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SMALL ENERGY SCATTERING
FOR THE KLEIN-GORDON-ZAKHAROV SYSTEM
WITH RADIAL SYMMETRY

ZIHUA GUO, KENJI NAKANISHI, SHUXIA WANG

ABSTRACT. We prove small energy scattering for the 3D Klein-Gordon-Zakharov
system with radial symmetry. The idea of proof is the same as the Zakharov
system studied in [0], namely to combine the normal form reduction and the
radial-improved Strichartz estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the 3D Klein-Gordon-Zakharov
system

{u—Au+u:nu, (1.1)

i/a? — An = —Au?,
with the initial data
u(0, ) = ug, w(0,z) = uy, n(0,z) =ng, n(0,z) = ny, (1.2)

where (u,n)(t,z) : R™™® — R x R, and o > 0, # 1 denotes the ion sound speed.
It preserves the energy

D112 /02 2
o / l? + [Vuf? + [af? + 2" /20‘ I s, (1.3)
R3
where D :=y/—A, as well as the radial symmetry
(u,n)(t, x) = (u,n)(t, |z]). (1.4)

We consider those solutions with such symmetry and finite energy, hence
(uo, u1, g, n1) € HHR?) x LA(R?) x L2(R?) x H'(R?). (1.5)

We are interested in the scattering for small data in the above function space.

This system describes the interaction between Langmuir waves and ion sound
waves in a plasma (see [I], [3]). The local well-posedness (for arbitrary initial data)
and global well-posedness (for small initial data) of (LI) with o < 1 in the energy
space H' x L? was proved by Ozawa, Tsutaya and Tsutsumi in [I6]. We point out
that (1) does not have null form structure as in Klainerman and Machedon [9] and
this suggests that when a = 1 the system (I.T)) may be locally ill-posed in H! x L?
(cf. the counter example of Lindblad [I0] for similar equations). Hence, we suppose
a # 1 here. When the first equation of (L) is replaced by ¢~ %i — Au + c*u = —nu
and ¢, « — 0o, Masmoudi and Nakanishi studied the limit system and the behavior
of their solutions in a series of papers [I1]-[I3]. The instability of standing wave of
Klein-Gordon-Zakharov system was studied in [4], [5] and [14].
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In this paper, inspired by [6], we combine the normal form technique, which was
first used in a dispersive PDE context by Shatah [I7], and the improved radial
Strichartz estimates to prove small energy scattering of (L)) with radial symmetry.
The normal form transform was also used in [15] for (ILT]) and they got the scattering
from initial data small in the Sobolev spaces with high regularity and in LP with
p < 2. Moreover, their scattering result is independent of radial symmetry. The
main result of this paper is

Theorem 1.1. If (ug,ui,ng,n1) are all radial and small enough in the norm of
(L), then the solution (u,n) scatters in this space as t — +oo.

The main difficulties for the proof of scattering are derivative loss and slow dis-
persion of the wave equation together with the quadratic nonlinearity. The loss of
derivative can be overcome by the normal form transform (under the assumption
a # 1, so we have good nonlinear structures mainly due to the different propagation
speed.) To handle the quadratic interaction, we have to assume radial symmetry so
that we have wider class of Strichartz estimates.

2. TRANSFORM OF EQUATION

This section is devoted to transform the equation by using the normal form. It is
convenient first to change the system into first order as usual. Let

U:=u—iD) i, N:=n—-iD"'n/a, (2.1)

where (x) = (1 4+ 22)"/2, then u = Reld = (U +U)/2, n = ReN = (N + N)/2 and
the equations for (U, N') are

{(i@t + (DYU = (DY N (NUJA+ NUJA+ NUJA + NU /),

(i, + aD)N = aDUU /4 +UU /4 + U /4 + U2 /4). (2.2)

Now we introduce some notations. We use K (t), W, (t) to denote the Klein-
Gordon and the wave propagators:

K(t)¢ = F—leit@)qg’ Wo(t)p = F—lemt|g|é’ gzg: Fo.

Let o : R — [0,1] denote a radial smooth function supported in {|{| < 2} and

equal to 1 in {|¢| < 1}. For k € Z let x1(&) = no(&/2%) — no(£/2%1) and &S\k(g) =
no(€/2%). For k € Z let Py, P<;, denote the operators on L*(R3) defined by Pu(¢) =

Xk (ENAE), Pegul€) = x<r(|€])T(E).

