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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR HYPERBOLIC-ELLIPTIC
ISHIMORI EQUATION

YUZHAO WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the hyperbolic-elliptic Ishimori initial-value
problem with the form:

Os = 5 X Ugs + b((bamswz + ¢125w1) on R? x [_17 1];

Ap =28 (85, X Sz,)

s(0) = so
where s(-,t) : R — S? C R3, x denotes the wedge product in R?, O, = 82 — 02,
b € R. We prove that such system is locally well-posed for small data sy €
HE (R%§%), 09 > 3/2, Q € S*. The new ingredient is that we develop the methods

of Tonescu and Kenig [7] and [§] to approach the problem in a perturbative way.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the hyperbolic-elliptic Ishimori equation, which is an
integrable topological spin field model, with the form

Ops = 5 X U5 + b(hn, 50y + Dy 521 )
Ap =25 (Sz, X Sz,) (1.1)

5(0) = so,
where O, = 02 — 92, and s : R X R — §? < R®, lim, ) zy00 $(21, T2, ) =

(0,0,—1), b € R. In [5], Ishimori introduced the system (LI]) in analogy with 2D
1
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CCIHS chain, as a model having the same topological properties as the latter yet
permitting topological vortices whose dynamics were integrable. Ishimori system
(LI) also describes the evolution of a system of static spin vortices in the plane.
Furthermore, (1)) is completely integrable when b = 1.

During the past decades, Ishimori system ([L1) was widely studied, see [3] 9] [11]
and references therein. In [I1], Soyeur proved that the Ishimori system (L)) was
well-posed in H™(R?) for m > 4. In [9], Kenig and Nahmod proved that the
Ishimori system ([[LT]) admited a local in time solution with large data in the Sobolev
class H™(R?), m > 3/2, and uniqueness in H?(R?). Recently, for the completely
integrable case b = 1, Bejenaru, lonescu and Kenig proved in [3] that the Ishimori
system ([ILI) was globally well-posed with small data in the critical Sobolev space
Hé(R% S?).

In this paper, we prove a local well-posedness result for the Ishimori equation
(LI) with b € R, when the data is small in Sobolev space HZ(R?;S?), for oq > 3/2,
Q € S?, and the constants in this paper will dependent on b. We begin with some
notations. For ¢ > 0, let J? denote the operator defined by Fourier multiplier
(1+1€|?)7/2, and H denote the usual Sobolev space on R? with the norm || f|| - =
|J7(f)||z2- Then for ¢ > 0 and Q = (Q1,Q2,Q3) € S?, we can define the metric
space

HY=HHR*S) ={f:R* =S :|f(z)|=1and fi —Q € H" for | =1,2,3}
with the induced distance
3 1/2
do(f.9) = [ 31 = allhe]
=1

For Q € §?, we define the complete metric space
Hgf(Rz) = ﬂ Hg?(]Rz) with the induced metric.
>0

Let fo(z) = Q, fo € HZ. For any metric space X, * € X, and r > 0, denote
Bx(z,r)={y € X : d(z,y) <r}. Zy ={0,1,2,...} is the nature number set. We
now state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. (a) Assume oq > 3/2 and Q € S*. Then there is €(aq) > 0 such
that for any up € HZ N BHgo (0,€(00)) there is a unique solution

s = 8%(s0) € C([—1,1] : HE)

of the initial-value problem (LT]).
(b) The mapping so — S>(so) extends uniquely to a Lipschitz mapping

S0 BHgo (0,¢(00)) = C([=1,1] : HY) (1.2)
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where S7°(sg) is a weak solution of the initial-value problem (1)) for any sy €
BHgﬂ(anf(Uo))-
(¢) For any o € Z, we have the local Lipchitz bound

sup A (570 (s0) (£) — S7(s)(1)) < Coo, 0, R)AZ™ (0, 50) (1.3)

te[—1,1]
for any R >0 and s, s, € BHgo (0,€(00)) N BH50+0(0, R).
We use the stereographic projection to reduce (L)) to a nonlinear non-elliptic

Schrodinger equation (L4) below. We refer the readers to [7] or [I1] for the details.
Finally, for Theorem [Tl it suffices to prove Theorem below.

Theorem 1.2. (a) Assume ooy > 3/2. Then there is €(og) > 0 with the property
that for any ug € H* N Byeo (0, €(00)) there is a unique solution

u=S%(¢) € C([-1,1] : H®)

of the initial-value problem

.
(107 + D) = 1= [(02,0)? = (Ost)?] 4 0(, s + D)

g (umlamz - Iamlu.’ﬂ2> (14)
A0 = )

u(0, 21, 72) = ug(z1, T2)
(b) The mapping ¢ — §°°(¢) extends uniquely to a Lipschitz mapping
57 : Bpyoo (0, e(09)) = C([—1,1] : H) (1.5)
where §00(¢) is a weak solution of the initial-value problem (L4l for any uy €
Brioo (0, €(00))-
(¢) For any o' € Z we have the local Lipchitz bound
sup [|57°(6)(8) = 57 (&) ()| gooror < C00,0", R)|¢ = &l oo (1.6)

te[—1,1]
for any R >0 and ¢, ¢ € Bpoo(0,€(00)) N Byogro (0, R).

Remark 1.3. Furthermore, we can generalize Theorem The results in the The-
orem for system (L)) also hold for the following system

(10 + D)u = N(u) + ib(d, Uzy + Puytia,)
A — 4 1 2 1 2
e ST
u(0, 21, 72) = ug(71, T2)

where N(u) = Fi(u,7)Q1(Vu, Vu) + Fy(u,w)Q2(Vu, Vu) + F3(u,u)Qs(Vu, Vu),
Fi(-,+), i = 1,2,3, are analytic functions, and Q,(-,), for i = 1,2, 3, are quadratic
forms. For system (7)), there is no null structure in the nonlinear term, so we can
not expect to use the method in 2| 4 8] to get the regularity in H*, s < 3/2.

(1.7)
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In this paper, we use the methods of Ionescu and Kenig [7] for Schrodinger map
equation

{ (10, + A = (00 + (Dusu)? (1.9

u(0,z) = ¢(z).
We sketch the proof of our main theorem here. We study (L.4)) in a space with high
frequency spaces that have two components: an X%’-type component measured
in the frequency space and a normalized L1? component measured in the physical
space. Then we set up suitable linear(L3>? smoothing estimate, L>*° maximal
function estimate) and nonlinear(trilinear estimate, multilinear estimate) estimates
in these spaces, and conclude the results by a recursive construction.

However, there are some differences between this paper and [7]. Firstly, in view
of bilinear estimate, the X’-type spaces corresponding to non-elliptic group e*™
are essentially different form the X7°-type spaces corresponding to elliptic group
e*2 see Onodera [10] for detailed argument. Secondly, the approach in [7] for the
local smoothing estimate depends on the elliptic property of the group e®*. We
develop another approach to get the local smoothing property, which is based on
the following ingredients: Denote P(7,£) =7+ & — &2, e = (cosf,sinf) € S', and
€ = (cosf,—sin @), for some § € [0,27), we have

1 1
(€ @) 5 A k(€ @) e ey
O Y g g )
Which behaves like Hilbert transform in £ direction, see Lemma [3.4] below for
further argument. Thirdly, the estimate

15y (Dl e < Clk+ DIf (L9)

is false for non-elliptic type Z; space(see Remark below), which is the main
ingredient in the proof of algebra property(multilinear estimate) in [7]. We use
bilinear estimate to overcome this problem, the key point is the identity (see (G.10)
below)

H(uv) = (Hu)v + u(Hv) + [0, u0z, 0 — Opyu0y,v], (1.10)

where H = (i0;+0). This idea has first appeared in [§] as far as we knew. Fourthly,
when b # 0, the potential ¢ introduces a nonlocal term, we use the method in [11]
to show that this nonlocal term behaves roughly like the nonlinear term (2u/(1 +
u[?))(uZ —u2). Finally, the semi-group e’? is invariant under rotation of the space,
but € is not. For example, if we rotate the z-axes clockwise 7/4, then '™ becomes
to €919 So we need to be more careful when we rotate the space to transform
norm L2? to LE L, ;.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define some nota-
tions and the main resolution spaces. In Section 3 we establish some basic estimates.

