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Abstract

In this paper, we discuss pointwise decay estimate for the solution to the mass-
critical generalized Korteweg-de Vries (gKdV) equation with initial data ug € H 1/2 (R).
It is showed that nonlinear solution enjoys the same decay rate as linear one. More-
over, we also quantify the decay for solutions to the generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov
equation which is a natural multi-dimensional extension of the gKdV equation. We ob-
tain some decay estimates for nonlinear solutions to generalized Zakharov-Kuznetsov
equations with small initial data in H?(R?).
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1 Introduction

We consider the initial value problem (IVP) for the mass-critical generalized KdV (gKdV)

(1.1)

Opu + 03u =+ 0, (ud) =0,
u(0,2) = up(z), xR, teR.

where u(t,x) is a real-valued function. With the plus sign, this is a focusing gKdV equa-
tion; with the minus sign, it is defocusing.
The mass

M (u) :/ug(t,x)dx
R
and the energy
E(u) = : / ((9xu)2(t,x)dx:Fl / uS(t, x)da
2 R 6 R

are conserved by the flow of (LI).
This equation enjoys the following scaling symmetry:

w(t,z) — uy(t,z) = A 2u(N3t, Az)  for A >0,
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in the sense that if u(¢,x) solves (II]) then so does uy(t,z) with initial datum wuy(0,z) =
A/24,(0, Az). Tt is easy to see that

M (ux(t)) = M (u(t)) for all A > 0.

Hence, we call (LI the mass-critical generalized KdV equation.
Kenig, Ponce and Vega [22] proved that (L)) is global well-posed and scattering in

L?(R) under a smallness condition for initial data.

Theorem 1.1 (Kenig-Ponce-Vega [22], 1993). There exists 0 < § < 1 such that for any
ug € L*(R) with
luollp2ry < 6,

there exists a unique strong solution u(t) of the IVP (1)) satisfying

u € C(R; L*(R)) N L™ (R; L*(R)), (1.2)

1/2 1/5
llull s Lio = (/R </R |u(t,x)|10dt> dx) < 00, (1.3)
10 ul| poo 2 < 00, (1.4)

and the global strong solution u(t) scatters in L*(R) to a solution of the linear KdV equation
as t — +oo, i.e., there exist unique ug € L*(R) such that

I H _—td? j:‘
i [0 — e

=0 (1.5)

Moreover, if ug € H*(R) with s > 0 and ||uol|r2r)y < 9, then the solution to (LIJ)

satisfies
u e C(R; H*(R)) N L™ (R; H*(R)) (1.6)
and
1Dz 0pul| oo 2 < 0. (1.7)

By using concentration compactness method, Dodson [3] showed that the defocusing
mass-critical generalized KdV is globally well-posed and scattering for arbitrary initial data
ug € L?(R). Furthermore, the global solution satisfies the following spacetime bounds

Hu||L§Lt10(R><R) < C(M(UO))- (1.8)

As there is no local well-posedness in H* for any s < 0, this result is sharp, see [2]. Besides,
for the mass-critical focusing generalized KdV equation, the concentration phenomenon of
blow up solutions were studied in [23|24]. We refer to an series of impressive works [34-41]

for more information on focusing solitons and on other blow-up solutions.



The scattering results mentioned above indicate that the long-time asymptotic devel-
opment of solution to the nonlinear equation (LI) behaves like a solution to the linear
KdV equation. The spacetime bounds (L3) and (L8] also hold true for the linear KdV
equation, see (Z9) with 6§ = %. In fact, the spacetime inequality with respect to L3 L}°
norm can be seen as another version of Strichartz estimate [51] in the sense of exchanging
the variables z and ¢. The motivation is the Kato smoothing effect, see (2.3]). By using a
mixed spacetime estimate with first the L?-norm in time ¢ and then the L>-norm in space
x, one can gain more smoothing properties which are crucial for handling the nonlinear
term with derivative.

Kenig, Ponce and Vega [2I] first observed this principle in the smoothing effect of

Strichartz type, they showed the following estimates

fa o3
HDmQ e t@xuO

S lluoll 2
LiLe

with (0,«) € [0,1] x [0,1/2] and (¢,p) = (G(OEH), —2.). The Strichartz estimates for KAV

which do not involve gain of derivatives

—t03
He ”‘uo‘ Loz S luollz2

were given previously in [9133,144] with g + % =1, 2 < p < co. The integrability in time
shows that the solutions of the (non)linear KdV equation disperse. It is the emergence of
dispersive effect that weakens the impact of nonlinearity, thus the nonlinear effects become
asymptotically negligible. This provides us an intuitive explanation for (ILHl). Thereby,
we may expect the L or other LL norm of the solution to go to zero as t — 4oo. In
particular, one natural question to ask is whether solutions to the nonlinear equation
exhibit the same dispersive decay as solutions to the corresponding linear equation.
Strichartz estimates can be derived from the classical dispersive estimates by using
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and a standard T7T™ argument. For the KdV equa-

tion, the dispersive estimates read as
He_taguoHLr N \t\_%(l_%) uol|| ;-  for t#0and 2 <r < oo. (1.9)

Decay estimates are extremely useful in the study of the long-time asymptotic behaviour
of nonlinear dispersive equations of various types, such as KdV, nonlinear Schrédinger and
nonlinear wave equations.

In recent years, decay estimates pointwise in time for nonlinear dispersive equations
have been widely studied. Note that (I9]) is not a-priori obvious for nonlinear solution
provided that (B holds ture. Because, it is not known whether wg is in L, and cer-
tainly the decay rate is also not known. Actually, there is a close connection between the
decay estimate for nonlinear solutions and the asymptotic convergence rate in (LH). Lin
and Strauss [29] established the decay of the L*°-norm of solutions to the 3D nonlinear



Schrodinger equation (NLS) by using Morawetz estimate. Grillakis and Machedon [T
showed the decay estimate for the cubic Hartree equation. Decay estimates can also be
derived by using the vector field methods and commutator type estimates, see [14}2612750]
for more details. Initially, these results were obtained under strong regularity and decay
hypotheses; see, for example, [2627,29,[42,[49] as well as the references therein. Fan
and Zhao [6], Guo, Huang and Song [13] respectively proved L dispersive decay for the
energy-critical NLS with initial data in H3(R?®). Fan, Staffilani and Zhao [5] discussed
quantitative decay estimates for the cubic NLS with initial data in H'(R?®) and with
random initial data. In [7], Fan and Zhao showed the existence of a special solution to
defocusing cubic NLS, which lives in H*(R3) for all s > 0, but scatters to a linear solu-
tion in a very slow way. Their construction of initial data was inspired by concentration
compactness method. The regularity had been significantly reduced by Fan, Killip, Visan
and Zhao [4] very recently. They proved dispersive decay for solutions to the mass-critical
NLS with initial data ug € L2(R%) N L (RY) for d = 1,2,3. Their work is optimal in the
sense that no auxiliary assumptions are made besides finiteness of the critical norm, which
is essential for the existence of solutions. Pointwise decay estimate for the energy-critical
nonlinear wave equation was obtained by Looi [32].

