $) from Theorem 2.1 exists
globally in time and has the regularity (2.7) for all T > 0.

In view of Theorem 2.2 it suffices to show that
2
Z(t) = ()l 2 + Y _ 1 Dud(t)]] 2
pn=0

is a priori bounded on every finite time interval. For this, we rely of course on
the conservation of energy (which is satisfied since our local solutions are limits of
smooth solutions with compact spatial support). First we note, using E(t) = E(0)
and the assumption V (r) > —a?r, that

(211)  IDu(b)l52 = E(0) - / v (ot 2)*) de < |EQ)|+ a2 ||6(6)]}:
Then
5 (1000113:) = [ 2Re (ST Dos(t. ) do
< 26(t) 2 Do)l 2
<200(0)12 (1EO)] + o Jo(0)2)
< a7 ()| +2a o),
hence by Gronwall’s lemma,
(2.12) lo®I3: < e (19132 + tla™ IEO)]) -

By (2.11) and (2.12) we control Z(t), and Theorem 2.3 is proved.
It remains to prove Theorem 2.1. Note that in Lorenz gauge, 0" F,, = —0A,,
so (2.1) implies

(2.13) OA, = —€eup0”J?, "4, =0,  D,D'¢=—¢V’ (I¢|2) :

and this is the system we actually solve.
Then we have to check that, conversely, (2.13) implies (2.1a) and (2.1b), assum-
ing that the latter two are satisfied at ¢t = 0. But then

Vj = (%Aj — 8jA0 — eijk, w = 81142 — 82141 — Jo,
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vanish at time ¢ = 0. Moreover, using (2.1a), JA; = €jx(—0:J* + 8%Jp), and
0" J,, = 0 (which follows from the last equation in (2.13)), one finds

8,5’()]' = Ejkakw, 8,511) = 81’02 — 821)1,

and these vanish at ¢ = 0 since v; and w do. Taking another time derivative gives
Ov; = aj(akvk) and Ow = 0. But DAy = —01J2 + 02J1 implies 8%v;, = 0, hence
v; =0, Ow = 0.
Since the data vanish, we conclude that v; = w = 0, so (2.1a) and (2.1b) hold.
Before proving Theorem 2.1, we consider in the following section the problem
of local well-posedness with minimal regularity, and it turns out that we can get

below the energy regularity. Here we take data for A, in inhomogeneous Sobolev
spaces.

3. LOW REGULARITY LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

The system (2.13) expands to

(3-1a) O+ DA, = =6 I Q*7(99, 06) + 260" (A7 6] ) + A,
(3.1b) O"A, =0,
(3-1c) (O+1)p = 2i4,0"¢ + A A'd — oV (|¢|2) + 6,

where Qap(0u, 0v) = Oaudgv — gudav is the standard null form. Here we added
A, and ¢ to each side of (3.1a) and (3.1c), respectively, to get the operator 00+ 1;
this is done to avoid a singularity in (3.7) below. We specify data

(3.2) A (0) € H®,  (¢,0:0)(0) € HY2 5 Ho71/2,
The data for 0; A, are given by the constraints

(3.3) 0 Ao(0) = 01A1(0) + 02 A2(0) € H* 1,

(3.4) 1 A;(0) = 9; A (0) + e J5(0) € H™L,

where J; = 2Im (¢Dy,¢) = 2Im (¢9k¢) + 24, |¢|27 hence J*(0) € H*~! with norm
bounded in terms of the norm of (3.2), as follows from:

Lemma 3.1. If s > 0, the following estimates hold:

(3.5) 1 gllrs—1 S Nl rosrz gl gro-rr2 s
(3.6) £ 9Pl o S 11 e

Proof. This follows from the H® product law in two dimensions (see, e.g., [3]),
which states that, for sg, s1,s2 € R, the estimate

9|\Hs+1/2 ||h||Hs+1/2 .