In Section 4 we prove the linear estimates. In Section 5 and 6 we prove the main
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nonlinear estimates. In the last section we prove the main theorem. The key in-
gredients in these proofs are L2> (maximal function) estimate in Lemma [3.5] L2
(local smoothing) estimate in Lemma [B.7] and the algebra property in Lemma

2. NOTATIONS AND MAIN RESOLUTION SPACES

Let 79 : R — [0, 1] be a smooth even function supported in the set {u € R : |u] <
2} and equal to 1 in the set {u € R : |u| < 1/2}. We define 7, : R — [0, 1],k =
1,2,
(1) = 10(1/2") = 1o (u/2"77)
and 771(@2) ' R? = [0,1],k € Z, n,(€2) () = ne(|p]). The smooth cut-off functions xy
Xwa(r) = [1 = no(r/28D] if & > 100
Xea(r) =11 B <99.

Now we begin to define the normed spaces X, and Y;. The Fourier transform of
the linear part of (IL4]) in the original coordinate is

Fe[(i0 +DJul(€,7) = (7 + & = &) Fowm (W)€ 7).
We denote
P(r,€) =7+ - &. (2.1)
For ¢ € R?, € denotes the vector conjugate to &, say, if € = (&1, &), then € = (&1, —&).
For k € Zy, j € Zy and e € S' C R?, denote
Dy = {(€,7) € B2 x R: [¢] € [2°1, 2] amd [P(r, )] < 27+1};
Doj ={(6,7) € R x R: [¢| <2 and |P(r, §)] < 2+
Dk,oo - UjZODk,jQ
Dg; ={(&,7) € Dy; €8] = [¢]/2} for j € Zy and j = oo,

We define X, normed spaces by

{ X, = {f € L*(R2 x R) : suppf C Dy || [, < o0}
where |||l = Y520 2772 ln; (P (7. €)) |2

For any vector e € S', we write e = (cos®,sinf), for some § € [0,27), and et =
(—sin 6, cosf) € S' perpendicular to e. For p,q € [1, 0] the normed spaces L9 =

LP49(R? x R) is defined by
pla P
/ [/ |f(re+ vel)|qdvdt} dr] < 0
R [J/r2

For k > 100 and e € S! we define the Y,# normed spaces

{ Ve ={fe L’ (R*xR):suppf C Dy, |fllye < oo}
where || fllye = 27* 2| FH(P(1,€) 4+ ) - f] 12

For the cases k =0,1,2,...,99, V¢ = {0}.

(2.2)

[P = ¢ f e L*(R? x R); [ fllzga =

(2.3)
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Fix L large enough, let {e;}£ , C S! satisfy
(1) € 7& ey if [ 7& l/,

(2) for any e € S! there is €; such that |e; — e| < 279
(3) if e € {e;}l~,, then —e € {e;}1,.

For k € Z., we define
Zr =X+ Y + ...+ Y (2.4)

3. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In this section we prove some preliminary lemmas which will be used frequently
in the following sections.

Lemma 3.1 (Spaces Decomposition). For f € Zy, in view of the definitions, we
can write

{ f=2jez, 9+ fer + ..+ fe, where suppg; C Dy j, and fo, € Y
Yiez, 2911z + lfellyer + -+ I ferllyer < 20z,

Lemma 3.2. Fizf € [0,27), e = (cosf,sinf), e~ = (—sinf, cos ), € = (cosf, —sinf).
Let £ = (£1,&) be in the original coordinate. If we write & = £%e + £Set, then

O P(7,€) = Ogg (€7 — &) = 26 - &, (3.2)
where P(7,§) is defined in (2.1]).
Proof of Lemma [3.2. First from & = (£1,&) and € = £8e + £Set, we have

£ =¢ e=Ecosh+ & sind & =& cos — ESsin 6
{ £ =¢-elt =& sinf+ &cosd and so §o = &7 sind 4 £5 cos 6 (3.3)

(3.1)

in the new coordinate (e, el), we have
P(r,§) = 7+&-6&
= 7+ (£8cosf — ESsinf)? — (£85sin 6 + £ cos)? (3.4)
by a simple calculation, we have
Oee P(1,6) = 2(&fcost — &5 sinf)) cosd — 2(£Fsin 0 + &5 cos 0) sin 6
= 2&cosf — 2&sin 6
2¢ - €.
O

Lemma 3.3. (Multipliers) 1.If m € L®(R?), F(g)l(m) € L'(R?), and f € Zy, then
m(&) - f € Zy, and

Im(&) - fllz, < ClFgy(m)llzrze) - [Iflz, (3.5)
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2. If f e Zy, k,j € Zy, and Cy € R is a constant, then

17;(P(7,€)) - fllx, < Cllfllz,
11526400 (P(7,€)) - fllx,. < Cllf 2 (3.6)
1fllx, < Ck+ DI fll -

3. Iff € Zu k,jeTLy, then
1n<;(P(7.€)) - fllz, < Cllfllz, (3.7)
where P(1,&) is defined in (2.1).

Proof of Lemma [3.3. Clearly, (8.3]) follows directly from the definition. Now we
turn to (3.6). In view of Lemma B.I], we can assume k > 100, and f = fo € ;2. Let

hol.1) = 272 F L [(P(r,€) +1) - ol a.1).

thus
2k/2
fe(&§,7) = xn5(€ - ) - W}—@H)(he)(ﬁﬁ) (3.8)

where € is the same as in Lemma B.2, and || fe|[ve = [|he[,12- By the definition, for
(B.9) it suffices to prove that

2¥20702 1, (€, T)xk5(E - ©) ‘f(2+1)(h)(§>7)HLg <C(l+ 2j_2k)_1/2||h||Lg2 (3.9)
for any h € S(R? x R) and j € Z,. We write £ = £%e + £Set, = z5e + 25et, and
B (x$,65,7) = / h(x%e 4 2Set, t)e @3 HT) ot

RxR
Thus

f(?-l—l) (h) (gfe + é-geJ_v T) = / h/(l'(f, 557 T)e_ixblagfdxcfv
R

and by Plancherel theorem, we get that ||h|| 12 = C||h’||LleL§e . Thus, for ([B.9) it
1'1 2,7’

suffices to prove that

9(k—i)/2

Loy, xus(§8) - [ Wt €8 m)e e
R

< CA+27) 720 Iy, rz,
CL‘l 2,7’

2e £
£2,¢5,7

By Holder’s inequality, it suffices to prove that
{€F - lel < 28, |¢ & > 2" and |P(7,€)] < 27} < Cmin(27F,2%).  (3.10)
This follows easily from (3.2]).

