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ABSTRACT. The Cauchy problem for the cubic nonlinear Dirac equation in
two space dimensions is locally well-posed for data in H® for s > 1/2. The
proof given in spaces of Bourgain-Klainerman-Machedon type relies on the
null structure of the nonlinearity as used by d’Ancona-Foschi-Selberg for the
Dirac-Klein-Gordon system before and bilinear Strichartz type estimates for
the wave equation by Selberg and Foschi-Klainerman.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Dirac equation in two space
dimensions

{0+ a - V)p+ MBp = —(By,¥) By (1)
with initial data
$(0) = o 2
Here v is a two-spinor field, i.e. ¢ : R1*2 — C2, M € R and V = (0,,,04,) ,
a-V = ald,, +a?0,, . al,a?, 3 are hermitian (2 x 2)-matrices satisfying 32 =
(@2 =(a®)?2=1,dIB+pad =0, adar +aFal = 257FT .
(-,-) denotes the C? - scalar product. A particular representation is given by

1 0 1 9 0 —i 1 0
= (10 )= () o=(p 4 ).

We consider Cauchy data in Sobolev spaces: ¢y € H*(R?) .

In quantum field theory the nonlinear Dirac equation is a model of self-
interacting Dirac fermions. It was originally formulated in one space dimension
known as the Thirring model [I] and in three space dimensions [So|. See also

In the case of one space dimension global existence for data in H' was proven
by Delgado [D]. For less regular data Selberg and Tesfahun [ST] showed local
wellposedness in H* for s > 0, unconditional uniqueness in C°([0,T], H®) for
s > 1/4 and global well-posedness for s > 1/2. Recently T.Candy [C] was able to
show global well-posedness in L?, which is the critical case with respect to scaling.

In the case of three space dimensions Escobedo and Vega showed local
well-posedness in H® for s > 1, which is almost critical with respect to scal-
ing. Moreover they considered more general nonlinearities, too. Global solutions
for small data in H® for s > 1 were shown to exist by Machihara, Nakanishi
and Ozawa [MNO]. Machihara, Nakamura, Nakanishi and Ozawa [MNNO] proved

~
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global existence for small data in H' under some additional regularity assumptions
for the angular variables.

In the present paper we now consider the case of two space dimensions where
the critical space is H'/2. We show local well-posedness in H* for s > 1 /2, which
is optimal up to the endpoint, and unconditional uniqueness for s > 3/4. We
construct the solutions in spaces of Bougain-Klainerman-Machedon type, using
that the nonlinearity satisfies a null condition. Our proof uses the approach to the
corresponding problem for the Dirac-Klein-Gordon equations by d’Ancona, Foschi
and Selberg [AFS],JAFS1]. The crucial estimates for the cubic nonlinearity can
then be reduced to bilinear Strichartz type estimates for the wave equation which
were given by S. Selberg [S] and D. Foschi and S. Klainerman [FK].

It is possible to simplify the system (II),(2]) by considering the projections onto
the one-dimensional eigenspaces of the operator —ia - V belonging to the eigen-
values +[¢|. These projections are given by Iy (D), where D = ¥ and I14(¢) =
%(I + ‘—é ). Then —icav -V = |D|II{(D) — |D|II_(D) and II+(§)8 = BII+(§).
Defining vy := I (D)% , the Dirac equation can be rewritten as

(=0 £ | D)+ = =M BYx + T ((B(44 +9-), ¥y + ) By +9-))  (3)

The initial condition is transformed into
¥+ (0) = ILe(D)yo - (4)
We consider the integral equations belonging to the Cauchy problem (3], ):

P (t) = eFHPlyy (0) — i /O e T IIPIL(D)((B(ILy (D)t (s) + T (D) (s),
My (D)4 (s) + T (D) (5)) B(I1 (D)4 (s) + I (D)y—(s))ds (5)
) te:Fi(t_s)lDl s)ds.
LM /O BYF(s)d

We remark that any solution of this system automatically fulfills TI (D)1 = ¢4,
because applying II1 (D) to the right hand side of (&) gives I (D)1 (0) = 1+ (0)
and the integral terms also remain unchanged, because 11 (D)% = T4 (D) and

I+ (D) B+ (s) = pIx(D)x(s) = Bp(s). Thus I+ (D)4 can be replaced by
14, thus the system of integral equations reduces exactly to the one belonging to
our Cauchy problem (3], ).

We use the following function spaces and notation. Let ~ denote the Fourier
transform with respect to space and ~ and ~ the Fourier transform and its inverse,
respectively, with respect to space and time simultaneously. The standard spaces
of Bougain-Klainerman-Machedon type belonging to the half waves are defined by
the completion of S(R x R?) with respect to

1l xgr = NU=(=t) fllrp s = [K€)°(T £ €2 (7, &)l e
where
Us(t) = el and |9l gorr; = I166)*(m)° (& )1z -

We also define X$°[0, 7] as the space of restrictions of functions in X5 to the
time interval [0, T'] with norm ||f||Xj:,b[07T] = inff‘ pp— ||f||Xj:,b .

We use the Strichartz estimates for the homogeneous wave equation in R xR,
which can be found e.g. in Ginibre-Velo [GV], Prop. 2.1.

Proposition 1.1. Let y(r) = (n — 1)(% _
ppeR, 2<qg<o00,2<r < oo satisfy 0 <

Q03 =
IA
E.
E
2
=
\;_; —~



NONLINEAR DIRAC EQUATION 3
p+o(r)— % = u. Then

||€:Ht|D|UOHL‘I(R,Hf(Rn)) < CHUOHHM(Rn) .

Fundamental for our results are the following bilinear Strichartz type esti-
mates, which we state for the two-dimensional case.