19l 20 S 1F N grer gl gres

holds if and only if (i) sp + s1 + s2 > 1, (ii) so + s1 + s2 > max(sg, $1, s2) and (iii)
at most one of (i) and (ii) is an equality. In particular, for s > 0 this implies (3.5),
as well as

19l rs-1r2 S ez gl graa/2
and the latter combined with (3.5) gives (3.6). O
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Theorem 3.1. The Chern-Simons-Higgs-Lorenz Cauchy problem (3.1)—(3.4) is lo-
cally well posed if s > 3/8, assuming that the potential V (r) is a polynomial of
degree n, where if s < 1/2 we assume n < 142/(1—2s), whereas if s > 1/2 there is
no restriction on n. To be precise, there exists a time T' > 0, which is a decreasing
and continuous function of the initial data norm

[AO) s + 0 go41/2 + [10:h(O) | o1/ »
and a solution (A, ¢) of (3.1) on (=T,T) x R? with the reqularity

AH S C([—T, T],Hs), atA;,L c (;'([_117 T];Hs—l),
¢ e C([-T, T];HS+1/2), ¢ € C([-T, T];H571/2).

The solution is unique in a certain subset of this regularity class. Moreover, the
solution depends continuously on the data, and higher reqularity persists. In par-
ticular, if the data are smooth, then so is the solution.

To prove this we iterate in X*®-spaces, so by standard methods we reduce to
proving estimates for the right hand sides in (3.1). The most difficult terms are the
two bilinear ones, for which null structure is needed. The first term on the right
hand side of (3.1a) is already a null form, whereas the first term on the right hand
side of (3.1c) appears also in the Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system in Lorenz gauge,
and we showed in [10] that it has a null structure. To reveal this structure we
transform the variables:

A#:AMJF—I—A%,, ¢:¢++¢77

3.7
(8.7) At = % (A, £i (V)10 4,), by = % (pL£i (V) 10,9).

Then (3.1) transforms to

(3.8a) (10 £ (V) Ay = 227 HV) 1 (R.HS. (3.1a)),
(3.8b) OrA, =0,
(3.8¢) (i0y + (V) ¢+ = £271(V) "1 (R.H.S. (3.1c)).

We split the spatial part A = (A7, A2) of the potential into divergence-free and
curl-free parts and a smoother part:

(3.9) A=A AT (1-A)A,

(3.10) AY = (RiRyAy — RyRy Ay, RiRy A — RiIR1 Ay),
(3.11) A = (“R1RyAy — RiR1 Ay, —R1RyA; — RyRy Ay),
where

Ry = (1—2)7/2,
is bounded on LP, 1 < p < co. Now write
(3.12) A,0"¢ = (Ag0ip — A" - Vo) — AY . Vo — (V) A .V = By — By — B3,
where By = A4 . V¢ was shown in [9] to be a null form:
(3.13) By = Rop01¢p — R11p02, where ¢ = R1 Ay — RoA;.

In [10] we found that 9B, also has a null structure: By the Lorenz condition (3.1b)
we have Ry Aj + RoAy = (V) =10, Ap, hence

(314) A;f = —Rj (R1A1 + RQAQ) = —iRj (AOHr — A()y,),
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where we also used 9; Ag = i(V)(Ap,+ —Ap,—). Thus, B, = Aoatgb—kA;faj(b becomes
B1 = (Aot + Ao, Ji{(V) (01 — o) — iR;(Aoy — Ao, )0 (¢4 + ¢-)
(315) =1 Z (AO,:E1<V>(:‘:2¢:|:2) - Rj(i1A07i1)8j¢i2) )

+1,342

where we used 0, = i(V) (¢4 — ¢_).
Taking into account (3.13) and (3.15), we rewrite (3.8) as

(3.16a) (04 = (V) Aye = 2271 (V) 710, (A4, A, 64, 60),
(3.16b) 0'A, =0,

(3.16¢) (0 % (V) 6 = £271(V) I M(A4, A, 64, 6-),
where

My (A, A, b4,6-) = —€up I Q7 (96, 00) + 2,0 (A7 [0]) + 4,
m(A+7A—7¢+7¢—) = 22(%1 — %2 — %3) + AMAH¢ — ¢V/ (|¢|2) + ¢,
with B; and By given by (3.15) and (3.13), and B3 = (V) 24 - ¢. Here it is

understood that A, = A, 1 + A, _, 0 =01 +¢_, A, =«(V)(A,+— A, ), and
O =i(V) (o1 — o).