Now we turn to prove (B.7). In view of (3.6]), we can assume that & > 100. By
the definition, it suffices to prove that

1F iy i (P(T,€)) - f - 1m(€) - Xus (€ @ pa2 < CIFGLy (Fll g2, (3.11)
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for j < 2k —100. We write £ = £%e + £Set, © = 2%e + 2Set. Using Plancherel
theorem and Holder’s, for (B.I1) it suffices to show
<C. (3.12)

‘ /eixmﬁg(P(T’ €)) - me(§) - Xn5(§ - €)dET

In view of (B2) and (B4)), we have that [0es P(7, £)| = 2|¢-€] < C2F and \8%]3(7', §)| =
| cos?§ — sin? §] < 1. From integration by parts and (3.10), we get that

<C

-1

;€ ¢e e N ]_k
/Re%flngw, ) ml) - xwal& - @) < O mreys

which gives (B.12]). O

Lemma 3.4 (Representation for Y, functions). If k > 100, e € S!, e = (cos 6, sin 6)
and f € Y,$ then we can write

fe(€re + &5et,7)

N<k— ge - tZ Xk, M: 1 —iyece e ce e
- 2k/2 - mgoe(_l t* + 1/2:( ) 2M* R ‘ " h(yl ’ £2 ’ T)dyl o (314)
1 e e

where £2,£5, 7 € R, and & = t5(£S, T) satisfies P(7,tie + £Set) = 0, that is
T+ (ticos — £$sin6)? — (tisinf + £5 cos0)® =0 (3.15)

(3.13)

Denote
M? = M5, 7) = t(cos? § — sin® ) — 2£S cos 0 sin 6 (3.16)
Furthermore, we have
(1) t; € R in the support of fe.
(2) M: = (tie + &Set) - € ~ 28 in the support of f©.
(3) For the g and h defined above, we have

lollx, +11Alls, < OISl (317
(4) In the support of f©, we have
|0:t5(85,7)| > C27F. (3.18)

Proof of Lemma 3] Let
W(x,t) =27 2 FH(P(r,&) + 1) - f€](z,1).
Thus
{ fo(€se +&5et,m) = xus (6 ®) - pamn F(H)(E5e + E5et,7);
1PN 2 = ClIfeve-

(3.19)

Let
W (ys,€5,7) = / W (yfe + yset, t)e " WEEHT) qyedt.
PexR
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By (B19), we have
o/ e o _ k/2 e ce —ySES e
fe(ste+ 56t m) = xna(€ @) - prrgms Ju B (W5, €5, T)e VI dyf; (3.20)
Il sz = 10" on |
e y§ &S,

In view of (B.4]),
|[n22x—101 (P(7,€)) - fllx;, < Clf]lve-

It remains to write n<or—100(P(7,&)) - f€ as in (B.14). From ([B.20), we obtain
Near—100(P(7,€)) - f*(EFe + e, 7)

<on100(P(T, e e e 321
= 2"y 5(6 @) - n‘zﬁg(f?é) fim /Rh (y5, &5, m)e VISt dyf. (3:21)

Let
S={(&7):|¢] <2M72 (¢ 8] > 2M0 | P(r,¢)| < 2% 80) (3.22)

It is easy to see that the right-hand side of (3.21]) is supported in S.
Now assume (£, 7) € S, and analyze the behavior of P(7,£) = 7+ & —&5. In view
of [B.45), if we fix 7, £, then there exists a tf = t£(£S,7), so that

0 = 74 (t2)*(cos® @ — sin® @) — 4t:£S cos Osin 0
—(€%)*(cos® § — sin 0). (3.23)
Thus we get
P(1,6) = 7+ (£8)*(cos® § — sin® §) — 4€2€S cos Osin §
—(£9)?(cos? 0 — sin? )
= (& —t5)[(&5 +t5)(cos® 0 — sin® 0) — 4&5 cos Osin 6. (3.24)

Denote

K(1,6) = (684 t2)(cos® 6 — sin® §) — 45 cos Osin 6, (3.25)
we reduce
P(7,8) = (& — to) K(7,6). (3.26)
Now we show that |K(7,€&)| > 25710 for (¢,7) € S, for proper t;. Notice that

£-e= (et Set) €= E%(cos? O — sin? ) — 2£5 cos O sin 0 (3.27)

we get
K(7,6) = — (&8 — t)(cos® 0 — sin? ) + 2¢ - @. (3.28)

If cos? @ —sin? 0 = 0, then P(7,&) = 74 2¢8€S, this case is easy. If cos?§ —sin? 6 # 0,
we can assume that at least one solution satisfies

|K(1,6)| = (€8 — t5)(cos?  — sin? ) — 26 -&| > 220 for (¢,7) € S.  (3.29)
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Otherwise, we denote t1,t5 to be the two solutions of (8.23)). Since (3.:28) and
|€ €| > 26 in S, we have

(€2 —t;)(cos? @ —sin?0)| > 27710 fori=1,2, and (£,7) € S, (3.30)
and by the assumptation on t;, we have
P(1,€) = (cos?§ — sin® ) (&5 — 1) (5 — ta). (3.31)

Combining ([3.30) and (3.31]), we conclude that |P(r, )| > 22%~20, which contradict
with (¢,7) € S. Then we select ¢} to be the solution satisfies that |K (7, )| > 220
for (¢,7) € S. Furthermore, we have

€5 — 265, 7)] < 257 for (e + 5t 1) € 5. (3.32)

Now we show that ¢t € R. Let Re(t}) and Jm(t) denote the real and imaginary
part of t, we notice that

ReM; (€5, 7) = Re(t:)(cos® O — sin® §) — 2€S cos O sin 6. (3.33)
In view of ([B.27)), we have
£-e= (68— NRe(t)))(cos® § — sin? 0) + Re M (€5, 7)
where [€5 — Re(t2)] < [€5 — £] < 2% by B3, (3.34)
From (3.34), we get that [ReM| > 25710 in S. In view of (B.:23)), we have
0 = 2iRe(t2)Im(t)(cos® § — sin? 0) — 4iTm(t)ES cos O sin § = 2iRe( M) Im(t:)

which implies Jm(t%) = 0, thus ¢} € R.
Then we can rewrite ([3.34]) as
€= (& — ty)(cos® 0 — sin® 0) + M (&5, 7)
where |€2 —t7| < 25780 by (B33). (3.35)
In view of (3.25) and (B.16]), we have
K(1,€) = (& — tg)(cos® 0 — sin® ) + 2M (&5, 7)
where |£¢ — ¢ < 28780 by (3.32). (3.36)
Now we begin to prove the representation formula. In view of (B.2€]), we have

) N<ak—100(P(7,§))
P(r,&)+1i

n<2p-100((&F — 16) K(7,€))
(&F — to) K (7, &) +1i

Xk5(6 - €)

= Xis(£-€)
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Combining (3.36) and (3.33]), we get
_ -t K
es(E -8 2 eloo((fl t)K(7.€))
(61 - te)K(Ta 5) +1
N<k—100(€F —t5) 1
(& —te) +4/28 2Mg
where E(£5,£5,7) is the error term with the estimate

‘E(gfv 557 T)‘ < ka 10(M*) ’ n<k—90(£f - tZ)
1
i+ 1+ 1P ). (3.39)

We substitute (3.37) into (3:2I) and notice that the error term corresponding
to E(£5,£5,7) can be controlled in X}, (as in Lemma B3]). The main term in the
right-hand side of (837 leads to the representation (BI4l), with h = h”.

or (3.I8), differentiate the equation (3.23)) in 7 axis, we have
1 = 2(0:t:)[~t:(cos® § — sin? ) + 2£S cos O sin 0]
= —2(0,t5)M; (3.39)
where M} ~ 2% thus we conclude (B.IS). O

(3.37)

:Xk,S(M;) : + E(gfa55a7)7

The following local-smoothing estimates is the main lemma in this paper, the
corresponding lemma in Schrodinger case is Lemma 3.2 in [7].

