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Abstract

In this paper, we study local well-posedness theory of the Cauchy
problem for Schrodinger-KdV system in Sobolev spaces H*! x H*2. We
obtain the local well-posedness when s; > 0, max{—3/4,s1—3} < s5 <
min{4s, s1 +2}. The result is sharp in some sense and improves previ-
ous one by Corcho-Linares [3]. The endpoint case (s1,s2) = (0,—3/4)
has been solved in [5, 16]. We show the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for related estimates in Bourgain spaces. To solve the borderline
cases, we use the UP — VP gpaces introduced by Koch-Tataru [12] and
function spaces constructed by Guo-Wang [5]. We also use normal
form argument to control the nonresonant interaction.

1 Introduction
We study the Cauchy problem for the Schrodinger-KdV system

104 + Oppu = cquv + Blu’u, t,z €R
v + Opaav + V030 = 0y (Ju)?), (S-KdV)
(u,v)|t=0 = (uo,vo) € H** x H*?

where «, 8,7 are real-valued constants, u is complex-valued and v is real-
valued. In fact, for local wellposedness theory, the argument also works for
complex-valued v and «, 3,~. This system arises in fluid mechanics as well
as plasma physics. See [3] and reference therein.

We recall some early results on this system. Tsutsumi [15] obtained
global well-posedness for initial data (ug,vo) € H*t/2 x H® with s € N.
For the case of § = 0, Guo-Miao [4] obtained global well-posedness in H® x
H?®, s € N. Bekiranov-Ogawa-Ponce [I] obtained local well-posedness in
H® x H*"1/2 s > 0. Corcho-Linares [3] obtained local well-posedness in



S S
H x H%2,

sg > —=3/4, s1—1<s93<2s1—1/2, s €[0,1/2] or
$1>1/2, 81—1§82§81—|—1/2.

Guo-Wang [7] obtained local well-posedness in L? x H~3/%. The same result

was also showed in [16]. There are stronger well-posedness results for KdV

and 1d cubic Schrodinger equation. See [11, 7]. These results rely heavily

on the complete integrability of equations. However, Schrodigner-KdV sys-

tem is not completely integrable. See for example [I]. To approach lower

regularity well-posedness than L? x H—3/% for (S-KdV) seems to be difficult.
The main results in this paper are as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let o, 8,7 # 0. The solution mapping of (S-KdV) from
S xS to C([0,T); H* x H®?) can not be C® with H** x H*? topology except

s1 >0, max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < sy < min{4sy, s1 + 2}.

If B =0, ay # 0, The solution mapping of (S-KdV) from & x S to
C([0,T); H** x H*?) can not be C? with H*' x H*? topology except

s1 > —3/16, max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < sy < min{4si, s1 + 2}.
Theorem 1.2. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H*' x H*? for
s1 >0, max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < sy < min{4s;, s1 + 2}.

Remark 1.3. We show Theorem 1.1 by disproving some multi-linear es-
timates. One may obtain stronger ill-posedness result. For example, the
solution mapping may be not uniformly continuous. Here, we only concern
the region of (s1,s2) that one can not construct solution by contraction
mapping argument. Thus it is reasonable to say that Theorem 1.2 is sharp.

Remark 1.4. If 3 =0, (S-KdV) is also local well-posed in H*' x H*? for
s1 > —3/16, max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < so < min{4sy, s + 2}.

Since the case (s1,s2) = (—3/16, —3/4) needs some extra efforts, we would
study this problem in a forthcoming paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show the necessary
and sufficient conditions for the boundedness of second Picard iteration in
Sobolev spaces H®' x H*2. Combining the ill-posedness result for single
equation, we obtain Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, we establish some multi-
linear estimates in Bourgain spaces which implies local well-posedness of
(S-KdV) in s; > 0, max{—3/4,s1/2 — 11/8,s1 — 5/2} < s9 < min{4sy,s; +
1} (the region B in Figure 1). In Section 4, we first recall the definition



and some basic properties of UP — VP introduced by Koch-Tataru [12]. In
Subsection 4.2, we consider the case s = min{4s;, s;+1}. In Subsection 4.3,
we consider the case s = —3/4, 0 < s1 < 5/4 by using the function spaces
constructed by Guo-Wang [5]. We use normal form argument to improve
the estimates for nonresonant interaction in Section 5. In Subsection 5.1, we
consider the case 4/3 < s1+1 < s2 < max{4s1, s1+2} (the region A in Figure
1). In Subsection 5.2, we consider the case sy > —3/4, s9+2 < 51 < 5943 (
containing the region C' in Figure 1). Combining all these cases, we obtain
Theorem 1.2.
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Notations. For a,b € RT, a < b means that there exists C' > 0 such
that a < Cb and a ~ b means a < b < a. C may depends on si, s9 or some
fixed parameters. We use (€) to denote (1+£2)'/2. For r € [1, 0], we denote
the conjugate number of r by r’. We use xq to denote the indicator of set
Q.