The initial data are

1 c— - s
Ap2(0) = 5 (4(0) £i7H(V) 710, 4,(0)) € H*,
(3.17) .
0+(0) = 5 (6(0) £ (V) 1 9,0(0)) € H* /2.
The systems (3.16) and (3.1) are equivalent via the transformation (3.7), so it

suffices to solve (3.16). The Lorenz condition (3.16b) reduces to an initial constraint,
since if (A4, A_, ¢4, ¢_) is a solution of (3.16), then setting A = A, + A_ and
¢ = ¢4++¢_ wehave (O4+1)A, = M, so (3.1a) is satisfied, i.e., OA, = —¢,,,0" J".
Thus, v = 0" A, satisfies Ou = 0, and u(0) = d;u(0) = 0 by (3.3) and (3.4).

We prove local well-posedness of (3.16) by iterating in the X *’-spaces adapted
to the operators i9,+(V), so by standard arguments (see, e.g., [10] for more details)
the proof of Theorem 3.1 reduces to proving, for some b, b’ € (1/2,1), m > 2, and
€ > 0, the estimates

(318) ||9ﬁ(A+,A_,(b+, _)||X571,1771+5 < B+ B™,
(3'19) Hm(A-‘rvA—v(b-i-v )” 1 12p—1pe S B+ B™,
where

— 164l ernrew + 19 s+1/2b/+z(nAﬂ+nXsb+nA lxes)
pn=0
and

lull g0 = [[4€)* (=7 £ €Y a(r, €) Izz

Here (T, §) is the space-time Fourier transform of u(¢, z). Note that (—7 £ [¢]) is
comparable to (—7 % (£)).
We also need the wave-Sobolev norms

el e = [[€E)* (I = I€1) ", 3l P
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Frequent use will be made of the fact that Hu”Xi‘“ < |Ju|| ga.o if @ <0, and that the

reverse inequality holds if & > 0. In particular, it suffices to prove (3.18) and (3.19)
with the X-norms on the left hand sides replaced by the corresponding H-norms.

3.1. Proof of (3.18) for M, 1 = —€,, Im Q"7 (9, 0¢). We shall prove that

(3.20) 1Q2(9, 00) | yo-s-10 S N4 5errsar + 0= Ier /o
holds if
1 111 bbb
21 —<bhv <1 b—=,—, =+ -,
(3.21) 5 <bb <L, s>max< 2,4,6+3,2>,

and € > 0 is sufficiently small.
Observe that

Qjr(09,00) = Z (004, Ondsy — Oxs,050+,) ,

+1,%2

Quj(06,00) = Y (—i(V) (£10+,) 0j6+, — 0;62,i(V) (£20,)) ,

+1,%2
where we used 0, = i(V)(¢d4+ — ¢—). Since Hﬂ”Xib = ||ul .0, it suffices to show
T
(322) ||6Juakv - akuajU”Hsfl,b*IJrs S ||U’Hxi+11/21b’ ||’U||X:S;;1/2vb’ 5
(3.23)  [10;(F1u){V)v = (V)ud; (F20)ll e o-ree S lull ygrrrzor 0l coriranr
The left hand sides are bounded by ||1(7,&)]| 2 o where

o (£1m,£2(§6 — 1))
(|| = [E)rbe

I @) 5 = A& =)l ddn

and o is either

a(n,¢) = In x| < nll¢lo(n, <)
or

o(n,¢) = [(m¢ =i (O < [nl €[ 0(n, ¢) + % + %

Here 6(n, ) denotes the angle between nonzero vectors 7, ( € R?.
We now use the following estimate from [10]:

Lemma 3.2. For all signs (£1,+2), all \, u € R, and all nonzero n,¢ € R?,

A+ pl = I+ ¢l + (A £ nl) + (—p s |<|>>1/2
min({n), (©) '

Thus we reduce (3.22) and (3.23) to (recalling ||ul| ga.o < Hu||Xi,a, a>0)

O(F1m, +20) S (

|uvll gro—ro-1/20e S Ml gowr 0] gramrsew
wvll gorv-re S Null gor—1r 101 gomryzn
luvll gro-ro-rve S wll o 10Nl gramrszer =12,
wvll o100 S NNl grorsszr [0l o=z -