~

Proposition 1.2. With the notation (|D|*fY(&) = [€|*f(€) and (D*F)(1,§) =
|7 — |€|*F(7,€) the following estimate holds for independent signs + and =+ :

IIDI7 D (X H1Plug 21 HPlyg )| a(zrey < lftwoll o oy 120 ] e g2y

if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
ﬁ0+6—:a1+a2_% 7ﬁ— Zi ;60>_% ,Oéigﬁ_-i-%(l':l,Q) 7a1+a22 %a
(O‘ivﬂ*) 7é (%7 %) (7’ = 172) ) (041 + O‘?aﬂ*) 7é (%a i) .

Proof. [FK], Theorem 1.1 O

The so-called transfer principle immediately implies

Corollary 1.1. Under the assumptions of the proposition the following estimate
holds:

IIDI% D2~ (£9) | L2z S DI FIl o3+ 11D1%* gl
+

1 .
I+

3 o,
+1

We also need the following improvement for products of the type (4,+) and
(77):

Proposition 1.3. The following estimate holds for equal signs:

1 . .
I1D1% D2 (e**1Phug e Plug || L2 rxmz) S l[uoll o ey 00l oz g2

under the assumptions By = a1 + ag — % , Q1,0 < % , a1+ ag > i .
Proof. [|S], Theorem 6(b) or [FK], Theorem 12.1 (see also [AFSI], formula (15)).

O

Corollary 1.2. Under the assumptions of the proposition the following estimate
holds:

1
I1DI%DE(fg)llL2mxr) S |||D|C“f||Xi,%+I\IDlazgllxi,%+-
The main result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1. The Cauchy problem for the Dirac equation ([Il), (@) has a unique
local solution v for data 1o € H*(R?), if s > 1/2. More precisely there erists a
T > 0 and a unique solution

pe X017+ X730, 1.
This solution has the property
¥ e C°([0,T], H*(R?)).
We also get the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 1.2. The solution of Theorem [Il is (unconditionally) unique in the
space C°([0,T], H*(R?)), if s > 3/4.

We use the following well-known linear estimates (cf. e.g. [AES], Lemma 5).
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Proposition 1.4. Let 1/2<b<1,s€eR,0<T <1and0<§<1—b. The
Cauchy problem

(=i0: + |D)px =F , £(0)=f
for data F € XibilJra[O,T] and f € H® has a unique solution ¥4 € Xib[O,T]. It
fulfills

5
Hwﬂ:Hxi’b[oyT] /S ”f”HS +T ”FHxi’b*H“[Qﬂ

with an implicit constant independent of T .

Finally we use the following notation: (-) =1+ -|. For a € R and € > 0 we
denote by a+,a + +,a—,a — — numbers witha —e < a— — <a— < a < a+ <
a++ <a-+te

2. PROOF OF THE THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem 1.1l Using Prop. [[.4] a standard application of the contrac-
tion mapping principle reduces the proof to the estimates for the nonlinearity in
the following Proposition 211 O

Proposition 2.1. For any € > 0 the following estimate holds:

3
Hni«ﬁniﬁ/’laHi2w2>ﬁnisw3)|‘xé+s,—%++ 5 H ||1/’i||Xi%+s,§+ .
=1 i

Here and in the following +,+1,+2, +3 denote independent signs.

The null structure of the Dirac equation has the following consequences (we
here follow closely [AES|] and [AFSI]). Denoting

o+ +3(n,C) := i, ()AL (n) = Bllx, (Ox(n),

we remark that by orthogonality this quantity vanishes if £ and +3( line up in
the same direction whereas in general (cf. [AFSI], Lemma 1):

Lemma 2.1.
U:t,:t3(775 C) = O(Z(inv :l:3<)) )
where Z(n, () denotes the angle between the vectors n and ¢.

Consequently we get

|<ﬂH:|:3 (D)w& H:t (D)7/’0> (7_7 §)|
< / [(BTLt, ()3 (A, 1), I ( — E)Po (X — 7, — &))|dAdn

= / [{ILe (1 — €)BILe, () (X, 1), o (A — 717 — €))|dAdn (6)

< / 45 [ (0 )| [2(A — 7,1 — €)|dAdn

where we denote O 4, = Z(£3n, £(n —§£)) and O, 4, = £(+2(,+1(¢ — €)).
We also need the following elementary estimates which can be found in [AFS],
section 5.1 or [GP], Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 2.2. Denoting
A== gl, Bs =A£nl, Cx =A -7 *[n—¢|, O+ = Z(n, £(n = ¢))

and
pr =&l =l = n—=¢&ll p— = Inl+In—¢& = [¢]
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the following estimates hold:

02 ~ Eloy gz (=D -
nlln — &l Inlln — ¢ min(|n}, |7 —¢|)
as well as
p+ < 2min(|n], [n —£])
and
p+ < [Al+ [B4| + |Cx|
as well as

ps <|A|+ [B_| +|C].
Similarly we define
Dy=o0x[(], Bx=0-1£[(—¢|, 01 =(((,£(¢~¢)
and
Py =&l =Kl =1¢ =&l - = IK[+ ¢ = €[ =[]
then the following estimates hold:

R S S e LA 8
oKl -¢€ T I¢l1¢ — &l min(|7|, [n — &)
as well as
P+ < 2min(|¢], ¢ =€)
and
Pt < |Al+[Dy| + | Ex|
as well as

pi <Al +[D-| + [Ex].

Proof of Prop. 2.3l The claim of the proposition is equivalent to the estimate
3
|/<<5Hi1¢1aﬂi2¢2>5ﬂi3¢3,Hi¢0>d$dt| <11 ill , 3vegs ol -y g -
i=1 +i +
The left hand side equals

‘/(5Hi1¢1,Hi2¢2>~(5ﬂig¢3,Hiwoydﬂlf’ .

