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ON GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND SCATTERING
FOR THE MASSIVE DIRAC-KLEIN-GORDON SYSTEM

IOAN BEJENARU AND SEBASTIAN HERR

ABSTRACT. We prove global well-posedness and scattering for the
massive Dirac-Klein-Gordon system with small initial data of sub-
critical regularity in dimension three. To achieve this, we impose
a non-resonance condition on the masses.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Dirac-Klein-Gordon system is a basic model of proton-proton
interactions (one proton is scattered in a meson field produced by a
second proton) or neutron-neutron interaction, see Bjorken and Drell
[4]. In physics these are known as the strong interactions which are
responsible for the forces which bind nuclei.

The mathematical formulation of the Dirac-Klein-Gordon system is
as follows, see e.g. [§]:

1.1
(1) (O +m*)¢ =y

Here, O denotes the d’Alembertian O = 92 — A, ¢ : R1*3 — C* is the
spinor field (column vector), and ¢ : R1*3 — R is a scalar field. For
uw=0,...,3, " are the 4 x 4 Dirac matrices given by

I, 0 » 0 ol
0 __ 2 J — X
7_(0—12)’ 7_(—010)

where for j = 1,2, 3 the Pauli matrices o’ are

1 _ 01 2 0 —1 3 1 0
7= ( ro) 727 \i o) 727 0 1)
" denotes the conjugate transpose of 1, i.e. YT = @t. The matrices ~*

satisfy the following properties

fyafy + Y f}/a = 29045[4’ gaﬁ = dla‘g(lv _17 _17 _1>

{ (=" 0y + M) = ¢p
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We will study the Cauchy problem with initial condition
(12) (quﬁv 8t¢)‘t=0 = (w07¢07¢1)-

Before turning to the mathematical analysis of the Dirac-Klein-Gordon
Equations we highlight a key property of the physical model presented
in Bjorken and Drell [4, Chapter 10.2]. The mass M is effectively
9382LY (proton) or 9392EY (neutron). There are many types of me-
son fields, but those believed to be major contributors to the nuclear
force at large distances are the m-mesons (pions) and their masses are
m = 140% for 7+, m = 135% for 7¥. Heavier mesons such as the
K mesons (kaons) may also play a role for small impact parameter colli-
sions; the masses of a kaons are m = 494 MC <V for K* and m = 498 MC eV
for K°. It is then reasonable to assume that in the Dirac-Klein-Gordon
Equations it holds

2M > m > 0.

We are not implying that all mesons are lighter than baryons (protons
or neutrons in our context), but that this is a reasonable assumption in
the context of our model. Higher energy (more massive) mesons were
created momentarily in the Big Bang but are not thought to play a
role in nature today. Such particles are also regularly created in exper-
iments; for instance the heaviest meson created is the upsilon meson
with mass 9.46%5" (roughly 10 times the mass of the proton/neutron).
However these heavy mesons do not play a role in the model described
by Dirac-Klein-Gordon Equations.

We now turn our attention to the mathematical aspects of ([I]).
The fundamental question is that of global regularity of solutions. For
smooth and small initial data endowed with additional algebraic struc-
ture, Chadam and Glassey [6] established global regularity for solutions
of (LI)). The work of Klainerman [13] on nonlinear Klein-Gordon equa-
tions paved the way of establishing a more general result. Following
those ideas and taking advantage of the null structure present in the
system, Bachelot [I] established global regularity for (very) smooth and
small initial data. The next direction of research was to obtain a local
in time result for rough data as close as possible to the critical space
which is

’QDQELz, (¢0,¢1)€H%XH_%.

Beals and Bezard [2] proved that for small initial data (¢g, 1) €
H? x H',4y € H' one has a local well-posedness theory for (IL.T)).
Bournaveas in [5] improved this local in time result to (¢g, ¢1) € H'Tx

He Yy € H%“, for any € > 0. The best result up to date is due
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to D’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg [8] and it establishes the local well-

posedness of (ILT) for data (¢o, ¢1) € H3te x H-3% oy € HE, for any

€ > 0; hence the last result covers the full subcritical regime.
Recently, Wang [20] proved a global in time result for small initial

et . 1
data in the critical Besov space (¢o, ¢1) € B3, X By 7,1y € By, (for
M = m = 0), additionally assuming that an angular derivative is
bounded in the same space; the proof exploits the observation of Ster-
benz [19] that angular regularity acts as a null-structure. The result is
then extended to non-zero masses under the condition 2M > m > 0.

It is worth mentioning that in all of the above results the masses
M, m are arbitrary; the result in [20] is an exception. In the context of
a local in time result, the terms M1, m2¢ can be treated as perturba-
tions, thus allowing an analysis of (ILT]) as a system of wave equations.
Obviously, this cannot be the case for a global in time theory which
includes scattering.

In the context of the cubic Dirac system [3] we proposed a different
approach that incorporates the terms M1 and m?¢ into the linear part
of the operator, as they naturally appear. This will help us treat (LT
as a system of (half) Klein-Gordon equations after using projectors
which are adapted to our context from the work of D’Ancona, Foschi
and Selberg [8]. Then we restrict our attention to the physical relevant
case 2M > m > 0 and obtain a global (in time) result and scattering
for small initial data in the subcritical regime. The resolution spaces
used here have a simpler structure compared to [3]. Our main result is
the following

Theorem 1.1. Assume that e > 0 and 2M > m > 0. Then the Cauchy
problem (LI))-(L2)) is globally well-posed for small initial data

Yo € HYR% CY), (¢, ¢1) € H2T(R*R) x H 27 (R R)
and these solutions scatter to free solutions for t — +oo.

