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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE SURFACE QUASI-GEOSTROPHIC
FRONT EQUATION

ALBERT AI AND OVIDIU-NECULAI AVADANEI

ABSTRACT. We consider the well-posedness of the surface quasi-geostrophic (SQG) front
equation. Hunter-Shu-Zhang [IT] established well-posedness under a small data condition
as well as a convergence condition on an expansion of the equation’s nonlinearity. In the
present article, we establish unconditional large data local well-posedness of the SQG front
equation, while also improving the low regularity threshold for the initial data. In addition,
we establish global well-posedness theory in the rough data regime by using the testing by
wave packet approach of Ifrim-Tataru.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The surface quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equation takes the form
(1.1) O+u-VO=0, u=(—A)2V"9

where 6 is a scalar evolution equation on R?, (—A)_% denotes a fractional Laplacian, and
V+ = (-9,,0;). The SQG equation arises from oceanic and atmospheric science as a model
for quasi-geostrophic flows confined to a surface. This equation is also of interest due to
similarities with the three dimensional incompressible Euler equation. In particular, the
question of singularity formation remains open for both problems.

The SQG equation is one member in a family of two-dimensional active scalar equations
parameterized by the transport term in (L.1I), with

(1.2) u=(-A)"2V4, ac(0,2.

The case o = 2 gives the two dimensional incompressible Euler equation, while the o = 1
case gives the SQG equation (I.I]) above.
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Front solutions to (L)) refer to piecewise constant solutions taking the form

Ot z.y) = 0. if y > p(t, )
AR Ve if y < o(t, 1)

where the front is modeled by the graph y = (¢, ) with € R. Front solutions are closely
related with patch solutions

0. if (x,y) € Q(t)

0(t,z,y) = {9_ if (z,y) ¢ Q(t)

where () is a bounded, simply connected domain.
In the SQG case o = 1, the evolution equation for the front ¢, derived in [7,9], takes the
form

8tg0(t, .CL’) - A«P(px(tvx) = 210g |Dw\8mg0(t, .CL’),
QP(O#E) = 300($)

where ¢ is a real-valued function ¢ : [0,00) x R — R and

(1.3)

1 1
(1'4) ASDQO:c(ta:E) = / (m - \/’3/2 T (gO(t,!L’ T y) — QO(t,ZL’))2> ' (pr(tax + y) - pr(tax)) dy

The equation (I3) is invariant under the transformation

t — kKt, r — k(x + log |k|t), © — K,

which means that [2 (R) is the corresponding critical Sobolev space.

When « € (0, 1), contour dynamics equations for patches and fronts may be derived and
analyzed in a similar way. Global well-posedness for small and localized data was established
by Cérdoba-Gémez-Serrano-Ionescu in [3].

However, when a € [1,2], the derivation of contour dynamics equations for fronts has
complexities arising from the slow decay of Green’s functions. The derivation in this range
was addressed by Hunter-Shu [7] via a regularization procedure, and again by Hunter-Shu-
Zhang in [9].

In the case of SQG patches, Gancedo-Nguyen-Patel proved in [4] that in a suitable
parametrization, the SQG front equation is locally well-posed in H*(T), where s > 2. Lo-
cal well-posedness for the generalized SQG family, where a@ € (0,2) and « # 1, was also
considered by Gancedo-Patel in [5], establishing in particular local well-posedness in H? for
a € (0,1).

In the case of nonperiodic SQG fronts, Hunter-Shu-Zhang studied the local well-posedness
for a cubic approximation of (L3) in [8]. In [11], they considered the local well-posedness
for the full equation (IL3]) with initial data in H® s > 5, along with global well-posedness
for small, localized, and essentially smooth (s > 1200) initial data. However, these well-
posedness results require a small data assumption to ensure the coercivity of the modified
energies used in the energy estimates, along with a convergence condition on an expansion of
the nonlinearity A,¢ appearing in (L.3). These results were extended to the range o € (1, 2]
for the generalized SQG family in [10].
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In the present article, our objective is to revisit and streamline the analysis of (L3)), while
improving the established well-posedness results. Our contributions include:

e offering substantial simplifications to the paradifferential analysis,

e removing the convergence and small data assumptions in the local well-posedness
result of [11],

e cstablishing the local well-posedness in a significantly lower regularity setting at 1+4¢
derivatives above scaling, corresponding to the classical threshold of Hughes-Kato-
Marsden for nonlinear hyperbolic systems [6], and

e establishing the global well-posedness in a low regularity setting, by applying the
wave packet testing method of Ifrim-Tataru (see for instance [12,[14]).

We anticipate that our streamlined analysis will also open the way to substantial simplifica-
tions and improvements in the analysis of related equations, including the generalized SQG

family (I.2)).

Our main local well-posedness result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Equation (IL3) is locally well-posed for initial data in H® with s > 3. Pre-
cisely, for every R > 0, there exists T = T(R) > 0 such that for any vy € H*(R) with
leollms < R, the Cauchy problem (L3)) has a unique solution ¢ € C([0,T], H*). Moreover,
the solution map po — ¢ from H* to C([0,T], H®) is continuous.

We also consider global well-posedness for small and localized data. To describe localized
solutions, we define the operator

L =ux+2t+2tlog|D,|,

which commutes with the linear flow 9, — 2log |D,|d,, and at time ¢t = 0 is simply multipli-
cation by x. Then we define the time-dependent weighted energy space

lellx = llellas + [[LOsel| L2,
where s > 4. To track the dispersive decay of solutions, we define the pointwise control norm

lelly := 1Dl @l ge + 1Dl 0l s

Theorem 1.2. Consider data pg with
leollx S e < 1.
Then the solution ¢ to ([L3)) with initial data o exists globally in time, with energy bounds

le(®)]x S et
and pointwise bounds
_1
lo®)lly S eft) 2.

Further, the solution ¢ exhibits a modified scattering behavior, with an asymptotic profile
W, in a sense that will be made precise in Section [l There, we also observe that (L3 has
a conserved L? mass. We remark that Hunter-Shu-Zhang [10] makes a similar observation
regarding mass conservation for the generalized SQG in the range « € (1,2].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we establish notation and preliminaries
used through the rest of the paper. We define a parameter-dependent paradifferential quan-
tization which will ensure coercivity in our energy estimates, and which is key in removing



4 ALBERT AI AND OVIDIU-NECULAI AVADANEI

the small data assumption in the local well-posedness theory. We also establish Moser esti-
mates to be applied toward the paralinearization of A ¢, as well as a more general linearized
counterpart A v. Lastly, we record some elementary lemmas involving difference quotients.

In Section [3 we paralinearize the operator A v, up to a perturbative error. We then apply
this result to reduce the analysis of both the equation (L[3) and its linearization

(1.5) O — 0, Ayv = 2log | D, |0,v

to the analysis of a paradifferential flow with perturbative source.

In Section ], we prove energy estimates for the paradifferential flow of Section[3] by defining
modified energies that are comparable to the classical Sobolev energies in the spaces H*(R).
This part crucially uses the quantization established in Section 2] to remove the small data
assumption made in the local well-posedness result from [11].

In Section [B we prove Theorem [T} the local well-posedness result for (I3)). We do this
by first using an iterative scheme to construct smooth solutions, and then using the method
of frequency envelopes to lower the regularity exponent for the solutions. This method
was introduced by Tao in [16] in order to better track the evolution of energy distribution
between dyadic frequencies. A systematic presentation of the use of frequency envelopes
in the study of local well-posedness theory for quasilinear problems can be found in the
expository paper [13].

In Section [6] we use the wave packet testing method of Ifrim-Tataru to prove the global-
wellposedness part of Theorem [[.2] along with the dispersive bounds for the resulting solu-
tion. This method is systematically presented in [14].

Finally, in Section [7] we provide a short proof for the mass conservation for the solutions of
(L3). Then we discuss the modified scattering behavior of the global solutions constructed
in Section

1.1. Acknowledgements. The first author was supported by the NSF grant DMS-2220519
and the RTG in Analysis and Partial Differential equations grant DMS-2037851. The second
author was supported by the NSF grant DMS-2054975, as well as by the Simons Founda-
tion. The authors would like to thank Mihaela Ifrim and Daniel Tataru for many helpful
discussions.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

To facilitate the analysis of the operator A, we define the smooth function
1
V1+s?

which in particular vanishes to second order at s = 0, satisfying F'(0) = F'(0) = 0. Using
this notation, we define the following generalization of (L4)):

(2.1) F(s)=1-

(2.2) (Ag)(t, x) = /F(5ys0(t,$)) 01" v(t, x) dy.