Using (@) it is thus sufficient to prove

‘ / Oz £,Us (A )b (A = 7,1 = §)Bux, 2,801 (0, () (0 — 7, ¢ — §)dod(drdEdnd)
3

sITiwil,

where we assume w.l.o.g. that the Fourier transforms are nonnegative. Defining

Fi(um) == (a5 )20 ) (5 =1,2,3)
Fo(hm) = () "2\ £ [nl) 2=~ dho(\, )

é+e,%+|‘w0||X;%75,%77 )
2
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we thus have to show

B\ Foh—7n—&n—&)ite
I:= @ P T 1 1
/ (B, ) BT (CL)i—

O4 4, 11@&)1 ngfﬂcigzd(iddddA
ke T (DL ) (¢ — &) e (Bag) bt o edTd
3
< IIHfQHL;- (7)
1=0

In order to prove () let us first of all consider the low frequency case |n — ¢&| < 1.
We simply use |©+ 1,], |0+, 4, S 1 and estimate crudely

F3()\a 77) . Fl (Ja C) .
I < ||(—5——"F—F s |Follz2 |(—F————F 6
< Ml Nl N il
F,

1€

s,

(C—&)3Te(By,)s
3

STIIE .,
1=0

using Strichartz’ estimate [|e**1Plug| s < l[uoll ;3 (Prop. L.

From now on we assume | — &| > 1. The estimates for I depend on the
different signs which have to be considered.
Part I: We start with the case where all the signs +, 43,41, 42 are + -signs.
Analogously one can treat all the cases where + and +3 as well as +; and +»
have the same sign. Besides the trivial bounds ©4 +,©4 < 1 we make in the
following repeated use of the following estimates which immediately follow from
Lemma 2.2}

5% 1 1 1
Ois S — (A + Bt 1[04 ), ®)
Inl=|n — &2
_ |§|% 1 1 1
O+ S ———(A]Z + D42 +|E4]7). 9)
ICIZ1¢ —&|2
In the case |Cy| > |Al,|B4| we also use
3k R
O1s S — (0 A min(lyl, by — €])°* (10)
Inl=|n — &2

We consider several cases depending on the relative size of the terms in the right
hand sides of (8) and ([@). We may assume by symmetry in (7 that for the rest of
the proof we have |Dy,| > |E4,|, which reduces the number of cases.

Case 1: |By| > |A],|C4] and |Dy| > |A],|E, |

Case 1.1: (C}) < [¢].

Case 1.1.1: [{| < [n| = |[n =& ~ Il

Using ©4 4+ < @-1;-% we obtain

1

I< / Fs(\ ) Fo(A =7 — ©)(n — )2+ [¢[*F[¢]=~
ARARC B (Cy)2t |2~ 1n — €12~
Fi(0,Q) Fyo-7.¢-8 [
(V2T (E4)3F(C - €)3F|¢] 3¢ — &2
To reduce the number of cases we always assume |¢| > |¢ — £]|, because the al-
ternative case can be treated similarly. Thus we have |£| < |(|. We obtain the

dod¢drdednd) .
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estimate

Fs()\ﬂ?) -

FQ(U _Tac _5)
(E4)3H (¢ —€)3Te|¢ —¢|3

3
S TTIE e,
i=0

Case 1.1.2: [¢| 2 [n] (= [n =& S [€])-
Estimating ©4 S @:f_é and using [£| < [¢] we obtain

RA-rn-8,, . FH@).
<C+>%+ ) ”L;X’Lm”( <§>5, ) ||L$L%Jr

II(

) llzserse

1</ B RQ-rn-9m-git g
RN <B+>€ (Ca)3™ |2 =|n — €37

©OF | +>%+<<—s>%+€ ISR

Fs()\ﬂ?) - FO()‘_Tan_g) .
S 2+ pee (=51 ——") Il 2 1 Fll L2
(myEteppl=e(By)e’ T (Cy)=™ e b :
FQ(O-iTvgig)

I

) llLgere

(BL)3H(¢—€)3te|¢ —¢]2
3

STTIF e, -
1=0

For the first factor we used the Sobolev estimate || f||p2p < Hfo}jv" and the

estimate |[fll s+ poo S Ifll st oo S HfHX%ﬁ%%Mwhich follows from Sobolev’s

£
embedding and Strichartz’ estimate, so that an interpolation gives
1z ree S MFx2es (11)

which gives the desired bound for || > 1, whereas the case |n| < 1 is easy.
Case 1.2: (C1) > [¢].

I</ Bs(An)  FBA-rn-9h-§ite

S (B 13-
Fl(f O Bolo=rC=8 WP e ieanar.
Q)+ (B)aT(¢— &3+ |¢|3]¢ —¢|=

Estimating (n — &) < (n) + (§) we consider two different cases.
Case 1.2.1: |n| > [¢].
In this case we obtain

F3(\m) .. Fi(0,¢)
IS H(<B+>%+) ||L$°L?EHF0HLEL§H(<§>%+6_|C|%) lz2re
FQ(UiTvgig) -
I1( )V llzgre

(B)3H(¢—€)3te|¢ —¢]2

3
S H 1 E5ll e, -
i=0
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Case 1.2.2: [£] > |n].
In this case we obtain

F3()‘a77) . Fl(aa g) .
< - at 272 ||(————= P
IS H(<77>%+€<B+>%+) HLgOLI |‘F0HL,5LIH( |§|%_ ) HLtLI
FQ(UiTvgig) .
I1( )V llzgoree

(B)3H(¢—€)rte|¢ —¢]2
3

S TIIE e, -
1=0

Case 2: [B.| > |A],|C| and ] > | D, Es].
Case 2.1: [C1| < [¢].
This case is treated as follows:

s [ B0 B —1n-9n-§°
TSl (myEte (Cy)2t

ap_FieQ  Flo-7¢-9 gt

Q2 (Dy)zr (B2 (=2 [(]2[C - ¢

Estimating (n — &) < (n)€ + (£)¢ we consider two different cases.

Case 2.1.1: |n| 2 [¢].
We obtain the bound

I3ka

dodCdrdednd) .