We refer to Subsection for more details. Our result is at the same
level of regularity as the one proved by D’Ancona, Foschi and Selberg
[8]. Its strength lies in the global in time and scattering aspects. In
terms of Sobolev regularity it is slightly more restrictive than Wang’s
result [20]. However, we do not assume additional angular regularity
on the initial data, cp. also Remark (4.2

A key observation is that under the assumption 2M > m > 0 the
system (1) has no resonances. It was known from prior works on
Klein-Gordon type systems with multiple speeds that, under certain
conditions between the masses, resonant interactions do not occur and
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the well-posedness theory improves. We refer the reader to the works of
Delort and Fang [9], Schottdorf [I7] and Germain [10] and to the refer-
ences therein. We will use this, together with some localized Strichartz
estimates, to prove the key nonlinear estimates.

Note that unlike many of the previous works which dealt with power
type nonlinearities for the Klein-Gordon equation, the Dirac-Klein-
Gordon system contains derivatives. This is not apparent from our
formulation of (ILT]); however if one wants to write (LI) as a system
of Klein-Gordon equations, one should apply (—iv*d, — M) to the
first equation and then it is obvious that the right hand side contains
derivatives.

Acknowledgement. The first author was supported in part by NSF
grant DMS-1001676. The second author acknowledges support from
the German Research Foundation, Collaborative Research Center 701.
Part of this research has been carried out while both authors partici-
pated in the Trimester Program Harmonic Analysis and Partial Differ-
ential Equations at the Hausdorff Research Institute for Mathematics
in Bonn.

2. REDUCTIONS

2.1. Notation. We define A < B, if there is a harmless constant ¢ > 0
such that A < ¢B, and A 2 B iff B < A. Further, we define A ~ B iff
both A < B and B < A. Also, we define A < B if the constant ¢ can
be chosen such that ¢ < 271%. Also, A> B iff B < A.

Similarly, we define A < B iff 24 <28 A= Biff 24 > 28 A~ B
iff 24 ~ 28, A < Biff 24 <« 2B, A = B iff 24 > 25,

Let p° € C°(—2,2) be a fixed smooth, even, cutoff satisfying p°(s) =
1for |s] <1land 0 < p < 1. For k € Z we define p, : R® — R,
pi(y) = p°(27"y]) — p°(27"*|y|), such that Ay := supp(px) C {y €
R?: 2871 < |y| <281} Let pg, = pr—1+ pr.+ pra1 and Ay, := supp(py).
For k > 1, let P, be the Fourier multiplication operators with respect
to pg, and Py =1 —>, o, P. For j € Z we define

FIQF™fI(7,€) = pi(1 £ (€)m) F(7,).

Similarly, we define P, and Q;tm
We also define Pep = > o ey Pory Pk = Y gcprap Prrs Por = 1 —

P<y, P-j, = I — P, and similarly Q;m, f]m, ;m’ and Q;EE”;L for an
interval J. In the obvious way we also define the analogous operators
D Nt,m
based on Py and Q.
In the case m = 1 we suppress the superscripts, e.g. Qj[’l =QF

R
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Further, for [ € N let K; denote a set of spherical caps of radius
27! which is a covering of S? with finite overlap. For a cap k € K,
we denote its center in S? by w(x). Let I', be the cone generated by
k € K and (9,)kex, be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to
(I'v)x,. Let P, denote the Fourier-muliplication operator with symbol
Nk, such that I = ZHE,CZ P,. Further, let P, with doubled support such

that P, = f’,ﬁP,.i = P,{f’,i. For notational convenience, we also define
Ko = {S*} and P, = I if k € K.

2.2. Setup of the system and null structure. As written in (L))
the cubic Dirac-Klein-Gordon system has a linear part whose coef-
ficients are matrices and it is technically easier to work with scalar
equations. To do so, we adapt the setup introduced in [8, Section 2
and 3] to take into account the mass terms, similarly to our prior work
on the cubic Dirac equation [3] (however, the sign convention is in ac-
cordance with [8]). We repeat here the essential steps for convenience
of the reader. As highlighted in [§] the new setup is able to identify a
null-structure in the nonlinearity, although the presence of mass terms
alters the effectiveness of this structure at very small scales.

For j = 1,2, 3 the matrices o/ := %47, 3 := 4" have the properties

ol + pal =0, adaor + kol = 267%1,,

see [8, p. 878] for more details.
We introduce the Fourier multiplication operators 1} (D) with sym-
bol

1 1

I+ & -a+Mp

2 T )

In the case M = 1 we suppress the superscript, i.e. Il.(D) = ITL (D).
We then define ¢, = I} (D) and split 1 = ¢, +1_. By applying

the operators IT1Y (D) to the system (ILT]) we obtain the following system

of equations:

I (€) =

(=0 + (D)m)tby = Hy(D)(Qbﬁw)
(2.1) (—i0; — (D) ar)tp— = 1M (D) (¢p)
(O +m?)¢ = (¥, B).

In order to have a fully first order system, we define ¢+ = ¢+i(D) 10,0
thus

(=i0 4 (D)m) b+ = (D), (1, B1).
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Note that ¢ = R¢s and ¢_ = ¢, since ¢ is real-valued. The system
which we will study is

(=i + (D)ar)ry = T (D)(Ro1 5¢)
(2.2) (—i0, — (D)n)p— = IY (D) (R B1))

(=i0; + (D)m)+ = (D)., (1, ).
We aim to provide a global theory for this system for initial data
(Vi 0, P10) € H X Hzte, Tt is an easy exercise that this translates
back into a global theory for the original system with (g, ¢, $1) €
He x Hate x Hoate,

There is a null structure in the system (2.2), which we describe next.