For a quadratic term uv, we use (uv)py, (wv)gg, (uv)gr to denote the three
different interactions

(UU)LH = Z ng—kaupk% (UU)HL = (UU)LHa (UU)HH = Z Pklupkzva

kEZ ‘kl_k2|<ka
ki1,ko€Z

where k, is a large number which is determined later, depending on «. It is obvious
that we have

w = (wo) gy + (uwv)pg + (o) gy, (2.3)
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and they are all radial if u,v are both radial. Moreover, for any such index * =
HH,HL, LH, we denote the bilinear symbol (multiplier) by

Fluv). = [ Pl - nindn (2.4
and finite sum of those bilinear operators are denoted by the sum of indices:
(UD) g gt = (V)i + (U0)sy + -+ - . (2.5)

From Duhamel’s formula and taking a Fourier transform, we get that the first
equation of (22)) is equivalent to

~

t t
U = Oz, — if¢)™! / -9 F(nu) yuds — i{€) ! / ) F(nu) s eds
0 0

Especially, for the second term, we have

t
_1/ / I Py (s, € —n)a(s, n)dnds

ey el / / Prre’ e N (5, € — )]l (s, )] dnds
zt§2/ /7; eisen [gloslé— "U\/'(S£ m]le” U (s, n)]dnds
=27 [ [ Pl A s e s, )
et [ [ Py e s, € = el
where
wr = —(§) +al¢ =l + (n), wy = —(&) —al§¢ =l + (n),
ws = —(&) + s —nl — (n), wy = —(&) — al¢ —nl — (n).

It is obvious that wy and wy will not vanish in the support of Pyp: |£] ~ |€—n] >
In|. For example, if we choose k, > 5, then

|wal, [wa| ~a (§)-

Therefore, there is no resonance in these cases.

In contrast, w; and ws have more trouble since they vanish when || = 0 and
€] = co = 2a/|a* — 1] in the support of Pyr. Therefore, we need further to
distinguish (uv)y between resonant and non-resonant frequency parts as follows

(UU)QL = Z PkuPSk_kav, (U’U)XL = Z PkuPSk_kav,

12k —co | <O, |2F —ca|>da,
keZ ke

(2.6)

and similarly denote (uv)q, (uv)rx. Then we use normal form only for non-resonant
parts. We give the estimates of w; and ws precisely in the following lemma, similar
to the estimates in [11]:
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Lemma 2.1. Let 1 # « > 0, then there exist c,, 6o and k. such that in the support
of Pxr,

|nl?
(m+1

|wif ~a [§], |ws] ~a (€)-
<

Proof. We will use the simple fact (n) — 1 =

(1) We consider the case 0 < a < 1.
For wq, by solving

n].

(€) —1=alg],
we can get the resonant frequency
2«
Ca =13
Now we estimate the function f(r) := ar — (r) + 1. Since f'(r) = a — r/(r) and
f"(r) = —1/(r)?, f is convex and has only maximum at
a

To = c (O,Ca).

=
There exists 0 € (0,1) such that ¢,(1 —6) € (10, ca). Let 0, = Oc,, then we can find
a number p = p(a, d,) such that

|f(r)| > pr for r€[0,cq — ) U (Ca + 6a,00).
Choosing k. > |log, p| + 5, we have

jwi] ~a €]
in the support of Pxr.
Now we consider ws. Choosing k, > |log,(1 — a)| 4+ 5, we have (1 — «)|&] > |n].
Since
jws| = €] —al§ =n[+1= 1 —a)lg] = [nl+1=clé]+1,
we have
jws| ~a (8)
in the support of Pyr.
(2) We consider the case a > 1.
For wy, by choosing ko > |log,(av—1)[+5, we have £ > |n| and (a—1)[£] > |n],
and hence

i = [(=(&) + 1) +alg = nl + ((n) = 1)| ~a [¢]

in the support of Pyr.
For w3, by solving

(&) +1=al],
we can get the resonant frequency
2a
a?—1
For the function ¢(r) := ar—(r)—1, since ¢'(r) = a—r/{(r) > 0, ¢"(r) = =1/{r)* < 0
and the asymptotic line is y(r) = (o — 1)r — 1 when 7 — oo, |g(r)| and the line
h(r) := (o — 1)r/2 have two crossing points 7. and r.. Let J, such that

Co =

6o = max{|cq — Ta1l, |ca — rel},
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we have

—1
lg(r)] > 0‘2 r for 7 € [0,cn — 0a) U (Ca + 0, 00).