Let ¢ be a even, smooth function and <p|[_171] =1, ()0|[_5/475/4]c = 0. De-
fine oy = p(-/N), YN = oN — pn/2. We always use N, L to denote a dyadic
number larger that 1. In this article, we use inhomogeneous decomposition.
Thus we define Littlewood-Paley projections Py by

Pf=F'0Ff, Pnf=F'YnFf, ¥VNe2N

where we use .% to denote the Fourier transform
. 1 .
a _ _ —iz€
FIO) = 1) = G [ @ de

We use J to denote the Fourier multiplier operator .# ~1{¢).Z. |Ju||gs norm
is defined by ||Jul| 2.



We use Py to denote ), oy Py and P<y = I — P5 . Sometimes we
use Pen, Pun, Psy to denote P<y/c, Pon — Pyjcy P~cny where C is a
sufficiently large but fixed dyadic number.

In many situations, we will do the Fourier transform for time variable.
Thus we use #,, %, F;, and ﬁgl, F 7 iy 51 to distinguish which variable
that we perform Fourier transform on. With a little abuse of notation, we
use f to denote .#; . f if f is a function on R;,, and also use f to denote
G f if f is just a function on R,.

We define LILE, LLLE by Jullzny = llulloe oo, Jullgpo == Il zo e
respectively. Also we define L1.L! by lullza oy = llullzyll 2a(o,r)) and sim-
ilarly for L} L. For a general function space on R?, we usually use Xt to
denote the space X restricted on [0,7] x R,.

Let S(t) := €%z K(t) := e %2z and

:/ Sit—tft') dt', Blg)(t) :/ O K(t—t)g(t') at'.
0 0

We use the same notation as Corcho-Linares [3] to define Bourgain
spaces.

lullxsw o= 16T + &%)l g2, Iollyss = 1(€) (T — €)%l 2 -

For the definition of UP — V? and other notations, see Subsection 4.1.
In this paper we focus on local well-posedness. Without loss of generality,
we assume that a = =v = 1.

2 Multi-linear estimates

In this section, we consider the boundedness of second Picard iteration.
We evaluate the multi-linear terms on time ¢ = 1.

Lemma 2.1. The inequalities

|97 (1S (£)uo S (£)uo) (1
|7 (S(t ) K(t)v )
?)
)

o1 S lluollzres

(1)

(Wl gzs1 S lluoll o [[vo]l 2
Dl gzer S llvollFrs2;

(1)

~~ ~~ —~
N N
~— Nt N

W)l e S Nuolzre:

hold if and only if s1 > 0; so > —1; so > max{—1,-3 + |s1]}; s1 >
—1/2,s9 < min{4sy, s; + 2} respectively.

Proof. By the local well-posedness theory of (S-KdV) in L? x H—3/4, in-
equalities (2.1)— (2.4) hold if s > 0, s > —3/4.



Necessary part of (2.1). For s < 0 one has

|7 (1S (#)uo > S (t)uo) (1)]

HS

1 R—
~es [ [ ereeeom@men - o + &) dadaar

L2

Let N> 1,0 < c< 1, u(§) = X(nn+q(§)- ¥V & €[N, N + ¢/2], one has

1 —
‘ (€)° /R 2 /0 2t (C1=8)(E 656 )ap (&)U (€ — &1 + &) dErdéadt!| ~ N*.

Thus one has H%(!S(t)ug|25(t)uo)(l)|
Then (2.1) can not hold for s < 0.
Let f(§) =uo(§)()™, (&) = 10(£)(€)*2. (2.2) is equivalent to

_ (2= +(6-61)3) _
H@Sl /R 1-¢ F(€)g(E — &)

s 2 N®. Note that [Jug|3;. ~ N3

déi|| S| fllz2llgllze

L2

§2 — €3+ (£ —€1)3 (G)51 (€ — &)=

Necessary part of (2.2). Let N > 1, f = X[1,2)y 9 = X[N.N44]- V § E
[N +2, N + 3] one has

o [ e S et )
R E2 =&+ (E— &) () (€ — &)=

Note that || f||z2||g]lz2 ~ 1. Thus, s; —s3 —3 < 0 which means sy > —3+ s;.
Let f = X[N,N+1]» § = X[-N—4,—N+4]- V § € [1,2], one has

e [ Lo S Heete )
R E2 =&+ (6 — &) (&) (€ — &)=

Thus, —3 — s1 — s9 < 0 which means sy > —3 — s7.
For 0 < c < 1, let f = X[—N—cN*l,—N]a