This is again inspired by the work in [8] and was adapted to the current

setup in [3]. For more details, we refer to the reader to [8| [3].
We decomposing (¢, 51) as

(W, BY) = (I (D)py, B (D)) + (IIM(D)h_, BIIM(D))y_)
+ (I (DY, BIY(D)y) + (Y (D)y, BT (D)iby).
We have
(2.3) Y (D)g = B (D) £ M(D),/

The following Lemma, which corresponds to [3, Lemma 3.1] and [8]
Lemma 2], analyses the symbols of the bilinear operators above.

Lemma 2.1. For fized M > 0, the following holds true:
ny IO =O0(Em) + 016 + )™
' (O () = O(L(=&m) + O((&) ™"+ (m) ™)

We now explain heuristically why this is useful here, see Lemma
for the technical result which will be used in the nonlinear analysis. By
23) it follows that for sq, s € {+,—}

Fou(s b1, Bl 109) (€) = / (ILs, (&1)11(&1), BT, (§2)1p2(E2)) dE1dEs
£=61—&2

_ / (BII_ sy (E)TL,, (€)1 (£1), a(E2)) s
£=£1-¢&

—I—Mz / (fl)ij(ﬂsl(fl)@bl(&),w2(§2)>d§1d§2.

§=61—&2
Hence, smallness of the ange /(s1£1, s2€2) can be exploited as long as
it exceeds max((&1)7/, (€2)57)- See [8, p. 885] for the analogue of this
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in the massless case, where we have IT° (§)I19 (&) = 0 if Z(&,&) =0,
which makes the null structure effective at all angular scales. In the
massive case M > 0 the null-structure does not bring gains beyond
max({£1)37, (€2)37)- To compensate for this we need to use that there
are no resonances present in (2.2]).

In fact, as observed in [§], there is a second and similar null-structure
in the nonlinearities present in the equations for vy which will be
exploited by duality in Section [4]

2.3. Modulation analysis. A key aspect in the nonlinear analysis is
the lack of resonant terms. Arguments of similar nature are contained
in [I7, Lemma 2|, see also [9 [10]. Additionally, we will prove that
smallness of the maximal modulation induces angular constraints. In
the context of the cubic Dirac equation a similar result is contained
in [3, Lemma 6.5]. We first provide lower bounds for the resonance
function.

Lemma 2.2. Fiz 0 < m < 2M. For s1,82 € {+,—} define the reso-
nance function

(2.5) (1, €2) = (61 — E2)m + 51(60) m — 52(62) wr-

Then, we have the following bounds:
Case 1: If

a) s =+,8=— or
b) s1 = —,50 =+ and ({1 — &)m < min((&1)ar, (§2) 1),
then

(2.6) %2 (61, &2)| 2 max((&1 — &), (1), (§2))
Case 2: If
a) s1 = sg or

b) sy = —,s0 =+ and (§ — &)m 2 min({&1)ar, (§2) ),
then

(2.7) |72 (61, 62)] zm,M%l(slfl, $262)°

With any choice of signs, we have both
(2.8) |72 (€1, €2)] Zmoar min((€1), (€2))Z (8161, 5262)%,

and the non-resonance bound

(2.9) 1502 (&1, &) | Zmar max (€1 — &)~ (€))7 (&) 7).
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Proof. In Case 1 the lower bound (2.6) is obvious, which implies all
other claims.
Suppose now that we are in Case 2 a):

({1 — &a)m — (&) — (o)) ({€1 — &) + (1) s — (€2)mal)
=2(1&[|&] — &1 - &) + m® + 2((&)m(E) i — &[] — M?)

Now, we compute

(161] = [&2])?

(210) {&0)arl&atn = (&ll&] + M) = M e o e T T AT

Since this is non-negative, we conclude

({1 — &a)m — &) — (o)) ({€1 — &) + [{E1) s — (€2) )
> 2|&1|[&|(1 — cos £(&, &) +m?
2 &l L&, &) +m?

Now, because of m > 0 and (&5 — &) + [(E1)r — (&) ] S (€1 — &)
the estimates (2.8) and (27) follow. Also, (2.9) follows if (& — &) <

~

min((£1), (§2)). Otherwise, we have max({£1), (£2)) > min((&1), (&),
and the estimate (2.9) follows from
(61 — &a)m — [y — (&) ) (€1 — E2)m + [{§1) s — (§2) M)

(J1] — [&2])?
(& m{&ym + |&l|&] + M?

where we used (2.10) again.
Suppose now that we are in Case 2 b): A computation similar to the
above yields

() + () — (€1 — Ea)m) ((€1)ar + (§2) s + (€1 — §2)m)
=2(|&1[|&] + & - &) + 2M? —m? + 2((&1) m(&2)m — 1GaIE2])
2 |&il|&l L(—&, &) + AM? — m”.

> M?

