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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS OF INCOMPRESSIBLE SCHRODINGER
FLOW FOR SMALL DATA IN THREE DIMENSIONS

JIAXT HUANG AND LIFENG ZHAO

ABSTRACT. The incompressible Schrédinger flow is a Madelung’s hydrodynamical form of
quantum mechanics, which can simulate classical fluids with particular advantage in its
simplicity and its ability of capturing thin vortex dynamics. This model enables robust
simulation of intricate phenomena such as vortical wakes and interacting vortex filaments.

In this article, we prove the global regularity and asymptotic behaviors for incompressible
Schrédinger flow with small and localized data in three dimensions. We choose a suitable
gauge to rewrite the system, and then use Fourier analysis and vector fields method to prove
global existence and asymptotic behaviors.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the incompressible Schodinger flow initial-value problem
u+u-Vu+ VP =Au—div(Ve © Vo),

div u = 0,

Db+ u- V=0 x Ad,

(u, ¢)’t:0 = (uo, ¢o)-

Here d = 2,3 is the spatial dimensions, u : [0, 7] x R? — R? represents the velocity field of
the flow, P is the pressure function, and ¢ : [0, T] x R? — S* C R? denotes the magnetization
field. The notation x is the cross product for vectors in R?, and the term V¢ ® V¢ denotes
the d x d matrix whose (7, j)-th entry is given by 0;¢ - 0;¢ (1 < i,j <d), i.e.

(1.1)

d
(Voo Vo), = Z 0;Pr0; ¢,

k=1

and
d d

d
1
(div(Ve @ V¢)); = Zl ; 0 (0 0;0%) = ; Agijon + 505V ul*
The model (1)) is a coupled system of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and
Schrodinger map flow, which can be used to describe the dispersive theory of magnetization
of ferromagnets with quantum effects.

The incompressible Schrodinger flow (L)) arises in the simulation of classical fluids in
order to capture the coherent vortical structures and their dynamics. In [7, [ O] they
formulated and simulated classical fluids using a C2?-valued Schrodinger equation subject
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to an incompressibility constraint. Such a fluid flow was called incompressible Schrodinger
equation, which is used to simulated classical fluids with particular advantage in its simplicity
and its ability of capturing thin vortex dynamics. Then they introduce the velocity Clebsch
variable and vorticity Clebsch variable to derived the incompressible Schrodinger map flow
(LI), which reveals a deep relation between Clebsch variables in hydrodynamics and spins
in quantum mechanics.

The other motivation is that the incompressible Schrodinger flow (1)) can be seen as a
special case of magnetoelasticity (see [5]). The model of magnetoelasticity describes a class
of phenomena on the interaction between elastic and magnetic effects, whose discovery dates
back at least to the 19th century. Brown[5] established the first rigorous phenomenolog-
ical theory of magnetoelasticity. Tiersten also presented an essentially equivalent theory
for magnetoelastic solids in two papers [31, [32]. Both these works consider magnetically
saturated media undergoing large deformations, phrased in the Eulerian coordinate system.
However, it lacks dissipation mechanisms and does not include the theory of micromagnetics.
Hence, Forster [12] further derived models for magnetoelastic materials by utilizing varia-
tional principles in a continuum mechanical setting. Recently, Jiang-Liu-Luo [20] proved
the local-in-time existence of the evolutionary model for magnetoelasticity with finite initial
energy by employing the nonlinear iterative approach to deal with the constraint on values
of the magnetization |¢| = 1. After reformulating the evolutionary model near a constant
equilibrium, they also proved the global well-posedness to the evolutionary model for magne-
toelasticity with zero external magnetic field under small size of initial data. In the current
paper, the incompressible Schrodinger flow (L)) is seen as a model for magnetoelasticity
without elasticity. The model exhibits the phenomenon of the interaction between fluid and
magnetic effects.

The model (1)) is reduced to the well-known Schrédinger (or Landau-Lifshitz) flow of
maps from R? into S? if we set u = 0, which is an important model known as the ferromagnetic
chain system. The local well-posedness theory of Schrodinger map flows was established by
Sulem-Sulem-Bardos [29], Ding-Wang [I1] and McGahagan [24]. The global well-posedness
theory was started by Chang-Shatah-Uhlenbeck [6] and Nahmod-Stefanov-Uhlenbeck [27].
And the d = 1 case with general targets was studied by Rodnianski-Rubinstein-Staffilani
[28]. For S? target, the first global well-posedness result for Schrodinger flows in critical
Besov spaces in d > 3 was proved by lonescu-Kenig [18] and Bejenaru [I] independently.
This was later improved to global regularity for small data in the critical Sobolev spaces
in dimensions d > 4 in [2] and in dimensions d > 2 in [3]. However, the question of small
data global well-posedness in critical Sobolev spaces for general compact Kahler targets was
more complicated, which was raised by Tataru in the survey report [21]. Recently, Li [22] 23]
solved this problem using a novel bootstrap-iteration scheme to reduce the gauged equation
to an approximate constant curvature system in finite times of iteration. We can refer to
[21] for a more detailed review.

The Schrodinger flow in (L)) is essentially a Schrodinger equation after reformulating, in
which the dispersion methods play a crucial role. We can refer to Tao’s book in [30] for the
classical and effective tools. As an application of these methods, here we list some works
that motivated us to study the incompressible Schrodinger flow. Miao-Murphy-Zheng in [20]
considered a class of defocusing energy-supercritical nonlinear Schrodinger equations in four
space dimensions and obtain the global well-posedness and scattering. Miao-Wu-Xu in [25]

2



proved the global well-posedness for the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation with derivative
in H'/2(R), where the I-method combined with a new resonant decomposition technique was
used.

Different from the above standard Schrodinger map equation, the presence of material
derivative 0, +u -V in (ILI)) makes the ¢-equation become a quadratic Schrodinger equation.
There are many works devoted to small data global regularity for quadratic Schrodinger
equations of the form

i0u 4 Au = N(u, @, Vu,Va), (t,z) € R x RY

To shorten the discussion, we focus here on recent developments corresponding to nonlin-
earities involving one Vu or Vu. On one hand, the nonlinearity with null structure makes
estimates easier. On the other hand, the loss of derivatives makes estimates more compli-
cated. In dimension 3, Hayashi-Miao-Naumkin [I4] and Hayashi-Naumkin [15] were able
to prove global existence and scattering for small data and for any quadratic nonlinearity
involving at least one derivative. In dimension 2, Delort [I0] proved global existence for a
nonlinearity of the form uVu or uVu by the vector fields method, a normal form transform
and microlocal analysis. Finally, Germain-Masmoudi-Shatah [I3] used the space-time res-
onance to prove global regularity and scattering for a nonlinearity N = Q(u,u) + Q(u, ),
where () is like a derivative for low frequencies, and the identity for high frequencies.

1.1. The main theorem. Our objective in this paper is to establish the global in time
regularity and scattering of (I.I]) with small and localized data in three dimensions by gauge
theory and vector fields method, which extend the local solution of (ILI) proved by the first
author [16].

Here we start with two conservation laws for solutions of the system (ILI)). One of the
conservation law is its energy defined by

1 ’ 1
E(u,¢) = sllullfz + | [[Vulljz ds+ S[|Vo[7..
2 0 2

And (IT)) has the scaling invariance property:
u(t,z) = (Nt \x), ot x) — d(\*t, Ax).