F3()‘a77) - FO()\—Tﬂ?_f) .
I< 1, .1 271 00— - _ i, coT 2
S g N s
F‘l(a’ag) FQ(U—T,C—f)

1€

1.
T l7] = €112l L2 2+

(e~ (Dy)zt (By)3H(C —€)3te|¢ — €]
3

STTIE e, -
1=0

For the last factor we used Sobolev’s embedding Ho* C L2* first and then Corol-
lary LI with By =04, 8- =2 , a1 =0+, as = 1.
Case 2.1.2: [{] > |n] (= [¢] ~ [n = &)

We obtain
1</ BAn)  FRA-mn-n-95* ¢
~J (m)Ere(By)et (Cy)3™ Inlz|n — €|
Fl(ov g) FQ(U - TaC - 5) |§|% |A|%d0_d§d7_d§dnd/\
(QYFT(D1) 2+ (B ) st (¢ — €)2Fe ¢3¢ — ¢l
F3(\,n) . F(A=1n=9§..
S ) | e p— co—2
Mot e N g

Fl(O—aC) F2(0—77_7§7§> o %v
REAT et e PR

3
STLIE L, -
i=0
Here we used () for the first factor and Cor. LI with fo =0, f_ = % , a1 =0,

oy = 1 for the last factor.
Case 2.2: [CL]| > [£].

I
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We obtain

1</ B\ Fo(A—rn—&n -t
~J Byt ke

FioQ)  Blo—10=80 EE sy ey
(O FF(D4) 3+ (= )3 H<(By) 3 [¢[3]¢ — €2

We use our assumption || > |¢ —¢] , so that |¢] < [¢], and estimate (n — &) <

(m + ()
Case 2.2.1: |n| > [¢].

In this case we obtain

FB(Aan)
(By)2+
(o D) Blo-r(-§
()2t [C]2(Dy)=t (By )2t (( = &)=t |¢ —¢]2

S sl e, [1Foll Lz,

(€ + 1¢l™)

TSI

Vllzgerz | Follzere

1.0
|AIZ) M2 oo

F‘l FQ(U—T,Q—Q
QP DT (B -3 — el

1.0
|AIZ) Ml 2

S5l e, 1 Foll e,

P Fy(o—7.¢(—¢) iy
o= Etrc—gimc—gr P e

For the last factor we applied Sobolev’s embedding and Cor. [LT] with Sy = 0 ,
B- =% ,0a1=0,a;=1to obtain the bound [ F1l[ze, [[F2l L2, for it.
Case 2.2.2: [¢{] = [n| (= [n —¢| S €] < [CD)-

We arrive at

Fs()\ﬂ?) -
< 44+ 272
IN||(< >%+€<B+>%+) HL):;chc ”FOHLtLI
~1(O',§> F2(0—77_7§7§> 1.0
1 1 1 1 1 Al2 2r4-—— .
T ot —girac—gi ) ot

We estimate the first factor using Sobolev by | F3|| 12, and the last factor by Sobolev
and Cor. [T with 8o =0, 5_ :% ,a1 =04+, ag = 1— by

S |Gk 1 Sk YR Y SNTTH
D) FF (B3 — &3 elc — € it
<o) Ble-ne-§

(D) I (B )FH(C— 3+ — )3
S E e, [[F2ll e, -

1.0
| A1) Ml e

Case 3: 4] > B, |C4| and |Dy| = |A], B .
Case 3.1: |C4| < |n|.
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Using [¢] < [¢] +[¢ — &] < [¢] we obtain

15/ B FoA—rn =905 l™ y P
(m2te(By)2t (Cy)2t Inlz|n —¢|2
Fi(o,0) Blo-1¢-8& ¢
(Q)3+e (By)zt(C— &)zt |¢]2]¢ — ¢l
</ 1 FB(?\J?) : FO(A*77U*1§)<U*§>E|A|§
(myz+e|n| 3= (By) st (Cy)Et
Fi(o,)  FBlo-71(=9
(O (B3¢ —gate|c—¢|2
Now we have (n — £)¢ < (1) + (£)°.

Case 3.1.1: || > |¢].
We arrive at

dod¢drdednd)

dodCdrdednd) .

FB()\;U) FO()\*TW*@

I< 4 1 : bl
N~/<nﬁﬂnh—<3+>2f (O |A]2 1€
g+ E2e0) 20-7C=8) o icdrdedndn

(QF (Br)zt(¢—&)zte|¢ ¢z
F3()‘a77) FO()\—TW—f) 1 —e\~
S 1 1 1 1 A2 ¢ 2 F 2
N|\(<n>§|n|§_<3+>§+ i |AIZ1E]7) Nl o2, I Fl 2,
||( F2(U_Tac_§)
(Bp)sH(¢—€)ate|¢ —¢|3

3
S TTIE s, .
i=0

)llLss

where we used Cor. [Tl with 8y = —¢, B_ = % ,ar =1—¢€, ay =0 for the first
factor.

Case 3.1.2: [£] > |n].

An application of Cor. [T with 8y = 0, _ = ; , a1 =1, ag = 0 gives the
estimate

FB()\W) FO()\iTvnig) 1.
I3 1 1 1 T Al2 2 || F: 2
ST Gt A Al
FQ(O’_Tag_g) .
II( ) lles

(E)sH(¢—€)ate|¢ — ¢
3

S H |1 F3ll e, -
1=0

Case 3.2: [C4| > |n].
We obtain using again our tacid assumption [¢| > |¢ — &|:

1</ Es(An) By =70 - §n - &7
()2t (By) 3 Il

dodCdrdédnd) .
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Case 3.2.1: || > |¢].
We estimate as follows:

I< H(|77|__<B+>%+ HL;CL‘;*HFO”L;H( <<>%+E ) HLELE+
RN [
(Be)at{¢—g)ote|c—¢)z” 7

3
STIIE L, -
i=0

Case 3.2.2: |n| < [¢].
In this case we obtain

F3 )‘377 .
Y [— ) TN T T
Il (B
FQ(O—fTaC*g) .
I Yl

(Ep)3t(¢—€)3te|¢ —¢|3
3

STIIE ., -
1=0

Case 4: [C.] > |A],|By| and |Dy| > |A], B .