This generalized operator will be useful when we study the linearized equation.
Welet 0 <6 < s— g refer to a small positive exponent throughout. Implicit constants

may depend on our choice of §.
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2.1. Paradifferential operators and paraproducts. Let y be an even smooth function

such that x = 1 on [—55, 55] and x = 0 outside [—5, 15], and define

X000 = x (gt
1, Y2 M2 T |92|2 .
Given a symbol a(x,n), we use the above cutoff symbol x to define an M dependent parad-
ifferential quantization of a by (see also [2])

Tou(€) = (2m)" / Post(€)% (€ — 1€+ 1) alE — 1) Poe(m)as(n) dn,

where the Fourier transform of the symbol a = a(z,n) is taken with respect to the first
argument. We make the following remarks:

e The Fourier transform, and in particular T, and Littlewood-Paley projections, will
all operate with respect to the x variable throughout.

e On the Fourier side, the support conditions on Psj; and ¥ imply that In| =~ |£].

e When q is independent of 7, the above definition coincides with the Weyl quantiza-
tion, which means that the operator T, will be self-adjoint if a is real valued. This
will be useful when proving energy estimates in Section [l

Implicit constants may depend on M > 1, which we view as a constant parameter except
in Section Bl There, we will choose M using the following lemma, which will be key for
establishing local well-posedness for large data:

Lemma 2.1. Let R > 0,r > 1, and s > % There exists M such that || Ti——py||r2—r2 <1
for any u such that ||ul|gs < R.

Proof. On |¢ —n| < ¥, we have X(§ —n,£ 4+ n) = 1. Thus we may write

o TLF(E) = / Porr(€)al€ — n) Porr(n) f(n) dn

e—n|<&f
+/5 o Popi(E)X(E =, €+ n)al€ —n)Papi(n) f(n) dn
e,

and conclude
ITufllee < (1Pesgallim + ClIPs a1
We have by Sobolev embedding

_d
[P aalle S M™2|al

HS
so that for a =1 — (1 — F(u))" with ||ul

_3
||P>%a||Loo SR M~ 2,

s < R, we have

Further, using the form of F' combined with Sobolev embedding, we have |la|lp~ < 1 —§
uniformly over ||ul|gs < R, for some § > 0 depending on R. Choosing M sufficiently large
depending on R, we obtain

) )
IT--rapr ez < 1= (1= F(@)) lle + 5 <1-3.
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2.2. Classical estimates. We recall the following Moser-Schauder estimates. Note that in
the present article, we typically take F' to be given by (Z.1I).

Theorem 2.2 (Moser-Schauder). Let s > 0 and F : R — R be a smooth function satisfying

F(0) = 0.
a) If f € H*(R) N L>*(R),
(2.3) 1Eas S

b) If 071 f € H*(R) N L=(R) and F'(0) =0, we have

1F(f) = Trp) f]

1F'(f) = Trrs) f
c¢) Under the hypotheses of b), in the case s =0, we have

(2.5) IFCf) = T fllee S L llwreol| 07 fl 2

Proof. For a proof of a), see [I7, Lemma A.9]. Here, we prove parts b) and c). In the
following, denote

e SENflree 1 lwree |05 fllas,

(2.4)

ire SEN oo 1 lwroe 107 f s

f<nk = J<k—1+ hfy.

Then write
0o 1
= > / F'(f<ur) - frdh
k=—o00 0
/ F'(f<,k)<kea + F'(f<,k)5k-1) - fredh
0 k——x
—/ B; + By dh.
0

We consider B,. Write
2

1B

H.sN §

k=—00

ZF (f<nk=i)n * Sr—j

j=—4

s
We estimate the summand by

Yo F (femii Figl| S D Dl F (Fepniill oo 1 iomsl 2

j=—4 Hs =4
S D0 2N F Feuns) - 0o Dill o 105 Ficsl] -

By the chain rule, for each 7 > —4,

[(F" (fuii) - Ou Fnh=idill oo S 27N K (I Fllzoe, | full o)
Thus,

K (|| fllz=, 1 fellz) D 267¥97 [log

I =1

D F(f<nii - iy

j=—1
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In this case of the frequencies k > 0 in Bs,

> K[| fllzee, | foll o) Z (Z 2(=N=1i || 5~ )

k=0 Hs k=0

[e.e]

> P (fepnii - fes

j=—4

S Kl I fellz=)® D 105" £l

s
k=0

S K (Nl 1 foll ) *1107 £117

Hs?

where N has been chosen such that N 4+ 1 > s. In particular, when s = 0, we may choose
N =0 to obtain

2

S el 107 f11Z--

L2

e}

Z f<hk ] .fk—j

Jj=—4

>

k=0

For the low frequency terms k < 0 in Bs, using the fact that F’(0) = 0,

-

k=—00

2 —1

=3

s k=—00

2

> F(fepnii feos

j=—1

> F(fepmii - fes

j=—1

L2
-1

e 2
> wa(féhk—j)kHLa>ka—jHL2>

k=—o00 \j=—4

-1 oo 2
S (S 2 ua;fum)
k=—o00 \j=-—4

SN (|0 12

AN

N

We conclude in the case s > 0 that

1Ball sz S K (oo, el 107 Fll e + 1f N1z (|07 ] 2
S K (I lzoes 1 fall o) 107 f 1l

and
I1Ballz2 < M1 fllypee 107" 1] 22
when s = 0.
We now exchange B; for

[e.e]

(2.6) S F (e i

k=—00

The summand of the difference

[e.e]

S (F() = F'(f<n)) cpn - i

k=—o00
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can be estimated by
H2k (F,(f) - F/(fﬁhk))<k_4 : 2_kfk‘ s

ot / (F"(Faye 01— ) fut o) - (1= W) fe b for)) oy, 6

1
S ([ 150 d8) 10l S 1ol 1075
so that summing orthogonally, we have the desired bound.
It remains to exchange (2.6]) with Tp (s f. Write
F'(f)<hea- o =Trpy o afi + Tr F'(f)<hma + IHF'(f) ctma, fr)-
The second term contributes
T4, F' () <heall e S 02 f |22 105 fil

which sums orthogonally over k. The third term is estimated similarly. For the first, using
cancellation with T () fi, it remains to estimate

Z TF’(f)zk74 s

k=—o00

5 ‘

107" fill -
(oo}

L

Hs

Hs

which can be done by noting that
T ryonafill o SUE" ) ) shoa e 105 ficll o S W00 f 121107 fil

which is estimated in a similar way as in the frequency-balanced case. O

s

We will use the following logarithmic commutator estimate:

Lemma 2.3. We have for s > 0,
10x[TF, log |0: ]9/

e S I llwroellgll e

Proof. We have

F(0:[Ty,log |0:]9)(§) = /RM(f)X(f =0, &+ ) f (€ = n)Pare(n)g(n)i€ (log ] — log |€]) dn

) - ) log |1+ 25|
=~ [ PR = m. €+ B ) Poas0)i)— e
3
Observe that log |1 + z|/x is bounded away from = = —1. Thus, setting
o log|t+ |
Xu(€=n&+mn) =x(E =&+ Pou(n)—FF—
3

and observing that (n — &)/ remains away from —1 on the support of ¥ and Py, where
In| > M and [£] < |n|, we see that y; is bounded. Further, since x; satisfies the same kind
of bounds as y, we can apply paraproduct Coifman-Meyer estimates to deduce the desired
result.

O

We also recall the following variant of [1, Lemma 2.5].
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Lemma 2.4 (Para-products). Assume that v1,v2 <1, 71 +72 > 0. Then

(2.7) 15Ty = Trgll pro syt S WD fllBaroll D™ gl Bro-
When v =1,
(2.8) 15Ty — Tygll s prsensr S DM fllsrol|gull e

2.3. Difference quotients. We denote difference quotients by
h(z +y) — h(x) h(x +y) — h(x)

6"h(x) = . |0)Ph(x) =
y Yl
and the distribution p.v.|y|~* by
- — f(0
ly[>1 || ly|<1 |y]

Equivalently,
(p.v.ly|™", f) = lim ( J) dy + 210g(6)f(0)) .

=0\ Jiy>e |Vl

We also use the following estimates which we will apply to averages over difference quo-
tients:

Lemma 2.5. We have

H/éﬁ@wmy

H/éﬁ@wmy

Proof. We decompose the integral

/éﬂ%wwzﬁm+4q

1
SwWMWN@,H/ Lty dy
ly|<1 Yl

Hs ly|>1

< sup [[1y1° fll + sup [[ly] = fllm
Hs  lyl>1 lyl<1

and

< sup [[1y1° fllzge + sup [[1y17° fllcge-
Le  lyl>1 ly|<1

and estimate

' /y|>1 Eﬂf(x’y) dy

with similar estimates for L°.

< sup ||y ° f|
Hs ly|<1

H

Lemma 2.6. Let i = 1,n and p;,r € [1,00] and «;, B; € [0,1] satisfying

S|

Then
H/Sgn(y)nf;yfi dy” ST fill e + T T IV fill oo
;
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+ / |
ly|<1 ly[>1

Proof. We write

/ seu(y) [ [ 6" f: dy = /

For the former integral, we have by Holder

1 _ N
)/ sgn(y)H(Syfidy 5/ TZQ.HH|D|%fi||LPi dy§H|||D| il i
lyl<1 Lr ly|<1 Y| g

The latter integral is treated similarly. 0

3. PARALINEARIZATIONS AND THE LINEARIZED EQUATION

The objective of this section is to paralinearize the operator A,v defined in (2.2). With
this paralinearization, we reduce the analysis of (I3 and its linearization to the analysis of
a paradifferential flow with perturbative source.