Thus this scaling would suggest the critical Sobolev space for (u, ¢) to be He 'x H %, and
d = 2 is the energy critical case. Also the mass is conserved in the (L)

(12) M) =I6- @l it 60— @l < oo, for some Q € 5%

To state our main theorem precisely we need some notation. We define the scaling vector-
field S and the rotation vector fields §2; by

S=td+x-V, (Q,Q0,Q03) = (2205 — 1302, 2301 — 1103, 105 — T201).
Then we denote the set of vector-fields as
Z = {&,81,82,83,91,(22,(23,5},
and the time independent analogue of Z as

Zy={01,00,05, 0, 0,03, 5}, So=5-—2t0,
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Given a point () € S?, we define the extrinsic Sobolev space Hg by
HY ={¢: R =R’ |¢(z)| =1 and ¢ — Q € H'}.
Then, our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Small data global regularity and scattering). Let d = 3 and a point Q € S?.
Assume that the localized initial data (uo, o) € H* x Hf satisfies

(1.3) (0, $0) s + Y (Touo, VTogo) | w1 < €o.

T'oeZy

Then the incompressible Schrodinger flow (LIl) admits a unique global solution (u,®) €
H? x Hé? in three dimensions satisfying the energy bounds

(1.4)  [(u, @) o + [Vl 2o + Z {H(FU, VIO + ||VFU||L2([O,t}:H1)} < 6o

I'ez

for any t € [0,00). Moreover, solution (u, @) converges to the constant map (0,Q) in the
sense that

(15) tim (@)l + 16() ~ Q=) =0.
Furthermore, there exists Voo, Woo and Vo, € H' such that
(1.6) 1im (10,6 — v Re(e*2 W ) — g I(€ W )51 = 0.

Remark 1.1.1. Since the map ¢ satisfies a quadratic Schrodinger equation, here we choose
suitable vector fields to define the function spaces and Klainerman’s generalized energy. The
vector fields and function spaces are given in Section in detail.

1.2. Main ideas. The main strategy to prove global regularity for (I.1]) relies on an interplay
between the control of high order energies and decay estimates, which is based on the Fourier
analysis and vector-field method. The main ingredients include decay estimates, energy and
weighted energy estimates, and L? weighted bounds on the profile ¥ = e~#24) associated
with differentiated fields 1. However, there are still some difficulties to overcome.

1. The choice of vector fields. In the prior works in [13, 15] and so on for quadratic
Schrodinger equations, the vector field G = x + 2itV was applied to prove the small data
global regularity, which commutes with the Schrodinger operator id; + A. However, the
operator G does not commute with the heat operator 9, — A. Furthermore, it works well
only when the nonlinearities N (u) is self-conjugate, namely, N(eu) = ¢ N(u) for all § € R.
Thus these facts does not allow us to use the vector field G to define the weighted energy
functional. In view of the symmetries of Navier-Stokes equation and Schrodinger equation,
as a system we would only choose the following suitable vector fields to define its weighted
energy

{atv 817 827 837 Qh QQ7 Q37 g}7

where Q, S are perturbed angular momentum operators and perturbed scaling vector field,
respectively.

2. Decay estimates of Schrodinger map. However, the dispersive estimates could not
connect the decay and weighted energy directly without the vector field G = x + 2itV.

Inspired by [14] we can consider the operator G-V as a connection between decay estimates
4



and weighted energy, and thus give the decay of differentiated field 1. Precisely, the time
decay estimates of the derivative of the solution v are obtained by a priori estimate of the
norm ||GV||r2. Then, we apply the inequality

1GV flle2 S N[( -V + 20t A) fll 22 + (|92 22,

which is valid for any smooth function f. Note that the operator -V +2itA can be replaced
by the scaling vector field S = 2t0, + x - V via the identity = - V + 2itA = S + 2it(id; + A).
Then it suffices to prove the decay estimates of the nonlinear term (id; + A)y in L? for the
solution ¢ of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation. This decay estimate is achieved by Fourier
analysis and bootstrap assumptions, and hence the decay of the solution i) can be obtained.

1.3. Notations. The notation A < B means there exists some universal constant C' > 0
such that A < CB. We denote R as the Riesz transformation R = %. Let P be the Leray
projection

P=1I,+V(-A)"'V.

1.4. Outline. In section 2 we rewrite the ¢-equation for its differentiated fields. In section
3 we fix notation and state the main bootstrap proposition. We also state several lemmas.
In section 4, we begin with the linear decay estimate, which is the key lemma in deriving
the decay estimate of ¢. Then we use the bootstrap assumptions to derive various decay
estimates of velocity u, connection coefficients A and the nonlinearities in y-equation. In
section 5, we use these decays and Fourier analysis to prove the energy and weighted energy
estimates, and also give the scattering of V¢ in Coulomb gauge. Finally, we use local
existence and bootstrap Proposition to prove Theorem [l

2. THE DIFFERENTIATED EQUATIONS

Instead of working directly on equation (I.I]) for the map ¢(¢, x), it is convenient to study
the equations satisfied by its derivatives 0,,¢ for m = 1,--- ,d+ 1, where 04,1 = 0;. These
are tangent vectors to the sphere at ¢(t, x).

In this section we start with a smooth solution ¢ to the Schrédinger map equation and a
smooth orthonormal frame (v, w) in T,S?. Then we construct the complex fields 1, and the
connection coefficients A,,, and derive the differentiated Schrédinger map equations satisfied
by these functions under Coulomb gauge.

Proposition 2.1 (Coulomb gauge, [2], Proposition 2.3). Assume T € [0,1], Q € S?, and
¢ € C([-1.T): Hy);
&5(? S C([—T, T] : HOO)
Then there are continuous functions v, w : R x [T, T] = S% ¢-v =0, w = ¢ X v, such

that
Omv, Opw € C([-T,T): H*®) form=1,---,d,d+1

where Oy 1 = 0;. In addition,

d
(2.1) if A = (Ov) - w form=1,--- d, then > 0p Ay = 0.
j=1
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Assume that ¢, v, w are as in Proposition 2.1l In addition to the connection coefficients
A, we can define the differentiated variables 1, for m =1,--- /d,d+ 1 and Agyq

(2.2) Um = 0@ -0+ 00 - w, Agi1 = (Ow) - w.
These allow us to express 0,,¢, 0,,v and 9w in the frame (¢, v, w) as

Om® = v Re, + wlma,,
(23) 8m'U - _¢ Re ,lvbm + 'lUAmn
Opw = —¢pImap, —vA,,.

Denote the covariant derivative as

D, =0, +iA.
We then obtain the curl type relations between the variables 1,
(2.4) Dipy = Dinthy
and the curvature of the connection
(2.5) DyD,, — Dy, Dy = i(0; Ay, — 0 Ay) = i Im(Yy2hyy).

Assume that the smooth function ¢ satisfies the Schrodinger map equation in (L.I]). Then
we derive the Schrédinger equations for the function ,,. By (LI), ¢ x v = w and w X ¢ = v,
we have

(2.6) Va1 = —u - + Dy
Applying D, to (26]), by the relations (24]) and (23] we obtain
D1t = —0Omu - — u - Dy, + Im (i), )1y + 1Dy Dythy,
which is equivalent to
(O +u- V) + Aty = —21A - Vb, + (Ags1 + (u+ A) - A=V - Ay,
— Ot + i T (Y2, ).

Consider the system of equations which consists of (Z7), [24) and (Z3). The solution
U, for the above system cann’t be uniquely determined as it depends on the choice of the
orthonormal frame (v, w). Precisely, it is invariant with respect to the gauge transformation

U — €, Ay — A + 0.