By assumption 4M? — m? > 0, so the estimate (Z8) is proved, and
due to (& — &) ~ max((&;), (§2)) the claim (2.7) follows, too. Also, if
|€1] = |&], [29) follows. Otherwise, we use the lower bound provided

by (2.I0) to obtain (2.9). O

Remark 2.3. From now on we fix M = m = 1 in oder to simplify the
exposition. In view of Lemma it will be obvious that all arguments
carry over to the case 2M > m > 0 with modified (implicit) constants
depending on m, M.
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Lemma 2.4. Let s1,s2 € {+, —}. Consider k, ki, ks € No, j, j1, j2 € Z,
and ¢ = PQ; ¢, u; = P, Q u;.
i) If max(j, j1,j2) < —min(k, k1, k2), we have

(2.11) ¢ - urtz dtde = 0.

R1+3

ii) Case 1: Suppose that s; = +,89 = —, or s = —,89 = + and
k < min(ky, ko). If max(4,j1,72) < max(k, ki, k), then, (ZII)) holds
true.

Case 2: Suppose that s = $a, o1 $1 = —, 89 = + and k > min(ky, ko).
If I > 1, ki, ke € K with d(s1k1, Sok2) > 270 and max(j, j1, j2) <
k1+k2—]€—2l, then

(2.12) ¢ - P,y Pryus dtdz = 0.

R1+3

Proof. We have

¢ - uyTi dids = Py drdé

R1+3 RI+3
and, with ¢ = (71,¢),

—_

TalQ) = [ TR -~ O = [Tl - e
hence
213) [ owmids = [ 66— @G0T
The assumptions imply that we must have

2=+ (2 — &) =2, Im+ si(&) & 27, [+ s2(6e)| & 27
in order to obtain a nontrivial contribution. This implies

(214) |<§2 - 51) + 51<€1> - 52<§2>| S 2max(j,j1,j2)'

i) By assumption we have 2max(J1.2) « 2= min(kkuk2) g that ([2.14)
contradicts (2.9]).
ii) By assumption we have 2mx(:71.02) « gmax(kkuk2) i Case 1, hence

(ZTI4) contradicts (2.6]). Similarly, in Case 2 (2.I4) contradicts (Z.7).
U



10 I. BEJENARU AND S. HERR

3. FUNCTION SPACES AND LINEAR ESTIMATES
For 1 <p < oo, b€ R, we define

1F 10 = 1271QF Fllz2) sl o
The low frequency part will be treated altogether, that is we define

1A llsz, = 1A lgerz + [ Flze + 1FI g

By interpolation, the space above provides all the Strichartz estimates
for the Schodinger equation on R3. This is natural since the Klein-
Gordon equation in low frequency behaves like the Schodinger equation.

In high frequency, the Klein-Gordon equation is of wave type and
the Strichartz estimates should reflect that. Moreover we need some
refinement of the standard Strichartz estimates.

For k € Z, let =), = 2% - Z%. Let v : R — [0,1] denote an even
smooth function supported in the interval [—2/3,2/3] with the property
that

Z%l)(g —n)=1for £ € R.

nez

Let v : RY — [0,1], v(&) = AW(&) - ... - yD(&). For k € Z, and

n € = let
(&) = (€ = n)/28).

Clearly, ZnEEk Yin = 1 on RY. Now, we define the Fourier-multiplication
operators I'y ,, with symbol 7 ..

There is the following refinement of the classical Strichartz esti-
mate. In the context of Strichartz-Pecher inequalities for the wave
equation, the underlying decay estimate after localization to cubes has
been proved in [I4, (A.59)], see also [I8, Theorem 4.1] for the case
p=q=4
Lemma 3.1. Let d = 3, % + % = % with p > 2. Then,

2

3 ITx i Pre™™ P fl12p0 | S S 2oy

neZ,,

(3.1) sup 25"
0<k'<k

Proof. By orthogonality, it suffices to prove
. k' +k
T Pee™ P I prra S 277 || fllz2ms),
uniformly in n € Zp. Let T = Ty, Poe™ ). The operator TT* is a
space-time convolution operator with the kernel

Kpgon(t, ) = / T2 (6T, (€)de.

R3
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By the TT*-argument, it suffices to prove

2(k+k")
D

ITT") g
which reduces to proving the kernel bound

(3.2) | Ko (t, )| < 22 (14 22 pe)) 7
Indeed, by interpolation and Young’s inequality, we obtain

(1—2 ’_ —(1—-2
[ K gt ) # @l gy S 2070 (14 22 7He) ™90y

and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev with % = % =1- % implies

/ / — _2
< o3k (1—§)H(1+22k —k|t‘) (1 q)Hng

/ !
LY g rrrt ~

< 2§(k+k’).

[

Finally, we give a proof of (B.2)): Rescaling yields
Kkl7k;n(t, ZIZ') = 23kKk1_k71’27kn(2kt, QkI’),

where, for (€);, := (|¢]> + 2_%)%7

Ky p(s,y) = / O 2 (e)? (6)de

R3

For |p| =~ 1, we claim
(3.3) [ Kjap(s,y)] S 29(1 +2%]s])~".