In this paper, we discuss the decay behavior of solutions to the mass-critical generalized
KdV equation. To be precise, we show analogues of (L9) for nonlinear solutions.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that u(t) is the global strong solution to the defocusing mass-
critical generalized KdV ([LL1) with initial data ug € H:NL' and HUOHH% < 1, then there
exists a constant C' = C(HuOHH%), such that

_1
[u(t, )L < ClE]75 [Juoll Ly (1.10)

In fact, the long time asymptotic behavior of solution to the gKdV equation

ou + Qiu + ukamu =0,
(1.11)

u(0,2) = ug(z),

has been intensively studied by many authors.
Kenig, Ponce and Vega [22] obtained the small data global well-posedness in critical
spaces H** with s, = 1/2 — k/2 for the IVP (LII) when k > 4.

Theorem 1.3 (Kenig-Ponce-Vega [22], 1993). Let k > 4 and s, = 1/2 —k/2. Then there
exists 0, > 0 such that for any ug € H**(R) with

| DzFuollp2 ) < Ok,
there exists a unique strong solution u(t) of the IVP (LII)) satisfying

u € C(R; H**(R)) N L™ (R; H%(R)), (1.12)



1Dz e[ ooz < 00, [[Dg*ullpsp0 < 00, (1.13)

and
1_2 3 6
10 5k 10 5k
[Da* *FDE | o o < 0. (1.14)
i 2,1 1 _3_ 4
where e =3 T 107 g — 10 Bk

Moreover, the map wy — u(t) from {ug € H* (R D3+ uol|2ry < Ok} into the class
defined by (LI2)-(I4) is Lipschitz.

Strauss [52] proved that solutions to (LII]) with & > 4 decay with the same speed as

solutions to the corresponding linear equation, i.e.,

sup |u(t,z)] < C(1+1)"Y3,  as t — oo,

r€R
if ug € H' N L' and |jugl[z1 + |lug||2 < 1. Later, this result was extended to k > (19 —
V/57)/4 = 2.86 in a range of articles [Z5l27145,50,53]. By assuming that the initial data ug
of (LII) lie in the weighted Sobolev space HY! := {f € L?; ||(1 4+ |z|?)Y/2(1 —92)' /2 f|| <
oo} and ||ug||g1a < 1, for £ > 2 Hayashi and Naumkin [I5] established the decay estimate

lu(®) |- < C(L+4)7PETVD e e (4, 00].

Using the perturbation theory and explicit representation of Fourier transform of the
nonlinearity, Naumkin and Shishmarev [43] obtained the asymptotic expansion for solu-
tions to (LII)) with the integer power of nonlinearity not less than 3 (k > 3). It is worth
mentioning that Rammaha [46] showed solutions to (L)) with k& € [0, 1] were not asymp-
totically free and he proposed a conjecture that it will not be asymptotically free also for
the case k € [1,2].

Ifrim, Koch and Tataru [I8] investigated dispersive decay for solutions to the KdV
equation with small localized initial data. They proved that if the initial data ug satisfies

||U0HBJ + lzuoll ;1 < e <L

2
2,00

then the linear dispersive decay persists for the nonlinear problem on time scale T, = 3.

In other words, the time scale that marks the earliest possible emergence of either solitons
or dispersive shocks is €73,

The second result of this paper is the dispersive estimate for solutions to gKdV equa-

tions (LIT) with & > 4.

Theorem 1.4. Let k € N and k > 4. Assume that u(t) is the global strong solution
1
. . oy = 1 .
to (LII)) with initial data ug € H2 N L* and HUOHH% < 1, then there exists a constant
C =C(||luwll, 1), such that
H?

_1
[ult, @)l Lge r) < ClEI75 [[uoll L1 (w)- (1.15)



Remark 1. Comparing the previous dispersive decay results for gKdV equations and The-
orem [LA and Theorem [T.] here, we see that the reqularity of initial data is lowed from H!
to HY/2.

Besides, we establish dispersive estimates for solutions to the gZK equation (d.1]) which
may be seen as a natural multi-dimensional extension of the gKdV equation (LIT]). Our
three theorems treat spatial dimensions two, three and four respectively.

Theorem 1.5. Let 4 <r < oo, L + 1 =1,k € N and k > 3. Assume that u(t) is the

global strong solution to the 2D gZK equation ([@Il) with small initial data ug satisfying

w e H'nL", Jull;n <1, if k=3,
up € H*NL", uolm> <1, if k>4,

then there exists a constant C dependent on ug, such that
Rl 1.16
lu(t, z,y)llzy, g2y < Clt[730 7 HuOHLgfy(RQ). (1.16)

Theorem 1.6. Let 4 < r < oo, % + % =1,d =3 and k = 4. Assume that u(t) is the
global strong solution to the 3D energy-critical gZK equation [I]) with small initial data
up € H2N L and |jug|| 2 < 1, then there exists a constant C = C(||lug||g2), such that

_(1-2
e, 2,3 gy ey < C ol =)t~ ol 7 gy (1.17)

Theorem 1.7. Let d =4 and k = 3. Assume that u(t) is the global strong solution to the
4D energy-subcritical gZK equation @) with small initial data ug € HZ, N (—A)_%L;y N

6
Ly L2 and [uoll 2, (ray < 1. Then there exists a constant C = C(||uol| gz, ) such that

— 1
2 ¥llzgg o) < Clluollz 117 (14 (=8 Fuoll g y) . (L18)

and

|’axu(t7x73’)”L§,L%(R4) L (1.19)

Notations. We say A < B if A < C - B for an absolute constant C' > 0. A < B
means that A < C'- B for a very large positive constant C'. Our conventions for the Fourier

transform are

N 1 - 1 ;
o —iz€ a—1 o iz
= — x)e dx, F T)=— x)eSdx.
fie) = == [ 1) (F1)w) = —= [ 1@)

Let N € 2N and X : R — R be a Schwartz function supported in [%,2]. Set x1(+) =
1= nean X(NV ~L1.). Define the inhomogeneous Littlewood-Paley projection operator Py
by

Pf =7 (alEDF©). Puf =7 (\N D).
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For s > 0, we define D*f and J°f as

Dsf(e) = [€)°F(€) and T5f(€) = (L +[¢[)*2F(€).