Choosing k, > |logy(a—1)|+ 5, and noting that |ws| ~ 1 for 1 > [£| > |n|, we have

jws| ~a (€)
in the support of Pxy. O

By the lemma above, we gain |£|~! for high frequencies (|¢] > 1) in all the cases,
and lose |£|7! for low frequencies (|¢] < 1) in the case w;. In general, the lower
frequencies can be more problematic in the scattering problems, but it will turn out
that we can absorb ||~ by the Sobolev embedding.

By similar analysis, corresponding to the four nonlinear terms of the second equa-
tion of (Z2), the resonance functions are

W = —algl+ (€ —n) — (), Wy = —alg] = (§ —n) + (),
wg = —alg] + (€ —m) + (), Wy = —afg] = (€ =mn) — (n).

It is easy to check that |@;| behaves the same as |w;| for j = 1,2,3,4. Indeed, w;
and w; are in the dual relation with the correspondence § — n — &.

In order to simplify the presentation, we assume that a < 1l and the nonlinear
terms in the first and second equation of (Z.2)) are NI and UU respectively. For
other cases, the proof is almost the same. Then we get that the first equation of
([22) is equivalent to

t t
U=e"ou, — i<€>_1/ IO F(NU) xds — i<§>_1/ IO FNU) g Liards
0 0
=1+ 1I+1I1I.
Using the equation (2.2)) again, we get that

~

B, (e"OU) = —ie ™M) THN * U)(€), (2.7)
8t(e_mt|§|./\7) =— z'e_m”g'oz\g\(l;{ * zft)(g) (2.8)
Thus we have

//Wspmww (s, n)dnds

— i)™ //fmw e K1 (5, € — )] [ (5, ),
where the resonance function

w = —(§) +al —n|+ ().

IThis is the physical case in plasma
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From integration by parts, we get

~

I =— (&) " Ot / Prrw ™ Oy(e)e TN (s, € — n)e” U (s, n)dnds
=—@*/PuwﬂﬁagnW@m—e N7(0,€ = )k (0, )]
—iale //Pm &0 — l[U(s, & — (s, m)dnds
//ﬁuw“@s (s, € = n) ) ™ (A7 % 2h) (s, m)dmds.

We introduce a bilinear Fourier multiplier in the form
Qf.9) =7 [ Prsss e = mitmn. (29)

Then we have

IT = — (&) FQN, U)(t) + (€)1 e © FQIN, U)(0)
— (€)™ / t DO FQ(DU|, U) (s)ds
— i)™ /t =) FQIN, (D) (NU)) (s)ds

Thus we obtain

U =K (t)Uy + K(£)(D) QN U)(0) — (D) QN U)(t)
—m<D>—1/O K(t — s)Q(D|U)?,U)(s)ds
L B (2.10)
/0 Kt — $)QN, (DY~ (NU))(s)ds
—’i<D>_1/0 K(t— S)(NU)HH+LH+aLdS~

For the second equation in (2.2]), similarly, we can apply the normal form reduction
for the high-low and low-high interaction, and then get that it is equivalent to

N =W, (t)Ny + aWo(t) DQU,U)(0) — aDQU, U)(1)
— za/o Wa(t — S)D(ua)HH+aL+Lad$ (211>
—ia /O Wt — $)(D(DY " (NU), U) + DU, (DY (NU)))(s)ds,

where  is a bilinear Fourier multiplier in the form

S fte - wita)
W) =7 [ Prvone L 212
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3. STRICHARTZ ESTIMATES AND NONLINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we introduce the Strichartz norm we need. Because of the qua-
dratic term, our space relies heavily on the radial symmetry. For & and N, we use
the radial-improved Strichartz norms

UeXly, NeLFl2nLiB Y, (3.1)
for fixed 0 < e < 1, where [|U||xy := ||P<od||x + || P>od||y and
_oop2 A [2RY/AE _ roopl A 12R2/3 I 1 €
X =LFLIOLBT, Y = LEH O LB, =g+ g

By the Sobolev embedding,

&

1/4+ 1/4
Bl(3/4) cB(/)EcB(/ o2 C L3,

CB 2CBq(€2CB L.