Lemma 3.5 (Local-smoothing estimate). If k € Z,, € € St and f € Z then
||f5i1 £+ xns0(& - @l 2 < C272If] 2, (3.40)

Proof of Lemma . In view of the space decomposition (B1). Assume first
that f = g; € X. In view of the definitions, it suffices to prove that if j > 0 and g;
is supported in Dy, ;, then

H/ zxfethg] ) Xeso(€ - €) dngH ., < CQ—k/22j/2||gj||L2. (3.41)
R2+1 Lo
Let g (57 ) = g;(&§, 7 — & +£2). By Holder’s inequality, for (3.41) it reduce to show

H / 7 E e MERIR(E) - xpa0(E - &) dE HLOO,Q < C22||h| e (3.42)
R2 o

which follows easily from Plancherel theorem and a change of variables(let v =

£ — €2, then yp30(€ - €)dE = 2%y 30(€ - €)dvdeS in view of ([B2)).
Assume now that f = fe € Y;?, k > 100. We adopt the notations in Lemma (3.4).

The estimates in Lemma [3.4] show that(since |xz30(¢ - €') — xr30((tie +ESet) - €)] <
C27hgs — ),

17+ Diso(§ - €) = xuao((tee + &5er) - @)ll|x, < ClIflye.
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Since (3.41]) was already proved for f € Xy, it suffices to show that

| [, e gt + gget musle o)
R2xR B (3.43)
< al(tie + €5et) @) dggaggar| < 0o £,

By substituding (314) to ([3.43)) and then integrating the left-hand side of (3.43))
according to the variable £2; we can reduce ([3.43)) to show

| emtemseier . obm(es, mpultie + 5e) @)
R B (3.44)
*xkan((tie + E5et) - @y dggar|| < 2wy,
L% $.r

for any h/ € L*(R x R). As before, € = (cos#,sinf), we use the substitutions
7= —(pcosf + &S sin0)? + (usind — &5 cos 0)2 £ Q(u, £5) (so ti = p), and

W& p) =272 0,(Q(1,€3)) - xus((ne + E5et) -®) - B(£5, Q1. £5)).

We notice that 9,(Q(u,£3)) = (ue+&Set) €~ 2% so ||W||p2 < C||W|| 2. For (3.44)
it suffices to prove that

| [ e wigg
RxR
< nao((e + 5et) - @) desdp |, < C2H Ry,

which follows from (3.42]). O
Remark 3.6. If we remove the cut-off function x 30( - €), the estimate
IFaiy (Dllgme < C27M2) £l (3.45)
is not ture. Furthermore, the following inequality is false
175 (F)llse < CO+ DI fll (3.46)

To see this, let e = (cos(mw/4),sin(m/4)), then P(71,&) = 7 + £5€5, define f(1,£%e +
£set) = 1g(7, &8e + £Set), where

Q@ =A{N < |&F] <2N;[&] < 1/(4N); || < 1/2}.
Next we give a maximal function estimate.

Lemma 3.7 (Maximal Function Estimate). If k € Z,, e € S! and f € Z; then
1Tf2,2(t) - Fiolny (Nl 2o < C2¥2(k + 12| £l 5, (3.47)



ISHIMORI EQUATION 13
Proof of Lemma [3.77. In view of Lemma [3.3] it suffices to prove that
i-eai(t) - Fahoy(95) 2w < C272(k + 1272 g1, (3.48)

for any function g; supported in Dy ;. Denote gf({,f) = g;j(&,7 — & + &), the
left-hand side of (3.48) is dominated by

/ )1[_2,2}@) - / g (€ p)e™te M) de ’ 2o
[—20+1,2i+1] R2 L™
Thus for (3:48) it suffices to prove that
[1aa®: [ n@ewtes-Dag| , <ePervlnly  (349)
R2 L™

for any function h supported in the set {£ € R? : [¢| < 2FF11,
Let e = (cosf,sin @), rotate the x-axes to the e direction, then (B8.49) changes to

|22 / ettt eTiE ey L (E)R()dE
R

where Q(£,e) = (£ cosf + &sin0)? — (£;8in — & cos0)?. We use standard TT*
argument to prove (3.50), it means to show that

1) [ emoemeeiatong, g
R

Notice that

k/2
L2 L% S 2%°5(k + 1[R[ 22 (3.50)

x] Txg,t

<2k +1)2 (3.51)

1 oo
L:vl sz,t

1a(t) [ emsemeei2eong, (6| < 2%,
R

rotate again, we get

1) [ et 2o, )y
RZ

= tale) [ emeemec D, o) S 1
R2

Integration by parts when |x;| > 2¥+10|¢|, then

22k

1 " ir161 ixaba ,—itQ(€,e) d ) <
‘ —a( )/Rze 262 N<kv2(§)dE] S (11 25| 2

We collect all the estimates above and let K(xy,x2,t) denote the function in the
left-hand side of (3.51]), then

. L 22k

sup |K(x1,22,t)] S 2% 21| Lig-keipy <oty + ————-
xz,\t|<4| (@1, 22,2) e (1 + 2k ])?

The bound (B.51]) follows. O
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Lemma 3.8. If k€ Z,,t € R and f € Zy, then

Sup 1Fai (N Dz < Cllf 2, (3.52)
Thus

1Foi (NG )z, < C2(| £z, (3.53)
Proof of Lemma [3.8 By Plancherel theorem, it suffices to prove that

| [ e near] < cifla (351)

R Lg
By Lemma 3], we assume that f = g; € Xj.
| [ ste.nemas] < Cllastemligns < C2P gy, (355)
R € ’

which gives (8.54]) in this case.
Turn to the case k > 100 and f = fo € V¢, e € {ey,..., e}, we need to prove

that
H/Rfe(f,T)ede p

he(x,t) = 272 F5 L [(P(,€) +1) - fel(x, 1)

< O fellve. (3.56)
By writing
we get
2k/2
el§,7) = ‘€ 7./T o) (&,
fe(&,7) = Xn10(& - €) - Plr )+ 2+1)(he) (&, 7)
Let £ = e+ &Set, © = z5e + aSet. For (B.50) it suffices to prove that
= 1 i T
26 -®) [ premFamb)(Ere+ et et dr,, < Clllze 357
for any h € S(R? x R) and t € R. As in the proof of Lemma B.5], we define
W (a5,65,7) = / h(afe + aSe™, t)e " CEETD g dt
RxR
S0
Fam(®(e + b7 = [ H(at g, mje i,
R

and [|A] g2 = Oz, - Let

1 )
h* e7 e’ — ,h/ xe’ e’ ethd :
1 (27,85, 1) /]1{;77—_'_,“—’_@ (21,85, 7) T
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The boundedness of Hilbert transform on L*(R) gives
I 5,68, sz, < IRz, for any aft € R

Thus for ([B.57), it suffices to prove that
2 xuanlé ) [ et 5.6 - o
R

Just notice Oge (67 — £3) = 2¢ - €, (B.58) follows from changes of variables. O

e < * ) )
il s iy, @9

4. LINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove two linear estimates for the smi-group e”5+ by following

some ideas in [7]. For ¢ > 0 we define the normed spaces

Fo={ue CR: H®): Jullte = Y 2270 (€) - Fuasnyully, <oo},  (4.1)
k=0
and
N ={ue CR:H™):
2 - 20k ||, (d) 2 2, -1 2 (4.2)
[ullye = 22 Iy () - (T + & — & +14) ‘-F(d+1)u||zk < oo}

k=0
For ¢ € H>® let W(t)¢ € C(R : H*) denote the solution of the free Schrodinger

evolution

W (£)6)(2,) = co / ¢ U F o (6) (€)de (4.3)

R2
Assume ¢ : R — [0,1] is an even smooth function supported in the interval
[—8/5,8/5] and equal to 1 in the interval [—5/4,5/4].