Assuming (3.21), all these estimates hold by the following product law.
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Theorem 3.2. (D’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg [3].) Let s, s1, $2,bo,b1,b2 € R.
The product estimate in 1 + 2 dimensions,

holds for all u,v € S(R'*2) if the following conditions are satisfied:

HU’UHH*SOv*bo < CHU’HHSlvbl H’UHHSvaQ ’

b0+b1—|—b2>%,
by + b1 > 0,
bo + by >0,
by + by >0,

3
So + S1 + S2 > 5—(b0+b1—|—b2),
S0+ s1 4+ s2 > 1 —min(bg + b1, b + ba, b1 + ba),

S0+ 81 + 82 > % — min(bo, b1, b2),
3

’E

(so +bo) + 281 + 259 > 1,

250 + (81 4+ b1) + 289 > 1,

250 + 281 + (s2 + b2) > 1,

s1 4 s2 > max(0, —by),

S0 + s2 > max(0, —b1),

S0 + s1 > max(0, —b).

So + 81+ S2 >

We remark that this product law is optimal up to endpoint cases. A more precise
statement, including many endpoint cases, can be found in [3].

3.2. Proof of (3.18) for 9, » = 2€,,,0” (AP |¢|2>. By Leibniz’s rule and using

0 A; =i(V)(A,+ —Aj ) and 0i¢p = i(V) (¢4 — ¢—), we reduce to

(3.25)
(3.26)

lwvwl| go-so-rve S lJull oo [0l ez [[wl gos/zer

lwvwll govo-ree S Nl gow [0l gorow Wl oz -

But (3.25) follows by two applications of Theorem 4.1:

provided that

(3.27)

and & > 0 is sufficiently small. Moreover, assuming only s > max(b —1/2,1/4),

[wvwll go-ro-11e S Ml oo 0wl gosaszn-is2

S lull e 10l gosarzwr w0l o200 s

1 110
§<b,b'<1, s>max(1—b,b ),

R

lwvwll o112 S llwvll oo Wl o120

S Null gro [0l govarzw 1wl go-srza

so (3.27) is more than sufficient for (3.26) to hold also.
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3.3. Proof of (3.18) for M, 5 = A,. Trivially,

lAl o mree < 1Al < S 1Al
+

3.4. Proof of (3.19) for M = 2i(By — By — B3). We need

(3.28) H%jHHs—l/z,b’—us S <Z Z |A,u,i|Xib> (Z ||¢i|Xi+1/2,b/>
J- +

for j =1,2,3. For B, given by (3.13) we reduce to

| Riud2v — RZU@l”HHsfl/z,b’fus N ”u”Xif HUHle/z,b’ )

and proceeding as we did for (3.22), we further reduce to

[wvll gomryzr-1szve S lull oo 0]l s

luvl| o120 -1/20e S Nl gorrszn |0l gro-1/20
(3.29) vl =1/ —1ve S Null e 10l er—as2 s
vl garrow—1ve S Nl gosiyzn [[0] garrop -1z,
[wvll oz -1ve S Mull oz [0l o
[wvll gram1/or—rve S l[ullgrosarznse [0 gomryzn s
all of which hold by Theorem 4.1 provided that

2743’
and e > 0 is sufficiently small. Thus we have (3.28) for 9B,.
For B, given by (3.15), the estimate (3.28) reduces to

Hu(V)v - Rj(ilu)aj(iQU>||H571/2,b’71+5 /S Hu”Xif ”’U”Xifl/z’b/ .
2

The left hand side is bounded by || 1(7,&)]| 2 o where I is given by (3.24) with

/
(3.30) %<b,b’<1, s>max<b/—1 1b—l—b),

n-¢ 2 1 1
B30 o0 = |0 - 2E S 00,0+ 0 (= + )
(m) m?  (O?
so we reduce to (3.29) and two additional estimates:
(3.32) lwvll gro1r2.0 S Null grovas [0l gomiya
(3.33) wvll go-r/20 S Null oo 101 govarar

which hold by Theorem 4.1 if b,b" > 1/4 and s > —3/4, so (3.30) is more than
sufficient.
Finally, the estimate for B3 = (V)2A - V¢ reduces to (3.32).