1

HpP

mlﬂ

From now on, the third exponent of the Besov space will be fixed to 2 and so omitted.
The condition 0 < ¢ < 1 ensures that

? < q(e) < 4 < g(—) < o0, (3.2)

such that the norms in (B1]) are Strichartz-admissible for radial solutions. The
Strichartz estimates that we will use are given in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that ¢(z), f(t,z) are spatially radially symmetric in R3. Then
(a) Assume (q,7),(q,7) € [2,00]* both satisfy the Schridinger-admissible condi-
tion:

2 5 5
S+l < — (0,2
“4 2 <G or(g.)= (002
and § > 2. Let
53— yTi<lor(qgr)=(x,2);
_ )i o1 12 2,5 _5.
Blg,r) = ;1+51 3, 1q+2r>1andq+T<27
(3—9)+ +:=1

where we used the notation a+ to denote a + ¢ for arbitrary fired € > 0. Then

5 (1) ool g5 o <122 (3.3)
t
| K= Pafs)ds < Poof | i (3.4)
0 L?B;g(q’r) t R
IKOPwdl 235 Sl (3.5)
7,2
t
| K@= Pt SIPof g s s (3.
0 LqB Lo T2 L; B;/Q

(b) if (q,7),(q,7) € [2,00]? both satisfy the wave-admissible condition:

1 2
“+Z<1 = (00,2
St <Lor(gr)=(0.2)
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and § > 2, then
[Wal(t )¢|| 5 gfg§||¢||Lg, (3.7)

[ wate =150

Proof. The proof of (b) can be found in [7], and the previous references therein.
Using their idea, we give a rough proof for both (a) and (b). By Riesz-Thorin
interpolation and the classical Strichartz estimates, it suffices to prove the lemma
for (¢,7) = (2,7). Consider a free solution on R3 with |¢] ~ 2* frequency in the form

up(t, x) = ™) Pg(x), (3.9)

where ¢ € L2 is radial, and w(|¢]) is the dispersion function. Computing it in polar
coordinate, we have

uk(t, z) =
Hence if for some 7, we have an estimate of the form

itw(2F i2kx 1e%]
ij(|x\)/6t EorZeyo(p) F(p)dpl 2rgeey S 27N Fll 2wy, (3.11)
R

with some «, f and r > 2, then we get

Sy (38)

+3-
,2

»Q\»—A

LiB/

o] L, )2 b)) (3.10)

||Xj(‘x|>uk(tvx)”L%L;‘(RH?’) < Qlom+2/m)it /2 Eh)k ||¢||L2(R3 . (3-12)

Let T'f be the inside of the norm on the left of (B.I1]). Then we have
1F = [ [ e (g F s )iy,

1T = [ [0 g epde g (el (o) Pls. )y, o
and so
T F| < (D) F2) (2 <y (Ja]) || (3.14)
Let K(t,x) = (e"™*P) F~1\2)(2%z). Then BII) will follow from
1 2)ll g AR QReT R, (3.15)
(a) In the Klein-Gordon case w(p) = (p),
K(t,s) = [ ¥ 0vtandpdp (3.16)

Simple computation shows that w'(p) = p(p)~', W”(p) = (p)~°. For r = 2, we
use the local smoothing estimates. Indeed, using the Plancherel’s identity in ¢ and
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in z, we get

T £l 22 297227472 (282

1 £1l2,

and hence
€ oz, 27227016l (3.17)
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where we used the notation a V b = max(a,b), a A b= min(a,b).
Let ¢(p) = t(2%p) +2%px . Then ¢/(p) = 2% p(2%p) ' + 2%z, Thus if [¢[28/0 > 27,
then |¢/(p )|>|t|22k<2"f)_1 using integration by parts twice we get

o)l < [ 10060) a0 0/ o) ) dpsit] 222
Combining with the trivial bound |K|<1, we get that for £ > 0 and j > —k,
K| < / dt +/ 2722t < 27 (3.18)
Jol<2? |t <27+2 |t]>27+2
Hence, for £ > 0 and j > —k,
I Pedllnzr < 257210 2. (3.19)
t gz |~27 z