(2.7)

In order to obtain a well-posed system one needs to make a choice which uniquely determines
the gauge. Here we choose to use the Coulomb gauge (2.I]), which in view of (2.0 leads to

(2.8) AA,, = 0 Im(Yyby,).
Similarly, by (2.5]) and (2.6)) we also have the compatibility condition

01 Ap — OmAgsr = Im(Wgp1¥m) = Im[(—u - ¥ + Dy, ).
This combined with the Coulomb gauge implies

(29) AAd—i—l = 8m Im[(u . w - ZD[’QD[)’(ZJm]
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In conclusion, under the Coulomb gauge V- A = 0 by (2.7), (Z8) and (2.9) we obtain the
system for velocity u and differentiated fields ),

(Oyu+u-Vu+ VP = Au— 9; Re();),

divu = 0,
(2.10) (O +u- V) + Ay, = —20A - Vb, + (Agr + (u+ A) - Ay,
— 1Ot - )+ i I (Y )1y,

\ (u> w) ‘t:() = (UOa ¢0)>

where connection coefficients A,,, and A, are determined at fixed time in an elliptic fashion
via the following equations

(2.11) {AAm = Oy Im (Y1),

AAAd-i-l = am Im[(u ’ ’QD - ZDlwl)'J}m]
we can assume that the following conditions hold at infinity in an averaged sense:
Ap(00) =0;  Agri(o0) =0.

These are needed to insure the unique solvability of the above elliptic equations in a suitable
class of functions.
Therefore, to obtain our global solution for system (I.Tl), it suffices to study the differen-

tiated system (2.10)-(2.1TI).

3. FUNCTION SPACES AND THE MAIN PROPOSITIONS

In this section, we start by summarizing our main definitions and notation. The decay
estimates of heat operator and some useful lemmas are also stated here. Then we introduce
the vector fields corresponding to the symmetry of (ILI]), which are used to define the function
spaces H5 and generalized energy Ej. Finally, we transfer the initial data from (ILI]) to the
differentiated system (2.10)-(2.11]), thus we can state our main bootstrap proposition.

3.1. Some analysis tools. For a function u(t,z) or u(z), let & = Fu denote the Fourier
transform in the spatial variable z. Fix a smooth radial function ¢ : R? — [0, 1] supported
in [-2,2] and equal to 1 in [—1,1], and for any j € Z, let

i) = p(a/2) — p(x/271).
We then have the spatial Littlewood-Paley decomposition,

oo

> B(D)=1,

j=—00
where P; localizes to frequency 27 for i € Z, i.e,
F(Pju) = ¢;(§)a(§).
For simplicity of notation, we set

J 00
U; = Pju, U<j = E Piu, U>; = E Ru
. i—

1=—00
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In the proof of energy estimates, one often needs to analyze the symbols. We define a
class of symbol as follows

S* :={m :R°% = C, m is continous and ||F 'm|/;: < oo},
whose associated norms are defined as
[mlls= := [|F~'ml| 1,
and

Imllsg, . = Im(€ mer€)n € = normlls=.
Then we have

Lemma 3.1 (Bilinear estimate, [19]). Given m € 8> and two well-defined functions fi, fa,
then the following estimate holds:

N > 1 1 1
(3.1) IIF‘l(/RS m(&m A€ =) fa(mdn) (@)l S Imlls<llfullell foll e, — = St

3.2. Vector fields and function spaces. Here we start with the usual Sobolev spaces
W#P_ which are defined by

s

I lwer =Y I liew = D Y 107 fllin, fora €N s €N, 1<p < oo.
k=0

k=0 |o|=k
When p = 2, the Sobolev spaces H® for any s € R are also defined by
[ llzze = 1K€)° F (&) 2,

where (€) = /1 + |€[2 and [ is the Fourier transform of f.
Given a point Q € S?, we recall the extrinsic Sobolev space Hg by

Hf={u:R" = R®: Ju(z)| =1 and u — Q € H*},
which is equipped with the metric do(f,g) = || f — gl|z+. We also define the metric spaces

H*> = ﬁ H*, HY = ﬁ H,.
k=1 k=1

Since ¢ actually satisfies a quadratic Schrodinger equation, we would use vector fields to
define its weighted energy. Precisely, for the velocity u(t,z) € R3, pressure P(t,x) €Rand
direction field ¢(t, x) € S?, we define the perturbed angular momentum operators ) as

Qiu = Quu + M; - u, QP = P, Qz’¢ = 2,0,

where ) = (Ql, QQ, Q3) = (x283 —I382, 1’381 —1’183, $182 —x281) = AV is the usual rotation
vector field and the matrices M; are given by

0 0 0 00 —1 0 10
M=o o0 1|, My=[00 0 |, Mg=| -1 00
0 -1 0 10 0 0 00

In view of the scaling invariance, we can also define the perturbed scaling vector-field S
applied to the unknowns u, P, ¢ in (L1) by

Su=(S+1)u, SP=(S+2)P, S¢=25¢,
8



where S = 2t0; + 2 - V.
For simplicity of notations, we set

Zie {ata01782aa3aQlaQQ>Q3>§}> Za:Zfl"'ZgSa

where a = (a1, as,--- ,as) € N8 Note that the commutator of any two Z’s is again a Z.
Then we define the Klainerman’s generalized energy Ej for £ < 1 by

E(t) = ll(u, D)l mraxcrs + [Vl 2o, + Z {H(ZQU, VZ)|m + ||VZau||L2([0,t]:H1)}~

la]=1

In order to characterize the initial data, we introduce the time independent analogue of
Z. Set

A S {817827837 Qh 927937 g(]}u g(] = g - 2t8t

The commutator of any two A’s is again a A. We define the function spaces H% as
Ha = { (0,0) : 1w, 0) oy + Y N(A", VAG) 1 < oo}
la]=1
Next, we state two basic lemmas.

Lemma 3.2 (Decay estimates of heat operator). For any Schwartz function f € S(R?), we
have

B

_3(1_1y_ 1
(3.2) 1219 fllypwa ST 257072 flljws,  1<p< g < oo

Proof. The proof of ([B.2]) is standard, which can be obtained by the estimates
[ 2191 Fllza = 177 (e P le)) 5 flls
_3(L_1y_L
SIF e Dol fllr S 257072 fll 1,

~

where 1+ 1/¢g=1/r+1/p. O

We also need the following lemma to connect the weighted L?-norm of profile to weighted
energy.

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 2.7, [I7]). Let Q = x AV be rotation vector field. For any N >0 and
Schwartz function f € S(R?), we have

(3-3) IFUEVeN iy SNl Vaf lan + 12F v + [ £l

3.3. The main bootstrap proposition. Here we consider the refogmulatqd system (2.10])-

(2110, and state our main bootstrap proposition. The operators 2 and S applied to the
variables ¢ = (11, 19,13), A = (A1, A, A3) and Ay, are given by

Qi = Qo+ M; b, UA=QA+M;- A, QAgy = UAg,

S =(S+1), SAp=(S+ 1A, SAg = (S+2)Ag.
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Then applying the vector fields Z to (2.10) and (2.I1]), we obtain

(0= DN)Zu=— Y ChZ'u-VZu—VZ'P— Y Cho;Re(Z");2),
b+c=a b4-c=a
div Z%u = 0,
02+ AZ% =—i Y ChZu+24)-VZU+ Y ClzPAe 2%
(34) b+c=a btc=a
+ > CheZM(A+u) - Z°AZ%Y
b+c+e=a
—i Y CNZu-Z i Y CotIm(ZPZp) 24,
\ b+c=a b+c+e=a

with connection coefficients A and A, satisfy

(3.5) AZOA= )" ClOIm(Z % Zp),
b+c=a
(3.6) AZ*Agr == Y ChRe (02" Z )
b+c=a

+ Y CHIm O, (2 (u+ A) - ZVZ ),
b+cte=a

where the coefficients C? and C?¢ are

- al be al
Ca= bl(a —0b) Ca® = blel(a —b—c)

We define the profile of ¢ by
(3.7) U = e 89,

First, we prove quantitative estimates for the differentiated fields 1) with respect to ¢.