Lemma 4.1. If 0 >0 and ¢ € H*™ then (t) - [W(t)¢] € F° and
[@) - W (B)olllpe < Col|6]] o
Proof of Lemma[{.1l A straightforward computation shows that

Flp() - W@ 7) = Fioy (9)(€) - Foy (V) (P(7,€)).
Then, directly from the definitions,

lot) - W (BellF = Y 22 [0 () Fia (6) () Finy () (P(r, )2,
< 3 2P (€) Fi(6) () Finy () (P(7, ),
keZy
<C Y 2P (©) - Foy(0)(©)l3e
keZy

< Cl¢l -
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Lemma 4.2. I[foc >0 and u € N7 then 1 (t) fo (t—s)(u(s))ds € F7 and

HW)'/O Wt = s)(u(s) ds|| < Cllulle.

Proof of Lemma[{.3 A straightforward computation shows that

o [ wi- s)(u(s))ds} €.7)

. Br =)~ UPE.E)
/ Flu Pe)

where, for simplicity of notation, w = Fa)(¢). For k € Z let
& 7) = Fu)(&,7) - () - (P(r,€) +4) !

For f € Zj let

nen = fe. )T ZUPTE) (pr oy Liyar. (aa)

P(7',§)
where P(7,€) = 7+ & — &. In view of the definitions, it suffices to prove that
T z,—z, < C uniformly in k € Z. (4.5)

To prove (LI) we use the representation (B.I). Assume first that f = g; is

supported in Dy,;. Let g7 (&, ') = g;(§, i/ — € +&3) and [T(9)]# (&, 1) = T(g) (&, pn—
¢ +€3). Then,

T = [ ey ™I iy gy (46)
We use the elementary bound
PRI =0 )] < 1+ )+ (= )

%
Then, using (4.0,

. /
P06 < €O+ )22 [laf )P an]

+ CL_gi+10 2510 (1) / 97 (& i (L + | — /)™y
R
It follows from the definition of the spaces X that

T x,—x, < C uniformly in k € Z,, (4.7)

as desired.
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Assume now that f = f€ e Y,f, k> 100, e € {eq,...,er}. We write

e AN T +§1 e Z
f(é-’T)_ /+£1 52 f(g ) /+£1 52 f(gT)
Using Lemma B3} ||i(7" + & — & + )" f(&,7)|Ix, < C[Ifllye. In view of (&4)
and (7)), for (AH) it suffices to prove that

H/feé? W(r —7')dr’ +Hw (1,€) /fefT yar|| < OISl (48)

The bound for the first term in the left-hand side of (48] follows easily from the
definition. The bound for the second term in the left-hand side of (A.8)) follows from

(B.56) with ¢ = 0. O

5. TRILINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we set up a trilinear estimate. First we reduce the nonlinear term
of (IL4)). Let u(t) € C(R: H*), and write the nonlinear term of (L4]) as

21 .
S(u) = - [(8961“)2 - (a:czu)2] + ib(Pp) Uzy + Py, ) (5.1)
AQb 47’|:<11f|1u\2> - <11f|iu2>x11|7
thus we have
Oy, 0. Uy U 82 Uy, U
evtes + Ot = 412 (A ) - R () v
¢1u2+¢2u1 ? A 1+|U|2 A 1+|u|2 Uy
0? Uy, U Oy, O, Uy, U
4[ﬁ< x1 >_ 1 :B2< T2 )] . 5.9
N ) T \Tr e 62
2 2
Here 311212, a%’ 8% are defined by Fourier multipliers §§ f§§> Elisg’ 2 +§2 And we

use R;(i = 1,2,3) to denote these three L?>-bounded operators accordingly. Thus
the nonlinear term of (L4]) can be written as

Fw) = No(uw)[(8nyu)? = (Bey)?] — 4bRy (No () Doy 1) Doy u

+40R 2 (No (1) Dy tt) Dyt — 46R3(No () Oy ) Doy 10 (5.3)

"‘4[?721 (./\/'o(u)amu)@wlu,
where Np(u) = 2a/(1 + |ul?).

We consider here the nonlinear term
N(u) =9#)F(u) € C(R: H®), (5.4)
and are looking for the control of
IV (u) =N (v)|[ya, 0 >3/2,

where u,v € F°.



18 YUZHAO WANG

For k € 7Z. we define the normed spaces
Zy ={f € L*(R* x R) : suppf € I xR, ||f||5, < oo}
where

111z, = 2720k +1)72 sup || Loz () F i (F)ll 2

ecSt
S22 sup | 75 [F - naol€ @) (5.5)
ecSt

For o > 0 we define the normed spaces

o= {u €CR:H®): ull%, = 22 |n(&)FL, % < oo} ,

k=0
and
F—{ucCR:H%): 7eF, |ulp =@}
It is easy to see that
[l po 77 = llull oo
By Lemma and Lemma 3.7 we obtain

{ 1fllz, < Cllfllz, for any k € Z and f € Zx

[ul| o < Cllt]| poy for any 0 > 0 and u € F7 + F". (5.6)

For 0 € R let J? denote the operator defined by the Fourier multiplier (§,7) —
(14 [€[*)77.

Lemma 5.1. For o > 3/2 we have

IR(T" (ur) T (u2)) T (us) [ we < Collunll o llual 7o [l us]| 7o (5.7)
where R denotes I,a”fy, %”2”, or %5; and J? denotes the operator defined by the Fourier

multiplier (&,7) — (14 |€[2)7/2.

Proof of Lemma [5.1] Let ky.x = max{ky, k2, k3}, and similarly kyeq and Epip.
In view of the definition, for (5.7)), it suffices to prove a dyadic trilinear estimate

2k1+k2+k3||(P(7—7 5) + Zb)_l‘/_:@—l—l)[Plf(,lz(F)klulF)/’fzu2)P/€3u3)] HZk
kmax—k _ 3kmed T3kmin 3 3
< 02727 (hed + 1) (Kugin + 1)

X[ Pryuallz, | Peuzllz, | Prsusllz, - (5.8)

For e € {ey,...,er}, let

Mhol€) = { 0 () M s x5 (€ @) i K > 100;

(&) if k < 100.
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For (5.8)) it suffices to prove that for any e € {ey,..., e},

2htheths| e o(€)(P(1,€) + 1) Florny [Pr(R(Pryur Puytiz) Pryus)]| 2,

kmax—k _ 3kmed +3*Fmin

< 0272 N (kg + 1) (K + 1)°

X|[Prunllz, 1 Prusliz, [ Prsusllz, - (5.9)

We first consider k1 > kpax — 20. So k1 > k — 25. By an angular partition of unity
in frequency, we can assume JF (P, u;) is supported in the set

{€ )¢l e 227297 and €-& >207%)
for some vector ey € S'. Thus we have
[Prytn[| o2 S 2_k1/2||Pk1U1||2k1- (5.10)
By Hélder’s inequality and (5.10]) we have