Organization of the paper. The rest of the article is organized as follows. In
Section 2, we include some basic estimates that will be used frequently later. In Section 3,
we show dispersive estimates for solutions to the mass-critical gKdV and gKdV equation
with k& > 6. The proof of Theorem is more complex than that of Theorem [[L4l With
the help of Lorents-Strichartz estimates, we show dispersive estimates for solutions to two
dimensional gZK equations in Section 4. In Section 5, we give the proof of Theorem
and Theorem [[7]

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall Strichartz estimates, Kato’s local smoothing estimates and the
fractional Leibniz rules which will be useful to handle the nonlinear term with derivative.
2.1 Strichartz estimates and Kato smoothing estimates for KdV

The standard dispersive estimates and Strichartz estimates for the free KAV operator

3
e 9% read as follows.

Lemma 2.1 (Dispersive estimates, [21]). We have

—+93 _a+tl
| Doee g < 17 ol (2.1)
where 6§ = #, 2<r<ooand 0 <a <1/2. In particular, by taking o = 1/2, we deduce
1.1 98 —(1-1
Dz re " up|| ST fluoll e (22)
L’I‘

Lemma 2.2 (Strichartz estimates, [21]). Let 6 € [0,1], a € [0,1/2], (¢,p) = (e(ogrl), )
and%—i—z%:%—i-%:l. Then

S llwollrz, (2.3)

O
a3
HD;,;2 e Mz,

Lk

o0
(4 3
H / Diee g5, )ds| < gl (2.4)
—0o0

Lrk
Kato smoothing effect can help to absorb derivative arising from the nonlinear term.

Lemma 2.3 (Local smoothing estimates, [22]). We have

HaxeitaguOHL% = CHU’OHL%? (25)



t
Oz / esagg(s, )ds
0

t
a; /0 e~ =% (s, )ds

S llgllzyzzs (2.6)
L3

S ”gHL}ch' (2.7)
L L?

Lemma 2.4 (Maximal function estimate, [22]). We have

He—taguouLgL?o S ||UOHH§- (2.8)

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 € [0,1] and (p,q) = (3, 125)- Then, we have

1-50 o3
HD;); ‘e taxu(]HLng 5 HUOHL%? (29)
and
95 _5 pt 3
e O e (210)
0 Lo La™ Ly
4 .2 _ 4 2 _1 1 1 _ 1,1 _
wherez;_1+q_1_z;_2+q_2_1’ p_2+g_q_2+£_1 and 2 < q1,qs < 0.
Taking 0 = 2 in 29) yields that
1
3 —to3 <
|Dze UOHL;OL:?O S lluol|z- (2.11)

In particular, if u(t) is the solution to (1)) with initial data uo given in Theorem [T,
then )
HD%uHL;OL:To < 0. (2.12)

More generally, if u(t) is the global solution to (L)) with small initial data ||uo| ms,
then iy
HDﬂlﬂ_TJFSuHLng < 0. (2.13)
Proof. (2Z9) can be derived by interpolating (23] and (2.8]). This method is form Kenig,
Ponce and Vega, see Corollary 3.8 in [22]. ([2.I0]) is dual to ([2.9]).
If u(t) is the solution to (LI]), then

3

t
u(t) = e 02y +/ e*(t*s)agaxu%s)ds
0

which yields by using ZI), @I0) with (p1,q1) = (10, %) and (p2,g2) = (o0, 2) and (L3)
that

10
3

1 1
“ngu“ 10 < HD%eftaguouL%OLﬁo + ‘ LOL,

1 t
Dz 0, / e~ (=905 (s)ds
0

5
Slluollze + [[u|l 11 g2 S lluollzg + llullzg o < 0.

[213) can be obtained using a similar argument. Thus, we finish the proof. O



Lemma 2.6. Assume that u(t) is the global solution to the mass-critical generalized KdV
equation ([LI) with small initial data ||u0HH% < 1, then

Hu” 24 < 00. (2.14)

Proof. According to Duhamel formula, we have

t
u(t) = e 102y, +/ e*(t’s)agaxug’(s)ds.

0
Hence,
! (t—s)032 5
U < |le” %Ry e "% g u’(s)ds =T+ Ts.
| HL254L°° H OHL5L°° H/o ' (6) L%LEX’ 1 i
We estimate the first part by using Sobolev inequality
|| —td2 < o2 1/12 93
= el % ool g, + DY o]
1/12 03
S Mol 2 + || D UOHL ¥ (2.15)
Observe that
1/12 —tagu _/eiz{aa(g)dg/eitr(iT)1/125(T_§3)dT
R
:/n”%w%”””ﬁ“@ms—ewD”4 %,
R
so by taking use of (2.9) with 6 = % one gets
83
71 < luollzz + || Di e P ¥ S S luol| uk (2.16)
t

Next, we want to handle the second part. Applying the same strategy as Proposition
3.13 in [22] introduced by Kenig, Ponce and Vega, one can get

1 t

D2 | e =99 g(5)ds 2.17
o [yt <ol g8 (217

Then, (Z10) and ZI7) help imply

4
R<W%Hf&+wwﬂ%ﬁ

Sl poluel, 8+ Dl gl 0 S Clluoll, ). 239
This finishes the proof. O



2.2 Strichartz estimates for ZK

Let us recall the dispersive estimate for 2D gZK equation. We denote U (t) := e~*%4 for
simplicity.
Lemma 2.7 (see Lemma 2.3 in [30]). Let 0 < o < % and 0 < 0 < 1. Then,

a+2

|Diev @] S 117 ol (2.19)
zy

_ 2 1,1 _
where r = =5 and ; + - = 1.

We will employ refinements of Strichartz estimates in Lorentz spaces [10]. It was Fan,
Killip, Visan and Zhao [4] who first used Lorentz spaces to study dispersive decay for
solutions to the mass-critical nonlinear Schrédinger equation.