For |s| < 27% this is immediate because the domain of integration
has volume 2%, and in the remaining case it can be proved as for the
wave equation in [I4] (A.70)]. We provide an explicit proof: By a
simple covering argument we may replace pfﬁm by a smooth cutoff
¢ with respect to a thickened spherical cap of size 2/ and denote the
corresponding kernel by K ;p- By rotation, we may assume that y =
(0,0, |y|). We use polar coordinates:

o) 2m ™
Kjp(s,y) = / / / eillvleost+sole) (9 . p) sin(8) pdfdipdp.
o Jo Jo

We may choose ((p,0,p) = (1(0)C(p)C3(p). The phase of the oscil-
latory integral is stationary only if |y| ~ |s| and the cap is centered
near the north pole or south pole, otherwise we get arbitrarily fast de-
cay. We discuss only the first case, where we may further assume that
I¢1] <277, ¢ is supported in an interval of length < 27 in [0, 7), and (3
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is supported in an interval of length < 27 in (1/4,4), with |§] < 277.
We integrate by parts with respect to 6:

- _ G (0 sillyl+s(p
T / / G ()Ga(p)pispdp

|y|/ /QW/ !l eos 0=l ¢1(0)dC ()G p) pdeodp,

and the properties of (; and (5 imply
Kjp(s,9)| S 20yl
which completes the proof of (8:3), which implies (3:2)). O

Remark 3.2. The generalization of Lemma [B.I] to general dimension
and non-sharp admissible pairs is obvious, but we do not need it here.

Now, we consider functions in f € L°(R; L*(R3 C%). We will use
d = 1 for the Klein-Gordon part and d = 4 for the Dirac part. For
k > 0, we define

I lsz = fllzgorz + 1f1] 4280

N

!
s 2SS PP g
(3.4) 0<k' 1<k KeKyn€Sy
1
2
b D0 Tk nPePef |17s.s
0<K 1<k KEK n€E

Note that if ¥ = k and [ = 0, that is no additional localization is pro-
vided, the last two norms are simply the standard Strichartz estimates
L3LS and LSL2 available for the wave equation in R3.

In the nonlinear estimates we will use that || P<q f]| s, also dominates

(by interpolation and the Sobolev embedding) the localized Strichartz
norms (with k£ = 0) available in the high frequency structure.
Next, we consider boundedness properties of certain multipliers.

Lemma 3.3. i) Let s1,80 € {+,—}. For any ki,ko € Ny, 1 <1 <
min(ky, kz) + 10, K1, ko € Ky with d(s1k1, Saks) < 278 vy, 00 € CY, we
have

(3.5) (I, (2% w(k1))or, BTLs, (2% w(k2) Jva) | S 27 wn [0
ii) For any k € Ng, 1 <1< k+10, k € K, w:f’kwES,f, we have
(3.6) 1L (D) — T (2w (k)] Patpllsx S 271 Patdl 52+
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and similarly in Ly L1 -norms.

ii1) For any k € Ny and j € Z, the operators Qj[f’k are uniformly
bounded on Si.

i) For any k,l € No, k € K; and j € Z with j > k — 2] — 100 the
operators ijﬁ’kpﬁ and Q;]—T’kpﬁ are uniformly bounded on S,f.

v) For any k, k' € Ny and j € Z satisfiying k' < k and j > 2k' — k,
the operators ij and Qg are uniformly disposable in the sense that

D=

s [ YD) e, PPkQ f||ing S IPef s

0<I<k \ keK, neg,,

[NIES

2% swp [0 3 T, nPePQ% flipes | SIPSlst

0<i<k KEK) ’fLE._ak/

Further, similar estimates for Qij and Qg hold with a bound (k') as
long as j = —K'.

Proof. The identity (23] implies
(IL, (2" w(k1))on, BT, (272w (k2) Jva)
= (BT, (2" (#2) )L, (2% w (1) Jon, v2) 4 52(2%2) " H{IT, (252w (kn) Jor, va),

hence (3.0) follows from estimates (2.4) and Cauchy-Schwarz.
In order to prove (B.4]), it suffices to consider the case s; = +. We
write the matrix-valued symbol p of 2[I1 (D) — I1; (2*w(k))] P. P. as

p(&) = 2[4 (€) — T (2w (k)] pi (€) e (€)

R (N S I
= (O 7y~ ) o+ OO [ ~ 0
=: p1(§) + p2(§)
We further decompose
-5 7 ﬁ_ikwm.a 0 N ﬁé—cu/<a e

=:p11(§) + p12(§).

We denote the Fourier-multiplication operators defined by the symbols
above by Py(D), Py1(D), Pi2(D). Obviously, the properties of py imply
that

1P(D)llzz e S 275 [1Pu(D)llzzorp $27% for any 1< p < oo,
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and the properties of 7),, imply that
|Pia(D)llzposrz S 27, for amy 1 < p < .

The claim follows from the definition of the space S} .

Part iii) needs to be proved for the Strichartz norms only. For the op-
erator Qj-tpk this is an easy consequence of the well-known transference
principle. Indeed,

QX f(t) = / 17 D) F(HUD) f) (1), (),

hence by Lemma [3I] we obtain

1
Ktk 5
(32 3 ITenPePQ 12y )

KEK; nEE,,
SIF( P P )pillrre S 221PQF N2 = 1PLS | g g e

In order to prove Part iv), we apply Sobolev inequalities to obtain
for any k' € Ky, n € Zp

_k’+k
P Hka n P Q5 PPy f||mq

_E)Q(k’+m1n(2k 21,2k") Hrk’ ’Q;'EPRP]@]CHLQ-

Summing up the squares w.r.t. ', n yields

_K+tk
273 ( D y|rk,,nPK,Q;thPKf||ing> y
(37) H’EICI/ nEEk/
M
<2 23 1Q; Prfllz2,
which we ﬁnally sum up with respect to 7 > jo > k—20—100 to obtain

1

( SN ITwnks Q>JOPkPHfH%ng)2

K Elcl/ neuk/

=

SISl

Xﬂ:,%,oo
The remaining claim in Part iv) follows from Qﬁj =1- Q

Part v) follows similarly from (3.7). The last claim for Qi follows
by applying Part iii) and Part v) to

= _
Q>j_ >2k’k+ E Q
J<§ <2/ —k

because the number of terms in the second sum is bounded by (k).
The claim for Q; =1—- ij follows, too. U
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The next Lemma shows why the spaces S* are useful in the context
of the evolution equation.