Using ®++5%|&|2 and [¢] < [¢] +|¢ — €] S I¢] we obtain

IS/MFO()\*T,U*Q@*@%J“ |§1|5|77|0+l
()

) §+E(B+)5jr [nl>|n = &|2
L0  Blo=rnC=8 _, iardedndn.
(Q)zte (By)at(C—&)s+e|¢ —¢|?
Case 4.1: [¢] < |n — €] ~ |n].
We conclude
F(\ 1) (0, 0)
< [ S A Y A— co— 2 _ 2724+
INII(| = <B+>%+ )Nl o 2= 11F0]l 22, I 0 ) lpzr
2(c —T1,(— &) .
W Tr gt _gr) 1=

3
S TTIE s, -
=0

Case 4.2: [{| 2 n| (= In—¢| S 1€l < ICD)
Similarly as before we obtain

I< 3$ 211) NeellFoll 2 1[Fl 2
|(|n|_<2 BT =) sl Follzz [1F 2z,

Fy(o—1,(—§)
(Bp)3H(C—g&)ste|c — ¢z

3
STIIE L, -
=0

II( )l

11
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Case 5: |C] > [A], By and [4] > D4, [E4 .
In this case we estimate as follows:

F(\n) - e €m0t
< L SO VAN Y _ _ _ sre_IGU-
R e BB e i

00 BOTTC S ey el fdodcardedndr.
(R (D)EF (BT — )3l — €3

Estimating (n — &) < (£)° + (n)¢ we consider two subcases.

Case 5.1: [£] > [n] (= (n —&)° S (Q)°)-
Thus we obtain

I< . BE/\J?) . ~ o || F 5
S gy g sl
F F — — 1
[EACTS B Akt S R YT T

(D)2t (Bp)3t(C —&)3te|¢ - £]2

3
<TTIE N, .
=0

applying Cor. [LIwith 8o =0, 8_ = % ,a1 =0, a =1.
Case 5.2: || > |¢].
In this case we arrive at

ISt

UERUEENE
Fl(a’ag) FQ(U—T,C—f) _ %v

o n T B g —eg 1 ez

3
S TTIE e,
=0

+)VHL§°L;°’||FOHL§,L

where we used the Sobolev embedding Ht < L2* for the last factor and then
Cor. LI with 8y =0+, B_ = % ,a1 =04+, as = 1.

Case 6: |A| > |C. |, B, | and [4] > |D, | B, |

Case 6.1: |C4| < |n|.

We estimate

1</ Bn)  RBO-rn-h-9i* ¢
T mEe(BL)E (Ci)™ Il |n — €13

Fi(o,Q)  Flo-1¢-9
(QFFADL) T (B )3T =3 |¢[=IC - €2

1
7] = &l

|I7| = |€]|? dod¢drdEdndA

</ Fs()\ﬂ?) FO()‘_Tan_g)<77_€>€|§|%||T|7|§||%
e (B (€3
Fl(UaC) FQ(U_TaC_g)

7] = |€]|? dod¢drdEdnd .

(OFD4) I (By)FH(C - oFFec - ¢/
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Case 6.1.1: || > |¢].

We obtain
Bs(Am)  Fo(A — 1= §) 0-
I< 1 1 1
N/<<n>z|n|2<B+>z+ anyte Kl )
Fi(0.0) Fyo —, Sty - dodCdrdednd) .
<<<>6-<D+>%+< Bt —girc—gr ) cirdsn

We estimate both factors in L2, using Cor. [T with 8y =0—, - = , oy = 1—,
OzQ:OandﬁO:O,ﬂ,:%,a1:0,a2:1,respectively.

Case 6.1.2: || < [¢].

We obtain

F3()‘a77) FO()\—TW—'E) 1
IS/( Iiel 1o T 1. |7 — 1&]]2
(mzTenlz=(B4)? (Cy)2
(Fl(o,o oo =7.¢~ )
(Dy)at (By)aH(( —&)ste|¢ —¢|?
As in case 6.1.1 we estimate both factors in L2, using Cor. [T with 8y = 0 ,
ﬁ_—§,al—l,ag—Oandﬁo—O,ﬁ_:§ a1 =0, ag =1, respectively.
Case 6.2: |C4| > |n|.
In this case we have
s < / B0 RA-7rn-0n -9
~ l 1_
(mate(By)st In|
Fi(0,0) Fy(o -, C §)
1 1 1
(Q)Fre(Dy )+ (By) s+ (¢ — ) ste|¢ — |2
Case 6.2.1: || > |¢].
We arrive at the bound

7] - |§||%> dod¢drdédnd .

||| — [€|? dodCdrdédnd).

Fs()\ﬂ?) -
I< 1 1 oo d— F 2
S B a1l
Fi(0,¢) Fyo—7,¢(=¢

1€

7] = 1€112) g2 pae -

(O (D (B FH (- g3+l —¢]3

By Sobolev the first factor is estimated by || F3| 2, , and the last factor by Sobolev's
.1 )

embedding H:" C LT followed by an application of Cor. Il with By = 2+ ,

B = % , Q] = %+ , g = 1, which gives the desired bound.

Case 6.2.2: || < |¢].

We end up with the bound

F3(A7 77)
(my2F<ln|>= (B2
H(Fl(U,C) (0 TC £)
(D)2t (B2 H (- €)ptel¢ - €2
Cor. LI with By =0, 8- = 5 , 1 =0, a1 = 1 implies the desired bound.

This completes the proof of Part I, where all the signs are + -signs.

Part II: Next we consider the case £3 =+, + =—and +1 =+, 9 = —. In

the same way all the cases can be treated where + and +3 as well as +1 and +o
have different signs.