1 3 1
9= Xja-N-tatN-1s A=—5F|/5N -7

Then, V € € [a — N,a — N 4+ cN~1, one has [£€2 — &2 + (£ — &)3| < 1 and
then

d§1| ~ NH79278,

d£1 ‘ ~ N—3—S1—82

1 — &€ —E+E£DY) r(g)g(€ — &) o2
S1 d ~ N 2.
‘@ /R g+ E—ay Cie—aye
Thus,
1 — & —E+EEDY) f(e)g(¢ = &) p_s2_1
S1 d > 2 2
H@ Learearamt e ) 2




Note that ||f||z2]lgllz2 ~ N~1. Thus, one has sg > —1.
Sufficient part of (2.2). We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Qp: (€ - & +(£-&)°) 2 (€ —&)>
Case 2. Qo: (&2 - &+ (E-&)°) < (- &)

Case 1. By the definition of ©1, s2 + 3 > max{]|s1],2} and Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, one has

o 1 - @-8+E6)) f(e)g(€ — &)
'@ / X @ @ E g (e gy L2
(€)
S >3+s2<§> |f(&D)9(€ — &) d& .
< \ / lrelate - el des|
S 2 lgll 2 l1€) QHLg + e 2l (€ 1> g€~ €0llzz,
S 1f 2 llgll 2.

Case 2. By the definition of 9, we have 1 < [£ — & | < |¢| ~ |&]. B
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we only need to control

1 — i€ =+(E-&)%) 1
£2 -+ (- &) (G)51 (€ — &)=

H <§>51XQ2

2
Lele,

Due to so > —1 and the support set property of {29, one has

e O 1
‘ ()" X0, €2 _ f% T (E— 51)3 (£1)51(€ — &)z
1 — iE=E+(E-61)?)
E+&6+(E—&)?

LELE,

1— ei§2(2£—§2+§§)
X

Il ™ e e, 1 &

S lxe.

LEL LELE,
Let y(&2) = 26 — & + €3, Since 1 < |&s], one has |dy| ~ |£2d&s|. Tt is easy to
control the integral for |y(&)| = 1. For |y(&)| < 1, one has |dy| ~ |£]'/?|d&,],
|1 — ei€2(2-6+8)| < min{1, [€|/2|y(&)|}. Thus, for [€] > 1, one has

1 _ giea2e-6ted) ||

min{1, [€]y*}  dy
< < 1.
Xly(&2)|<1 2 — & +€%

~ /|y|<<1 y? |5|1/2 ~

2
Ligy>1

We finish the proof for (2.2).
By polarization (2.3) is equivalent to

[ B (K (t)uo) K (H)vo) (D)l s < [luollas l[voll a5 (2.5)



By the definition of H®-norm, one has
[ B((K (t)uo) K (t)vo) (1)l s
1
~[teve [ [ ez - e arae
R JO

L2

Necessary part of (2.3). Let N > 1, wug = X[N,N+1]s V0 = X[-N—2,—N+2]-
vV & € [1,2], one has

1
¢ [ [ evreeamee - ) arag| ~

Thus,

1
! £ 4/ 4/ —
/ et di‘”‘””am(e tax”uoe tam‘vo) dt' > N 2,
0

HS

Since ||ug]| s |[vol| s ~ N2, we obtain s > —1.
Sufficient part of (2.3). For s > —1, one has

[ ((K (#)uo) K (£)vo) (1) 171

<§>S/ (1 — e 380 E=8) (¢1)5 (¢ — £1)° ug(&1) Do (€ — &)
R §1(€—&) (€1)5(€ = &)*
)

< / min{1, [£61(§ — &1)[}(61)*(€ — &)* [uo(€1)P0(€ — &)
~ (€)1€1(§ — &) (€)HE - &)t

Let f(§) = (€)*uo(£), 9(&§) = (£)*t0(£). We only need to prove

/mln{l 1€61(§ — &)} (€ = &)
ISTCEIN]

~

d&y

L2

d&:

L2

f(&1)g(§ —&1) d&

L2
S Ifle2llgll e

We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Qi |G| 2L [§-&[2lor &<, [§-&I ST
Case 2. (g || <1< | =& or €] > 1> |6 - &
For Case 1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

/mln{l 1661 (€ — ED)[3{6) (€ — &1)
(E)N&1(§ = &1)
< /|f§1 g€ — &)l

xa, f(€1)9(€§ — &) dé

L2

S 1122 llgll 22116~ Iz
L2

S 12 llgllze-



For Case 2, by symmetry, we only consider |&] < 1 < | —&;|. By Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