Interpolating (BI7) with (B.I9) and classical Strichartz estimate
[P Pigllzr ,<20"0220 6] 12, (3.20)
t 7 rer3 x

we can get the homogeneous estimates in part (a) for wave-admissible pairs.
Now we use the stationary phase method to get an improvement due to the non
vanishing second derivative. Indeed

. 22kt
" (p)| = |< )

in the support of xo. Hence by the stationary phase method
|K (t, )| S[t| 1/ 22kV0)/29=(RA0), (3.22)

| 2 [t|27(Fv0)22(n0) (3.21)

Thus eventually we have
_ _ i, P 2
|K(t, SL’)X] (LL’)‘SH‘ 1/22(k\/0)/22 (k/\o)l{|t‘2k/\0§2j} + |t‘ 22 Ak <2k> 1{|t‘2k/\0>>2j}.

Therefore,
<97/29(kV0)/26—3(kA0)/2 —jokA0o—4k /62
K || gy 2972200020 73(n0)2 1 9=ighn0g=tk(92k)

£ \<23

and then for j > —2(k Vv 0) — (k A 0) we have

[ Pl ree S 27EOAZEOM )] . (3.23)
2 x
In particular, by interpolation between ([B.23) and ([B.I9), we get for £ > 0,5 > —k,
i 1 3
P Pebllie | S 26D ollz, 5 <0< (3.24)

Interpolating (B.17) with (B:24]) and classical Strichartz estimates, we get that for
k <0, if r > 10/3, then

+Ea-2 ik 3ith()_2) (1-3)
1" Peopll 121, S Z 20 +ZQJ T O) |6l 252 @) 12
J<—k i>—k
for k>0, f 0 < < 4, then
e Pk¢||L2LT Z 27 k(D) +22’+ 2 (k=017 ‘|‘22 + D=0 N6l

1<—k i<k >k

k
S27 (|9l e
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for £ > 0, if r = 4, then
2 3 V(1_2
(B Pk¢||L2LT Z 2rth(-) 4 Z 2k/4+z23+4 (k=)0 T))||¢||Lg

i<—k —k<j<k >k
k
S(k)23 (@l e;
for £ > 0, if » > 4, then
1™ Propll o, SO - 27 FHRI=D) 4 > o 3 0=D0=D) 6| 12 250D 1l 2.
i<—k i>—k

Therefore, by interpolation the homogeneous estimates for Schrodinger-admissible
pairs in part (a) is proved.

The inhomogeneous linear estimates follow from the duality argument and the
Christ-Kiselev lemma, similar to [7].

(b) In the wave case w(p) = |p|, we have

170 £ Dy~ (3.25)
hence a = 1/2 (independent of ). Thus we obtain
] /272/7 Pl (D V0lcer ;S N9llzs- (3.26)
In particular, we have
1P xo(D)oll 21y S I9ll2z (V> 4). (3.27)
By scaling,
| Pl rzry S (25)272 7|6l (Vr > 4). (3:28)
This yields the radial improvement of the wave Strichartz in 3D. 0J

Remark 1. The generalized Strichartz estimates for Klein-Gordon equation was also
studied by Cho-Lee [2] which also addresses the non-radial versions. Our proof is
different from theirs, and the idea is from [7]. Our results give better bound on
the regularity, but the range of (g,r) is the same except some endpoints. More
precisely, they prove that the borderline case 2/q + 5/r = 5/2 is also admissible
except for the endpoint (¢,7) = (2,10/3). The borderline case for the Schrédinger
equation was partially proved in [7], which was extended except for the endpoint by
[8]. The borderline case for the wave equation is prohibited except for the trivial
energy norm.