Definition 2.8 (Lorentz spaces). Let 1 < p < oo and 1 < q¢ < oo. The Lorentz space
LP9(RY) is the space of measurable functions f : RY — C for which the quasinorm

A{z € R : f(z)] > A7

1
||f||LP7q(Rd) =p

La((0,00), %)

is finite. Here, |A| denotes the Lebesque measure of the set A C R

Note that LPP(RY) ~ LP(R?), and LP*°(R?) coincides with the weak LP(R?) space. If
l1<p<ocand1l<q<r<oo, then LP4(RY) — LPT(RY).
Lemma 2.9 (Holder inequality in Lorentz spaces). Let 1 < p,p1,p2 < 00, 1 < q,q1,q2 <
oo, and =L 4 L 1L 1 Tpep
ppt P2’ d @ @

HngLP’q(Rd) S HfHLP’Q(Rd)HQHLﬂvq(Rd)-

Applying Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in Lorentz spaces yields the following

Lorentz-space improvement:
Lemma 2.10 (Lorentz-Strichartz estimates). Let 2 < p,q < oo, % + % =1 and % +4 =

p
1 1 _

HU(t)UO HL?QLI;y(RXW) 5 HUO HLQy(RQ)a (2-20)

/0 U(t—s)g(s,-)ds (2.21)

< .
LI2L2, (RXR2) 9y 21, o)

2.3 Kato-Ponce commutator estimates

Kato-Ponce commutator estimates [I9] play an important role in the well-posedness theory
for the KdV equation.

10



Lemma 2.11 (Kato-Ponce 1988, [19]). Let s > 0 and p € (1,00). Then

17°(f9) = FTgllLe < llglizee|° o + 1OF||zoe |7 gl o (2.22)

Lemma 2.12 (see Theorem 1 in [22]). Let s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Then

1D*(fg) — fD*9 — gD* fll o) S N9l noe ) 1D fll o (w)- (2.23)

Further more,

I1D*(fo)ll ey S Dl e ) + 119l Loe ®) 1D° fll Lo () (2.24)
We need the following fractional Leibniz rule that includes the end-point situation.

Lemma 2.13 (see Theorem 1.2 in [28]). Let s >0, 1 < p < 0o and 1 < py,p2 < 00 with
1/p = 1/p1 + 1/pa. Then for any si,s2 > 0 with sy + s = s, and any f,g € S(RY), the
following inequality holds:

1 1
_ il N — 98 B
[oris0r = X Gomrpeea= 30 Zo2aD s 0y S 1P il D gl
lo|<s1 18| <s2
(2.25)
where the operator D% is defined via Fourier transform as
Deag(e) = i~ "og el

In particular, for 0 < s <1, by taking s1 =0 and p =1, one has

1D (79) 11y < 19D s gy + 12y | D" (2.26)

3 Dispersive decay for the mass-critical gKdV

This section is devoted to show Theorem and Theorem [[.4]
Proof of Theorem By time-reversal symmetry, we only need to show the
pointwise dispersive estimate (II0]) for ¢ > 0. For T" € (0, o], denote

1 1
lullxery == sup [¢]5[lu(®)]z + sup [¢]5 ] Dy/>u(t)l| g
t€[0,T) te[0,T)

e Estimate for ||u(t)|/ze.

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution to (LI]) can be written as

t
u(t) = e g +/ e_(t_s)ag'@mf(s)ds
0

: t
= e 2y + /2 ef(tfs)agﬁxu%s)ds —i—/ ef(tfs)agamug’(s)ds. (3.1)
0

11



Using dispersive decay estimate ([ZI) with @ = 0 and r = oo, we see that the first term
on RHS(BI]) can be controlled by:

_ 193 _1
lle™ % ug| e < 73 |ugll - (3.2)

Next, we estimate the last two term on RHS(BI]) respectively. Applying (22 with

r = oo and commutator estimate ([2.20]), we deduce that

t

2 1 1
,S/ |t—s|_5HD£u5(S)HL1d5
O x

t
/ P e (t=9) Dy (s)ds
0

Lge

t t
5/2 t— s 3 |u*Diu(s)],, ds + / t— s Hulle|| DR Lds. (33)
0 ® 0 ®

On one hand, it follows from (L2), (I3) and (ZI2) that

3 1 3 1
/02 [t = 5|72 [|u' D3 ul| ,,ds St| > /O [ DZ ] ol 12 ] 5= s

o~

2 1 9 %
s 3Hu DquL%HuHL%dS

, 1
5 1 2 9 2
uDg[?uHL2 s 3ds
tx 0

_1 3
<t 3HUHX(T>|WHL$°L%H“”iiw”D”g“HLmLI—“
T t

_1
<C([luoll2) [t~ 5 [lullx (1)- (3.4)

_ 1
<l ull /0

_1
S 2 lullx eyl ge 2

On the other hand, using ([224]) we have

~

= Dzt ,d
[ 1=l 2 s

~

: _1 313 3 1 3 3
< [F1e= st H il DEul s+ [ =l gl [ DF s (35)

of which the first term on the right-hand side can be controlled by the same way as (3.4]).
For the second term on RHS(B.), applying Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

1 1 1
102 £l < 1A DAl < 151e + 1Dl

yields

t

2 1
/O £ — | ] 2l e

D%ug’HLQdS
T

12



t

< _1 % 3 1 2
Stz ; luall g el e ||| 2 ds + 1t 2 ; [[ull L2 |l Lge

DxugHL%ds

5
L 6
_1 2 _ 4
S‘t‘ 2HU”?)((T)HUHL;’OL%”UH%%QL% (/0 S 5ds)

1
2

%
_1 2
181 ullx e Nl ez s |5 </o : 3‘*”)

_1 _1
ST Nl oyl ez lull e pa + 175 lullxeery llull ge ra 1l 2 poe ol oo 22

_1 _1
<C(luollp2) 1175 lullZ iy + Clluoll )75 lullxry- (3.6)

Collecting (33), 34), B5) and ([B.6) deduces that

Let us consider the final term on RHS(B.]). Using dispersive decay estimate (2Z.I]) and
commutator estimate (220), we get

/2 e (t=)0% Opu(s)ds
0

_1 _1
< Clluoll , )1~ 5lullx(ry + Clllwoll )t 73 lull(p)- (3.7)
Lge

t
/ e~ (1=9)0% Dpui® (s)ds

t

Lge

< ! -1 %5
N/L t = s #|| D27, ds

2

! BRI t _1
gﬁ |t — s 2Hu D%uHL;dS—i—ﬁ |t — s QHUHL%
3 3

Dg%uA‘HL2 ds. (3.8)

For the first term on RHS(BH)),

¢ L 1 t _1 3
ﬁ|t_5| 2Hu4D§uHL;dS§[ [t = sl72 ullig || D2 wl] o lull7z ds
3 2

_5 t _1
Sl Mol sz [, 16— sl 2ds
2
_1
<C(lluollzz )4l . (39)

For the second term on RHS(B.8]), by using commutator estimate one can get

t 1y 4k t _1 3 3
ﬁ |t —s|"2ju D:EUHL;dSSﬂ |t — s 2||uHLg°Hu||L§HD12uHL§d5
2 2

1 t 1
Sl Nl [ D2l gy [, 1= o1 2ds
2

_1
<C(lluoll )™= el - (3.10)

13



Then, inserting (3.9) and ([BI0) into (B.8]) we obtain

_1
< C(lluoll 1)t 3 lullx () (3.11)
Ly

t

t
/ e (1=9)0 Dy’ (s)ds

2

which together with [B.7) and ([3.2]) derives

1
o 13 lu(®)ll e < [luollry + Clluoll 1) (IIUHX(T) +llullfery + ||UH§((T)> - (312)
S )

e Estimate for HD;;/Zu(t)HLgo.
Note that

3

t
DYu(t) = DY2e 2y 4 Diﬂ/ e~ (1=9)0 Dy’ (s)ds, (3.13)
0

the linear component is easy to control. To estimate the contribution of the nonlinear

term, we decompose the region of integration into [0, £] and [4,].