Lemma 3.4. For any k € Ny, ug = Pyug € L*(R3;C%) and f = P,f €
L{(R, L*(R* C%)), let
t

u(t) = e TPy + z/ eﬂ(t_s)w)f(s)ds.
0

Then, v = Pyu is the unique solution of
and u € C(R, L?(R3;C%)) and

38 el S ol +sup| [ (fg)cudsi
RI+3

geG

provided that the right hand side of [B.8) is finite, where G is defined
as the set of all g = Prg € L°(R; L*(R? C%)) such that lgllsz = 1.

Proof. Without the localization in L?LS, LYL3 the linear theory above
is standard using X*° theory and the Christ-Kiselev Lemma [7]. It
is likely that one can adapt the Christ-Kiselev Lemma to cover the
localized versions of L3LS LSL3 and their dual structures as well, but
we do not pursue this strategy here. Instead, we will give a rather
short proof using the theory of U? and V? spaces, see e.g. [15] [T} [16]
for details. We recall that for 1 < p < oo the atomic space in) is

defined via its atoms
K K
a(t) = Z Ly, 00 (OFHP) oy Z oxllh = 1,
k=1 k=1

where {t;} is a partition, t; = +00.
As a companion space we use the space VﬂI:J<D> of right-continuous

functions v such that ¢ — e**Ply(t) is of bounded p—variation. We
have Viw> — UL, p for p > 2.
For 0 < [, k' < k we define

1
[yp— 2 E
(3.9) ||U||Ukilk, = (Z Z ||Fk""P“u||Ui<D>> '
KEK; n€EE
Then, we have

1
_ , 2 <
310)  fuls = (0 3 Pl )* S lulluz

KEK) nEEk/



16 I. BEJENARU AND S. HERR

It is easy to show that the U ,;tl w-norms are decreasing if we localize to
smaller scales, i.e.

< if [ > k!
fullg,,, S s, 1T Land B &
and the V,j;,k,—norms are increasing if we localize to smaller scales, i.e.
< if [ > <k
Hu”‘ﬁ,k/ < ||u||vkilk, if {>1land k' <k

Set Uy = Uy and V" = Vil 0.
Strichartz estimates for admissible pairs (p, ¢) hold for UY ( D>—functions

(which is easily verified for atoms), hence all for Vﬁ< py-functions. For
any 0 < k', 1 < k we have

_ Ktk 3
2 (Y kPl )" S s S Nl
HE’C[’/LEEM v

We also have Vki — Vﬁ<D> and Vi2<D>—n0rm dominates both the

L°L?-norm and the X +2:°°_seminorm. Hence,
lullss < lullys S lullgs.

Now, we can use the U? duality theory (see e.g. [11l, Prop. 2.10], and
[12, Prop. 2.11] for a frequency-localized version), to conclude that

[t s,
R1+3

where H is defined as the set of all h = P,h such that ||h||vk:t =1
The claim now follows by using again ||g/| st < g||vki. O

lullyz < lluoll 2@ + sup
heH

Remark 3.5. In fact, we have proved a stronger result: In the setting
of Lemma B4 provided that the right hand side of (B.8) is finite, we
can upgrade this estimate to

HUHU];t S lluol| 2rsy + suIG) ’ /1+3<f’ g>(cdd.flfdt’.
g€ R

Our resolution space S™* corresponding the Sobolev regularity o —

used in Subsection .2 will be the space of functions in C(R, H°(R3; C%))
such that

%
1£llse = I P<oflls2, + (Z 22"’“||Pkf||2sg> < +o0,

k>0

which is obviously a Banach space.
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4. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES AND THE PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

At least formally, by the decomposition 1 = 11, (D)y + I1_(D)v, it
remains to prove

(2

(&

S§s1.€ Ss2,—€

| [ (D)o 1L, (D)), )it 5 o]

(2

V2

S51€ Ss2,€

| [(D) ML (D), AL (D)u) indt] 5 0],

for any choice of signs si, s, € {+, —}. By symmetry, this follows from

| [ 61, (D), 1 (D)
S ’|¢HS+,%+€0 1 (O

(4.1)

Ss1:€1 §52:€2

where €, €1, €2 € {d€} such that ey + €; + €3 = €. More precisely, we
will prove this first on the dyadic level, where all integrals are clearly
finite, cp. Lemma [3.41

4.1. Estimates for dyadic pieces. Our aim will be to identify a
function G : N3 — (0, 00) such that

G(k7 k1, k2)akbk Ck,
(4.2) > TV — o S llall ol el
k.k1.ko€Ng 22 (min(k, k1, ko) + 1)

max(k,kq,kg)~med(k;ky,k2)

for all sequences a = (a;);en, etc. in 1*(Ng). We write k = (k, k1, k2).
Clearly, (1) is implied by the following key result of this section:

Proposition 4.1. Let s1,s5 € {+,—}. There exists a function G

satisfying (A.2) such that for all ¢ = Py, v, = P11, (D), i = 1,2,
the following estimate holds true:

@3) | [ ol Bvaddut] £ GO Ioll; Il vl
Proof. We denote the integral on the left hand side of ([£3) by I(k).
Without restricting the generality of the argument we can assume that

ki1 < ky. We decompose

I(k) = Iy(k) + I, (k) + I5(k)
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where