The regularity in our estimates is optimal for all (¢,r) in the admissible range.
Indeed, there exists radial L? function ¢ # 0 such that

1€ Prgp|| parr 2C (., k) || 6] 22, (3.29)

where C/(q,r, k) = (k)/920/2=1"k for (¢, r) satisfying 1/¢+2/r = 1, and C(q, r, k) =
28@nk for all other (q,) in the admissible range. By (B.10), (3:29) is equivalent to
the existence of f such that

I [ e 0o ) sin @ sp)dpl s ZCla. k)2 P e (330)
~1
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Take f = 1p,10/(p), then we have

! ::/ "0 xo(p) f (p) sin(2¥sp)dp
p~1
1

1ok ok _jokg
=5 | ) — e )dp =1~ L.
p~1

In the region £ = {27% <« |t] < 2k, |t — s| < 27F}, using integration by parts we
get |I;| < 1; on the other hand

L~ | [ TR =0y (p)dp| ~ 1.
p~1
Thus |/| ~ 1 on E. Hence,
L.H.S. of @30227/"( / 6] 9dt) = C (g, k)2 f o,

2- kgt <2k

and ([3.29) is proved.

We will apply this lemma to the integral equations. Then in order to close the
argument, we need to do some nonlinear estimates.

3.1. Bilinear terms. The above Strichartz norms neatly fit in the bilinear terms
on the right, which are partially resonant. Indeed we have

Lemma 3.2. (1) For any N and U, the following estimates hold
||<D>_1(NU)LHHL}H;SHNHL%B;&/:)*E||u||L§B;(/;)+5a

1
(D) (/\/'U)HHHLgH;SHNHLgB;({/j;E HUHLiB;{ffE'

0 1 _1 0
If0§9§1, 5,;—z+§+§,th€n

Q=
N[

H<D>_1(Nu>aL||Lg’L215’|N||L%B(;(£/:)fE||u||X|Y- (3.31)

(2) For any U, the following estimate holds

HD(Z/{Z/?)HHHL}Lg KSHUHi%(B;(/g)‘FE'Bj(/:))’ (3.32)
— 0 _ [% €
fO<O0<1,1=5-5 ;=7+5—5, then
IDUU)ar+rall g Sy (3.33)

Proof. (1) For the first inequality, it suffices to prove

INU) Lz SN g1 lU]] o gryase-
q(—¢) tq(e)
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By dyadic decomposition, we have (NU)ry = D) <py—p, PN Pi,d.  Then by
Holder inequality, we get

IV Lallz <Q o1 D PN o | Pold ] oo )2

ko k1<ko—ko

SOCI YD 2GRN PN g [Pl g0 )

ko k1<ka—ka
SHNHB*U‘PE ||u||Bl/4+s.
q(—e) q(e)

Similarly, we can get the second one. For the third inequality, by Holder inequality
and Sobolev embedding,

NNUarll gy S IWall 2 paolldll 5 o S IINall 2 pgeo lU]]x-
t Ly

(2) For the first inequality, we have
IDUU pullz < D 22| Pl o | Pl || oo

|k1—k2| <ka
SHel gz lled ] gz < ||U||21/4+5|Bz(/3).
q(e
The proof of the second one is similar with the third one in (1). O

3.2. Boundary terms. Next, we estimate the boundary terms.
Lemma 3.3. For any Ny and Uy, we have
(D)™ N, Uo) [l SIINo L2 [ Uo 113, 11DL2(Uo, Uo )| 22 S 1ol -
As a consequence, for any N and U
-1 ~
D) QN U)oy SIN ez U ey 1 DU U e 2 SN T oo 11 -
Proof. We only prove ||QQ(No,Up)|lrz S [|[Nollr2||Uo|| sy, since the others are similar.
From the Plancherel equality we have
SNz [[Uoll .-

/ i~ 1Mol — )] - Who(1m) |y
[€—=n[>|n] L2

where we used the Sobolev embedding [|F =& aio (&) ||| Lo Sluo| - O

To handle the other component, we will need a Coifman-Meyer type bilinear
multiplier estimates (see Lemma 3.5 in [0]).