The analysis in this section is time independent. We will use the notation B° to denote
the zeroth order coefficient of the paralinearization,

BY() = (p-v-lyl ™, F(89)) = Flpa) (pv-Jyl ™ e7™).
Proposition 3.1. We have the paralinearization
Agv = Tpo(uyv — 2T (e, log | De v + R(p, v)
where
10:R (0. 0)llz2 Shealns 11Dzl @l asllo]] 2
Proof. We decompose

A= [T @) dy+ [ 1E@) 160 dy+ [ Tri oo dy
= A1+ Ay + As.
We estimate A; using Lemma [2.7]
10: Axl e < Sup (19° 02T gy =u(y F(8°0) | 22 + 11y °0u T gy—u(y F(8Y0) I 12) -

For the first term, we have
1y 0. F (5% 0) | S 19° 020" pll o= | " (8) [0 S 1|0pll s [|0upll oe-
For the second term, we have
10275 (- +9)-o( ) F (0¥ 0) 12 S NDI 0l s [[1 DI E (67 0) 1 maro < 0l 221100l

so that the contribution from A; may be absorbed into R(¢,v). A similar analysis applies
to absorb A, into R(p,v).

We proceed with As, which we may write as

A= / Trvay v W = T paug

iny V.
l—e d
Tyl

lyl
Since F(§Y¢)(1 — €™) vanishes at y = 0 and F(6Yy) satisfies the decay

|F(6Y0)| Sjigllzee Y172
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in y, we may express the symbol of the paradifferential operator in terms of p.v.|y|~!:

/F(5yso) : ngmy dy = (p-v.[y|™!, F(6%)(1 — ™))

The inverse Fourier transform of p.v.|y|~! takes the form

p.v.ly im
(vl ™) = =0 NS lyl>e \y\ S
= lim </| a dz + 2log(|n|e )) — 2log |n|

=0 \ ot 121

= (pv.ly|™" ™) — 2log .
Using this, we write
(pvlyl ™ FE9)(1 = 7)) = (pvJy| ™, F(8") = F(po)e™™)
+ (p-v.ly| !, (Flgs) — F(6%0))e™™)
= B(¢) + 2F(¢,) log |n|
+ <p.v.|y|—17 (F(p) — F(gygo))e—my>_
Since the first two terms on the right hand side of (3.I)) form the main terms of the

paralinearization of A, it remains to absorb the contribution of the last term in (B.I) into
R. From Lemma 6.2 in [I5], we have

(3.1)

(32) 0T lp vty (F(pa) v 0 = T Elea)P0Ve) jpeiny gy

where T” is another low-high paraproduct.
Integrating the paradifferential symbol by parts,

/F(pr) - F(éysp)
Yl

e™in dy

_ /°° Fea) = F(0%9) 5 imsy gy, /0 Flea) = F@9) 5 (imy g,
0 Y ! o y !

= P (o)) — / san(y) -, <F(<px) —y F(6y<p)) G gy

=: F'(¢2)rz — /G(x,y)ei"y dy.

It is immediate to see that the contribution from the first term on the right in (B3] may be
absorbed into R. It remains to consider the contribution from the second term, which we
write

(3.3)

T} Gagemay? = = / Tty +y) dy
so that

'/TG:(:y +y dy

/ 1G9l dy - 0]l

S([ 16ealimdys [ 166l dy) Dol
ly|<1 ly|>1
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Since
G y) — san(y) L B0+ F0'9) = Fia)
and ’
10,F(6%9)| S llallfselyl ™"
we have

1
y?
so that the integral over {|y| > 1} converges with the appropriate bound. On the other
hand, for the integral over {|y| < 1}, we use instead
F(0%p) — F(%))

1
alltel® oo<H—<aF5y —
I NGyl S PR (6¥p) ”

SIFEY ) pocre S 1000005

IGC o)l S ol

Lge

which also suffices.
O

Next, we paralinearize the nonlinear term A, in (L3]), evaluating the H* higher regularity
of the errors:

Proposition 3.2. We have the paralinearization

where for any s > 0,

IR Sieelicrs 11Dl ¢allEnssllel

Moreover, if ¢ and ¢ are two solutions and v = ¢ — 1,
[R(p) = Rz S K, ) lwerersco )0l 22 + K ([ (9, ) [warses) [|v]

where K : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a nondecreasing function.

HS.

S
HS

We remark that the R difference estimate is not optimal with respect to the pointwise con-
trol coefficients. However, this estimate is only used in the construction of smooth solutions,
and will play no role in the refined low regularity analysis.

Proof. We write

Apr = / T, F(8%) dy + / I(F (%), 13]"0.) dy + / Trovey 61" 00 dy
_ / Tiopro, F(6Y0) — o crionn8¥'o dy + / T(F(8%0), 10", dy

+8m/Tp(ay@>\5lysody
= Al + A2 + 8mA3

The analysis of A3 closely follows the analysis of the counterpart As in the proof of Propo-
sition B.1], with ¢ in the place of v and H® in the place of L?. This contributes both terms
in the paralinearization. The balanced frequency term A, is also similar to its counterpart
and may be absorbed into R(yp).
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It remains to absorb A; into R(y). We further decompose

A = /Tléygox(F(fsy@) — Tpi(sv) 0 p) dy + /TéwaF'(wMy@ — T, (rvpy 0] dy.

The first difference is estimated using the Moser estimates of Theorem 2.2, while the second
may be estimated using the para-product estimates of Lemma 2.4l

We now prove the difference estimate. We rewrite
Appr = /TamF(fSyso) dy + /H(F(cSy@), 0 ¢) dy + /TF(5ygo)|5|yS0:c dy
= Bl + Bg + Bg.

We consider the components of the remainders arising from the terms of the form Bs. One
such contribution is

/ T (rove)-Fipuyem Pz Ay — / Ts (povw)—F(wepeim ¥z Y

- / T (P (@vo)-F e Ve Ay + / T (Fve)-Flpa)~(F6v)-F(pa)yein Vo AY-

We analyze the last term, by splitting the integral over the regions {|y| < 1} and {|y| > 1},
respectively. We first consider the former. We claim that

i

where v = ¢ — 1.
For this purpose, we write the low frequency component as

yl<1 O TP (5v)— F(pa))— (F(vi)~ F(ua)) |00 dy
Y=

S [0llz2ll(¥e, @) lyyroe 19|y 200
L3

1
|y

Zﬁ/ol%(ﬁuy)—%(af)du-/o
—ﬁfolw(ﬁuy)—wx(x)du-/olF’ A/Oltbx(xJruy)alwr(1—A)@bx(x)) dA.

D :=—(F(0%p) — F(p.)) — (F(6%¢) — F(¢,))

1

F (A/Ol Pu (2 + py) du+(1—A)wx($)) dA

Let /0 flx+ py) — f(x) dp = ky(x,y), pr(z,y) = Sgn(y)/o /0 pf(x+Tpy) — f(x)dpdr
ky(r,y)

|y

ly(N\, z,y) = Akg(x,y) + f(z). In particular, = py,(z,y). D becomes

1
D=1, / F' (1, (A s y)) dA
|?/| 0

1 1 1
+ ﬂk% / L, (N, z, y)/ F" (wl,, (A z,y) + (1 —v)ly, (N, z,y)) dvd,
Y 0 0
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which can in turn be written as

D=0 (pv /01 F' (L, (A z,v)) d)\) — Oy ( O /01 F' (L, (A z,v)) d)\)

1 1
o, (pvax | F a0 dA) 502 [ F (. Ovey)
0 0
1 1
_I_ 81‘ (pwzx / lv()\7 I? y) / F” (Vl<Pz()\? x? y) + (]‘ - V)lw:c()\? x? y)) dl/ d)\)
0 0

1 1
_ / L\, 2, )0, (Pwm/ F" (wl,, (A z,y) + (1 — I/)lwx()\,l’,y))) dv d\.
0 0

We can now move the derivatives in the first three terms from the low frequencies to the
high frequencies and obtain the claimed estimates.
For the {|y| > 1} region, we write
Ty o (P ~F (o) ~(F v P (b )einmin ¥

integrate the low frequency component by parts (and use the notation of ([3.3])

/| 1 (F(6Y0) — F(p.)) — (F(8Y¢) — F(3,))0,e™)

y|>1 |y|
= (2F(pz) = F(8'¢) = F(67"¢)) — (2F (¢) — F(8'¢) — F(6~'¢))
B Tf\y\>1(Gv(xvy)—Gw(l‘vy))@i”y dyw’

where G, is defined in the proof of Proposition 3.1l

The estimate for this term now follows using ideas similar to the ones for the region
{ly| < 1} and from the proof of Bl

From the contribution corresponding to A;, we also have

/| Tis1v . F(6Y0) = Trrsvgpyovgs 10170 — Tispy, F(090) 4+ Tpr(sug)ovy, |07 dy
y|<1

- /|<1 ﬂé‘yww_‘(ﬂyd}zF(dyw) dy - / TF/(éy‘P)‘Sy‘Pz—F/(&yw)(Syqﬁx |5|y90 dy
Y=

ly|<1
+ / Tisvy, F'(0%p) — F(6Y9) dy — / Trr(su )5y, |9 (0 — ) dy
ly|<1 ly|<1

As F has a zero of order 2 at 0, Lemma implies that

)/y|<1 |6]Y vz F(6%p) dy

The other bounds follow by reasoning similarly as before.
The other terms in R(¢) — R(¢) can be treated similarly. The proof of the H:-bound is

analogous.