Lemma 3.4 (Bounds for ¢). With the notation in Proposition[21], if the map ¢ has the ad-
ditional property H(bHHgH + 2 a1 [VA?Q g2 < € for any k > 3, then for its differentiated

fields 1, with 1 < m < d we have the bounds
(3.8) 1 lle + |Z JA“Yll e S 1@l + |Z VAl g
al=1 al=1

If H¢HH5+1 2 0= IVZ98| 2 < € for k > 3, we also have

(3.9) [llas + D 12 e S 11l s + D V2| .

|a[=1 |a[=1

Proof. The two bounds ([B8) and (3] are proved in a same way, here we only show the
proof of (3.8)). We prove this bound by induction.
First, we bound the term ¢. By |v| = |w| = 1, (Z2) and Sobolev embedding, we have

[0l 2nze < NIVl (0]l + [[w]lze) < (V|5
10



Then (ZI1) and (Z3]) combined this bound yield
Az S 1P<o(@®)llzx + [1Poo(®) |22 S 1l 2l 2nzee S IVl v,
and
(3.10) IVollge + [[Vwl[r2 S 11(9, v, w) | (19122 + [[All22) S 19122 S V|5
To prove ([B.8) for v in H*, in view of the above bounds we can assume that
(3.11) [l + [[Allan + [[Volln + [Vwllan S |l g, for any n <1 <.
By this assumption, (2.2)) and |¢| = |v| = |w| = 1, we have

IV'%llze S IV llell (v, w0)ll + Y0 IVl V2 (0, w0) 1o

li+lo=1,0<l2<1
IV L=l V' (v, w) | 2
S 1l gy U+ 1V (0, w)[[ 1) S N0l gt
Using the formula (2I1]) to bound the A by
IV Alle STV @A) e S Mellm- ¢~ S (/e
Similarly, by (2.3]) we also have

IV* ol SIVlz + D IVl VRl s + Al || Ve |-

l1+12,l12>0
Sl + 1015 Vol ma S ol e,

and

IV * wllze S Nl s

Hence, the bound (B.I1)) also holds for n = I. Then the bound (B.8) for ¢ in H* follows.

Next, we bound the term A%) for |a| = 1. The operators Q and S, applied to tangent
vector ﬁelds v, w are denoted as

in = Q,v, in = Q;w, Sov =z - Vv, Sow =z -Vuw.
By (2.2]) and Sobolev embeddings we bound the A%) by

Do 1A S IAVSll + D IIVElisll (A%, A%w)| o

la]=1 la|=1 la|=1
S VAL + > el (VA s, VA“w)|| 2.
la]<1 la|=1

From the formula (3.5), we bound the A*A by
DA A S Y NIVTHAY - 9)lle S Y Al el 2nne-

|a|=1 |a[=1 |a|=1
11



Using the relation (2.3]), we obtain
Y VA, VA W) |12 S ) (A", AA) |12 + [[(, A)lls Y (A%, A%, A%w)|l 1o

lal=1 lal=1 la|=1
SO NAD | + €Y (VA VA, VA“w)]| 2.
la]=1 la]=1

These imply
> (IAllze + [A%AlL 2 + (A%, VA“w)[12) S 3 IVA%G1e S e
la|]=1 la]=1
With the bound at hand, we can assume that
312) Y (||Aa¢||m 4 [ AAl| g+ [|[(VA, VAw)||Hn) <e, foranyn<I<k-—2.
la|]=1
By 22), 33), (23) and Sobolev embedding we have
Do IVAe £ 3 (VAT i[9 (v w) |

la|=1 Iy +lg=l

> DIVl [(VEA, VEA W) 2

li4la=1,l>0 |a|=1

IV Blls Y (A%, A%w)l e

|a|=1

S e+ V'8l > VA", VA )| 12 S e,

|a|=1

SOAIVIA Al £ Y T IVIHA )2 S Y A s [l e S €

la]=1 la|]=1 la]=1
and
DIV A A2 S IV 0 w)lle + ) VA (G + Alv,w))]| 12
la]=1 la]=1
Set Do D IVIAT A A2 V(¢ 0, w)| e
l1+1la=1 |a\—1
Y DIV AV (AG, A, Atw) e
l1+1l= ll2>0\a| 1
IV, s Y (A%, A%, Aw)]| o
|a[=1
Seted (AUl Se
la|]=1
These bounds imply that the bound (B.12]) also hold for n = [. Hence, we obtain the estimate
(B.8) and complete the proof of the lemma. O
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The bound (L3]) combined with the above Lemma [3.4 deduces the initial data (ug, ¢g) for
the differentiated system (2.2]), which satisfies

(3.13) (o, o) a5 + Y (Ao, Ao) |11 S eo.

la|]=1
Now we state our main bootstrap proposition as follows:

Proposition 3.5 (Bootstrap proposition). Assume that (u,v) is a solution to (2Z.10)-(Z.11))
on some time interval [0, T], T > 1 with initial data satisfying the assumption (3.13). Assume
also that the solution (u, 1)) and the profile ¥ = e~"A satisfy the bootstrap hypothesis

sup {11, )l + [Vl 2o
t€[0,T]

(3.14)
+ 3 (IZ*a, 20l + 1V 2%l 2o } < e

la]=1

(3.15) sup ||z - VY| g1 < €,
te[0,7

where € = 63/3. Then the following improved bounds hold

sup {11, )l + [Vl 2o
t€[0,T]
(3.16)

+ 3 (12 0, 2°0) |l + IV 2%l 2o ) } S o

|a|=1

(3.17) sup ||z - V¥ g < €.

te[0,7

From this proposition and continuity method, the global existence of (ZI0)-(2I1]) is ob-
tained immediately. Hence, in the next sections, we will concern on the proofs of Proposition
and Theorem [l

4. DECAY OF VELOCITY FIELD AND DIFFERENTIATED FIELD

In this section, we give the various decay estimates of u and ¢ under the bootstrap
hypothesis ([B.14) and (B.I5]), which will play key roles in the energy estimates in the next
sections. Here we start with the basic decay estimates.

Lemma 4.1 ([14], Lemma 2.4). For any Schwartz function f € S(R3) and t > 1, we have
(4.1) IV Fllee StHIOF 2,

(4.2) 1Fllzee S t5NOF Nl F N 2
where © = (v - V + 2itA, Q).