/ min{1, [£1(§ — &1)[}(E1)(€ — &)
R (E)]&1(§ — &)

. 1 2
< [|min{l. 6} |, If(Ea(e = &n)llzz, S fllzellglee

H ggl Lrso\>>1 4

Thus, (2.5) holds for s = —1. By interpolation, (2.5) holds for s > —1. We
finish the proof of (2.3).
Similar to the argument for (2.2)-(2.3), (2.4) is equivalent to

o [ 1D f(@)gle — &) g
© /R £—2& — &2 (&) {E—&)n L 1fllz2llgllz2.  (2.6)

Necessary part of (2.4). Let 1 < M < N, f = xnvnyom) 9 =
X[-N—2M,~N42Mm]- ¥V & € [M,2M], one has

<§>82 / 1-— €i€(§_2§1_£2) f(él)g(g - 51) dé-]_ ~ M82+1N_281+1.
R §—26 -8 (&) (-
Since || f||z2llgllz2 ~ M, we obtain s; > —1/2.
Let f = X[(nv,N+1], § = X[-1,1]- For £ € [N, N + 1], one has

o [ 1= €82 fe)g(e —g)
R §—26 -8 (&) (&)

Since || f|lz2llgllz2 ~ 1, we obtain sp < s1 + 2.

Let f = X[—N,—N—l—N*l}? a = 1/2+ \/2N+1/4, 0<e <K 1. Then, A
¢€la—cN~Ya+cN1, one has |€][¢ —2& — €2 < 1,V & € supp(f). Let
9 = X[a+N—-N-1,a+N+N-1]- Then, ¥V [§ —a| < cN~! one has

o [ LB Senate )
r §—26-¢ (L) -&)n
Since || f||z2llgllz2 ~ N~1, we obtain 1/2+s5/2 —2s1 —1—1/2 < —1. Thus,
S9 S 481.
Sufficient part of (2.4). By interpolation, we only need to show (2.6)
for (s1,s2) = (—=1/2,—2) and (s,s +2), V s > 2/3. If |¢| < 1, by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality one has

o (1= f(g)g(€ - &)
© /]R §—26 —& (L)€ —-&)n

</ min{1, |¢ — 2€1 — €]}
~ e lE— 26— () 2 — )

< / FEDI9(€ — &0 der < £ 1Lzl e
R

X|er|<1<le—e | f(€1)g(§ — &1) dEy

L2

d&:

‘(@ d£1| ~ N2

1, 89
~ Nats—2s1—-1

d&

d&‘

ol FEllgte — &)l den




Thus,

1 — #6207 f(6)g(€ ~ &)
R §—26 & (&) -&)n

dg S Iz llgllze-

-

2
Ligxa

Now, we consider || > 1. For point (s1, s2) = (—1/2, —2), we decompose
the integration into two parts.
Case 1.1. O: |¢ — 28 — &2] 2 (&)V/2(¢ — &)V/2
Case 1.2. Qg |€ — 26 — €| < ()2 — )V/2,

For Case 1.1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

/ Xo, 1 — €280 f(g)g(e - &)
R (6)? £—26 -8 (&) VHE-&)

S IOzl fllzzllgle S 1F1l2llgll e

2
Ligsa

For Case 1.2, one has | — & | ~ [&1| ~ |€]2. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
one has

X, 1 — e€E26-8)  #(g)g(¢ — &)
‘/X|§|>>1/ 2626 -8 (&)Y &)2 drh(£) de

Xi<le2~ley Min{1, [€(€ — 26 — €2)[}
€ — 261 — &2

Xileofer min{L, [|€1]7 (€ — 261 — €2)]}
€ — 26 — &2

S [ 1FEllote — 0m©z

S 1 llz2llglle2 IRl g2

co T2
L€1 LE

Let y(€) = € —2& — €2, For 1 < |€]? ~ |&1], one has |dy(&)] ~ |(1 —2¢)d¢| ~
|€1[1/2|d€]. Thus,

. 1
Xi<le2fe,| min{1, [[€1]2 (€ — 261 — €2) mln{l &ly?}  dy

26— ¢ R
5 1
By duality one has
xop 1= e®C7070  f(€)g(€ -~ &)
/R <§2 £—26 — &2 <§1>71}2<£ — €1>171/2 & S Iflz2llgllze-
LI2§\>>1

For points (s, s+ 2),s > 2/3, we decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 2.1. Qq: |€ —2& — €2 2 |€).
Case 2.2. Qo |€ —2¢ — &2 < €%



For Case 2.1, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for s > 2/3, one has

542 1 — ¢i(E-20-¢) f(&)g(€ — &)
|<§> /XQ1 £—-26 -8 (&L)s€-&)s s 2,
£>1
| f( 51 llg(& — &)l
<
~ ' / e—ayr “L
< ' / (€)™ + (€ — &) )FEllgle — &) der
L2

S IO ezl Fllzzllglze S 1F 2Nl 2o

For Case 2.2, recall that we always assume |¢| > 1. Thus, [£ — & | ~
[&1] ~ [¢[*. Then,

s+2
<€1>§’§(2—51>5 ~ (TS, Vs>

By the same argument for Case 1.2, we obtain the control for this case.
Combining all these cases, we finish the proof of this lemma. O

w\w

By (2.2)—(2.4) and Theorems 1.1, 1.4 in [10], one has Theorem 1.1.