S MollzzlleallZe ((leallzze + DUND 0allze + l0nallze)

L3
+ Da " 0ullzee + MDal " pallise + llallze).

U
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Recall that the linearized equation (LI]) corresponding to (L3]) may be written
O — 0, Ayv = 2log | D, |0yv.
Using the paralinearization Proposition 3.1, we obtain
Proposition 3.3. The linearized equation (LB admits the paralinearization
(3.4) O — 0. Tpo(pyv + R(p,v) = 20, T1_p(y,) log | D, v,
where

IR(#, v)llz2 Shealions 1Dzl @ullEnasllvll e

4. ENERGY ESTIMATES

The goal of this section is to prove energy estimates for the paradifferential flow (B3],
which will in turn be used to derive energy estimates for solutions of (IL3]), along with its
linearization (LH).

We define the modified energies

E®)(v) = /9 - Th_p(p,)9 du, 9 =Ta—r(p.) | Dalv,
and
E*(v) = E®(v) + EO(v).

Due to our construction of the paraproduct, these modified energies are comparable to the
classical energies in the Sobolev spaces H*(R).
We prove the following:

Proposition 4.1. Let vy € H* and R € C([0,T), H), ¢ € C([0,T), W2>). Then the initial
value problem
Ov — &cTBO(@)v +R = 28xT1_F(%) log |Dx|U,
v(0,x) = vo(x)
has a unique solution v € C([0,T]; H?), satisfying the estimate

d s
(4.2) =B (1) S (I9sllers + llewllz=) | gallcrs B*(t) + ||

(4.1)

Hs ’UHHs.

Proof. Using that T1_p(,,) is self-adjoint,
d

EE( (1) = /2gt DP9 — 9 Tri(p,)p, 9 d.

Applying Ta-r(e.):

09 = 0Tro(p)g + Tu-Fign))e

D,|*, we obtain an equation for g,
Dm|sR + Ry = 20, log ‘Dm|T1—F(<px)gv

where R; consists of commutators which we will record and estimate momentarily. Using
this, we have

d
—E® (t) = /2(8mTBO(gp)g + 20, log |Dw|T1—F(<pz)g - R — Rl) : Tl—F(«pz)g dx

a3 &

B /g - Trr(py)pn g A
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From the first integral on the right hand side, we rewrite the contribution

2 / 8mTBO(g0)g . Tl—F(goz)g dr =2 / 8x(TBO(¢)g . Tl—F(goz)g) dr + /Rg . gdSL’,

where as before, Ry consists of commutators which we record and estimate momentarily.
Observe that the first term on the right is a divergence which thus vanishes. Similarly, since
0, log | D,| is skew-adjoint, the corresponding contribution to (£3]) vanishes and we conclude

th( )( ) /2(R+ Rl) . Tl_p(%)g + g - TF’(cpx)gomg dx -+ /Rg . gdl’,

where
Rl = [T(l—F(cpx))S T 8, 8t — axTBO(¢)]U

+ 20, [Tr(p,):108 | Dal]g — 2[T(1—F(pn)): | Dal”, 0 10g | Da| Ti— pp,]v,
Ra = (Ti—ren)To.50) + [T1=F(00), Tr0()) 0 + To, pon) Tro(p) 9

The second commutator of R; may be estimated using the log | D, | commutator Lemma 2.3
For the third commutator of R4, applying again Lemma 2.3 we may commute log|D,| to
the front, so this reduces to

log‘DfEH 1 Fﬂox

%, 0p T F(pn) v = 10g | Do| [T(1-F(p,))s 5 Ox)| De | Ti—p(p,)v
+ log | D [0:T(1-F(e.) )s[
+ 108 | Do| 0u[T1= Fpu))s> T1—F(pn)] | Dal*v.

The third commutator on the right may be estimated using Lemma 2.4l The first may be
written

* T P(pa) v

10g | Do | Ts(1-F(pa)) =1 F/(0)pae | Dl "T1=F (00,
while the principal term of the second is
—lOg |Dx|0xT(1_F( )sS D | 0 TF/(%C)

which cancel up to commutators and paraproducts estimated via Lemma 2.4
Returning to R4, it remains to consider the first commutator. For the commutator with
respect to 0y, we have

Soac:c

To(1-F(pa))=1 F' (pa)pia | Da|*v
which contributes to the right hand side of (42]). For the commutator with respect to
0:Tpo(y), and in particular to estimate BY(p), we apply Lemma to estimate

IB°()lze S sup |y (F(6%¢) — Flpo)e™™)|l1e + sup ly°(F(6%¢) — Flpo)e )| 1
ly[>1 ly|<1
S llgallcos,
using the decay of F for the first term. The same estimate for BY(¢) then suffices to estimate
each term of Rs.

We conclude, using Lemma 2] to pass between ||v|| g and ||g]| 2,

d s
ZEO W) S (lealler + llowll)llizlorsllglizz + 1R

which along with the similar case s = 0 gives the estimate of the proposition. By using the
adjoint method, it follows that the equation has a unique solution. O

me |9l 2
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Corollary 4.2. Let R > 0. If ¢ is a solution of (L3) on an interval [0,T] on which
lellcors S R, where s > 3, then we have the energy estimate

o(t, x)HH; < C(R)eC(R) Jo 1Dl =2 0x (D)2, 25 dTHSOOHH;-

Moreover, if v is a solution of the linearized equation ([LI) on an interval [0,T] where the
solution ¢ satisfies the previous conditions, then

||U(t, I)HLE < C(R)eC(R) I ||\Dac\’6<Pac(T)||2cl,zs dTHUoHLg-

Proof. From Proposition 1] we have the energy estimate

d

ZEOW® S (leellers + 1wl leallons B @) + Rl

In both situations, ¢ is a solution of (IL3)), so in order to control ||¢||ze, We write

'UHHS.

From Lemma and the product rule, we have

9, / F(6Y0) 610 dy

S leollzzlleally o 1 Dal =@l ps200.
Lge

We also have
110g | Dal@aellree S Dal®@aallzee + 1Dal' | oo
In the first case, v = ¢ solves the (3]) equation, so by Proposition B.2] we know that

IR)arx Speeligrs lalleasleol

and an application of Gronwall’s lemma, along with the coercivity bounds implies the claimed
estimate. When v solves the linearized equation (LH), Proposition 3] similarly implies that

Hs,

IR(e V)22 Shevligrs lallénslvlle.
O

5. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section we establish Theorem [I.I], our main local well-posedness result in Sobolev
spaces for the SQG equation (L3]). We do this by first constructing smooth solutions using
an iterative scheme, and then we employ frequency envelopes in order to construct rough
solutions as limits of smooth ones and to prove continuous dependence on the initial data.

We first consider smoother data ¢y € H® with s > 4. Fix R > 0 and choose M as in
Lemma 2.1 We construct the sequence

e =po(z), o™ =G(E"Y),  n>1,

where we define the operator G(¢) = v using Proposition [4.1] with R = R(y), the paralin-
earization error from Proposition We have

8™ — 0, To(pin-1yp™ + R(" V) = 20, T, log | D] ™.

_F(SDEC”L71)
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An application of Gronwall’s inequality with Proposition [£1] shows that
E® (o)1) < 7P S QoS s +el gedlied™ l 1,6 dr

~(E<s> / e musom)n%[;m),

along with an easy induction on n and the terms of the sequence (||<p§:)|| L )n>0 show that
for sufficiently small T > 0 depending on R, ©™ has uniform H? bounds.

Moreover, we show that for sufficiently small 7" > 0, ™ is Cauchy. Let ©™ and ¢™ be
two terms of the sequence. Denoting v = (™ — gp(”) we have

81&7) - 8 TBO(Qp(mfl))’U + 8mTBO(4p(m71))_BO(¢(n 1) + R( (m 1 ) R((p(n_l))
= 20,T)_p o, 10g | Dyl + zazTF(wgmfl))_F(@;n,D) log | Dy ™.
We now apply the energy estimate of Proposition [£.] with
R = 8xTBO(<p(m71))_BO(cp(nfl))(p(n) — 28ITF(¢;m71)

+ R(p™ ) = R(pY),

-ty 108 1 Dsle

estimating

(m—1)

10T )i 108 [ Dl 12 5 llp |12 log | Dl -

||81‘TBO(30(’”*1))—Bo(cp(”*l))Qp(n)||L% S ||S0(m_1 ||L2||80 ||L

An application of Gronwall’s inequality shows that the sequence is Cauchy in L2, for T > 0
small enough. This settles the existence. Uniqueness follows from the energy estimate for
the difference.