We then use these two estimates to give the decays of .
13



Lemma 4.2 (Decay of fields ). With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition[3.3, for
any t € [0,T] we have

(4.3) V) lwis S eaft) ™,
(4.4) @)y 500 S exft) ™/
Proof. We prove the bound (£3)) first. By (4.1]), we have
V(e St (12 - V + 20 A) (V)Y |2 + [AV) ]l 12)
In view of the relation ¥ = =24 and the commutator
(4.5) (2 -V 4 2itA)e™ T = "2 (2 - V)T,
we have for t > 1
IV(V)Wlls S t7H(1I(z - V + 20t A)e™ (V)| 12 + [|UV) ]| 2)
St (- VIV P2 + €),

Then the bound (3] follows by (B.I5).
Next, we prove the bound ([d.4]). For low-frequency part P-¢1, by Sobolev embedding and
([A3) we easily have

[P<otollzee S P<otlle S et™.
For high-frequency part Pyi) with k& > 0, using the estimate (4.2]) and commutator (£3]) to
yield

2K Pbl| e S ¢ 125K (|| (- V 4 20 D) Pt | 12 + | QP ]| 12) "
(2| Py o) 127
SR V)P g2+ |QP ) el a2

Since

2 (|l - V) Pl 2 + 1P| 12)

S 2 (1Pule - V) ¥ll= + [Pl e + | Pt 2)

Sl + 1920 + [0l S e,
then we have

K Pillze S G 0l a2 S 1 2

Sum over k, the estimate (4.4]) follows. Hence this completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we use ([B:2) and Lemma to prove the decays of velocity u. Applying the Leray
projection P = I;+ V(—=A)~!V to the u-equation in (2.I0), then by Duhamel’s formula, the
solution u can be expressed as

t
(4.6) u(t) = euy — / e(t_S)AIP’(u - Vu + 0; Re(¥1);)) ds.
0
Lemma 4.3. With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition [3.3, for any t € [0,T], we
have
(47) ||U||W5/4,oo ,S €1 <t>_3/4.

14



Proof. From the formula (&6)), we need to bound the right hand side of (6] in W°/4>°, The
first term e®uy is estimated by ([B.2) and (3.I3). For the integral in (Z6), we claim

t
(4.8) / |eC 2P (u - Vu 4 V(1) o ds < ()73 4 ¢ s[u/p | ()| o
0 sE(t/2,t

By (B2]), divu = 0 and Sobolev embedding we bound the first term by
¢ t/2
/ e D2P(u - V) || yyrsjace ds < / (t — 8) 7 2||u?||ysands
0 0

t
+ / (t — S)_1+6<t — s)_1/4_6||u2||H7/4+25d3
t/2

St e sup Jlu(s)]|ze.
SE[t/2,t]

Similarly, by (£4]) we easily have
t
/ 2PV () lyaraceds S €(8) " + e sup [[0(s)||iee S € ()7
0 s€E[t/2,t]
These give the bound (4.8), and conclude the decay estimate (4.7). O

We then use this decay estimate to prove the following more important decay estimate for
Vu.

Lemma 4.4. With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition[3.3. For any t € [0,T], we
have

(4.9) [Vullwos S e ft) ="
Proof. From Duhamel’s formula (8]), the term e'®Vug is estimated by [3.2) and (B.13).

Here it remains to prove
t
(4.10) / |e9APY (1 - Vu + V(§2)) |[wreds < €2(t) 71,
0

By (8.2)), divu = 0 and Sobolev embedding, we have
t t/2
/ €4 92PY (1 - Vu)||yieeds < / (t — s)7%/2||u?||wr11ds
0 0

t
—I—/ (t — )7 u? || yrsas.eds
t/2

<24+ () sup |2(8) 12142600
sE(t/2,t]

< 6% <t>_3/2+6.
Similar, by (4.4 we easily have

t
/ [eEPV2 (%) wreds S € ()72 + (1)° sup () [firsasee S €1(8) 72240
0 sE|t/2,t

These give the bound (4.10), and conclude the decay estimate (£.9). O
15



With the above decays of 1) and u, we then prove the decays for A (3.0) and Ay (B.0).

Corollary 4.5 (Decays of A and Agy1). With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition
(33, for the elliptic equations [B.3), B0) and any t € [0,T], we have

(4.11) IVIZAle + Y IVIZZAllm S (172,
la]=1
(4.12) VAo < €2(2)=3/2+30/4,
(4.13) lAarillms + D 12 Agallan S (82,
la|=1
(4.14) [ Adsllwree S ef ()=,

where 0 < 6 <K 1 is sufficiently small.
Proof. We start with the first estimate (4.11]). By (8.5) and (4.4) we have
V12 Al s S NV (@) <0l 2 + 192 s
S @) <oll o + 19l [

4/3 2/3
Sl el + @y =3/1
< 61(t> 1/2,

~Y

And similarly, for |a| = 1 we have

IV I2Ze Al S NIVIY2(Z090) <ollie + 11200

SN2 w)<ollzore + 120 e [l
SN2l 1R + )~
S e

Thus the bound (&IT]) follows.
We use Sobolev embedding and (£4) to give the second estimate (£.12)

||VA||W1»°° 5 HR(@Z)2)HW1+35,2/5
5 ||¢||W1+35’oo||@/)||W1+35,2/5

5 6? <t>_3/2+36/4,

where R = % is the Riesz transform.

For the third bound (4.13), when |a| = 0, by ([B.6]), Sobolev embedding, (4.3]) and (4.4)) we
have

|Aanllan S 197 (V6 + (u+ AW o
S (T + (1 A9 coll o + (V00 + (1 + AP 1o
< IVl 2 + 11, A)lzallb sl + [ llwne [l
1t A 91 + 19 o s, Al o 9
ST ) A+ S Sl
16



When |a| = 1, from the equation (B.6]) we have

Do NZ% Al SIVTHC YD VZWZ+ Y (Zut ZPA)ZVZY) |

la]=1 [b+c|=1 |b+cte|=1

By (43]) and (£4]), the first term in the right-hand side can be bounded by
S NIV ZP + VY ZP) ||

la]=1

< D IREZ ) + VHVZ) | m
la]=1

< 3 (12l lllwrs + (T626) <ol ors + 1(THZ2) i1+ )
la]=1

S am+ 3 (1Yl 20l + [Vellwro | 2] )

la|]=1
S+ am P ran Tt S
We use Littlewood-Paley decomposition to write the second term as
(4.15) IV Y (ZPu+ 2P A) 202
|b+cte|=1

S I Z (Z'u+ Z°A) ZPZ ) <ol ors

|b+cte|=1
HIC YD (ZPu+ 2°A)ZVZP) 5ol

|b+ete|=1

by (&4)), (A7) and (2.8]), which can be bounded by
EI5) S Y (12w Dl el wsllelloe + 11y Al s | 29 2100 ]| oo

la]=1
12w, Al 195100 + 1wy Al [ llwr< | 29| 11
SEMT +t) 2 S
Finally, we prove the last bound (£I14). By (43)) and (£4]) we have
[Aasillwre S IVTRVEY + (u+ A)y?) [l
SNVEY + (u+ A)P*) <ol s
H(VYY + (u+ A)P%) sl g
S UVl ey + H(u,A)HLm!|1/J||L°°)||¢HL°°
F UV gy + 1w DI s 9w ) 9] [wee
< €%<t>_5/4+36+6§<t>_3/2 < €%<t>_5/4+35.

This completes the proof of the lemma.
17



From the above decays for ¢ and A, the Coulomb frame v, w near the fixed vectors v.,
and we, also admit some decay properties in W1, The following corollary will help us in

the proof of (IL0).