3 Multi-linear estimates in Bourgain space

In this section, our main result is:

Proposition 3.1. If there exists 1/2 < by < l~)1, 1/2 < by < 52 such that

luvwl] gy 51 S ullxsron 0llxsien [[wl xs00, (3.1)
||UU||X51,51—1 S lullxsion [[0]lysz ez (3.2)
||am(um||y52,52—1 S lullxsron [0l xsion (3.3)
102 (w0)ll oy 5,1 S Nullysas [V]lyszs (3.4)

then s1 > 0, max{—3/4,s1/2 — 11/8,s81 — 5/2} < s9 < min{4sy,s; + 1}.
Conwversely, if s1 > 0, max{~—3/4, 31/2—11[8, $1—5/2} < s9 < min{4sy, s1+
1}, there exists 1/2 < by < by, 1/2 < by < by such that (3.1)—(3.4) hold.

We will show (3.2)—(3.4) in Lemmas 3.2-3.4 respectively.
Lemma 3.2. If there exists by > 1/2, ba € R such that
luvl| xsr00-1 S llull xor01 [[0]lys22 s (3.5)

then sg > s1 — 5/2.

10



Let s1 > 0, so > —1. If there exists eg(s1,$2) > 0 such thatV 0 < £ < €,

[wvll sr.-1/24e S ullxsrarzre [0llysn/2+e, (3.6)

then sy > s1 — 2. Conversely, if so > s1 — 2, then there exists o(s1, s2) > 0
such that V 0 < € < €9, one has

vl xor.-1/242e S [l xorar2te [0llyon1/24e. (3.7)
Proof. By the definition of X®°, Y5 and duality, (3.5) is equivalent to

/ (6)°1 f(11,61)9(72,&2) (T, §)
bttt (E1)51(Ea)%2 (T + €)1 (12 — £3)P2 (1 + £2)1 0 (3.8)

S I lzzllgliezlbllpz, Y fr9,h > 0.

Let f(Ta 5) = X[72,2]2(T7 g)a g(Tag) = X[N,N+1] (g)X[O,l](T - 53)’ and h‘(Tag) =
X[N3—1ON2,N3+10N2](T)X[Nflo,N+1O} (€). Then, || fl[z2llgllzllPllze ~ N.

/ (6)°1 f(11,81)g9(72, E2) (T, )
by 6a=, (6 (€)1 + @) (e — D (7 + )1

1 —s2+s1—
2 N8231+3(1b)/R4 F(11,&0)g(72, &) dridradéydEy ~ N5 Fo1=3130,

T1

Thus, —s2 + s1 — 3 + 3b; < 1 which means so > s1 — 5/2.
For (3.6), it is equivalent to

/ () f(11,€1)9(12, &) (T, )
Sriéa=t, (Gr)* (Ea)52 (T + E])1/2He (my — E3)V/2He (7 + £2)1/2= (3.9)

To=T

T1

S I lz2llgliz2llpllzz, ¥ f,9.h 2 0.
Let f(7,€) = X[=10,1012(7,§), A(7, &) = X[n-10,N+10] (§) X[-100,100 (T + &%),
o) = [ 160k + 761 +6) dmde.
v 552[]\7 —1,N +1], |7+ €% < N, one has g(7,&) = N-L. Thus, ||g[/;2 =
N-1/2,

/ (€)™ f(71,61)9(72,€2) (7, €)
Ge=t (€)1 (Q) 2 (n + V2= (m — )72 + )12

T1+T2=T

R / T E)h(r + 72,6+ E2)g(m,€2) dridadéadey
R

~ N3173273/2735”g”%2

Z N2 275 g o~ NPV22 72058 £ o g 2| B o
(3.10)

11



Thus, so > s1 — 2.
(3.7) is equivalent to

/ () f(11,81)9(72, &) (T, )
S1H6=6 (£1)"1(&2)™ (11 + &1) /2 He(ry — )1/ (1 + £2)1/272 (317

T1+T2=T

S A llgllezllbll gz, Y f, 9,k = 0.