IS IC

) lzg=ree |l Follrz,

o7l = 1€112) N 2z,

[¥]]
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We use the following estimates which immediately follow from Lemma

S WLEBZ S0 (41t + B 4 minlal - €)C-13) (12

RRTTEEE

5. < UH+IC=€DE e

O, <>+ 27 (JA]2 +|Dy|2 +|E_|2 13
re By (A 1Dy 1B ) (13)

We first make the important remark that we may assume in all the cases where
one has different signs that concerning ©_ 4:

€] < || ~ [n—¢] (14)

and similarly concerning © _:
€l < I¢l ~ ¢ = ¢l (15)

1

If one namely has |n| < |np — &|, then |¢] ~ |n — €|, and thus the factor %
|2 |n—
1

is equivalent to Hélf#f% If |n| > |n — &, then |£| ~ |n|, and the same is true,
and also in the cgse 7|7§| ~ n| ~ |n —&|. Thus in all these cases we have the same
estimate for ©_ ; as for ©4 1 , especially the estimates (8) and (I0) with Ct
replaced by C_, so the same arguments in this case hold true, if ([Id]) is violated.
The same arguments work for ©, _, especially (@) with E replaced by E_ holds
true, if (I3 is violated. This means that we can apply the arguments of Part I of
this proof in all these cases. So for Part IT we may assume (I4]) and (I3)).
Case 1: |By| > |A],|C-| and |Dy| > |A], |E-].
Case 1.1: |C_| < |n— & ~ [n.
We obtain

F3()‘a77) FO()\—TW_‘E) l-‘,—€|TI|O-"_

IS 1 1 - 2 1
) it (R
A0 Fo-rc—9

1 - : _dodCdrdednd)
(QzFe (E_)2t(( =&zt ¢ = ¢]=
Fs(/\,n) . FO(/\*TW*O .
)y am (2 || oo 2
S IR s (RO i (16)
P Fy(o—7,¢ —
NELE Dy (228 gy

(¢)zte (E_)3H(¢—€)ate|¢ —¢|3

3
S TTIE s, -
=0

Case 1.2: [C_| > [n —&| ~ |n].

In this case we obtain the same bound as in Part I, Case 3.2.1 with F, replaced
by E_.

Case 2: |C_| > |A|,|B4| and |Dy| > |A], |E-].

Using (I2)) we obtain the same estimate as in case 1.2.

Case 3: |A| > |B4|,|C_|.

Case 3.1: |[C_]| < [¢].
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We obtain

¥ Bﬁ >+€ ()3 '

Fl(U ) FQ(U*T,C*@
() 3Fe(Dy)z+ (BE_)sH(C —&)3te

)
- B BA-mn-9, . )
N/<|n|< T e — e

(I&H*Hﬂ el Blend 2

dod¢drdednd\

(¢ > <D+>%Jr <E_>%+<§ _ €>§+5> dodCdrdédnd .

We take both factors in the L2,-norm. We remark that in the first factor the
interaction is of type (+,4+) because of the conjugation in its second factor Fp
(remark that |C_| = |A =7 —|n—=&|| = |7 — A+ | — n]|). This means that we can
apply Cor. [[.2] with 3y = —i , a1 = % , as = 0. For the second factor we apply
Cor. [l with By = iJr , B = i , 1 = %Jr , Qg = % Thus we get the bound

o IIFilze, -
Case 3.2: |C | > €]
We obtain
Fy(A\m).. FA—7mn—%)..
ISR N () [ s
(By)2 In— &2

_ % _%J’_ Fl(a’ag) FQ(U_T)C_g) NN ors
H(||T| |€|| |€| <<>%+€<D+>%+ <E,>%+<§—§>%+€) HLtLI

3
STTIEN s, -
=0

In the last step we ﬁrst used Sobolev’s embedding H; : C L% and then Cor. [LT]
with 8o =0+, - =5, a1 = % , = —+ for the last factor.

Case 4: |By| > |4|, |C_| and |A4] > |D+| |[E_|.

Case 4.1: |C_| < [¢].

In this case we obtain

P I )y (REZEE =)

r 0+ Fl(U 9 F2(U—TaC—§) ST
i~ el 1€ e Ty e b —aT) o

(PR

3
S TTIE s, -
=0

1

In the last step we first used Sobolev’s embedding H7 C L% and then Cor. [[]
with £y = %—i— , B = % , a1 = %—i— , ag = 1 for the last factor.

Case 4.2: [C_]| > [¢].
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We obtain
F3(\, ).
< oo 2
TSI S sz I Follzrs
-1y Fi(0,0) Fy(o =71, —¢) .
(7] = 1€z g2 )Lz L

(QFF(D )5 (B I (- &3¢ — €]
3
1=0

In the last step the last factor is estimated by Sobolev’s embedding || f|[ze <

~

(€1 + 1€1"F)F ()l > and then Cor. I with fo = 3+, - = 5 , a1 = 3+,
g = 1.

Case 5: |C_| > |A|,|B+| and |A| > |D4|, |E_|.

In this case we estimate as follows

F3()‘a77) n L4er,,10 (|77|+|77—‘f|)%
< A Sk A Y/ — — — — &zt +A0 T AU
15 [ im0 = b

A0 PO ) el dodcdrdand
()DL )2+ (B2 (¢ — €)77C — ¢
F3(\
I e s Vol an
2 + 2
H(Fl(a’ag)(aag)(aag) FQ(U_TaC_g) ||7_| _ |§||%)v|| o at
(Q)FF(D)t (B3 (- €2t — ¢l fil