To establish the local well-posedness result at low regularity, we follow the approach
outlined in [I3]. We consider o € H* with s > 2. Let ¢ = (¢0)<p, where h € Z. Since
@ — up in HE, we may assume that ||¢f||x: < R for all h.

We construct a uniform H? frequency envelope {ci}rez for ¢o having the following prop-
erties:

a) Uniform bounds:

1Pe(28)all s < cns
b) High frequency bounds:
Py < 2MNV=9)¢, N —s>4,
o N
c¢) Difference bounds:
les™ = el S 27" en,

d) Limit as h — oc:
b — o € HE.
Let " be the solutions with initial data (?. Using the energy estimate for the solution ¢

of (L3)) from Corollary .2, we deduce that there exists 7' = T'(||¢o||zs) > 0 on which all of
these solutions are defined, with high frequency bounds

e loomy S lleslmy < 2" ey
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Further, by using the energy estimates for the solution of the linearized from Corollary .2]
we have

||§0h+1

— ooz S 27"
By interpolation, we infer that

M <Pth$H; S ch.

lp
As in [13], we get
||Pk90h||ch; S
and that
h+k—1 2
™" — Ml coms S enccnin = < > Ci)
n=h

for every k > 1. Thus, ¢" converges to an element ¢ belonging to CY H:([0, T]xRR). Moreover,
we also obtain

1
00 2
(5.1) " — <P||CQH; S e = (Z Ci) :
n=h

We now prove continuity with respect to the initial data. We consider a sequence
®oj = o € Hy

and an associated sequence of H;-frequency envelopes {Cli}kez, each satisfying the analogous
properties enumerated above for ¢, and further such that ¢, — ¢, in [*(Z). In particular,

(5.2) o} = @illeons S by = (Z(Cif) :

n=h

Using the triangle inequality with (5.1]) and (5.2]), we write

s — ellcons S " — ollcons + ||80;L — @illcons + ||<P§L - <Ph||c$H;
N Cyzh + ||80;l - ‘PhHCEH;-

To address the third term, we observe that for every fixed h, gp? — " in HS. We conclude
;= ¢ in CPHE([0,T] x R) and therefore ¢; — ¢ in CPX*([0,7] x R).

6. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section we prove global well-posedness for the SQG equation (L.3]) with small and
localized initial data. We do this by using the wave packet method of Ifrim-Tataru, which
is systematically described in [14].
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6.1. Notation. Consider the linear flow
i — A(D)p =0

and the linear operator
L=uz—tA (D).

In our setting, we have the symbol

a(§) = —2&log[¢]

and thus
A(D) = —-2Dlog|D|, L =ux+2t+2tlog|D|.
Recall that we define the weighted energy space
lellx = llellas + ([ LOxpllr2 = [[@llas + 102 Lepl| 2,
which when frequency localized may be written
leallx & [leallms + AllLgal| e

We partition the frequency space into dyadic intervals I, localized at dyadic frequencies
A € 2%, and consider the associated partition of velocities

J)\ = a'(I)\)

which form a covering of the real line, and have equal lengths. To these intervals J) we select
reference points v, € Jy, and consider an associated spatial partition of unity

1= xa(@), swppxaCJ,  xa=Llonly,
A
where Jy, is a slight enlargement of Jy, of comparable length, uniformly in .
Lastly, we consider the related spatial intervals, t.Jy, with reference points x\ = tv, € tJ,.

6.2. Overview of the proof. We provide a brief overview of the proof.

1. We make the bootstrap assumption for the pointwise bound

(6.1) le®)|ly S Celt)~z

where C'is a large constant, in a time interval ¢ € [0, 7] where 7" > 1.
2. The energy estimates for (I.3)) and the linearized equation will imply

(6.2) lellx < Ele0)] x.

3. We aim to improve the bootstrap estimate (6.1]) to

1

(6.3) le@®)ly < e(t)~2.
We use vector field inequalities to derive bounds of the form
(6.4) lo@)lly S et)~2+,

which is the desired bound but with an extra t¢¢ loss.
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4. In order to rectify the extra loss, we use the wave packet testing method define a
suitable asymptotic profile v, which is then shown to be an approximate solution for an
ordinary differential equation. This enables us to obtain suitable bounds for the asymptotic
profile without the aforementioned loss, which can then be transferred back to the solution

©.
6.3. Energy estimates. From Corollary 4.2 and by using the fact that ¢ < 1,

le(t, )|

Let u = Ld,¢ + ¢, which satisfies the linearized equation. From Corollary [£.2], along with
Gronwall’s lemma and the fact that e < 1, we have

C f lpa()?, 5 dr
e Cx

fo ”9996” 15 dr
Hs Se

ol -

[u(t, z)]l2 S
Along with the bootstrap assumptions, these readily imply that

262 tsfl S 262
(6.5) lellx S el + lu(@)llze S ee” 0@ S ety

||U0HL§-

6.4. Vector field bounds. Proposition 2.1 from [I4] implies that

leallze < (H‘PAHLZHLQU‘PAHLZ +[leallZ)-

When A <1,

1 3_ 1/2 1/2 3 1 s
lallez S =237 BNy | I Lasally + N 0n]lz2) S 7 G=2)||o||

and when \ > 1,

1/2 1/2
PR LAl + X2 palr2) S Lyemp).

lialles < <
Vi Vi

By dyadic summation and Bernstein’s inequality, we deduce the bound

||<P||X
(6.6) lelly = 11Dl ree + [ Dal *pull 15 BV

By the localized dispersive estimate [14], Proposition 5.1,

oa(@)]* S r(IIZeallzz + A7 [oallz2)?,
|z — it
which implies that
)\—1/2 >\—1/2
(6.7) (1 =xa)ealle S (1Ll 2 + lleallzz) < leollx

To end this section we record the following elliptic bounds:

Lemma 6.1. We have

6.8 D', ((1 — Ag/m
(6.8) 1 Da 0. ((1 = xx) o)z S

lellx

1/4—6

(6.9) D2 (1 = xa)en) e S lellx,
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and
>\—1
(6.10) (= x)eallzz £ el
Moreover, the difference quotient satisfies the bounds
>\1/2
(1= xx)0%0allLee < THSDHX,
and

10— xa)0%ealug < 121X

Proof. We use the bounds

10, (xa(z/8)] S 71
From [6.7 applied for 9.,
1 , )\1/2
(L = XA)PM)[Le 5 TIIXAPAl L —XA)0zPAllLe S —— X-
10:((1 = xa)ea)llzee S tHx Oallzee + 11(1 = x2)0eprllee S ; ]l

The first two bounds immediately follow from 6.7, and the L? elliptic estimate similarly
follows from [14, Proposition 5.1].
For the bounds involving the difference quotient, from applied for 6Yp, we have
)\1/2
I =x2)8"eallnz S == (L8 allez + A 16Yall2)

>\1/2
S =" (Zea)llzz + llealz +y)llez + lleallzz)
)\1/2
S T(HL@:%HL; + [loallz2)
>\1/2
< 2 Jollx
The other bound is proved similarly. 0

6.5. Wave packets. We construct wave packets as follows. Given the dispersion relation
a(§), the group velocity v satisfies

v=d({)=-2-2logl¢,
so we denote
£y = —e 173,

Then we define the linear wave packet u” associated with velocity v by

0 = " ; -1 eitd)(m/t)’ _ ’
(&) 5 x(v) R TTRY

r — vt

where the phase ¢ is given by
o(v) = v&, — a(&y),

and x is a unit bump function, such that [ x(y)dy = 1.
We remark that we will typically apply frequency localization uy = Pyu” with v € Jj.
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We observe that since
1 1 1 _1 1 _1

au6lh) = —glal, A" (6)H) = —ja"E)
we may write
(6.11) dyu’ = —Lu’ + u®! = t34"(&,) 2u’ + ut!!
where 3

L =1(0; —i¢/(x/t))

and u®! has a similar wave packet form. We also recall from [14, Lemmas 4.4, 5.10] the
sense in which u” is a good approximate solution:

Lemma 6.2. The wave packet u® solves an equation of the form
(i, — A(D))u” =t~ 3 (Lu®! +r*)
where u¥!, r¥ have wave packet form,

w a6 e, e g () e

The asymptotic profile at frequency A is meaningful when the associated spatial region
t.Jy, dominates the wave packet scale at frequency A:

5z~ t2d"(\)2 < |tdy] & thd"(N).
This corresponds to
t 2> X 2a"(\) P AT
Accordingly we define
D={(t,v) Rt xR:veJy, t> A}