Corollary 4.6. With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition[3.3, for the Coulomb frame
v,w, we denote Vog = liMz 00 V(2) and Woo = lim |, oo w(x). Then we have

(4.16) [0 = Voo [ + ||t — weo e < € ()57

Proof. By [23) and |¢| = |v| = |w| = 1, we easily have

(4.17) IV (v — veo) [lwree + [|[ V(w0 — weo) ||z = ||VVllwiee + ||Vl oo
S (@, w, v)|[ e || (¥, A oo
S (@, A)|| e

Then from (£4]) and (LIT]), we bound by
(4.18) EID) < [0z + V2 Al s S ()™ +elt) ™2 S elt) /2

Next, we bound the v — vy, and w — w4, in L*™. Using Bernstein’s inequality and interpo-
lation inequality, for 6; > 0 small we have

4 _d_
o = voollzoe S Y 2| Py (0 = voo) | a-sr + D 2555 || P(0 = voc) || s,

7<0 7>0
.0 )
<N PPV (0 — veo)l| o + 27055 | BV (0 — vso) | v
7<0 7>0

. -
SV = veo) [ 12" IV (0 = vo0) |1
2 1—_2_
H V(0 = veo) 2 IV (v = vso) [

By (B.I0) and (4.I8)), we can bound the above by

_2 5 e ,
v = vsollzoe S e ™ (e (B2 TTS 4 e (e (1) TV T

(4.19) Sty e,

where we choose 9_‘2’61 = ¢. In a same line, we also have

(4.20) lw — weo|| 2o S €1 (8757,

Hence, collecting the bounds (4.I8]), (4£.19) and (4.20)), the estimate (4.16]) follows. O

We then prove the decay estimates for the nonlinearities
N@ = N (2441 Z + 0 2 - Z°)
b+c|<lal
+ Y [(ZPA+ Zbu) - Z°AZYY + 2P 2 Z°Y).

[b+cte|<|al
18



Corollary 4.7 (Decays of N'@). With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition[3.3, for
any t € [0,T] we have

(4.21) INOO Nl S 8 + ealt)™ |Vl s,
(4.22) INO @O S 07 1 ety V2%l
la|<1

Proof. By ([&7), (£9), (@4) and Lemma E5 we bound N'® by

IV ks S (1(Aasr, Va)llas + [ (s A) sl (s A)flz) |9 oo
+ ([(Aasr, V)l + [, D) NZo) 19l zrs + (1901 s |]] 7
S ()2 1 [Vl ) ()4 ey
S GO 4 e ()7 Vs,
We could also bound N® for |a| = 1 by
IV 511

S Y2 A, VZ )|l as + (2% + ZA) || (w4 A) o) [ ]| woe

|a[=1

+ > 1Az, Vo) lwree + 1 (+ A)fpae) | 2] 1

|a|=1

+ 3 N2 1

|a]=1

(V1N V2% e (t) 7+ () O+

|a|=1

S L at) MY IVZhul .
la]=1

This concludes the proof of the Corollary. |
Here we also need to bound the V?u and F~1([¢|Vu(€)) in H.

Lemma 4.8. With the notations and hypothesis in Proposition[3.3. For any t € [0,T], we

have
(4.23) IV2ull g < eoft) ™,
(4.24) IFHEIVeaE) ) S e

Proof. (i) We prove the first bound (4.23]). By Duhamel’s formula (4.6), (3.2]) and ([B13), it

suffices to prove

t
(4.25) / e YAV P(u - Vu + V() | gnds < )54 46 sup || V2 0.
0

SE[t/2,t]
19



By (8:2)) and (314]) we bound the integral f(f/2 b
t/2
/ e AP (u - Vu + V(42))|| g ds
0

t/2
N / (t = )" (Jullfn + [@lFn)ds S € ()~
0

We use (B.2), (£7), (49) and Holder inequality to bound the integral with respect to u - Vu
by

t
/ e DAV2P(u - V) || g ds
t/2

t
< // (t — ) 2(|V ]| g1 |Vl [ oo + (]| swrioe || V2] 1) s
t/2
t
< / (t — )"V (s) UV 2u(s) 17 + e (s) " V2u(s) || )ds
t/2
SEN 46 sup ||Vl m

SE[t/2,t]

For the integral with respect to V(¢?), we also have

t

(4.26) /W | IATIP(42) | rds < /W(t )T (V) () e,

Using Littlewood-Paley decomposition, the above integrand ||V°(Vv)(s)| g1 is decomposed
into high-frequency part and low-frequency part. For the high-frequency part, by Littlewood-
Paley dichotomy and (4.3]) we have

2040 | PV 12 S 20 (|9 |

sy 1<kl o

+HIVearlzollrlls + > ||V¢k1||L6||¢k1||L3>

k1>k
(4.27) o (A Tl A A T e T e
Feals) el 2175 D e (s o 12 It 5

k1>k
using (£.3) and (4.4) again, which is further bounded by
(m 5 2(1—{—5)chr (2—(1—36)k—65k€§ <8>—5/4+35/2

+ 2—71@/36% <S>—5/4 + Z 2—7k1/3€% <S>—5/4)
k1>k
< 2—25k+€%<8>—5/4+36/2 + 2(—%4—5)14*6%(8)—5/4

+ Z 9(L+0)(kF —k1) o (=g +0)k{ ef <S>—5/4‘
ki>k
20



This gives
| Poo(Ve) | gres S €5 (s) 2/ 4H3072,
For the low-frequency part, we easily have
1P<o(Ve) e S 1V0[|is[[olls S €l (s) ™.

From these two estimates and (£20]), we obtain
t
| 1SR nds 5 ey,
t/2

This concludes the bound (€25]), and hence gives the decay estimate (4L.23)).
(i) We prove the second bound (£24). By u-equation and (£.23]) we have
0eullzrr < IVl + [[uVu + Vi) ||
S a®) ™ A+ lullwrs [Vl + [ wea [ Vi) e
Sa) +dt) < alt)
This combined with (.3 and (3I4) to yields

IF VOl S D 12 ullmr + theullm + ullm S e

la]=1
We complete the proof of the lemma. O

Finally, We state the following useful lemma.

Lemma 4.9. With the hypothesis in Proposition[3.3, for any t € [0,T], we have the estimate
for profile U = e~2q)

(4.28) (32K |1€]Veli)22) 2 S 1.
k

Proof. By ([3.3), (314) and (3.I5) we bound this by
O 25 1€l Velili2) 2 S IF VD)l + 1]l m
k

S - VoVl + [[QU g + [9]ar S e

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION AND THEOREM [I.1]

In this section we prove the bootstrap proposition 3.5, and then prove the main theorem
[L1l Here we start with the energy estimates (3.10).