3
S TTIE s, -
=0

In the last step the last factor is estimated by the embedding HI% T Lt and
Cor. [LI with 5y = %+ , B = % , Q= %Jr , g = 1, which completes Part II.
Part III. Now we consider the case £3 =4+ , = = — and +1 = + , 2 = +.
An analogous proof works for £3 = — , £ = + and/or £ = — | £9 = —.
Again we only have to consider the case [£]| < |n| ~ |n—£&|. As above we also
assume || > |¢ —&] so that |€] < |(] , because the case |¢| < |¢ —£| can be treated
similarly.
Case 1: |By| > |A|,|C-| and |D4| > |A|, |E+].
Case 1.1: |C_| < |n|.
We obtain in this case

s < / Es(\)  FyA—7n— &) —€)**
~ 1. 1_ 1
(m)z*<ln|= (C-)=
- - 1
Fl(a’ag) FQ(U—T,C—f) |€|2
. T T .1 T
(OF (BT (C— O Cllc — &
This can be bounded as in Part II, Case 1.1 by ([IG) with E_ replaced by E.
Case 1.2: |[C_| > |n|. This case can be treated as Part I, Case 3.2.1.
Case 2: |A| > |B4],|C-|. This case is handled like Part II, Case 3.
Case 3: |C_| > |A|,|B4+| and |Dy| > |A], |E+|. We obtain the same estimate as
in Case 1.2.
Case 4: |C_| > |A],|B+]| and |A| > |D4|,|E+|. In this case we arrive at (IT) as
in Part I, Case 5 with F_ replaced by F.
Case 5: |By| > |A|,|C_| and |A| > |D4|, |E+|.

dod¢drdednd\
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Case 5.1: |C_| < |n|.

We obtain
Fs(\ ) F(A—mn—§).
PR b o Ve
F
H( 1(0;0 ( TC E) || |_|€|| HLfL‘;*-

() (Dy) 2 (By)aH(C — )| — ¢

The last factor is estimated by the embedding HE T c L3 and Cor. [T with
Bo = %—i— , B = % , a1 = %—i— , as = 1, so that the desired estimate follows.
Case 5.2: |C_| > |n|. This case can be treated exactly like Case 4, so that Part
IIT is complete.
Part IV. Finally we consider the signs £ =+ , +3 =4 and &y =+ , £5 = —

In the same way one can also treat the cases £ = — , £3 = — and/or + =
43 = +.

We may assume as discussed above that || < [¢| ~ [¢ — €.
Case 1: |By| > |A],|C4| and | D | > A, |E_].
Case 1.1: [C4| < |n].
We obtain in this case

/Fg Am) Fo(A =7 —&)(n — &=+ Jg]*|n°
(Cy)o |2 |n — €2
Fi(0,¢) Fy(0 —7,¢ &)
(Q)2+e (By) 3¢ —€)rHlC — ¢z
Estimating (n — &) < (1) + (§) we distinguish two subcases.
Case 1.1.1: 5| < [¢] = (n — &) S (§) S Q)+ (C— &) ~ (()-

dodCdrdédnd) .

We obtain
FB()\W) v FO(O—aC) .
I' S 1) llezeee T *L2
S I e I S s
FQ(U_T,C—f)

1F1ll 2z (- 7 ) llzere
B A AN (G SE R (G I A

which gives the desired bound.

Case 1.1.2: [n| = [¢| = (n = &) S (), 1§ < ¢+ ¢ = &] ~ [¢].

We obtain

F )\ ) . FO(O—7§> ~
I<||[(—— 27 00— T L L2
NH(<77> W =) M2z H(<C+>§+) lgorz
F( ) 2 0—777§7§>

) Lo ree s

(
II( N2z (oo
(O 7B B - g e - ¢
which leads to the desired bound.
Case 1.2: |C4| > |n|.
We obtain in this case the same bounds as in Part I, Case 3.2 with E, replaced
by E_.
Case 2: || > By, [C| and [A] = [D4],|E-|.
Case 2.1: [C4| < |n].
We obtain in this case
I</ F3()‘ 77) FO()\—TW—‘E)<77—§>%+€ |77|O+|‘f|% ||7_|7|§||%
(n)=*<(By)> " (Cy)=t Iz |n —&|=
Fi(0,0) Falo =70~ ¢
()2 (D)3 (B)3H(¢ - £)2 ¢ — €|

- ||7 = |¢]|? dod¢drdgdnd.
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Case 2.1.1: |¢] > |n|. We handle this case as Part I, Case 6.1.2 with F, replaced
by E_.

Case 2.1.2: [n| > €] = (n— €)° < ()"

Similarly as before

F3(>\777) FO()\*Tﬂ]*@
BT (CnE
H( Fl(UaC)l FQ(U_TaS_E) .
QD)2 (E_)2T(( = §FeC - &2

1_ .
7l = 1€11Z7) N2z e

IS IC

1 .
Il = 1817 ) ez e -

Cor.I]:[IWithﬁ():O,ﬁ_:%—,alzl—,agzoandﬁozo,ﬁ_:%—i—,
a1 = 04 , ag = 1 for the first and second factor, respectively, gives the required
estimate.

Case 2.2: [C4| > |n].

We obtain

Is/@7> BN g — e - o+

P E (BT

A9 _ BOZn6=8 b dodcdrdedndy.
QI (D) (B AHC a3 Tec ¢}

Case 2.2.1: |n| > [¢]. This can be treated exactly as Part II, Case 5.

Case 2.2.2: |£] > |n|. We handle this case as Part I, Case 5.1 with E replaced
by E_.

Case 3: |By| > |A|,|Cy| and |A| > |D4|, |E_|.

Case 3.1: |C4| < |n|.

We obtain in this case

1</Fg(mF0<A—r,n—s><n—£>%+€ ik
~J gt (Cy)3t |2 |n — €|2
N(UaC) FQ(O’—T,C—f)
C|Z(C)F+e(Dy )3+ (B_)3T(¢ — &)3te
,S/ }?13(>‘a77) . Fo(/\*TaU*F)W*@e
(mz*<"nl2 (Cy)2t

F1(0-7§> FQ(O'fT,Cfg)
(QFH(Dy)sH (B )aH(C - g3t

Case 3.1.1: [¢] > || = (n— )¢ < (6)F < ().

7] = |€]| % dodCdrdEdndA

1
1
2

|I7| = €2 dodCdrdednd .