By using (22) with r = oo, we have

t

Lol
HDQC2 /2 e_(t_5)638$u5(s)ds

t
§/2 |t — s\_%Hu‘luwHles
0 0 @

Lge

T
S [ sz ol ]y

[SIES

1
2
_2
s 3ds>

1
ST # lull e 2 llullxery lul 7 e |z | o 12

_1
<C(lluoll 1)t 3 lullx(z)- (3.14)

S‘tr%HUHL;X’L%”uHX(T)HUQUmHL?x (/0

Furthermore,

t
2

Lot
HD%/ e_(t_s)agaxu‘:’(s)ds

Lge

t i
Sﬁ |t — s 2Hu uchLglcds

2

t _3 _1
< / 6= 13 ull et — sl % s | s
2
. 1/2
1 _1ly 3 2
<Jt1¥ [l e 2 ( / t— 5|4 |Ju w!@ds)
2

1/6
_5 t _3
S F sz Il el sl oy ( JAEE 4ds>
® 2

t

14



1 )
St 6HuHLt"OL%HUHX(T)HUHLI%%L?OHUIHL}CQLf

_1
<C(lluoll ,, )t 7" llullx(z)- (3.15)
Validity of the last step in (815 is from Lemma 2.6l and ([2.13]).

Then, it follows from (BI4)) and ([BI5]) that

11
P 15| D u(t)|| e < lluollry + Cllluoll , &) llullx (- (3.16)
telo,

Combining (312 and [BI6]), we have
lullxry < 2luollzy + C(lluoll 1) (||UHX(T) + luli ) + ||UH§((T)> :

As HuOHH 3 is small enough, a simple continuity argument then yields the desired result
(LI0). We complete the proof of this theorem. O

In the next place, we show Theorem [[.4l
Proof of Theorem .4l We only need to estimate the nonlinear term. Denote

1
[l x () = sup 215 lu(t)]| Lge

)

t
and we split the nonlinear part into fot =2+ z .
2
For the first part we proceed as in ([B3]) to derive

‘ L®

5/05 t— 5|3 || D), ds

t

/2 6—(t—s)8g azuk+1(5)d8
0

o

t

% 1 k 1 2 1 1 k
5/0 |t —s|72|u D%u(S)HL}Eds +/0 |t —s|"2 Hu||L%HD§u HL%ds. (3.17)
Thus, from (LI2]) and (LI3) it is easy to see
3 1 ks 1 3 9 k
/0 |t — s\_EHu DﬁuHL%dS g\t\_i/o Hu DﬁuHL%HuHL%HuHLg’ds

t
_1 _ 2 1 1
<113l ull / 32D ||, llul 2 ds
LY HZ JO ®

1
t 2
_1 _ 1 2 2
<l x| [[a*Dzul| ( [ 3d8>
L H2 tz \ Jo

t x

1 1
<|+—3 k—3 2 P
Sl >l zpll D2l
_1
SC(luoll I3 [Jullxz)- (3.18)

15



Moreover, we obtain
L 1
2 _1 5 k
/O 6= sl Ffull2 | D2 s

t t
_1 [2 _1 [2
<je3 / el z2 a2 + 113 / el 2 || D] s
0 0 x

1
L 2
_1 k— 2 2
Sht2 fallxen lal*2 ) llullfs oo (/ 5 3ds>
LooHQ tHx 0

t T

1
L 2
_1 _ 2 2
12 el ey ol =2 a2 ( / s Sds)
LooH2 tx 0

t x

-1 k-3 3 2
sl (el + Ny poellwe 1012

3
O H:

_1
<C(lluoll )15 [Jullx(r)- (3.19)

via Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. Collecting [BI7)—(B19) yields that

t
2
/ e*<tfs>aiamuk+5(5)ds < C(||Uo\|H%)|75|7%||“HX(T)- (3.20)
0

Lge

For the second part, using dispersive inequality (Z]) with & =0, r = co and commu-
tator estimate (2.26]), one has

L 2

t
S [ = sl ulluz o s
2

. 1/2
2 _2
uul«HLit (ﬁ ] 3ds>
3

1 k=3 k—
ST Nl el spe 2 lull 2 poe llua | oo 2
( ) -t t

_1 _
<C(lull, I3l (3:21)

‘ t
/ e~ (=992 5 k1 (5)ds 5/ [t — 5|75 [uPug | 1 ds
t 5 ’

_k=3 k—
ST iy el ez

Then, ([3.20) and (321 immediately yield the desired estimate (I.I3]). This completes
the proof. O

4 Dispersive decay for gZK in 2D

The IVP of the gZK equation

Ohu + O Au + Ouf T =0,
(4.1)

u(0,2,y) = up(z,y), (r,y) € RxRIL teR.

16



is considered, where d > 2, k € N, y = (y1, 2, - ,yq_1) and A = 9?2 —1—351 + - —1—35(171 is
the Laplacian. When k = 1, [@I]) is called the Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation introduced
by Zakharov and Kuznetsov [54] as a model to describe the propagation of ion-sound waves
in magnetic fields. The gZK equation (41 is a multi-dimensional extension of the gKdV
equation (LIT]).

(A1) possesses the scaling symmetry, namely, if u(t, z,y) solves [@I]) with initial data
uo(x,y), then

ux(t,z,y) = )\%u()\gt, Az, \y), A>0

also solves (A.J]) initial data )\%uo()\x, Ay). It follows from

louaCt, 2, 9) e ety = It 2, 9) e e

that s, = %l — % Hence, we call H*® the critical Sobolev space of ([#I). This equation has

the conserved mass and energy:

M(u(®) = [ w*(t)dady = M(w).

1

E(u(t)) = = /]Rd |Vu(t)>dzdy — w2 (t)dedy = E(ug).