=3 [ @0 @z Qzudndt

JEZ

Z / QL ¢ (Qji, BQZ; o) dudt

J1€EZL

/ QF . Q% b, Q) dudt

Jo€Z
We split the argument into three cases.
Case 1: |k — ko| < 10.
Contribution of Iy(k): We split Io(k) = In; (k) + Ip2(k) according to
j < ki and j > k;. Then, due to Lemma [2.4] there is no contribution if

7 < ki in the case s; = +, s = —. With all other choices of signs, we
estimate
101 Z Z Hrkl nQ+¢||L2||<Q ¢175Q Fkl n¢2>||L2
—k1‘<j<k1 n,n €_k1
In—n'|=<kq

where we used orthogonality, and the non-resonance bound (Z3) to
restrict the sum to the range 7 = —k;. We conclude from Lemma [2.4]
with 21 = k; + ko — k — j and Lemma 3.3

I{QZ 1, BQZ Lk wib) | 12
5 27! Z Hng ﬁ1¢1||L§L2’|Q?jpﬁzrk1,n’¢2||L§L§-

K1 ,KQEKI
d(syry,spkg)S27

By Part v) of Lemma [3.3] the operator Q% ; acting on 1y is disposable
and on v by Part v) of Lemma B3 are disposable up to a factor
(k1). Then, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and perform the cube and cap
summation and obtain

In(k) S ) 23 glls, 2 E 2 ||y

—k1=j<k1
1*2
S (k)25 28 ol s Il el

In the range j > ky, a similar argument above with [ = 0, i.e. no cap
decomposition and no gain from the null-structure, gives the bound

Ia(K) S (ka)? 1o s o llger 1ol 2

Contribution of I(k): We split [;(k) = I11(k) + [12(k) according to
j1 < ki and 71 > k. Again, by Lemma [2.4] there is no contribution if

1+2

sp2 e (k)Y

-51

St
k1
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71 < kq in the case s; = +, s = —. With all other choices of signs, we
can restrict the sum in Iy; to j3 = —kq, so that by Lemma 2.4 with
2[2k1—|—]€2—]€—j1NI{31—j1 we have

=Y > > |

—k1=71<k1 n,n/€Eg, K1,62€K)
In—n/|<ky d(s1r1,50m9)S27

/Fk1,nQ<91¢ : <PH1Q wla /BPHZF]CLH Q %)dfﬁdt}

In view of Lemma [B.3] we decompose
[, (D) Py, = [IL,(D) — I, (2w (k:))] + IL, (2w (k2)),
and obtain

|| <PH1Q§:'¢1’ 6PH2Fk17n’Q8§2j1w2> ||L,5%ng
S 27 P Q5| (| Pea Uy @2, 2 s s
By Holder’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz we obtain

M09S Y {2 el (X IkaQ o)

—k1=51<k1 nE=y,

1
(XX ||P@rk1,n,@;2hw2||im)2}

n/EEkl Ko EK,

S ) Is 812 5 (k) 5 (k) 46l 2
—k1=j1<k1
k

522(7f1)3||¢||s;!|¢1!s;; V2| 522

where we have used Lemma [B.3] Part v).
In the range j; > k;, we forgo the gain from the null-structure in the
above argument and obtain

La(k) S D 2% (k) s

Jji12k1
k
< 22 (k1>2||¢||s,j||¢1||s;; [h2]] go2

Contribution of I>(k): As above, we split Ir(k) = Io (k) + Ix(k)
according to jo < ky and jo, > k. Again, by Lemma 2.4 there is no
contribution if js < ky in the case s; = +, s = —, whereas in all other
choices of signs, we can restrict the sum in I (k) to jo = —kq, so that

1+2

(k1>H¢>Hs+2 192 52
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by Lemma 2.4 with 2] = ki + ko — k — jo ~ ki — jo we repeat the
argument for I;;(k) to obtain

kytk
i) S > 275 (k)6
—k1<j1<k1

s </<?1>2H¢Hs,jllwlls Vol s;2

For th range j, > ki, then the same argument as above, but with no
gain from the null-structure, gives the bound

I (k Z 2 kl H¢HS+2 g 191l

]2>k1

Flllg

sl —3H¢2

k
2

< 959"

s1
k1

o ‘7H1/12||ssz

S1

7 )|l sl

| go2

Case 2: |k — k9| < 10.

Contribution of Iy(k): We split Io(k) = In; (k) + Ip2(k) according to
j < k and j > k. Then, due to Lemma [2.4] there is no contribution if
j < kinthe case s = +,89 = — or §; = —, So = + and k < min(kq, k»).
In all remaining cases, we can restrict the sum in Iy; to 7 = —k, so
that

I (k Z Z ||Q+¢||L2H Q FknwlaﬁQ Fkn¢2>||L2

—k‘<]<k n,n/ €8y
[n—n'|=<k

We conclude from Lemma 2.4 with 2] = k; + ks — k — j and Lemma
that

||<Q Fk n¢17ﬁ@ Fkn ¢2>HL2
S 27! Z ||Q2jpﬁ1rk,n¢l||L§L§ ||Qs§2jpnzrk,n’¢2||L?L§'

K1,k €K
d(syry,sgrg)S27!
By Part v) of Lemma B3] the operators Q; are disposable up to a

factor (k). Then, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and perform the cube and
cap summation and obtain

i ki+ko—k—j k+k k
Ink)S D 272ells,2 7 275 (k)ldillsn2s (k)l[vollse
—k=j<k
1.k
S (R)°277 22 @l 14l llvell 52