By Lemma 3.1 in [3], (3.11) holds for (s1,s2) = (0,—1). If (3.11) holds
for (s1,s2), then it also holds for (si,82), V §2 > so and (s1 + a, s2 + a),
V a > 0. By multi-interpolation, we only need to show the inequality for
(81, 82) = (1, —1).

We decompose the integration into two parts.
Case 1. Q: (&) < (&).
Case 2. Qy: (&) > (&).

For Case 1, the inequality reduces to (s1, s2) = (0, —1) which has been
shown in [3]. For Case 2, one has |&] ~ [¢| > max{1,|&1|}. Then,

(i +&) +(n-6) +(T+&) 216 - & - & ~ ¢,

If (74 &%) > [£]3, one has

/ X (&) (€1), (r+e2) 213 () [ (71, §1) g (72, §2) A (T, §)
e () (&)~ + ED)V/2He(my — £5)1/ 24 (7 + £2)1/27%

/ X\§|>><£1>|f|1/2+65f(71,51)9(72352)h(775)
brest (@)in )P - I

AN

T1+T2=T

Xjel(en) [€]'/25

(E)(m + &)/ (r = — (§ = &)3)1/2 e

AN

[fllz=llgll 2 Ml £

Xjel (e [€]1/2 5

(r+ € — (€ —&)) P

N

Ifllz2llgll =Ml 22

L:?ELé
Xle|s (e |12 6
(y)1/2+e|¢|

AN

I lz2llgll Wl L2 < W ez llgllz2 (IRl -
LEOL%/

If (r1 + &) 2 max{(r + &), [¢]°}, then
<7_1 +€%>1/2+6<T +§2>1/272e Z <T1 +£%>1/272€<T+£2>1/2+5‘

By the symmetry between £; and £, one has the result.
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If (2 — &) 2 [€, (T + &%) 2 [¢], one has

/ X(e)> (1), (r+€2)2 €] (ra—e3) 21612 (6) F (11, €1) 9 (72, E2) (T, €)
Gi+&a=¢,  (E1)(E2)~1(m + 1) 1/24e (g — £3)1/24e (1 4 £2)1/2-2¢

</ () f(11,&)9(72,&)h(T,§)
T Jate=t (€)(m + &)1/ +=

T1+T2=T

T1+T2=T

f(Tlaé-l)
S /R2 (&) (n _|_§%>1/2+5 drid&llgllpz (|l L2

S 2 llgllz2 Rl 2

If (2 — &) 2 1€, {7+ &%) < [¢], one has

/ X(6)(60) (r+€2) <€), (ra—e) 2l () F (11, €1) 9 (72, &2) (7, €)
Gtee=t (G)(&) M + )P — G)2T(r 4 €)1/

T1

</ X‘£|>><51>|§’1/2f(7'1751)9(7'2752)h(775)
~ 511&2:67 (1) (1 + EYV/2Fe(r  £2)1/2+¢

T1+T2=T

/2
Xjgi~eal 18]
S h
~ <7_ I (5 _ ‘52)2>1/2+6<7_ + §2>1/2+€ _ , ||f||L2||g||L2H ||L2
L L2
/2
Xiglveal €2l

N 1 z2llgll 2[Rl 22
TN - (€))L

( ( )?) i

< Xiea|1 €2/

_— <
6|12 () /2F Iz Mgl 2l 2 < W A1 ez gl 1Al -

2
LEL?

We finish the proof of this lemma. ]
Lemma 3.3. Let s; > 0. If there exists by > 1/2, by € R such that
102 (u0)[lysaba-1 S llwll xoron [[V]] o100 (3.12)

then so < min{4sy,s1+1}. Conversely, if sy < min{4sy, s1+1}, there exists
eo(s1,82) > 0 such that ¥V 0 < € < g9, one has

10 (uD) ly sz, -172+2 S [lull xoraszse |Vl xsp124e- (3.13)
Proof. By the definition of X*° Y*" and duality, (3.12) is equivalent to

/ €1(€)* f (11, &1)9(72, E2) R (T, §)
Gtea=6 (£1)*1 (&)™ (1 + £F) 01 (72 — E5)1 (r — €3) 171

S W lle2ligllzalllzz, Y f,g9,h = 0.