2 k?+2 ]Rd

There are lots of works on the gZK equation ([4I]). In two-dimensional case, for & > 3
we refer to the papers [8[I2|B1[47] on well-posedness. Linares and Pastor [31] proved that
([@T) is small data globally well-posed in H'(R?) for k& > 3 by using conservation laws
mentioned above. Farah, Linares and Pastor [§] considered the large time behavior of the
solution to (4] with & > 3. They obtained the decay and scattering results. Specifically,

2(k+1)
they showed that if ug € H'(R?) N L2+T (R?) and
[uoll 2gsn + [luollm <1,
L 2kFT
then the global solution u(t) to (1)) satisfies

2k
sup(L + [¢]) 35 fJu(t)]] 2040) < C.
t£0 @y

Moreover, there exist uf € H'(R?) such that

lim ||u(t) — U(t)uSEHH1 =0.

t—*+o0

By using the global well-posedness result of [8] and Lorentz-Strichartz estimates in
Lemma 210, we get space-time bounds in mixed Lorentz spaces for solutions to the 2D

gZK equation (Z.I)).

17



Lemma 4.1 (Lorentz spacetime bounds). Let 4 < r < oo, 1 + 4 =1, k € N. Assume
that u(t) is the global strong solution to (L)) with small initial data uy satisfying

uw € H'nL", Juoll;n <1, if k=3,
uo € H>N L, uol <1, if k>4,

then there exists a constant C dependent on ug, such that

lult, 2, )| s> ar < Cluollmy,), i k=3, (4.2)
Ltr L;y

lult, 2, )| se—nr, 2000 < Cllluollnz,), o k=4 (4.3)
Lt r+4 nyr—4

Proof. Applying the Duhamel formula

u(t) = U(t)ug + /Ot Ut — s)ud,u(s)ds

together with Lorentz-Strichartz estimates (2:20), (Z21]) and Holder inequality, we get

lull sy < N0 Euoll sy + H / i Dyu(s)ds

LPLE
S luollzz, + [ aquL%’QL2

3
S lluollzz, +llullzs2 00 100ull pgors, -

Note that
10l oz, < ellzgemy, S Moz, <1,

then a standard bootstrap argument deduces
lull 320 < Clluolly,)-

Using Lorentz-Strichartz estimates (220 and ([2.21]) again, one has

6r o 4r
+4° L 4

ol s ey S IOl s 2 H/ (t — $)u*Oyu(s)ds

t Ty

Lr r—
t Ty

S lollzz, + Hu .
3
S lluollzz, + llullzs2 e 10stllpoers < 00
which gives the desired estimate ([Z2]).
Similarly, if k£ > 4 then by Sobolev embedding inequality and Lorentz-Strichartz esti-

mates we have

HUH 8(k—1)r , 2(k 1)r < HJU UH 3(k—1)r 1)T 2(k—1)r
Lt + -1 L T+ ( —2)r—4

18



5 “JUkU( )UOH 3(k=D)r , 2k—Dr
L r+4 L£y72)r 4
" ‘

t
J"’“/ Ut — 5)8,u*(s)ds
0

3(k—Dr (i(kz_)l)l
¥4 —2)r—
L, r Lzy

k
N HUOHHL;Z]JC + ‘ Jku u, ey (4.4)
whereO<0k:1—%<1.
Using Kato-Ponce inequality (2.22]) yields
( JakukuxH < Hu’wuu 110U oo 177 ull 2 + ‘ J"kukH [
L%y ~ L?c o zy L%y v
Sllulligs 17 uallrz, + 10ullzgg lullfe 177 ull s,
k k
o, oz + 10 Tl
k k—
Sllullfes lullaz, + llullze lule,
which further gives by global well-posedness that
‘ Ty e, Slully pos 1l 752 el ez, + lull o0 HUHLst lull e 2,
t
ShullZy g lull 7o, + lullEs g lull 7o < oo (4.5)

Then, [{3) follows from ([£4) and (@A) immediately. This completes the proof of the

lemma. O

With these estimates in hands, now let us turn to show Theorem
Proof of Theorem Denote

lullxry = sup 30~ Ju(®)]L,
T

We write down the Duhamel formula of v and decompose the region of integration into
[0, 5] and [3,1]

u(t) = U(t)uog + /0 Ut — s)uFd,u(s)ds
=U(t)uo + /5 U(t — s)uFd,u(s)ds + /t U(t — s)uFd,u(s)ds.
0

Firstly, we consider the case k = 3. By dispersive estimate (219, the contribution of
linear term is easily seen to be acceptable:

_2¢_2
U (yuollzy, S =50 uolly, .

19



To estimate the contribution of nonlinear term, we use dispersive estimate (Z.19)),

Lorentz-Strichartz estimates and Holder inequality in Lorentz spaces

13
s [Mie-sioeD
0

t
_2(1_2 222
Spes¢ r)/o 5|73 ’")||UHX(T)||u:vHL§yHu||i%d5

Yy

t

/2 U(t — s)udyu(s)ds
0

L;y

’u?’@wu(s)‘

,ds
Ly,

—2(1_2 2 _20q_2

St 3 T)HUHX(T)||u:B||Lt°°Linu||Ltr‘i[4,2 54 ||5| 3(1=7) L3(§52),oo
_201_2
<C (ol zm, ) 11134~ ulxcry, (4.6)
and

t

/U(t—s)ug’@wu(s)ds

,

t 2 1 2 3
5/ ]t—s]_ﬁ( - ‘u 3xu(s)| oo ds

t Ty

2

_2(1_2 ¢ _2(1_2
S 3Dl [ 1= 51730 Dl P e ds

t ry =4
2 Ty

_2(1-2 2 _2(1-2

Sl a T)HUHX(T)”%”L;ngyHU”LI%,Q # HS\ 3 T)’Lf(?—iz’)’m
_2(1_2

SC(HUOHH;y)\t\ 3l T)HUHX(T)- (4.7)

The mixed Lorentz space improvement in (2] is important to compensate for the fact
3r 3r

2 2 505 57 'O
that |s|~3(=%) is not in L2"~? but lies in the Lorentz space L2" > .

Secondly, for the case k > 4, proceeding directly as above yields

/5 Ut — s)uFd,u(s)ds
0

S [Fi-sriod
0

t
_2_2 2 20q_2 _
Sle=30-D / 151730 Dl x o sl 2, el 5oy, d
0 =T

L;y

o~

‘uk@cu(s)‘

,ds
Ly,

Ly~
_2(_2 b _2(_2
S5 Nl x oy el gz, 1ol st | agemne 18173077 e
L, == ’nyr—4 L
_2(1_2
SC(HUOHH;y)W 31 *)HUHX(T)-
The other part can be controlled by a similar way. Hence, we finish the proof. O
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5 Energy-(sub)critical gZK in high dimensions

We consider three dimensional energy-critical (s, = d/2—2/k =1 with d = 3,k = 4) gZK
and four dimensional energy-subcritical (s, > 1 with d = 4,k = 3) gZK equation in this
section.