Let us now consider the range 7 > k. A similar argument above with
[l =0, i.e. no cap decomposition and no gain from the null-structure,
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gives the bound
_J k+k
Toa() S () S 274l 25 e

>k
k
< ()°22 [|0lls 1 llgpn 12l 522

S1

1
Contribution of I (k): Again, we split I(k) = I ;(k) + [12(k) ac-
cording to j; < k and j; > k. Then, due to Lemma [2.4] there is no
contribution if j; < k in the case s; = +,s9 = — or s = —, s = + and
k < min(kq, k2). In all remaining cases, we can restrict the sum in [
to j1 = —k, so that by Lemma 24 with 2[ = k; + ko — k — j; we have

OEED DD DEND DI

—k=j1<k n,n'eE K1,k2€K
In—n/|<k d(syr1,sprp)S27!

S1

[ @20+ (P Q) Tt BPT 1@, ) dndt
Using Lemma [3.3] we obtain
(P Q5 Tnthr, BP T Q25 02) || 5 6

LZL?
< 27| P @51 Tt || 22| P Taw @2, U2l 13-
By Holder’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz we obtain

01 +hko—k—
s Y et elnm2 Qe

—k=j1<k
1
(X3 ||Pnzrk,n'ng2j1¢2’|ing)2}

n/ €=y RzG/Cl

2k _ —J1 __J1
< > 2Fmlellg 2 27 || 52

—k-<J1<k
kE 5
< 2226 0RE) 9l g 141 [ 521 [0

where we have also used Lemma [B.3] Part v).

Let us now consider the case j; > k. In the Case s; = +, s = — or
in the Case s = —, sy = + and k < min(ky, k2), Lemma 2.4] implies
that there is only a contribution if j; > ky —10. In that case, we obtain
from the above argument with [ =0

2k _a
L) S Y 25 (k)lollsp2 2 lnlls

j1>k2—10

k —
< 282567 (093] 5. |0

o () [ g2

S1 82,

s1
k1

S Qﬂ2||sz2-
1 2

S1
k
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In the Case s1 = 53, we observe that the integral is nonzero only if

the frequencies in the supports of ¢1 and wg make an angle at most
2F=k1 hence, we choose | = k; —k. In the remaining case where s; =

sy = + and k > min(ky, ko) we choose | = 0. By the argument above
we obtain

Is(k 223 |¢Hs+2 l2_7“¢1 S

J12k
k
< 2228 R0 ()2 |6 g1 [l [ g [l 2

Contribution of Iy(k): This is treated in the same way as [, (k).

Sl
k1

Case 3: k,ky, ko < 100. We have that the maximal modulation is

at least 272°°, For all contributions, we proceed similarly: The high
. . . o max(i,j1.32)
modulation term is estimated in L? (which gives a factor 2= 3 ),

the other two in LSL? and L3LS. O

Remark 4.2. Using V2-based spaces one can avoid the logarithmic di-
vergencies in Part v) of Lemma We expect that one would obtain

. et . 1
a result in the critical Besov space Byy x B3y x B, ", where € > 0
accounts for a bit of angular regularity (somewhat strengthening the
null-structure and this way eliminating any logarithmic factors). This
would improve the result in [20] (which corresponds to € = 1) in the
massive case, however, we will not pursue these matters here.

4.2. Proof of Theorem [I.Il Again, for notational convenience, let
m=M = 1. Fix e > 0. We will construct a solution

(Vs dy) € S := ST x §7¢ x §Hate
of the system (Z.2) in integral form, i.e.

Wy (8) =e TP (D)o + i / TP (D) Ry B(by + ¢ )]ds
0

b (t) == P (D) + i / e IO (D) Rb By + v )]ds
0

t
620) =P g i [ TIOND) (s +50), B(w + - ))ds
0
provided that the initial data satisfy
[0l

for sufficiently small § > 0. Let T'(¢,,%_,¢,) denote the operator
defined by the right hand side of the above formula.

He®3) < 0,
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By the results of the previous subsection and Lemma 3.4l we conclude

1T (g, h—, 1) ||se
SO+ D4l o e 10t + 1o lls-) + (14 [lsc + [0 |lg-c)?
SO+ (Y, ¥, 04|

and similar estimates for differences. Hence, in a small closed ball in
the complete space S¢ we can invoke the contraction mapping principle
to obtain a unique solution. Further, continuous dependence on the
initial data is an easy consequence.

It remains to prove that these solutions scatter, which we will only
do for t — 400, the other case being similar. It suffices to show that
for a solution (¢4 ,1_, ¢, ) € S¢ we have convergence of the integrals,
ie.

2
Se»

t

lim [ e (D)[Rey By + ¢ ))ds € H(R?),

t—o00 0
t

lim [ eI (D)[Rey By + 1 )lds € H(R?),

t—o0 0
t

lim [ eFENPUD) N (g +100), By +00o))ds € H2T(R?),

—oo J
We simply observe that this is a by-product of the linear theory pro-
vided by Lemma 3.4l Indeed, by Remark it follows that on the
dyadic level these integrals are in fact in U ki and this is square-summable.
From this it follows that they are in the space

V2(R; HY(R®)) x VA(R; H(R®)) x V(R; H2T(R?)).

Functions of bounded 2—variation have limits at infinity [11], Prop. 2.2]
which proves the scattering claim.
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