3.5. Proof of (3.19) for My, = A, A*¢. For this we need

lwowl go—1/or-1ie S Null oo 0l gon 1wl gorarow -
But two applications of Theorem 4.1 give

lwvwl]| gomryzr-1re S lJtull o lvwll oo

S el o [0l o 1wl grosaszr
assuming (3.30) holds.
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3.6. Proof of (3.19) for N3 = —¢V"’ (|¢|2) If V(r) is a polynomial, we need

N

(3.34) - unll ez -1ee S TT sl oz -
j=1

Writing

U:s—%—l—ﬁ, B=b—-1+e+0, 0<0<1-6—c¢,
the estimate
(3.35) lwoll gos S lull gosiszer 0]l gorssss

holds by Theorem 4.1 if

(3.36)  B>1/2, 650, s>max(b’—%,b/—z5,§—a).

Applying (3.35) inductively, we get (3.34) provided (N —1)é < 1.
3.7. Proof of (3.19) for My = ¢. Trivially,

1001017200110 < 10l grasasonr < 36l aarnas
+

3.8. Conclusion of the proof: The choice of s,b,b'. We have proved that
(3.18) and (3.19) hold under the conditions (3.21), (3.27), (3.30) and (3.36), where
¢ > 0 is arbitrarily small. The optimal choice for ¥’ is obviously ¥’ = 1/2 + &, and
then the condition s > b' — 26 from (3.36) is satisfied if we set

s_Jet W22 if 5 < 1/2,
e if s > 1/2.

The condition (N — 1) < 1 for (3.34) to hold then becomes N < 1+4/(1 —2s)
if s < 1/2, whereas N is unrestricted if s > 1/2. For the degree n of the polynomial
V(r), this gives n < 1+ 2/(1 — 2s) if s < 1/2, and no restriction if s > 1/2.

We are left with the conditions b € (1/2,1) and s > 1/4,b—1/2,1/6+b/3,1—b,
and optimizing this leads to the conditions b = 5/8 and s > 3/8.

4. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR FINITE-ENERGY DATA

Here we prove Theorem 2.1, or rather the following equivalent statement:

Theorem 4.1. If s = 1/2, the analogue of Theorem 3.1 holds with the data space
HY2xH-Y2 for (A, 0:A,) replaced by its homogeneous counterpart HY2x H~1/2,
and we allow any potential V € C°(Ry;R) such that V(0) = 0 and all derivatives
of V' have polynomial growth.

We remark that for existence one only needs that V'(r) has polynomial growth,
but to get persistence of higher regularity one must take additional derivatives of
the equations, hence the same assumption is required on all higher derivatives.
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The proof follows closely that of Theorem 3.1. We do not add A, to each side
of the wave equation for A, but use
UAu = —€uvpIm Q”p(a& 0¢) + 2€,,p0” (Ap |¢|2) )
0*A, =0,
O+ 16 = 2i4,0"6 + A, A% — oV (10]°) + 9,
with data
(4.1) A (0) e HY2  (4,0:0)(0) € H x L?,

whereas the data for 0;A,, are given by the constraints (3.3) and (3.4), hence they
belong to H~'/2, recalling from Section 1 that JF(0) € H~'/2 with norm bounded
in terms of the norm of (4.1).

We modify (3.7) by setting 24, + = A, £i~* |v|~! 0:A,,. The splitting of
A = (Ay, Ay) into divergence-free and curl-free parts now reads A = A + Al
where A4 and Al are still given by (3.10) and (3.11), but now R; is the Riesz
transform

Ry = (~A)9;,

bounded on LP, 1 < p < co. Then (3.12) remains valid, but without the term Bs,
and with 2B and B, given by (3.15) and (3.13). Thus we obtain the system

(10 + [V]) Ay = 2271 V| MW (A, A 6y, 60),
(Zat + <v>) (bi = i2_1<v>_1m(’4+7 A—7 ¢+7 ¢—)7
where
SJIH(A_’_’ A, ¢+7 ¢—) = —€uvp Im Qyp(aa, a(b) + 2€u1/pau (Ap |¢|2) )
N(Ay, A 64,6-) = 2(B1 — Bz) + 4,476 — oV (16 ) + ¢,

with B, and B9 given by (3.15) and (3.13). Here it is understood that A, =
Apr +Ap— 0=01+06-, 0 A, =i|V[(Aug — Ap-), and 9ip = (V) (4 — ¢-).
The initial data are
1 L _ .
@¢@250%imﬂﬂwla&mDeHm,
1