—t0: A

Dispersive estimate for the linear ZK operator e in higher dimensional (d > 3) is

slightly different from that in two dimensional situation.

Lemma 5.1 (Proposition 14 in [48]). Leta > 1, d > 3 and ¢ : R — R be a smooth radial
function supported in By(0,2) \ By(0,1/2). Then, we find the following estimate to hold

[ tepertene=aag < oy 6.
Rd

with C' only depending on d, ¥ and a.

Interpolating dispersive estimate (5.1I) (by taking a = 2 for ZK) and conservation of

mass implies

1T (£) Pruo| prgay S [H70)

‘Pﬂm‘

b (5.2)

for 2<r <ooand d >3, where 1/r +1/r' =1 and ﬁN is defined in a similar way as Py
but with the cut-off function equal to one on the support of .
A scaling argument gives from (5.2]) that

HU(t)PNUOHLT(Rd) < ‘t‘_(l—%)N(d—B)(l—%)

‘PNUO‘

L' (R’

and then by using Littlewood-Paley theory we get

10 @0l ey S 17079 [[(=2) DD (5.3)

L (&)

for 2 <r <oo, 1/r+1/r' =1and d > 3. In view of (&3], Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality help yield the following Lorentz-Strichartz estimates

1U (&)uoll pa g rrmay < Nuoll gsgay (5.4)

and

Lis+3
SI=2)2Cg|| Lo g ey (5.5)
Lo:2(R L7 (R4))

/t U(t—s)g(s)ds
0

where2<q,r,(j,f<oo,%—1—%:%—i—%:17d23and3:d(%_%)_§’gzd(%_l)_;
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5.1 3D energy-critical gZK

We are now ready to show dispersive estimate for solutions to the 3D energy-critical gZK
equation. (&) is small data globally well-posed in critical Sobolev space H*:(R?) with
Se = % — % for d =2 and d = 3, see for example [12].

Proof of Theorem First of all, let us establish global-in-time bound in Lorentz-
Strichartz norm for solutions the 3D energy-critical gZK equation ([4I]). By Duhamel’s

principle

u(t) = U(t)uo + /Ot U(t — s)u'd,u(s)ds,

using Lorentz-Strichartz estimates (5.4]) and (5.5), one gets

HJUHL?Q e SHJU(t)uoHLfTT,QL%m

4
Sl uollzz, + [ Ju <9mUIIL§,2

¥oo gt
2 g
Lt Lzy

t
+ HJ/ U(t — s)u'dyu(s)ds
0

4
3
Ty

< 4 4
Slluolla, + llu JaquL?QLi + || [/ u wﬂ“ﬁ%fy' (5.6)
Observe that
4 2 2 2 3
I JaxUHLtg,ngy Sllullaepg Nullte 100ulleers, S llullaeps llullzem, — (5.7)
and
! 4
HuHLa,gLG SHU(t)uoHLmLG + ”/ U(t — s)u"0yu(s)ds
t My t My 0 Li”QLgy
Slluollzz, + Hu4aacUI|Ltg,zL§y
Slhuollzz, + ullzse g lullZes, 100l g1z,
Sluollza, + llullysz o el sz, - (5.8)
Choosing [[uo| g2, <1 such that
l[ull o 2, < 1/10,
a standard bootstrap argument yields from (5.8) that
lull s, < C(lluollaz, )- (5.9)
So, by (B7) and (5.9) we have
Hu4jaquLt%’2L§y < C([luol gz, )- (5.10)
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Using Kato-Ponce commutator estimates, one can control the last term in RHS(E.0).

Hence,
IIJUIIL?,Q = < C(lluoll sz, )- (5.11)

Next, we consider dispaersive decay. Denote

2
Jullxery == sup [H"77 lu®)]l @),
te(0,7]

and write

w(t) = U(t)uo + / i

t
U(t — s)udyu(s)ds + / U(t — s)udu(s)ds.
0 5

By dispersive estimate (5.3]), it suffice to consider the nonlinear term. Taking use of
dispersive estimate (5.3]), Sobolev embedding inequality and (B.11]) yields

/2 U(t — s)u'dyu(s)ds

0

i
S [Tle-su?
0

(-2 2
S0 [l ol s, 10l

L7 (R4)

ds

’u48$u(s)‘

L (R4)

S

r—4

SO e 0stlz gy 1) .0 =072
5|t|<1f>uu||xmHu||Lth;quuui§§,2
<C(luollzrz, )1t~V ull .- (5.12)
Arguing similarly,
t
‘ / U(t — s)u'dyu(s)ds < C(lullzrz, ) 11179 ullx(ry.- (5.13)
2 Lr(RY)
So, we have
lullxery < ol +C (lluollmz, )1~ lullxery
which implies ([LI6]) by choosing |lug|[z2, < 1. We finish the proof. O

5.2 4D energy-subcritical gZK

In this subsection, we consider four dimensional energy-subcritical gZK equation (4.1
with k = 3. Herr and Kinoshita [I7] showed that (@) is global well-posed in H!(R?%)

under a smallness condition.
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We may utilize anisotropic Strichartz estimates derived from the (d — 1)-dimensional
Schrodinger equation by Herr and Kinoshita [16] to study dispersive decay of solutions to
(@1) when d =4 and k = 3.

For d > 1, we say (q,r) is Schrodinger d-admissible if

2 d d
2 S q,T S oo, — + - = a0 (d7q77a) 7é (272700)
q r 2
Lemma 5.2 (Theorem 1.2 in [20]). Letd > 1, and (q,7), (G, 7) be Schrédinger d-admissible.
Then,

. 1 1
eS|, < 11742 fuol| (5.14)
HeitAUOHLgL; § HU’OHL%? (515)
t
|20 0ds| S gy (5.16)
0 Lng t x

1, 1 _ 1, 1 _
whereg—}—?—l(md;—}—ﬁ—l.

—t0: A A

The ZK unitary group e is closely related to the Schrodinger unitary group e*2.