2 g () (P(7, ) ) Foary [PLR(Poyts Prga) Py 2,
02_§ ok1+k2+ks || Pk(R(Pk1u1Pk2U2)Pk3u3) ||L;;2

< 0272 2R | Py oo || Py g Prgtta| 2
_k
< C2RB R P ppee | Py | o2 | Ptz 2
_k_ k1 3ky  3kg
< C2 R (ky + 1) (ks + 1P| Py, |1 Prsual 7, 1 Prousllz, (5.11)

Which is enough for (5.8)). The proof for ko > kyax — 20 is the same by symmetry.
Now, Let k3 = kpnax. In this case k3 > k — 3. Furthermore, in view of the above
argument, we can assume that k3 > kyeq + 20, thus

e (§) (P(7,€) + 1) Flopn) [Pr(R(Pry s Pryuia) Pryus)]
= Mhe(&)(P(7,€) + 1)~ Fiosn) [Pr(R(Pry ur Pryus) P Py us)]

~

where }"(ﬁk,ef)(fﬁ) = Nke(§) (€, T),

The(E) = { n[(lj)—l,k+1}(£) " M[k—10,k+10] (5 . é) if &> 100.;

' (€) if k < 100.
and

1P Pryts) | oo < 2712 Pyus]| 5, - (5.12)
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Thus

QR o()(P(7,€) + 1) ™ Fery [Ph(R(Pryta Prgtio) Phyus)] |
C2 3k thaths) Po(R(Pe, 1 Poytin) Py Pryus) | LL2

C27 224k | B P oo | R (Pry i Pryta) | 1.

C27 520 et B Pl e Y 1PR(Pry s Pryuz) | 1oe.

kSkmed +1

By [|PsR(f)ll o < C|[f[l 100, we can continue with

IN A

IA

k ~
02_52k1+k2+k3 HPk,ePk3u3||LZ°'2 (kmed + 1)||Pk1u1Pk2u2||Lé,oo

\ .
C27 22008 (g + 1) || Pro Prgus | o | Pry || 2.0 | Pay o] 200

IN

3ko

kks Sk 3k
< 027 (kg 4 1) (ke + D2 Pryuallz, [1Peuallz, || Pesuslz, (5-13)

We finish the proof of (5.9). O

6. MULTILINEAR ESTIMATES

The purpose of the this section is to estimate the nonlinear term
2u
1 + uw
with u € C(R : H*®). The basic tool to analysis the Ny(u) term is the algebra

property of the resolution spaces, say Lemma In order to set up Lemma [6.3]
we need the following two simple L? estimates.

N()(u)

Lemma 6.1. If ki, ke, k € Zy, j1,j2,) € Zy, and Gr, j,, Gk jo are L* functions
supported in Dy, j, and Dy, ;, then

11Dy, - (Grags * Gra )12 < C2REIRIQmGL2D 2 g Gl 1ol ghy gollze. (6.1
For any k,7 € Z,, and f, € Z; we denote
Jr<i(§7) = fu(&.7) -0 (P(7,€)) and fr>;(€,7) = ful(€,7) - 125 (P(7,€)).

We will use the following estimate in this section frequently.

Lemma 6.2. ]fk‘l,k’g € Z+, k1 < ko —I—C,jl,jg € Z.,., and fk1 € Zkl; sz € Zk}g and
o' > 1 then

||fk1,2j1 * fk272j2 HL2 < C(2j2/22(k1+k2)/2)_1(20%1 ||fk1 ||Zk1 ) ||fk2 ||Zk2 (62)

where "T_._l(fkaji) € {F_l(fki,Zji)"F_l(fkaji)}; 1=1,2.
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Proof of Lemma[6.2. If ky; < 100, By Lemma and Lemma [3.8]
[ frizin * froziolle < CUF T (frozi) e IF 7 (Frazo) Ml 2
< 02| fullz, 27 fisll 2, -

This is enough for (6.2).
If ky > 100, in view of Lemma [3.3] we can assume that: f;, is supported in

{(&,12) @ |& —v| < 272759 for some v € I,g). Let © =/ |v|, then when ki + ko > jo,
we use Lemma [3.5] Lemma 3.7l and Lemma [3.3] to get

firzi * frozillie < CIF (i zi) 12 IF " (frazsa)ll oo
C2572 (ky + 12| frr 2u | 22, 272 | fro 20 M 2,
C27 "t 227 | £ 2, | frall 2,
When ki + ko < jo, we use the definition and Lemma to get
|fovzin # Froziallie < CIF (frazi) Il F ™ (frazo) 122
< 2 fiy 250 2, 2772 | fro 20
< 027222 fill 2, N fral 2,
Thus we finish the proof. U

ININA

Lemma 6.3. Assume u,v € F7 + F', then for ¢ > 1 we have

[w- 0]l poy 7o < Cllull po sz 0]l oy 77 (6.3)

Remark 6.4. If here we define F'? by X, instead of Zj, then the bilinear estimate
(6.3) was already proved in [10].

Proof of Lemma [6.3. Let f; € {77,(@2) (&) - F(u), 77,(5) (&) - F(w)}, and g, € {77,(@2) &) -
]-"(v),n,(f)(f) - F(v)}. Tt suffices to show that for any kq, ko € Zy, 0 > 1,

S (S ) - v oln)

k€Z4 k1,k2€Z

< (X 2l ) (X0 2 ol )- (6.4)

k1€Zy ko€Zy

Furthermore, we need to show that, if ki, ko, k € Zy, k1 < ko + 10, fr, € Zi, and
fry € Z,, then

2K (€) - (fuu * fra)llze < C27PHAQ7™M £l )27 fiall ) (6.5)

where F1(fo,) € {F 2 (fr), F(fr)}, and 1 < o’ < 0.
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We may assume k < ko + 20. If ky < 99, the bound (6.5]) follows easily from
Lemma (also see the Case 1 below). We only consider the case ko > 100. In
view of Lemma [3.3] we may assume that

fr, 18 supported in ],S) x RN {(&, 7)1 |& — v| < 2527 Yor some v € I,S).
With v as above, let v = v/|v] € S and
K =k + ky + 100
By Lemma with j; = jo = 0, we obtain
27 Iy (PO (€) - (Fin % fi)
2742 foy # a2
277 27% | frull 2,) - I fral 2,

So for ([6.5), it remains to estimate

2 s g (P(r, ) () - (i # fia) 12,
< O RN £l )27 fra ) (6.6)

where 1 < ¢/ < 0. By Lemma B.1], we need to analyze several cases.

Case 1. fi, = Gkojo € Xkoy fra € Ziy, let gy i = 0 (P(1,€)) fr,- By the
definition of Z; and Lemma [6.1] we get

27 s g (P, )2 (E) - Giv o * fr) |z,

<
<

< Czokaax(jl+j2)/2 sup Hle,j ’ (§k17j1 * ng,j2>HL2
j<max(j1,j2)+C
< CQUkaaX(jl+j2)/22k1 gmin(j1+j2)/2 ||gk1,j1 HL2 Hgk27j2 ||L2- (6.7)

Case 2. fi, € Y,g, fry € Z,, and ky < k1 + C, so |k — ko] < C. By case 1, and
Lemma [3.3, we can assume that fy, is supported in the set {(§2,72) : |[P(§2, 72)| <
2571001 Thus j; > K — 10 (unless the left hand-side of (G.6]) vanish). Let g, j, =
njl(P(T> 6))./:/617 we have

27l 2 (P(r. €)1 (€) - @ * fi)l
< C120162]&/2”@61,]’1 * sz ||L2
< C2Jk2]1/2||gk1,j1HLZH'F_l(ka)HL‘X’v (68)
which is suffices for (6.6) by Lemma 3.8

Case 3. fi, € Yy, fay = frn g1 (P(7,6)) € Zy, k1 < ko — 10, 50 |k — k| < 2.