6.6. Wave packet testing. In this section we establish estimates on the asymptotic profile
function

Mt v) = (p,ul) 2 = (oa,u")re.
We will see that 4* essentially has support v € J,.
We will also use the following crude bounds involving the higher regularity of 7*:
Lemma 6.3. We have
1+ £222)" [ oa e

X2 e St
S (EN)T(L+ 222)"|oall 2,

12057 2
and
a0 Mz S A3l + 62 ol e
Proof. Using the second form of d,u” in (6.11]), we have
a8 = Peadior, 0u”)| S 82(222 + 1)lall o

where the ¢z loss in front arises from the L! norm of the wave packet. Higher derivatives are
obtained similarly, along with the L? estimates.
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For the last bound, we use the first form of d,u” in (6.I1]). The contribution from the wave
packet u®!! is easily estimated as above. For the remaining bound, Lemma 2.3 from [14]
implies that

(o, Lu?)| S (¢0)3 | Loall iz < 63273 oallx,
which finishes the proof. O

6.6.1. Approzimate profile. We recall from [14] that v provides a good approximation for
the profile of ¢. In our setting, we will also need to compare the profile with the differentiated
flow 9,p. Define

At a) = xal@/tealt, x) — t72xa (2 /O (E 3 /t)e ),
Lemma 6.4. Lett > 1. Then we have
@/ e S I Loall e,
a(@/6)0ur g S tTATT]| LOsipallze + (1 + t2A%) [ oal|oe-

Proof. The first estimate may be obtained from the proof of [14, Proposition 4.7]. For the
latter, we use the first representation in ([6.11]) to write

(612) €00, (3(t,0)e ) = opn, u) + on,it(0/(/1) = ()W) + (pa,u™ ).

To address the first term, we see that we may apply the undifferentiated estimate with 9,
in place of ¢,. Precisely, we may apply the first estimate on

Oppr(t, ) — t72 (Dyipn, ut/t)e i1e(@/D)
We estimate the third term of (6.12)) via

v,II>

_1
72 [(pa 0D S lloall e

It remains to estimate the middle term,

£33 (0) (o, (S (/1) — & (0))u)| S [¢" (V)] - £2a”(A)

D=

Nlallze S E2AT||@all e
]

We also observe that on the wave packet scale, we may replace y(t,v) with (¢, z/t) up to
acceptable errors. Denote

Ba(t.x) =t xa(@/t) (v(tv) — y(t 2 /1)),

Lemma 6.5. Let v € Jy, and (t,v) € D. Then, for every y # 0 and x such that |x — vt| <
ox = t'2X\7V2 we have the bound

1698u] SN0l x
Proof. We have
0YB, = —t7 28 (y(t, - /D) xa((w+y) 1) N0 1712 (3 (8 0) =y (8, 2/1))8% (xa (- /1)),
The Mean Value Theorem ensures that

[6Y(y(t, - /1)) S t7H 100712,
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and that
1696, S 2 HIOA | pe + 2N 0, | e (7 4 X))
SOz (72 + A2) SNV Yl x + [lpallzet'?)
SN lellx + A loalle S VAT lellx + AT ol
SN ol x

6.7. Bounds for ). Write, slightly abusing notation,

Q9) = Qe7.) = 5 [ senly) - |96 dy.

Lemma 6.6. For 0 < 6 < 1, we have the difference estimates

1Q(e1) = Qe ooy 11 S (10201, 02)lLge + 102 (21, 02) | g (01, 02) 1252 ) 10 (1 — p2) e,

L2
1Q(p1) = Qp2)llz S 10:(p1, 02)ll 21102 (15 p2) [ 22 10001 = w2)[| 220

Do (01, 02) 22| (o1, 02) 22 102 (01 — @2) | e
Proof. Write

Q1) — Qlp2) = /lygl i /y|>1

where the integrand may be written

sgn(y)(|0Y1|*6Yp1—[0% s |*6¥ 22)
= sgn(y) (0% (o1 — @2)([6%p1]* + [6Yp2]?) + 6% (71 — B2)6Y¢16%¢s).

The first integral contributes to the two estimates respectively,

‘A/<l

S 02 (@1, 92) |1 22110 (01, ©2) || L2 |02 (01 — @2) || Loe -
L2

S 102 (@1, 02) 17 10201 — @2) [l 10

and

In

For the second, using Sobolev embedding,

I
I

= 11Dl (o1, 02) | sl (1, 02) g 100 (01 — 02) [l
Ll

S 102 (@1, p2)ll s [[(01, 02) | 102 (01 = @2) | e

and

S Dl (1, 02) 22l (21, 02) 22210 (01 — @2)[| £ -
L2
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We will be considering separately the balanced and unbalanced components of ). Pre-
cisely, we denote the diagonal set of frequencies by D and write

Q((pa 2 4,0) = Z Q((p)\lv PAzs 90>\3> + Z Q((p)\lv PAzs (p)\3>

(A1,X2,A3,\)€D (A1,22,A3,\)¢D
= Q" (¢, 0,9) + Q" (¢, p,0) = Q"' () + Q" (p).

The unbalanced portion of () satisfies the better bound as follows:

Lemma 6.7. QU™ satisfies the bounds

3
||X§\amPAQunbal(§0)||Lg° g )\—1/4 ||i|2|X

and

3
i PQ ™ o)1z £ A L2

where X3 is a cut-off widening x».

Proof. We shall denote
[)\1,)\2)\3 = / sgn(y)éygo/\léygohéygp/\s dy
R

and consider two cases in the frequency sum for 9, P,Q""**.

First we consider the case in which we have two low separated frequencies. We assume
without loss of generality that A3 = A and A\; < Ao < A. In this case, the elliptic estimates
will be applied for the factor ¢,,. Precisely, from Lemma and estimates [6.0, [6.7, and
[6.10, we get that

“1/2
HXUALAQ,ASHL;O SM lt ol x (A3 + A2)[|aall Lo Adll s | Lo
A 1/4,\3/4—25 = \3/4
1 — - )
S T||<P||X>\2 X+ X ) lonallzee A2A% ol oo
3
< )\}/2)\5/4>\_2||<P||X_

t2

By using dyadic summation in A\; and A9, we deduce that

3
XA0x Z Dy oo S >\_1/4Hi¥-
Ar<A2<A Lee
Similarly, we deduce that
1 yallellk
X)\a:c Z [)\1,)\2,)\3 5 AT / th
A1 <A2<A

LE

We now analyze the situation in which A\;, Ao = A, and A\; and A\, are comparable and both
separated from . Thus, we will be able to use A; and A, interchangeably. We replace x}
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by X, which has double support, and equals 1 on a comparably-sized neighbourhood of the
support of y}. We write

Xi\a:cp)\ = Xi\axp)\i)\ + Xiaxp)\(l - )2)\)
For the first term, using Lemma 2.6, along with estimates[6.6] [6.7, [6.10, we get the bounds

)\1—26 A
HX}\P/\X/\[M,,\Q,,\SHLOO < )\1/2”%“

—5/4—6/2 52||90||X 1-56/2 1-6/2 7/4435/2
N P e [ [TW PR Ve PV P

lellxllonallzee llonsll oo

—5/4—5/26/2 ||<P||
5)\2 / /)\3/ t2X

and
AT\
t
< )\—5/4 5/2)\5/2||S0||X()\1 58/2 +)\1 5/2)
t

—5/4—58/25/2 ||90||
5)\2 / /)\3/ th‘

HXiPAf(A[Al,Az,AgHLz <A el x lloxs llzee |oas | Lee

5/4436/2
Lge )\2

o2l 2|25

By using dyadic summation in A\, A2, and A3 (and by using the fact that A\; and Ay are
close), we deduce the bound

~ 1
XiamPAX)\ Z I)\l,)\Q,)\g < AT 1/4t2 || ||3X

A3SA2, A1 A2 A LeonL2

We look at the second term. For every N, we know that
1 1 >\1—N
IX20: Pr(L = X)L 2 a0 PA(1 = X)) lpoesre S N

We take N = % By carrying out a similar analysis as above, along with Lemma and

dyadic summation, we deduce that the contributions corresponding to these terms are also
acceptable. O

Lemma 6.8. We have
((@/)* QD) = (xa(2/1))* "V q (¢ (/1)) + h(A. 1),
where for every a € (0,1)

3 A2 1
|h(A )] < 12 8a + e + o

Proof. We write

iy (x/t) (pit/2¢" (coy /)y /7 _ iyd'(z/t) _
oitd(a/t) gy itola/t) _ € (e vy 1) L L b,
Yy Y
where ¢, , is between = and x + y. We now use the fact that =/t belongs to the support of