Proposition 5.1. With the notation and hypothesis in Proposition B3], for any t € [0,T],
we have

(s ) s + IVl 2qogens) + Y (||(Zau, 20| + ||vZau||L2([O,ﬂ;H1)) < .
la]=1
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Proof. We start with the energy estimates of velocity Z%u for |a| < 1. Define the energy
functional by

a 1 a ! a
BE() = 5120l + [ 192l

Then by u-equation in (3.4, div Z%u = 0, integration by parts and Sobolev embeddings, we
have

L ey < >y ) / 8"Z“u-8”(Zbu~VZCu—i-@j(Zbincw))d:c‘

dt"
Inl€{0, 3-2lal} bte=a
s DY ’/@-anZ“u-an(Zbuj-Zcu+(Zb¢ZC¢))da?‘
|n|€{0, 3—2|a|} b+c=a

< ||vzau||H3,2\a‘( S 1V Z0ul|ga-a | 2] oo

[b+el<1

+ 312 g e ).

bI<1

By the assumption (3.14), (43]) and Holder inequality we obtain
t
BA0) S B0+ [ a.Ex()ds
0
t

< 63 + e +/ ef(s)_?’/‘lHVZ“u(s)HHgfz\a\ds < eg.
0

Next, we prove the energy estimate of differentiated field 1. Let’s recall the nonlinearities
N in 9-equation

N = (Agir + (A2 +u- A))pyy — 10 - h + 1 Im (gt )1l
By 1-equation and divu = div A = 0 we have
d
Sl = 32 [~ Re(@"w, 0" ((u+24) - V) + Rei(0"y, 0"N)

In]€{0,3}

Sl (IV(u+ A) - dllgs + [N ms)-
We use ([49) and (4.3) to bound the second term by
IV(u+A) - s SNV (u+ A< lldlas + 1V (w4 Al gl o
e

By the above two estimate and (4.21]) and (3:14]), we obtain
d _ _
0l S e ()™ + e () ™| Vul| ).

Integrating in time from 0 to t yields

15 S 1) 5s + € S €+ €1 S .
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Finally, we prove the energy estimate for Z*) with |a| = 1. By t-equation in (B4]) and
divu = div A = 0 we have

d
29|
7]
- ¥ [—Rewnzw, N 0(Z0u + 22°A) - VZ9p)) + Rei(9" 2%, 0" N @)
|n|€e{0,1};]al=1 b+c=a
S Szl (IVE (200, 2 )l [V e
la|]=1

19ty A) s | 2400 s+ N ).

Then this combined with Lemma .5 (4.3), (4.9) and ([£.22) to give
d
12w S @ > <(I|V1/2Z“u||H1 LY () 4 (e (8 (h) B
ol <1
+ ) e (1) V2
Sea > (7 e )zl IV Zeul i + e )V 20l )
la|<1
Sa(d07 4 S el V2l )
la|<1
Integrating in time yields
t
179005 £ 6+ [ a2+ 3l IV 2l )
0 la|]<1
Se+e Se

The energy estimate for Z%1) follows, and hence we complete the proof of the proposition. [

Next, we prove the L? weighted bound (B.17).

Proposition 5.2. With the hypothesis in Proposition [3.3, for any t € [0,T] and profile
U = e "), we have
||Zl§' . V\DHHl S €0.
Proof. By scaling vector field S = td; + z - V, the fact that [¢*2,S] = 0 and [B.16), we have
- VU S ST+ 100
SSUlm + L0 || < €0 + |0 |-

Then it suffices to estimate the last term 0;¥ in the right-hand side of (5.1]). By (8.7) and
the y-equation in (3.4)), we have

0.2 = NO(e ™ 20l = || = ie™" (10 + AY) [ < [[i0) + D[

S llu- Vol + 1A - Vel an + [N g
23
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Thus it suffices to prove
(5.2) - V| + [|[A - V|| + [N O < €2(t)=3/4435,

First, we estimate the term u- V. Using Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we write u- V)
as

w- V=3 Pulug, - Vi)

e er ko
—Zpk > wy V Z @Dkz +Zpk S uwn VY )
k1 <k—5 —k+0(1 h—5<ky <k-+5 ka<k+6
+ Z Pk Z Uk, * \V4 Z 1/%2)
k1 >h+6 ka=ki+0(1)

For each term Py (ug, - Vi, ), by (87) and integration by parts we have
= i(€) / e~ (€ = m) - inWs, (n)dn

— (20 ul®) / V(€ — mim(n) + @ (€ — me Y, T ().

Then for the low-high interaction, i.e. k < k —5, ks = k+ O(1). By (BI), Sobolev
embedding and interpolation inequality we obtain

1Pe(ucrs - Vo) llee S 7 (1F (Vs )|l s 10kl s + uck—sl 5| F (Vo Wr(n)) | 6)
S (IF (Vs () | |0kl 2 e 34
a2 a2 F (0 ()] 2).

Using (£71), (#24), (£4) and (Z2]) to bound this by
(322 | Pulucis - Vo) 32) 7 5 €)™,

k
For the high-low interaction, i.e. k—5 < k; < k+5, ks < k+6. By (B8.I]), Sobolev embedding

and interpolation inequality we have

> 1P - V)12

ko<k+6

S D CHIF V@) llell e, oo

ko<k+6

el o IF (VP )], )
S UFE V@i m) a1 s

e | S22 | SO F (0 VT () L+ 9] 1))
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We use interporlation inequality, (£4), (£24)), (£1) and (£28) to bound this by

1/2 5
(D2 2 1 Pulunsony - Vbarsollie) S et 71+
k

For the high-high interaction, i.e. k; > k+5, ko = k1 + O(1), by Bernstein’s inequality and

(B0 we have
1Pe(ury - Vb )l 22 S 7 2% (1F (Ve ) 26 [0

L1+35

+lur || s (1F (Vs ()| o)

L1+33

1635k (|| -1 — =50 24560
S 2N (IF Ul Vgt (M) ez [ | .2 90w ) 2
1-es 2465 _—
+lull L& lull2 1F (0l Vy ey (0)]z).-
We then use ([@4]) and ([£7) to bound this by

> I Peluk, - Vi)l 22

k1~ka>k+0(1)

_ . _1-6¢ — — _ T
St e ()T (17 (Il Vi, ) lze + 1F (101 Py (0))]]22).

By (3.14), (£24) and (4.28)), this implies

DOEED SR LIS ISP

k1~ko>k+0O(1)
568 ~ - ~
et)” + (IF (nlVa@)lla + llulla + 1F (0l V@ )l + 9] )
2 _5-64
)" .
Hence, the bound (5.2)) for u - Vi follows.
By (4I1) and (43]) we bound the second term in (5.2) by

|A-V|m S HVI/2AHH1HV¢HW1,6 < €%<t>_3/2+35/2_

S
S

The last term in (5.2 can be proved using the similar argument to that of (42I]) with
regularity index 1. We have

INOllm < ) + ety [ Vullm < €)=,

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

From the above estimate of 9,¥ we obtain the scattering.
Proposition 5.3 (Scattering). With the hypothesis in Proposition (3.3, for any t € [0,T],
we obtain the scattering
lim ||t — ™AW || g1 = 0.
t—o0
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Proof. By the definition of ¥ (3.7]) we have

t

U(t) = v(0) +/ 0V (s)ds

— w(0) - / e (0 + 24) - Vb + NO)(5)ds,

0
By (5.2]) we obtain

19 (1) — W(t) e < / (Gt 24) - V4 NO)(s)|| s

t1

t2
< / E(s) s 0, asty,ty — o0.

Y]
t1

This motivates us to define the function ¥, as
Voo := W(0) — / e A ((u + 2A4) - Vb + N ) (s)ds.
0

Then we have

o= € Wecllin = e = U
< [+ 24)- T6+ NO)s) s
t

< ()Y as t— oo

This implies that 1 scatters to the linear solution e?**W¥, in the lower regularity Sobolev
space H'. O

In order to prove the Theorem [I[.I, we recall the following local existence result and an
useful lemma.