T1
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Let f(7,€) = X—10102(7,€), 9(1,€) = Xv-10,5+10](§)X[-100,100 (T — &2),
h = fxg. Then,

/ [€1€6)*2 f (11, §1)g(72, 2) (7, §)
§14€=¢ (£1)%1(&2) " (11 + €)01 (12 — £3)01 (7 — €3) 170

T1+T2=T
Ol P CNAVCSATICRS
T1+T2=T

E1+82=¢
o N2

Since ||k ;2 = N~Y2 and ||f||z2 ~ |lgllz2 ~ 1, we obtain
Nozms1 2830 ||| 2, 2 N2t 32 £ g [ 2

Thus, so < s1 + 1.
Let f(7,€) = X[(—N24N)/2—10N—1 (N2 /241081 (E) X[-10,10) (T + €2),

9(7. &) = x[- 100,100](7'—52)X[(N2+N)/2 10N-1,(N24N) /24108-1)(§), b= [ x g.
For [¢ — N| < N71 |7 — €2 — N2%¢| < 1, one has

h(r,§) 2 N~%.
Thus, ||h||2 = N=3/2. On the support of h(r,¢), one has(t — £3) < N

I 1(€)° (1, €0)9(m2, ) (7, €)
1= )7 (&) (1 + 8 (m — )P (r — E)1 0

T1+T2=T7T
> Nitse—dsn=(1-b) / J(11,&1)9(72,§2) (T, §)
&1+&2=¢,
T1+T2=T

~ NS 2,

2 NS | o~ N2 £ g o[ 2

Thus, so < 4s7 since by > 1/2.

If (3.13) holds for (si,s2), then it also holds for (si1,32), V §2 < s9 and
(s1+a,s2 4+ a), ¥V a> 0. By multi-interpolation, we only need to show the
inequality for (si,s2) = (0,—0) and (1/3,4/3 — §) where 0 < § < 1.

For (s1,s2) = (0,—6), (3.13) is equivalent to

/ 11 f (m1,61)9(m2,62)R(T, &)
S1462=¢, (€)0(r + E2)1/2He (1, — E2)1/2He (7 — €8)1/2-2

T1+T2=T

S A zzllgllez bl gz, Y frg9,h 2 0.
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For [¢] <1, one has

/ Xjel<1 €1 f (71, €1)g(72, E2) A (T, §)
E1+E2=¢, <f>5<71 + §%>1/2+5<72 _ €%>1/2+5<7- _ §3>1/2—25

T1+T2=T

J(11,&1)9(72,§2)h(T, )
=

tast (n+ ) P2 (n — )77

T1

SIFH @O/ T + )2 s 1F o, €/ = )125) 1 IRl 12
S ez llgllz 1Al 2

If |€] > 1 and max{(m +§%>, (19 —§§>, <T—§3>} pe |§]27 then for e < 6/4, we
have

€
(€ (1 + €)1/, — )T (r — )T

< X1 ({m + EYV2HE 4 (r — €3)2H0 4+ (r — £3)1/2)
N (11 + EOV/24e(1y — €2)1/2+e (7 — €3)1/24¢

By Strichartz estimate, we obtain the result.
If [¢] > 1 and max{(r + &%), (12 — €3), (1 — £3)} < |¢]?, one has

€161 — &2+ €3] = |€f — & + &%) S max{(n +&7), (2 — &), (T — &)} < [¢]*.

Thus, |& — & + €2 < |€] which means |£1] ~ |&] ~ [€]?. For € < §/6, one
has

/ X[ 1 max{ (r1 +€2), (ra—€2)(r—e3) 1< Je 2 |1 (71, §1) g (72, £2) (7, €)
51152:5, (€Yo (m + §%>1/2+5<7—2 _ §§>1/2+5(7 _ 53)1/2_25
T1+T2=T

< / Xmax{1j¢1—&a+€2 < |1 OT0 f (71, €0) (72, E2) (7, €)
~ e veo=e, (r + §%>1/2+5<7-2 _ §§>1/2+a<7. _ £3>1/2+5

T1+T2=T
5/ frs&)llg(r =1, € = &) Iz, dmdéy
R2 >

€11 A0F0) 2 x 1,261 e+ €2 1<
(T — 71— (€ — £1)2)1/2+e (7 — g3)1/24¢

oo 2
LT17§1 LT»E

1-6+6 2
< |1 P a1 ey < el Il oo
M IEGEE R R CRE I
2|06 25 15
< R £z lgl z2 kel 2 S 1 fzellglzz Al e
R

oo 71,2
L€1 L;

For (s1,s2) = (1/3,4/3 = §), if (£)* < (&1)(&3), one can reduce this case
to (s1,52) = (0, —6). Thus, we only consider the case (£)* > (£1)(£2). Thus,

15



€] > max{1, |&|'/2}.
max{(; +&7), (2 — &), (1 — )} 2 [€][2& — £+ &3] ~ [¢°.
If (1 — &) = max{(r; + &), (12 — &3), (7 — &3)}, one has

" el()/s-? !
(©)F>(61)(2) (EVVB(Ea)1/3 (1) + E2)1/2+e (1 — €2)1/2Fe (7 — £3)1/2-2¢
|§’1/2—5+6e