We obtain ~
Fs()\ﬂ?) . FO()‘_Tan_g) .
ISI(———a—)llezrell(————") llzsor2
S e e I e s
~1(O—a<) FQ(O’*T,C*&) _ % .
Gt e g re I~ 1 g

The claim follow by an application of Cor. [T with Sy =0, f_ = % , a1 = % ,

agzl.

2
Case 3.1.2: [n| > [£] = (n — &) ~ |[n =& S nl*
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We arrive at

F3(>\,77) . FOO\*TW*O .
I< T 1 2 1 00— — 1. ocoTr2
< |(|n|2‘§n>2) 212 ~|( i ) llngorz
F Fsr(o — — 1
I 1(0,¢) b(o—1,¢—¢) 7] = 1€113) N a2t -

(CVEr(D )T (E_)E+(¢C — )3t

In the last factor we use the embedding H%t < L2* and then Cor. [LT] with
Bo=0+,B8-=3, 01 =12+, 0=1.

Case 3.2: |C4| > |n|.

We obtain

1</ () FoA—mn—&n €3
~J B Il

1Fl(a, 9] 1 FQ(O’ - T,?* 3) —||7| = |€]|? dod¢drdédnd .
QI3 (B)3H(C = €)3vc — g}

Case 3.2.1: [¢| > |n].
We obtain

1

T| — 2 272 .
Dot i g —gp 1 P s
In the last factor we use Cor. [LT with 8y =0, f_ = % ,oa1 =0, as =1.
Case 3.2.2: || > [¢]. This case is treated exactly as Part II, Case 5.
Case 4: |A| > |By|,|C4| and |D4| > |A|, |E_|.
Case 4.1: |C4| < |n|.
We obtain

1</ Fy(\, 1) F0<A—T,n—«s><n—s>%+€|s|%HT|_W
) (m)Ete(By) st (Cy)3tn— €3 n|5—
Fl(f’) FQ(U_T’f_Q _dod¢drdednd) .
(C)2Fe (E_)2t(( —&)=2T|¢ = &2

Case 4.1.1: [£] > |n] = (n =& < () < (), €] S [¢]. We obtain the same
estimate as in Part I, Case 3.1.2 with F; replaced by E_.
Case 4.1.2: |n| > [¢].

We recall our tacid assumption |[¢| > |¢ — &| so that |¢] < |¢], and thus obtain

I<H( F3()‘a77) FO()‘_Tan_g)
T mlEm (Bt (Ch)E T
FQ(U — T, C B E)
122, (== T T
(E_)2T((—&)z2Te¢ - ¢z
An application of Cor. LI with 8y = —€, §_ = % , 1 =1 —¢€, ag =0 gives the
desired bound.
Case 4.2: |C4| > |n|.

We obtain the same bounds as in Part I, Case 3.2 with E replaced by E_.
Case 5: |Cy| > |A],|By| and |D4| > |A|, |E_|.

1 —e\~
7l = 1E1=1€l) ez 2

) llzseree -
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We obtain
F )‘377 I 5+e 6 % n ot
15 [ SRy - gt - e LTI
(m)2*e(By)2 |z |n — &l
Fi(0,¢) z(U*TC £
1 1
()2t (B_)at(C—&)ate|¢ — ¢
Case 5.1: [¢§] > [n| = (n — &)[¢[* S ()FH S ()=t
This implies the same bound as in Part I, Case 4.2.
Case 5.2: |n| > |¢].
We obtain the estimate
F3(\
Ny
()= ln |2 (By)z
Fi(o,

_dodCdrdednd) .

)l oo p2o= 1 Foll 22

H( FQ(U—T,C—f)

II( )2 T ; )l
(¢ > TN E) - g ¢
which implies the desired bound.
Case 6: |[Cy| > |A|,|By| and |A| > |D4|, | E-].
In this case we obtain
F. An - 14e I€ : n|°+
IS/%F&/\*TW*OW*Q?F %
(n)2"<(By)2 Inf=]n—¢&|=
F 2 .
jf" LYE. lf — ﬁe & |ir| — [¢] b dodcdrdednd.
(Q)2+e(Dy)2+ (BEL)aH(( = &) 7Tl — €]
Case 6.1: [£| > |n].
We obtain the estimate
Z53()\ n)
IS ; ) |l ree 1 Foll 22
(myz*enlz=(By)= " :
Fi(0,¢) (0 — T, C 3
II( rll7l = lellz ) lzre

|

(D)t (B_)2H (¢ — &) rFe|¢ — €2
which is further estimated by use of Cor. [T with 8y = 0, f_ = % ,oar =0,
Qo = 1.

Case 6.2: |n| > |¢]. We obtain in this case the same estimate as in Part I, Case

5.2 with F replaced by E_, so that the proof is now complete.
O

Proof of Theorem Let ¢4 € C°([0,T], H*(R?)) be given, where s = 3 +¢,
¢ > 0 arbitrarily small, T < 1. Then ¢+ € X7°[0,T] = L%([0,T)], H*). By Prop.
[[4 we obtain (with ¢ =4 +¢_):

Hwillxiﬂe,l[Qﬂ S 19+ 0)][ms + T ({6, )9 | LTS (18)

[0,7]

By the generalized Holder inequality
(CIIULL TR SN2 191 3 vacs

34e
with % = i — 5 and % = i + 5. Sobolev’s embedding gives Hi ¢ L2P, because
3., E 19
QL > % — 4; = % — 5, and H;‘Jr C H5‘+2 "1 Consequently
I1 =||II < 3
LB 0y gy = I (B0 e S

< 00.
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1 € . . 3 €
By (I8) this implies ¢+ € Xj:+2 ’1[0,T]. Interpolation with ¢4 € Xff ’O[O,T]

1,3, 1
st5€e—5+

gives (for interpolation parameter © = 2+: ¢y € X2 [0,T]. In this class,

however, uniqueness holds by Theorem [[LT] which shows that our solution is (un-

conditionally) unique in C°([0, 7, H®) for any s > 2. O
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