Proposition 5.4 (Local solution, [I6]). The Cauchy problem (L)) with (ug, ¢o) € H* x
Hg“, for any integer k > [g] + 2, admits a unique local solution (u, @) satisfying

[llen + [ Vull L2 ogemey + [0l g < CCR, uollax, ol )
for any t € [0,T], where T = T(||uo|| g3, H‘bOHHé)-

In order to construct the Schrodinger flow ¢ from the solution ¢ of (2.I0]), we need the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.5 (Bound for ¢). Assume that v is a solution of (2.10)-(2I1)). If the differentiated
fields v has the additional property

(@l + 31220l ) < e

sup
t€[0,T7] la|=1

Then we have the bound
swp (IIVollm + Y IVZ°6llm ) S e
(0,77 laj=1
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Proof. In fact, we prove

(5.3) sup (||(v¢ Vo, Vo)llgs + 3 (V2% V20,V 2° w)||H1) <e

t€[0,T)] laj=1

Recall the formulas (2.3)),

Om® = vRe Yy, +wlIm by,

Omv = —pRe v, + wA,,,

Opw = —¢Imp, — vA,,.
Since |¢| = |v| = |w| = 1, by (2.8) and Sobolev embedding we have

IV(¢, v, w2 S [[¥]le2 + |All2 S e
We then prove the bound the first term in (53] by induction. Precisely, assume that
IV zn + || VUllgn + [|[Vw||ge S€, for any n <1 < 3.

By Sobolev embedding and the above inductive assumption, we have

IVl S IVl > IVl V0wl + [l 9o, w) 2

li+l2=1,0<lo<l
S 1l (1 + 1V (v, w)[ 1)
Sl S e
Similarly, by Sobolev embedding and (2.8]) we also have
IV ol + 1V wllze S (10 + |l a2) (1 + 1V (9, v, w0) | i-1)
Sllas Se

We continue to bound the second term VZ*(¢,v,w) for |a| = 1. By (2.3) we have
D IVZU 0w SIV(G, v, 02+ D 1290w, A)ll2ll(@, v, w)| o

|al=1 |al=1
1, Alls Y 12, v,w)ll1s
la|]=1
rS €+¢ Z "VZG(¢7U7w>"L2'
la|]=1

Similarly, we also have

D IVEZ4 (60, w) e S IV, v, w) 2+ D 12, Al (6, v, w) s

la]=1 la]=1

V@, Alls Y 112, v,w)]1

la|]=1
+ ||(¢7A)||L°° Z ||VZG(¢7'an)HL2
la]=1
Se

These conclude the bound (5.3)), and complete the proof of the lemma.
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As a corollary, we can obtain the long time behavior (LG).

Corollary 5.6. With the hypothesis in Proposition [3.3, there exists Vo, Woo and Vo, € H*
such that

(5.4) tllglo 10 — Voo Re(e™ Wy ;) — woo Im (™2 W ;)| 2 = 0.

Proof. In Coulomb gauge, the 1 is scattering given by Proposition [5.3] Then for any 1 <
7 < 3 we have

(5.5) lim (|96 - v — Re(e™ W )|t + 1050 - w — Im(e™ T, )|z = 0.
We choose

Voo = lim v(t,x), we = lim w(t, x),

which are fixed vectors satisfying v, s L Q. In order to bound the left hand of (L6]), we
rewrite it as

0P — Voo Re(e™W ;) — woo Im (™AW )
(5.6) = (9j¢- v — v v Re(e" W ;) — v+ woo Im ("W ;) v
+ (950 - w — w - Voo Re(e" Wiy ) — w - woo Im ("W ;) ).

Here the above two terms in the right hand side are estimated similarly, we only bound the
first term (5.6]) in detail.
Indeed, by Hélder inequality and (5.3]) we have

(5.7) 1(0;0 - v — v+ Voo Re(€" Wy ;) — v+ oo Im(e" W ;) )0 |4
< (0]@5 CV— V- Vs Re(eitA\Ifoovj) — U Weo Im(eitA\Ifoovj)) |21 ||v]| oo

Since ||v||ye < 1+ € from (B.3]), it suffices to estimate the above first term. Using |v,| =
|wee = 1 and v - w = 0, we rewrite it as

G S 11056 - v = Re(e™Wee )l + [|(v = vec) - v Re(e™ Wog )|
+ [[v - (W — weo) Im(e"* W, 1)) || 11
From (5.5)), the first term converges to 0
lim (2560 = Re(e"Weg,) 1 = 0.
For the second term, by (£I6) and V., ; € H' we have
tlim (v = Vo) - Voo Re(e™ W i < tlim [V — Voo [l wroe || Re(e™ oy ;) || g1 = 0.
—00 —00
Similarly, by ||v||wie < 1, @I6) and ¥, ; € H', we bound the third term by
tlim v+ (0 — weo) Re(e™ W ) ||
—00
< lim [Jollem o0 — woe e || Re(e "W ) 1 = 0.
Thus the term (5.6]) converges to 0 in the space H! as t — oo, i.e.
tlim (950 v — v+ Voo Re(€™ Wy ;) — v+ oo Im ("2 W ;)) 0| i = 0.
—00

For the other term there we have the same convergence. This yields the scattering (5.4]). We

complete the proof of corollary. O
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Finally, from the above Proposition [5.4], the bootstrap Proposition and Lemma [5.5]
we prove our main result:

Proof of Theorem [11.

First, We use continuity method to prove global existence. Since initial data (ug, ¢o)
satisfies ((L3]), by Proposition [5.4] we assume that there exists maximal lifespan 7" > 1 such
that for any 0 <t < T

(5.8) 1, ) oy, + IVullizqonar + 3 {12, V2°6) | + IV 2%l 2oy | S e,
la|]=1
and in the Coulomb gauge
||.Z’ . V\I]HHl SJ 61,

where ¢, = eg/ .U = e ™) and ¢ = 0¢ - v+ i0¢ - w as in section @ Then by Lemma
3.4 initial data (I.3]) and bootstrap assumption (5.8)), we obtain that (u, ) is a solution of
system (2.10) with initial data (ug, 1) satisfying

(0. o)l + D 1(A®uo, A®0) |l an S o,
la]=1

and also satisfies the bound

sup { I 9) 1o + | Veullzgog
t€[0,T]

+ Z < Zflq/} ||H1—|—||VZ u||L2 [Ot] Hl))} 561.
la]=1
From Proposition B.5 we obtain that the solution (u, 1)) have the improved bound

sup {11, )l + [Vl 2o
t€[0,T]

+ Z < Zaw ||H1 —+ ||VZ UHLz ([0,8]: Hl))} 5 €0-
la]=1
By mass conservation (L[.2)) and Lemma [5.5] the above bound gives the improved bound
(5.9) 1t O)llssrry, + I Vll 2o + 3 {1020, 92°9) 1 + 9 2%l z2q03m) } S o,
la|]=1

Hence, from continuity method we can extend the solution (u,®) by Proposition [5.4] and
obtain the global solution. The global bound (L4)) is also obtained from (5.9)).
Next, by Bernstein’s inequality we have

6 — Qllz~ < Z?d’f/pnpk(as Q27N Pu(d — Q)=

<Z2<d”‘1 |Pe(6 — QIZPIVPi(6 — Q)52
k

<o — QI IVel 2,
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where we choose p =d + 2 — § with 6 > 0 small. Then by (2.3) and (£4) we obtain
6 — Qllie S €oft) 175 =0, ast— oo.

The decay of u is obtained by (47]). Thus the bound (L5 follows. The asymptotic behavior
(LG) is proved in Corollary 5.6l Hence we complete the proof of Theorem [Tl O
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