It suffice to prove
27| 2 (P(, )07 () - (Jis * fuo)

> i
< O fisllz ) 27" | frallve) (6.9)
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First notice that
ﬁl % fr, is supported in the set {(&,7);&-¢ € [2F72 282}
and the following identity
_‘F_l[(P(Ta 5) + Z) ’ (-ﬁl * sz)]
= (Zaf +U - i>f_1(fk2> ' f_l(fkl)
+2VFH(fu) - VF (i)
+F(fra) - (10 + OVF " (fun)
where V = (8,,, —0,,), we have
27 Ins & (P(r. €D (€) - (Juu * fi)ll
< O 272 (10 + 0 = ) F 7 (fra) - F ()l 22
+O2P 2P IVF N (fi) - VF 7 (i)l
+C27F 22 FN(fiy) - (10, + OV F " (fro)ll 22
The first term in the right-hand side of (6.11]) can be controlled by
C278 272 (10 + 0 = ) F (fuo) a2 - 17 (Fe) 2,

23

(6.10)

(6.11)

which is enough for (6.9) in view of Lemma B8 The second and the third terms

are bounded by
CQJkQ_K/22K||~F_1(fk1) "F_l(sz)HLza
Which is enough for (6.9) by Lemma [6.2]

Case 4. fi, € V!, fr, € Zpy, k1 < ky — 10 and j; > K. we denote Gy jy =

0, (P(7,€)) fx,, for (6.6)), it suffices to prove

27|y g (P, I (€) - G * fra)llz < C2922 2 g 5, 1122 (27| v, ) (6.12)

By Lemma [B.1l we decompose
Jks = Jho,<ii—10 + Sra>j1+10 + X
In view of Case 1, for (6.12), it suffices to prove that
27M|120(€) @t * Frozji—10) 2,
+ 27125, (P(7,€)) - 122 6) * @i * S 2i000) |2
< O gy 1) - (@7 fuallve):
For the first term in (6.13), it suffices to prove

2722 fr <iim10 % Gry g 12 < C(2527 72| gg i [l 2) - (20k2’|fk2’|y,§l)-
2

(6.13)

(6.14)
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By Lemma [3.4] we can assume that

<ko— t 2,
frnzioo(€,7) = 27/ Ik 95(}(6_ t;+)z>/<§k25( )y h(&5,7),

where ||h|z2 < C’||fk2,§jl_10||y;2. For (6.14), it suffices to prove

| Frorcin—10 * Gy a2 < C25 | gry i |2 < ||| 2 (6.15)

We estimate the L? norm in the left-hand side of (6.I5]) by duality. The left-hand
side of (6.I5) is bounded by

I = k2/2 sup ’/Sgkljl 771e+772 75)'h(€§a7-)
R

llall L2=1

Xﬁ§k2—90(§1 — 1) Xk 5 (M3 (7,£5))
£ —te +i/2k

Xa(€5 + 15,5 + 1, + B) deSdngdgsdnsards|

= 927k2/2 sup ‘/ Tker n1e+n2e ,B) - h(&S,T) (6.16)

llall L2=1

Al + 15, &5 + S, T+ 6)dnfd§§dn§d7d5‘.

Here

~ <2—e2Mgve e e e e
a5 5) = [ MmN o g, 5) st

The boundedness of Hilbert transform gives |[a(n$, 75, 8)|/z2. < Clla(ng, ns, 5)|l 2. -
m m
By using Holder’s inequality in the variables (&5, 7, 5), we get

I < 0272 sup | |[guj(nfe+nse, B)llrz - [Ih(€5. 7)llrz,
lall 2=t Jr2 3
la(nt +te, &2, B)ll.g, _  dnidns. (6.17)

Here t is the same as Lemma [3.4] so we have |0,t:] > ¢27*2. Then by change of
variables, we have

I < 02‘k2/22k2/2/ﬂm 3.1 (e + nge™, )|z dnidng - |[(€5, 7).,

which is sufficient for (G.15]).
From (G.I0), we can control the second term in the right-hand side of (613) by

C27*27F2)|(i0 + Oy — 1) F (frpziir10) - F (Gra) |22
+ O27F 27 2| F 7 fry 5 0410) * (10 + O0) F~ (Gry o) |12 (6.18)
+C275 22|V F (frgmii10) - Vo (G )|z
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We estimate the first term in the right-hand side of (6.18]) by
C20k2—k/2H(iat + U, — i)'F_l(f/kz,Zjl-i-l(J)||L,13’2 ) ||f_1(:qvk1,j1)||L°°v

which is bounded by the right-hand side of (6.13]) in view of Lemma[3.8 We estimate
the last two terms in the right-hand side of (6.18) by

C27R 22 2| foy 551410 % Gk g || 12
< C27F 2| fi, s ol 2 IF Gy G i) 2oe,
which is bounded by the right-hand side of (G.I3]) in view of Lemma 3.8 O
From Lemma [6.3 and (5.6)), we have

Corollary 6.5. If 0 > 1 and uy,--- ,u, € F?, then the product uy - ... u, € Fe
and

[y - | e < (Co)"™ - flwa][po - oo lunl e,
where Uy, € {Up, Uy} form=1,... n.

Now we analyze the term
2u
No(u)

- 14+ uu

€ C(R; H™)
with u € C(R; H®).
Lemma 6.6. For o > 1 then there is ¢(o) > 0 with the property that
177 (No(u) = No())ll 7o < Clov 0, [ull posar + 0]l oo [ T7 (u = 0) | e (6.19)
for any o' € Z, and u,v € Bpoo(0,c(0)) N F7.
Proof of Lemma [6.6. We write first

u—v (u—v)uv
No() — No(v) = -
o(w) = Nol) = T T o0~ T+ wn) 1+ 07)
First we expand the above to power series, then by Corollary we can get (6.19)

when ¢(o) sufficently small. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we prove Theorem [[L2. Our main ingredients are Lemma [£.T]
Lemma [£2] Lemma 5., Lemma [6.6], and the bound

sup ||ul|ge < Cy||ul|pe for any o > 0 and u € F7, (7.1)
teR

which follows from Lemma 3.8, Assume that og > 3/2 and ¢ € H*N By (0, €(0y)),
where €(0p) < 1 is to be fixed. We define recursively

{ uo = Y(t) - W(t)e;

Upy1 = V(t) - W(t)p +(t) - f(f W(t — s)(N(un(s)))ds for n € Z,. (7.2)
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Where N defined in (5.4), that is
N(un) = Q/J(t) : [M(un)[(8x1un)2 - (8x2un)2] — 4bR,y (M(un)8x1un)aﬂczun
+40R 2 (No () Oyt ) Dy thy — 46R3(No () Oy Uy ) Doy Uy
+4bR,4 (/\/O(un)amun)amun} )

The rest of the proof is organized as follows. We first analyze (7.3]) with N '(u,,)
replaced by ¥(t)Ny(u,)(0y,un)?, then notice that all the results hold for the A (u,,)
case. Finally, we use these results to conclude the proof of Theorem [1.2