Lemma 5.3. Let d > 2, and 2 <r < o0o. Then, we have

l

Proof. Denote Ay = Z?;% 8@3]- and define

—1) (i1
DDy,

S DGED )| e o (5.17)
Ly L2 yoe

Ve, (0f(y) == (742 f) (y)
for any fixed £ € R. Then
U(tyuo = F¢, ' Ve, (070" (61, )-
It follows from Plancherel’s identity, Minkowski’s inequality and (B.14]) that

10 @l gz = ||Ve (0% (€1,

2
L;,Lé1

<

e AR (&, y) ‘

LT 2
y L£1

S |06

%% (1. )]

L 2
y LEl

< ’t’—(d—l)(%—%) D;(d—l)(%—%)uO

/
Ly L2

which implies the desired estimate (5.17]). O
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Lemma 5.4 (Theorem 2.1 in [I6]). Let d > 2 and (q,7),(q,7) be Schridinger (d — 1)-

admissible. Then,

1
Dz U(t)uo S luollzz,

' LILy L2

HD§ /U(t — $)g(s,)ds

S ”gHLf/L;’,'Li’

2
L3,

HD;}*;” /Ot Ut — 5)g(s,)ds

<lgll o
Lizgrz " 19215152

where %—}— L —1and i +

Proof of Theorem [1.7l Denote

lullx(ry == sup |[t||lut, z,y)]Lz ra)-
te(0,T

Using dispersive estimate (5.3]) and Holder inequality, we obtain

t

/2 Ul(t — s)u*d,u(s)ds
0

L5, (RY)

5/0 |t_S|71H(_A)%usal“u(s)HL;y(R“)dS

N[+

S]t]_l /0% Hug(—A)%axu(s)HLglcy(Rzl)ds -+ ]t]_l /0% H[(—A)%7u3]83&u(s)‘

i3
S [CVNEL R PR Ty A [CNERA TR

Applying the analogue of (0.4 and (B.5]) deduces

s, S0 @ullng + | [ U1 —0.u)as
L3LS
3,9
Slhwoll gy + || -5t ouu] o
1
3 4,9
Sluolly + [[u*(-2)3 0, gt i), w¥ar

1
Sluoll . + 1l g Il gz, [ (=2) 00 o s

Slholl 3 + Nl g lull2e i,

ds

ry

3 6

L{ L2y

If fJuol| 2, << 1 such that [Juf| ez < 1/10, then it follows from ([B.22)) that

Hu”Lngy < C(H“O”Hgy)-

25

(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)

ds
Liy (R%)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)



One can control the final term of RHS(G.2I]) by using commutator estimate and a similar

argument as above. Hence,

By using Sobolev inequality and anisotropic Strichartz estimate (5.19])

t

/2 U(t — s)ud,u(s)ds

0 < C(Jluollsz, )1t~ (5.24)

Loo(R4)

ﬁt U(t — s)udyu(s)ds

Loo(R4)

t
S 835/ Ut — s)J?utds
t

L2(R4)

ez D2 72|
L2L5L2
NHn 3D2J2uH

+ |1 D3J%u uH (5.25)

L2L5L2 SE[Q,t][

We only consider the first term in RHS(G.2H), as the second term can be controlled simi-
larly. It is easy to see that

H]lse[2 HY DQJ “HL2L5L2
(5.26)
In view of Lemma [£.4] we get
1 1 1 t
D2 T2ul| 2,6 10 S || D2T2U)uo)| 2,60 + ' D2 J? / Ut — s)u’dyu(s)ds
t vy t My He 0 L%LgL%
S 72y + D2 L[
1 1
< 1Pl + DRl g+ DR
< lwollg +1rull g HDQﬂuHLngLg
S llwoll gz + Hu”%;’ngy “HLngLg
from which it follows
1
| D2 JzuHLngLg < C([luoll2) (5.27)
provided that [[ugl|g2 < 1.
Collecting (5.25]), (5:26]) and (5.27) yields
t
‘ [ vt = 9puosulsis C (ol ) 11~ 1l o, (5.29)
2 L (R?)
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Then, from (B.3), (£24) and (B.28)), we obtain
1
Jullx(r) < C(lluollmz, ) (H(_A)QUOHL}W +1+ HUHX(T)> :

which implies ([LI8) by taking |luo|/z < 1.
Netx, let us turn to prove ([LI9]). Utilizing anisotropic dispersive estimate (517 with
r = 6, one gets

t

Oy /2 Ul(t — s)u*d,u(s)ds
0

ol

< t —s|7|u®0 6 d
LngN/o = sl [ ouls)] g ds

~

<|4|—1 2 3
S [Ty orlagzds

Yy Hx
Slfl’IHUIIZJ’t6 g 0wl zzrgre. (5.29)
Yy “x
Arguing similarly as (5.27]), we have
19aul] 315 12 < C(lluollzzz)- (5.30)

To estimate the contribution of the first term on RHS([5.29]), we employ Sobolev inequality
and Strichartz estimates (see (5.4]) and (5.3])

t
il 3, S 170l S 130l + |75 [ 01— p0nutsya

LSL2 L L{LE,
2 5, 3
S 5wl + |78 wo,u)| e,
5 5
< ”UOHH;y + Hu?’JGBquL%L%y + |[J6, u®]0,u . (5.31)
tHxy
Note that
5 5 2
HU?’JGSOIUHL%L?W SHUH%,?L%HJGOIUHL?L?W S H‘]SuH%g)LnguHLfngy (532)
Proceeding directly as above yields
2 < |72 2 [! 3
1 T5ullpsrs, S T30 (#)uollpsrs, + |73 ; Ut — s)u'dru(s)ds||
LtLacy
2
< |3 J(u0
Sl75ull g + 17000 1y,
< Nuollmy, + Nl g 700 s
2
S Moy, + 173 ull7s e llull e mz,
which immediately deduces that
2
1 T5ul| pare < lluollmz, (5.33)
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as long as [[ugl| 2 < 1.

Collecting (5.29)- (5.33)) gives

0, / Ut - tuls)ds| < O(luolluz) (5.34)
0 LSL2

To address the remaining term, we combine Sobolev inequality, Strichartz estimates,

estimate (LI8]) and (B.271)

t
835/ Ul(t — s)u*d,u(s)ds
t
2

Lsr2
¢
S amﬁ Ut — s)J (u*Opu)(s)ds
2 L%y
1
S| Loers g D7 (wP0su)||
? L2L3 12
1 1
N ]186[%,t]u3D£ JOzu s T ‘ ]lse[%,t} Dz J, Ug]axu 6
L2012 L2L3 12
1
Sl Zge g oo [|1DF T2 ull g o S 1171 (5.35)

Then, it is easy to deduce (LI9) from dispersive estimate (0.17), (5.34) and (5.35]). We

finish the proof of the theorem. O
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