$:(0) = 5 (6(0) £i7H(V) 1 9,16(0)) € H'.
Local well-posedness reduces to proving
(4.2) H|V|*1/22m‘ < B+ B™,
HO.b—1+¢
(4.3) 9| o0 -1+ S B+ B™,
where

2
1/2
B=Y llbel o + 3 3|1V A,
T + X9

pn=0 =+
Let P¢j<1 and P¢>1 be the multipliers with symbols x¢j<1 and x|¢>1, which
we use to split f(z) into low- and high-frequency parts: f = P¢j<1f + Pe>1f-
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i 1/2
as r < L
< (/W m) 17w S 1 Fl

(45 [|Pg<rfll,. S |19 (02 Rgad]| |, S |91 ]

Note the estimates

~

(44) ||V Pe<a ]

L2

X o~
ﬁf@)

4<p<oo.

2’

4.1. Proof of (4.2) for M, 1 = —€,, Im Q"P(9¢, D). Splitting into low and high
frequencies and applying (4.4) we get

191772 3,4 < 10017 4(z) + || (V) /20001

SN
HO.b—1+e ™ — Hd)i”Xi“”’

where we used (3.20) and ||8¢||L§(L§) S 109 o S o4 Hd)i”Xi’b,'

HO.b—1+¢

4.2. Proof of (4.2) for M, » = 2¢,,,,0" (AP |¢|2). By Leibniz’s rule and (if v = 0)
the fact that 0,A; =i |V|(4;+ — A4;,-) and 0 = i(V)(¢4 — ¢—), we reduce to

(4.6) 9172 (191 wvw)|

1/2
e SV Tl ol

(4.7) 19172 (@@ yow)

1/2
T ot P e T e

First consider the low-frequency case where we replace |V|_1/ % on the left hand

side by |V|71/2 Pi¢j<1. Then (4.6) reduces to (4.7), since by the triangle inequality
in Fourier space, and assuming as we may that @, v, w > 0, we have

F(IVIwww) (1,€) < [§| F (uow) (7,€) + F (u{V)vw) (7,§) + F (wo({V)w) (7,¢).
But (4.7) is easily proved by applying (4.4):

1917172 Pgs u(@)ow)|

t,x

S ||U<V>”w||L§(L;)

1/2
< Nl VYol o azy Nolly . S 19172 ]

sy NVl 1wl e

where we used the Sobolev embedding HY?2 ¢ L* on R2.
Now consider the high-frequency case where we replace |V|_l/ % on the left hand
side by |V|71/2 P¢|>1. This case obviously reduces to

(48)  |[m) 2V wew)|

[0l g 1wl oo

1/2
, S92
Lt,:r HO.b

(49) (2 wyew)|

1/2
P [ o P PR

and if u is replaced by Pj¢>qu, these in turn reduce to (3.25) and (3.26). On the
other hand, if v is replaced by P¢|<1u, (4.8) and (4.9) both follow from

4 (R

L2, < HP\E\<1“UMHL§(L‘;/3)

1/2
/u‘

< |1 Re<rtll oz 10 zpeen) 0l oqusy S 191720 lolgns ool o

where we used (4.5).
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4.3. Proof of (4.3) for N7 = 2i(B; — B,) and N, = A,A"¢. For the high-
frequency part P¢>14, the estimates in Section 3 apply, but note that since the
definition of R; has changed, the estimate (3.31) is replaced by

o(1,C) = \<<> -1 S 1660+

For the low-frequency part we reduce to

I1Pa<run]l s <2 (Rl 0, S 191724 Hollgou

2 172 |12
|Pea<rw®ol,, < | Rgerulle lollzz, S [IV1720]| ol
where we used (4.5).

4.4. Proof of (4.3) for —¢pV’ (|¢|2) Assuming [V/(r)] <1+ 7™ for any M > 1,

1 2 / 2
67" (167} v = 6V (1)
2M+1 2M+1 2M+1
<llgllzz . + 18155 S 10l + 10155 S Il + I9l0

where we used the Sobolev estimate || f||,, < || fll g1, 2 < p < 0.

2
Li .
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