Now we define recursively

ug = Y(t) - Wt )¢,
{ Upy1 = P(t) - W(t)p + () fo (t — ) (N (un(s))) ds for n € Z,, (7.3)

where N (un(s)) = 1(8)No (1 (5))(Dn,tn(5))?, clearly, u, € C(R : H®).
We show first that
|tnl|Foo < Coyl|@|| oo for any n=0,1,..., if €(0y) is sufficiently small.  (7.4)

The bound (74) holds for n = 0, due to Lemma Al Then, using Lemma [6.6] with
o' =0, v =0, Lemma [5.1] and the inequality (5.6]), we have

IV () [[veo < Cog [[tn] [0 -
Using Lemma [£.2] the definition (7.3)), and Lemma [4.1] it follows that
[unsillreo < Cooll@llmoo + Cop llttnl oo

which leads to (4]) by induction over n.
We show now that

|t —tn—1||Feo < 27" Chyyl|@|| oo for any n € Z, if €(oy) is sufficiently small. (7.5)

This is clear for n = 0 (with u_; = 0), by Lemma [£1l Then, using Lemma [6.6] with
o' =0, Lemma [5.T], and the estimates (5.6) and (7.4]), we have

||N(Un—1) - /\N/(Un—2)||NUo < Co, 'E(Uo)2 Nun—1 = up—2[peo.
Using Lemma [£.2] and the definition (7.3)) it follows that
||un - un—lHFUO S Ccro : 6(0-0)2 : Hun—l - un—2||F"07

which leads to (ZH]) by induction over n.
We show now that

177 (wa)ll o0 < Clo0, 0", (|17 6|l e0) for any n, 0" € Z.. (7.6)

We argue by induction over ¢ (the case o' = 0 follows from (74)). So we may
assume that

17 ) lpeo < €0, ", 7%l ge) for any n € Z, (77)
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and it suffices to prove that
10, ()| peo < C(9, 0", ||T7 @] o) for any n € Z, and i = 1,2. (7.8)
The bound (.8)) for n = 0 follows from Lemma .1l We use the decomposition

N(un) = 9(t) - No(un) (8, un)?,
thus

!

07 (N (un)) = 20(t) - No(u) - Oyt - OF, Doyt + Eh, (7.9)

T

where

E, = (1) - > 0TI Ny (1) - 072 Oyt - O30y, .

ol +oh+ol=0" and o},0, <0’

Using Lemma 5.1
1Bullen < Ca, )

ol +oh+ol=0" and o},04<c’
||J_1853N0(un)||ﬁ00 ’ ||J_1agiéax1un||ﬁ00 ’ ||J_lag§ax1un||ﬁ00'
Using now Lemma with v = 0, the bound (5.6), and the induction hypothesis

([T7), we have

| Enllneo < C(o0, 0", (177 6l 0 ). (7.10)
In addition, using again Lemma 5.1l Lemma 6.6l with v = 0, (5.6) and (Z.4)),
[+ (t) M(un) * Oy U, - ag;amunHN"O < Coy - 6(00)2 ) ||ag;un||F"0' (7.11)

We use now the definition (7.3)), together with Lemma Tl Lemma 2 and the
bounds (Z.10) and (T.II]) to conclude that

10, tns1|l o < C(00,0, | J7 Gllae0) + Cog - €(00)* - ||OF, | oo

The bound ([Z.8)) follows by induction over n provided that €(oy) is sufficiently small.
Finally, we show that

177" (. = w-)[pe0 < 27" Clo0, 0", | J7 llre0) for any n,0" € Zy.  (7.12)

As before, we argue by induction over ¢’ (the case o’ = 0 follows from (7.5))). So we
may assume that

177 (un = o)l 70 < 27"+ Clov, 0", [ 17~ 0] 1170) for amy n € Zy,  (7.13)
and it suffices to prove that
||0§;(un—un_1)||pao < 27"C(0g,0", ||J7 @||zeo) for any n € Z, and i = 1,2. (7.14)
The bound (ZI4) for n = 0 follows from Lemma [l For n > 1 we use the
decomposition
N (1) =N (tn—2) = 9(t) - No(tun—1) = No(tn—2)) - (9o, un1)?

7.15
+ w(t) : AfO(“n—2) : 8901 (un—l - un—2) ' a:cl (un—l + un—2)- ( )
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The same argument as before, which consists of expanding the ¢’ derivative, and
combining Lemma 5.1}, Lemma [6.6], (7.6]), and (Z.13)), shows that

27 T0(8) - (Nolenar) = Nolan—2)) - @) (7.16)
S 27" C1(0-07 0,7 ||JU ¢||H"0)>

To estimate the ¢’ derivative of the term in the second line of (7.I7]), we expand
again the o’ derivatives. Using again the combination of Lemma [5.1] Lemma [6.6]
([8), and ([TI3]), the N norm of most of the terms that appear is again dominated
by 27" - C (09, 0", ||J7 ¢||ze0 ). The only remaining terms are
1/}(15) : -/Vz](un—2> : 8;/8901 (un—l - un—2) : aml (un—l + un—2)7
and we can estimate
[(t) - No(up—2) - 83;@1(%—1 — Unp—2) * Oy (Un—1 + Un—2)|| N0
< Coy - €(00) - |07, (tn—1 — tn2)||po-
As before, it follows that
167 (1 — ttn )0 < 277 Carg, o, 97 0l )
+ Coy - €(00) - |07, (1 — tn—2)|[ 0.
The bound ([.14]) follows by induction provided that €(cyg) is sufficiently small.

In view of Lemma [5.1} we notice that A/(u) and A (u) share the same nonlinear
estimate, so the argument above for system (7.3) can be used to system (7.2]). Thus,

(4, (75), (7.8),and (TI2) also hold for w, defined by system (.2J).
We can now use (T.12) and (7)) to construct

u = nll_)IIoloun e C(R: H™).
In view of (73],
u=1(t) - W(t)p+(t) - /0 W(t — s)(N(u(s)))ds on R x R,

s0 S (@), the restriction of u to R x [—1, 1], is a solution of the initial-value problem

(L4
For Theorem (b) and (c), it suffices to show that if ¢/ € Z, and ¢,¢' €
Byeo(0,€(0g)) N H*™ then

sup [|5°(¢) = S| ooror < C(00, 0% [l rogrer) - 16 = &'l gogror (7.17)

te[—1,1]

Part (b) corresponds to the case o/ = 0. To prove (T.I7), we define the sequences
u, and ul, n € Z, as in (.3). Using Lemma (AT}

[lto = gl[po0 < Coy ||¢ — &'l 0.
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Then we decompose N (u,,) — N (u),) in the same way as in (ZI5). As before, we

combine Lemma [4.1] Lemma [4.2] Lemma 5.1, Lemma [6.6] and the uniform bound
([Z4) to conclude that

ltn1 = a0 < Coglld = @' lmo0 + Coy - €(00)* - ||t — 1 [ oo
By induction over n it follows that
[un — upllFeo < Coplld — @[ 1e0 for any n € Z,.

In view of (Z.I)) this proves (I7) for o’ = 0.
Assume now that ¢’ > 1. In view of (TIl), for (T.I7) it suffices to prove that

197 (= w )| peo < Cloo, 0", |7 (&)l |z0) - (|7 (& — &) a170, (7.18)

for any n € Z,. We argue, as before, by induction over ¢’: we decompose N (u,,) —
N (ul) as in (TI5), and combine Lemma 1] Lemma 2] Lemma [£.], Lemma [6.6]
and the uniform bound (7.6)). The proof of (7.18) is similar to the proof of (T.12]).
This completes the proof of Theorem [I.2
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