Xx- We have
(@ /8)[[b] S A
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Moreover, when |y| < ¢, |c,,/t — z/t| < |y/t| < t*~'. This implies that c,,/t belongs to
the support of the enlarged cut-off x}, hence ¢"(c,,/t) ~ A\. We note the bound

o0 (en [092/(20) _ |

a(z/t)|lal < Ixa(z/o))y/(2t) " (cuy/t - < et
a(@/)lal S Dxax/)]ly/ (26)0" (cay /)] WYY
Thus, we have the bounds
z/t)||a] < Aot
613 ala/t)al <
(/O[] S A

We also note the cruder bounds

1
(6.14) xa(z/t)lal + (/00 S —

We write

(0 (@/)° Q™M) = (xa(a /1)) / b]* bdy

+ (xalz/t))3eito@/D /a26 + a®b + 2|a)®b + 2a|b]* + b*ady := Ty + Ty
We note that
Ty = (xa(x/1))%e™/0 / " bdy = (xa(w/1))*e™ D g(¢' (/1))

so we only need to analyze T5.
We first bound the contribution over the region |y| < t*, which we shall denote by T,}. We
denote the contribution over the region |y| > t* by 7. We have

T2 = (xa (1))t / 0%d + a’F + 2|alb dy

ly|<te

+ (oa(a/t) el / 2albf2 + b dy = Too + T,

ly|<te

6.13] implies that

A2 A A3
Tl S bt/ [P ililays [ 20 ()5 [ g
ly|<te ly|<t* ly|<te

3 3
< g Ao A
~ t2—2a ~ t2—3a

6.13 and [6.14] imply the bound

(0 (en [092/(20) _ |
¢ (ca/t)y?/(2t)

A ||XA(£E/t)||y/(2t) &' (o)1) S L

It follows that Th, satisfies the bound
A2 2
Tl  Pae/0F [ pllaldys [ dy s
ly|<te t t

ly|<te

D@/t bPlal = Daa(e/OF [ ly/ (26" ¢z /1))
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For T2, [6.14] implies that

1 1
|T2|,s/ Loy L
2 ylte [Y]? t2a

6.8. The asymptotic equation for v. Here we prove the following:
Proposition 6.9. Let v € Jy. Under the assumption (t,v) € D, we have
Y(t,v) = dq(€)&t ™yt v) () + F(tv),
where
[FE )+ £ 0) |2y S ATHEHC
Proof. We have
A(t,v) = (@, ul) + (@, u}) = (PAgp, u’) +i{py, (i0; — A(D))u’) := I + L.
We first analyze I,. We use Lemma [6.2 to write

(i0, — A(D))u’ = t~2(Lu®’ +1*)

[{px (10, — AD)U")| S 72 ([ Lpallzz - NV2AVHYE 4 [lpa gz - ATH2AM Y
SATVH ol x
< )\—1/475—5/4615062

and
Ixaen, (@0 — AD)u) g S %2 (IILoall 2 A2 + llpallzA™?)
< >\_1/4t_5/4t_1/4)\_1/4HSOHX

< )\—1/4t—5/46t052 < )\—1/4t—6/5€t(}52
(we have used the condition (¢,v) € D.)

In the remaining part of this section we shall analyze the term [;. We first exchange F'
for its principal quadratic term, expanding

F(%5) - H(0%)? = / U vy 7 (o) .

From Moser’s estimate (the nonlinear version, as well as the one for products), Lemma [2.6],
and Sobolev embedding, we get that
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>
N

P, / (6Y0)* F (165 6] o, dy

L
< / D4 [72((8% )8 00 F (t6¥ )| s dy

1 —

S Nealle 1Da 2 pall s NDo ' @l lall e + lallTe Pzl zee)
1 —

+ 1 0allzge 1 Dal 2 aalla (el + Nollze ool el Dol llee)

1 P
N tgmes@c :

We have also used Sobolev embedding and the classical Moser estimate, keeping in mind
F"(0) = 0. Similarly,

1 2
1/4 Ce
S AT t3/2€ S

| PE@ ) = 5@ el dy

L3

By Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality respectively,

‘<PA/R (F((Sy@) - %(5%)2) 160 dy,apv>‘ <\ 1/47531/2 5 ()0
H<P)\/R (F(ay@ - %(5%)2) 16 pa dy,%> L sipyee

£3/2
We are left to estimate

<PA / (67020, dy,u”> — (0, Q" (), u) + (XA PLQ"™ (i2), u?)
R

+((1- Xi)axPAQ““bal(@, u’),

< A~ 1/4
L3(Jx)

Where X4 be a cut-off function enlarging x. Due to the fact that u" is supported in the region
? — v‘ < A\7Y247Y2 the condition (¢,v) € D will imply that the third term is identically

zero, while Lemma implies that the second term is an acceptable error. Thus, we only
have to analyze

<0 P Qbal ,a > = 8 PAQ(SOA) >

Let x! be a cut-off function that is equal to 1 on the support of the wave packet u,. Let ¥
be another cut-off function whose support is slightly larger than the one of x!. We write

<a:cP)\Q(()0)\)a uv> = <axP)\>~<Q(S0>\)a uv> + <Xlaxp)\(1 - X)Q(@A), uv>
As in the proof of Lemma [6.7, we note that the operator norm bounds
IX'02 Pr(1 = X) [z sz + X! 0e PA(L = X) |22 S A2V

for every N imply that the second term is acceptable error. This leaves us with the first.
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We first replace ¢y by xapx. From Lemma [6.6, we have

[(0:PAX(Q(2) — Q(xapa)), u”)|
S M2 (xaen); Deox) 720 192 (1 = x2) ) e (Ju” | + ||11”HL1—;;)

+ A2 0erea); o)l 2 100@n, @)l 102 ((1 = xn)ea) e (0l s + ]l 1)

I,

By interpolation, along with Lemma and the condition (t,v) € D, it follows that the
errors are acceptable. The L2-bound is similar.

We now denote
bt @) =t 2/t (t /1)
and replace y @y by . From Lemma [6.6] we have
(D= PAX(Q(xapn) — Q(¥)), u”)|
S M2 00r)s Be0) 172 102 Oxa(/8)r) | e (0 22 + o]l 1)
+ A0z (xa@r), 021) Ooon )1z 105 Oea (/1) | oo ([0l 1 + ol 1)
By interpolation, along with Lemmas and [6.3] and the condition (¢,v) € D, it follows
that the errors are acceptable. The L2-bound is similar.
We now denote

Il 41l
L2

0t ) =t~ 2xa (/L) (t, v)e "/
and replace ¥ by 6. We evaluate

(0: PAX(Q(¢) — Q(0)), ")

~< xr — vt )
N\ Vi)

The support condition of ¥ implies that z is in the region |z — vt| < 6z = t1/2\~
Lemma we now get that

R(Q) ~ QNI S N el [(87F + 1676 dy
Bernstein’s inequality, and Lemma 2.6 and Sobolev embedding, imply that
QW) = QNI S A lpllx (9ol Zee + 16217 07y
+t_3/4)‘3/4||¢||X(||¢||L2°|||Dx|1_6w||L§ + HQHL%"|||D:c|1_69||L§)||uv”L;%5
SN ol (el Zee + 162070 1021
_'_t_3/4)‘3/4“90HX(|WHL§°’|¢w||L§l6 1Ol 10l Il

x

We have

X(Q) - Q)] <

/ (160]2 + 15761%)15% 2 (x) | dy

172 From

From Lemmal6.3 along with the condition (¢,v) € D, it follows that this error is acceptable.
The L2-bound is similar.
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We are left to analyze
372 ~(t,v) |y (t,v) <8 P.Q( x,\e”‘z’(x/t)) ”>.
Since by Lemma [6.3],
1258 0) |y (8 0) Pllige ) S lloalltees 187223 0) v 0)Pllrzen S 2 10al 7 lleallz
it suffices to estimate
(0. QU™ /), ") — £2q(&,)6,(xa(v))] S A7V
We note that
59 (e =y, 0Y (eiiw(ﬂc/t)) + 0¥ () et n/Y),

Lemma [2.6], implies that for every § > 0 we have

'<3xp/\/5y(X/\)eit¢>((w+y)/t)5y(X/\e—it¢(:v/t))5y(X)\eit¢>(r/t)) dy, u”>

The most problematic contribution is the one that arises from the first term. We have
o A N [ [

The other term is analogous.
The L2?-bound is treated similarly, and so is the case in which one chooses the term
6Y(xx)e 1@/t in the expansion of 6 (y e *¢@/Y)). This leaves us with

(0: P (xa(a/1)° Q™)) u®)

Lemma [6.8] implies that we can replace the latter with

(0:Px (xa(/8)°e"0 (¢ (/1)) q (1)), u®),

3 2 1
At1/2< oA +—)

t2—3a tl—a t2a

STV 4171202,

with error bounded by

We note that one problematic contribution is the one arising from the last term. We have
the bound
A 2 3
12a-1/2 leallze S 7 llell%

By picking a = £, we deduce that this contribution is acceptable. The only other problematic
contribution is the one arising from the first term, for which we bound
\17/4

a— _ 62
aasalloalliz S ellk S e

The contribution arising from the second term can be immediately bounded by
\13/4 ,
N e [