12(No, Uo)l| 22 S

Lemma 3.4. For any N and U we have
~1
DY QN U gy i, S I ez W,

IDOU U 1= S Il |l s
Proof. For the first inequality, it suffices to prove
N U)o S TN a2 U
By Sobolev embedding, we get
9N U g1 SIDRN U1z
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It is easy to see that DQ(N,U) is a bilinear multiplier with the symbol

1€+ 1] > x<r—s(m)xx(§)
—(&+n) +alé] + ()

and m satisfies the condition in Lemma 3.5 in [6]. Thus applying dyadic decompo-
sition and Bernstein inequality, we get

IP<oDQN U2 SY N Y- DAPLN, Puld)|72)"?

ko<2  k1<ko—kq

SOCC D 1PNl Paldllre)?)?

ko<2 k1<ko—kq

SO C Y @EPN el Paldllie)®) P SIN Lz U]l e

ko<2 k1 Skz—ka

m(&,n) =

)

Similarly,
|Poof(NU) | oags SIP2o(D) QN U]z
ST YD (DYETRPLN B )

ke>=2  ki1<ko—ka

SIS @) B PN Pl 1))

ke>—2 k1<ko—ka

SO (@2 PN 2 | Pld 1)) 2

ko>—2 k1<ka—kq

SHNHL%HUHL%-

We proved the desired result.
Similarly, for the second inequality, by Sobolev embedding we get

IDQU,U)| 11— S DU U) |12
q(—¢)

and D) behaves similarly to DS). Then applying dyadic decomposition and Bern-
stein inequality, we get

ID2 Ul SQ_ I DS DYUBU P]E)"

ko ki1<ko—kq

SQ-C Y 2%PUPLU e 1Patd ) )

ko k1<ko—kq
SOC Y 2B B o || Pyt 2e)) SN i 1| s -

ko k1<ka—kq

Thus we finish the proof of the lemma. U

3.3. Cubic terms. Finally, we deal with the cubic terms.
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Lemma 3.5. For any N and u we have
(D)~ QUDIUP, U SN T2 1 U o
D) N (DY U5 gy SIN e s
HDQ(<D>_1(NU)=U)||L§Lg§||NHL§°Lg||U||2L§Lg-

Proof. As in the proof of the previous lemma, applying dyadic decomposition, we
get

QDU N SQ oI Y APLDUP, PLU)|F)"

ko ki<ko—kq

SQCC D PPzl Pt 2e)?)

ko k1<ko—ka
SR e Ul e S Nl malled 7 -
Similarly, for the second inequality, we have

KD)YCQUN (D)~ (NU))Il 75
SOOI Y (DYEUPLN, Py (D) NU)) 2 s) 2

ko ki1<ko—kq

SOTC ST 2@ o2k T BN 2 || Py (VU 18)2) 2

ko k1<ka—kq
_ 5/6 -1
SOTC ST 2k 1PN 2| Py (NU) | 32)%) 2
ko k1<ko—ka
SINIZ2 124l e
and for the last inequality, we have
IDQ((D) " (NU), U2

SQCI Yo DD THNU), UG

ko k1<ka—ka

SOSC Y 2R TP NU) | | Puld | 19)2)

ko k1<ko—kq
—1
SO Y 2RI TP (NU)|| /el Pl 1))
ko k1<ka—kq

SINUI gz U] s SIN 22 124 7.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Now we are ready to use the estimates obtained in the previous section to prove
Theorem [Tl For any (ug, u1,no,n1) € H(R?) x L2(R?) x L2(R?) x H-1(R?), we
define an operator @y, ngny (U, N) by the right-hand side of ([2I0)-@II). Our
resolution space is

Sy = {UN) @ N s = 1Wllxyy + NN e angi o <0}



SMALL ENERGY SCATTERING FOR KLEIN-GORDON-ZAKHAROV 15

endowed with the norm metric || - ||s.

We will show that @y, 1 nom, @ Sy — Sy is a contraction mapping, provided that
n < 1 and (ug,us,ng,nq) are sufficiently small. By the estimates in the previous
section, we have for any (U,N) € S,

1L g 1m0, U N[5 SMWoll 112 + [Noll22 + (1ol 21z + [Noll22)®
MG+ I NS <

if 2 = Vo]l + [AGllzz = luollms + lerllz + ollzz + lmill =+ < 1, and we set
n = Cep. Similarly, we can prove @y, non, @ Sy — Sy is a contraction mapping.
Our estimates are time global, therefore Theorem [L1] follows immediately.
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