The L2-bound is similar.
This means that we have to analyze

q(1)(0: O/ (¢ (/1)) ?e™/0) 1)) = q()((xala/1)e' (/1))Pe™/0, )
+a(L)tHBxa (/)X (@/0)(9 (/1)) + 2xa(2/1)*¢ (/)" (2 /)™ V), ),

7/5 3tCE <t 6/5 3tC€
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where the last contribution can be immediately shown to be an acceptable error by using
the condition (¢,v) € D. Further, we may replace uf by u”. To see this, from the proof of
Lemma 5.8 in [I4], we have

[Pau’| SN+ [y ATy = (o - )l (6)] 2,
and
|Oaa(a/6)g (/1))@ < N2,
Thus,
‘<(XA($/t)¢/(x/t))3eit¢(x/t)7 P¢,\u”>‘ < A3\ ~1/2-0;—1-6,1/2 ) ~1/2 < §1/2-6 )28

which along with the condition (¢,v) € D shows that this is an acceptable error.
x
As u" is supported in the region ’— —v‘ < 72\ Y2 we can replace x/t by v in

xa(z/t)¢'(z/t), with acceptable errors. As x,(v) = 1, the remaining term is now
)

ig(1) (xa(v)8)* (€070, u") = t2iq(€,)4,
as desired. ]

6.9. Closing the bootstrap argument. We recall that

1 1 2

lallze S — A8 gl S XG5O,
TV ~Vi

when A <1 and

1

Vi

il (2+36/2) EtCe2

o < —(2+36/2)
loallre \/ lellx
when A > 1.

Thus, if t < AY when A > 1, and if t < A when A < 1, where N can be chosen
arbitrarily, we get the desired bounds. We are left to analyze t > A when X\ > 1, and
t > A" when A < 1.

We recall the following bounds in the elliptic region:
>\1 /4—6 )\1/4—6

— 2¢2
D721 = xa)ea(@)) g < lellx S ——et®

s )\3 2+5 8240 4

I1Da]"0:((1 = xa)ea(@)) g < lllx S ———et™"

which gives the desired bounds when ¢ > AN (A > 1), and t > A7V (A < 1). We still have to
bound x px. We recall that, if 2/t € Jy, and r(t,x) = xa@a(t,z) — \/z_fXAV(t Lx/t)eoe/t)
tl/ZH,,,)\H <t 1/4)\—5/4€tCe

We note that
15—1/4>\—5/4€tce2 < )\—(3/4—5—51)6

when A < 1, because this is equivalent to
A~ (1/245+61) < t1/4—ce2
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), and that
15—1/4>\—5/4€tce2 < \—(2435/2)

when A\ > 1, because this is equivalent to

>\3/4+35/2 < t1/4—062

(this is true when t > \V).
This means that we only need the bounds

when A <1, and

[y(t,0)] S ex= o=

(t,0)| S e

when A > 1. By initializing at time ¢ = 1, up to which the bounds are known to be true
from the energy estimates, and by using Proposition [6.9, we reach the desired conclusion.

7. MODIFIED SCATTERING

In this section we discuss the modified scattering behaviour of the global solutions con-
structed in Section [6. We begin by proving the conservation of mass for the solutions of

(L3):

Proposition 7.1. For solutions ¢ of ([L3), |l¢(t)||3. is conserved in time.

Proof. We have

d
el = [ g s

= —2//F(5y90)|5\y<pxdy-wdx—2/<p-1og|Dx|sozdx

= —2//F(5ygo)|5\y<px dy - pdx := —2I.

We note that by the change of variables (z,y) — (x +y, —y),

// F(8"0)10) 0 - p(x +y) da dy.
Thus,

21— [ [F@ Nl oo+ 9) — pla)) dedy

= [l [ F@ o 50, drdy
= [l [ o) deay o,

where G(z) = % — V1422
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Recall the asymptotic equation
A(t,v) = ig(&)6ut ™" [yt 0)* A(t 0) + f(t0),
As t — o0, (t,v) converges to the solution of the equation
A(t,0) = ig(&,) €t 3t 0) [ (t, )],

whose solution is

2

F(t, v) = W (v)1E)& mOIW @)

We can immediately see that W (v) is well-defined, as |W (v)| = |3(t, v)|, which is a constant,
and

W(v) = lim 5(e2m/@EEIW O )

Y

Corollary 7.2. Let v € Jy. Under the assumption (t,v) € D, we have the asymptotic
ETPansions

(7.1) [7(t, v) — W (v)eia(E)E logtlW (v)

2 —1/4,—1/54+C?€2
PN 2oy S AT

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition [6.9l 0
Proposition 7.3. Under the assumption
[pollx Se<1,
the asymptotic profile W defined above satisfies
IW()lzg + lle™ 2Dy =W (0)l2s S e
Proof. We fix A, and let ¢ > max{1, \7'} := . From Corollary [[.2] we know that
W (v) — o4& logtlv(t7v)\27(t’ U)HL?,(JA) < \TL/AyL/5HC2e
From the product and chain rules with Lemma [6.3] we have

H o, (e—z’q@v)gu togthr () y (1 U)) ‘ < A log(t)et”e.

LZ(Jx)

In this case,
W(v) = Oy A og(£)et”" ) + Oz AV Ee) 1 >ty

By interpolation this will imply that for C large enough we have

e
W@l yae,, S350 A>1
respectively
€2
WOl e, S F e A<l
v A

By dyadic summation over A > 1 and A < 1,

||6—§e|v|01e2|Dv|1—01e2W(,U)HL% 5 e



36

1

ALBERT AI AND OVIDIU-NECULAI AVADANEI

REFERENCES

| Albert Ai, Mihaela Ifrim, and Daniel Tataru. Two dimensional gravity waves at low regularity I: Energy
estimates. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1910.05323, October 2019.

[2] T. Alazard, N. Burg, and C. Zuily. On the Cauchy problem for gravity water waves. Invent. Math.,

198(1):71-163, 2014.

[3] Diego Cérdoba, Javier Gémez-Serrano, and Alexandru D. Tonescu. Global solutions for the generalized

SQG patch equation. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 233(3):1211-1251, 2019.

[4] Francisco Gancedo, Huy Q. Nguyen, and Neel Patel. Well-posedness for SQG sharp fronts with un-

bounded curvature. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2105.10982, May 2021.

[6] Francisco Gancedo and Neel Patel. On the local existence and blow-up for generalized SQG patches.

Ann. PDE, 7(1):Paper No. 4, 63, 2021.

[6] Thomas J. R. Hughes, Tosio Kato, and Jerrold E. Marsden. Well-posed quasi-linear second-order hy-

perbolic systems with applications to nonlinear elastodynamics and general relativity. Arch. Rational
Mech. Anal., 63(3):273-294 (1977), 1976.

[7] John K. Hunter and Jingyang Shu. Regularized and approximate equations for sharp fronts in the

surface quasi-geostrophic equation and its generalizations. Nonlinearity, 31(6):2480-2517, 2018.

[8] John K. Hunter, Jingyang Shu, and Qingtian Zhang. Local well-posedness of an approximate equation

for SQG fronts. J. Math. Fluid Mech., 20(4):1967-1984, 2018.

[9] John K. Hunter, Jingyang Shu, and Qingtian Zhang. Contour dynamics for surface quasi-geostrophic

fronts. Nonlinearity, 33(9):4699-4714, 2020.

[10] John K. Hunter, Jingyang Shu, and Qingtian Zhang. Global solutions for a family of GSQG front

equations. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2005.09154, May 2020.

[11] John K. Hunter, Jingyang Shu, and Qingtian Zhang. Global solutions of a surface quasigeostrophic front

equation. Pure Appl. Anal., 3(3):403-472, 2021.

[12] Mihaela Ifrim and Daniel Tataru. Global bounds for the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) in

one space dimension. Nonlinearity, 28(8):2661-2675, 2015.

[13] Mihaela Ifrim and Daniel Tataru. Local well-posedness for quasilinear problems: a primer. arXiv e-

prints, page arXiv:2008.05684, August 2020.

[14] Mihaela Ifrim and Daniel Tataru. Testing by wave packets and modified scattering in nonlinear dispersive

pde’s. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2204.13285, April 2022.

[15] Terence Tao. Lecture notes 6 for 247b.
[16] Terence Tao. Global regularity of wave maps. I. Small critical Sobolev norm in high dimension. Internat.

Math. Res. Notices, (6):299-328, 2001.

[17] Terence Tao. Nonlinear dispersive equations, volume 106 of CBMS Regional Conference Series in Math-

ematics. Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2006. Local and global analysis.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN, MADISON
Email address: aai@math.wisc.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AT BERKELEY
Email address: ovidiu_avadanei@berkeley.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and preliminaries
	3. Paralinearizations and the linearized equation
	4. Energy estimates
	5. Local well-posedness
	6. Global well-posedness
	7. Modified scattering
	References