N Xlgl>max{1,|&1|1/2} (11 + E2)1/2+e () — £2)1/2+e”

For £ < /6, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one can control this part by
|1/2-5+62

X|¢|>max{1,|&|1/2 €
' omaxiLa ) £ 112 N9l 21l Rl 2

(o + (T — o — (€= &)1/

L?'?nglle
1/2—6+6
e 112 lgll e 1l 2
& € ||
1/2—6+6¢
Xjeps1/€]
S | Mg 12z llglz2l1A

LgoLg
S A lezllglzz ]l -
If (r1 +&F) = max{(r1 +&1), (2 — &3), (7 — &%)}, one has

€1(e)* /50 1
X(€)1>(&1)(&2) (E)V/3(Ea)1/3 (1) + E2)1/2+e (y — €2)1/2Fe (7 — £3)1/2-2¢
S €l(e)**° L
X @I TS (G)ITE (1)  e2) 32y — )L/ (r — 3)1/2
|£|1/2—6+65

N X|¢|>>max{1,¢1]1/2} (1o — E2)1/24e (7 — €3)1/24¢"

Let y(§) = & — 1 — (£ = &)*. Then, |dy| = [(3¢? — 2(¢ — &))d¢] ~ [&]?|d€|
since €] > max{1,|&|"?}. Let £(y) be the inverse function of y(¢). By

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one can control this part by
1/2—6+6
Xjefsmax{ e /2|67

<7_ - (§ _ 51)2>1/2+5<T — £3>1/2+a HfHLZHQHLQHhHLQ

71,61 7&,T
—0
< |Hmaep a2
B EGREE CEIC R P
1/2—5+6e
< mw»ﬁg” 17112 gl 1Al 2
(y) 31 Lr2

S 1 llz2llgllz2 Rl 2
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Due to the symmtry between & and £», the same argument works when
(1o — €3) = max{({m + &), (r2 — &3), (1 — &€3)}. We finish the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. If there exists 1/2 < b < b such that

100 (uo)llysi-1 S Nullyssl[vllyse (3.14)

then s > —3/4, b < 3/4 + s/3. Conversely, if s > —3/4, 1/2 < b <
min{3/4 + s/3,3/4}, then there exists b > b such that (3.14) holds.

Proof. (3.14) is equivalent to

/ E1E° f (11, €0)9(m2, &) M(T,€)
SH0=6 (6)%(&) (11 — )2 — E3)P(1 — €)1
S Wflz2llgllz2llpllz2, ¥ f,9,h > 0.
Let f(7,€) = X(v—an-1/2, npan-1/21(E)X[-2.2/ (T =€), 9(7,€) = X[~ 100,100 (T —

Xy _1on-12 8 10n-1/2(6), h = fxg. For & € 2N —N~Y2 2N 4 N~1/2),
|7 — &3/4] < 1, one has h(T,£) 2> N—1/2_ Thus, A2 = N—3/4. Since

/ €1€6)° f (1, €1)g(2, §2) A (T, §) )
Q=6 (6)%(&) (11 — )2 — E3)b(7 — €)1

2 NG ~ NZER f Y 2 g 2 A e

we obtain b < b < 3/4 + s/3.

By multi-linear interpolation, we only need to consider the case s = 0,
1/2<b<3/4and 0 < s+3/4<1,1/2<b<3/4+ s/3. By Theorem 2.2
in [9], (3.14) holds in such region. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For (3.1), one needs s; > 0. For (3.2), by the
proof of Lemma 3.2, one needs sy > s1 — 5/2, 1 — s9 — 3bg — 1/2 < 0.
For (3.3), by Lemmas 3.3, 3.4, one needs so < max{4si,s; + 1}. For (3.4),
one needs sy > —3/4, by < 3/4 + s9/3. Thus, so > s1 — 3be — 1/2 >
s1—3(3/4+ s2/3) — 1/2 which means sy > s1/2 — 11/8.

Combining Lemmas 3.2-3.3, we have (3.1)~(3.4) for some 1/2 < by < by,
1/2 < by < by when s; > 0, max{—3/4,s1 — 2} < sy < min{4sy,s; + 1}.
For s; > 0, max{—3/4,51/2 —11/8,s1 —5/2} < s < s; — 2, one has (3.3)
with by < 1, by > 1/2. By choosing by = min{3/4 + s/3,3/4} — & for some
0 < d < 1, we have (3.4) by Lemma 3.4 and (3.2) by slightly modifying the
proof of Lemma 3.2. We finish the proof of this lemma. O

By Proposition 3.1, we have

Proposition 3.5. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H*' x H®? where

s1 >0, max{—3/4,s1/2—11/8,s1 —5/2} < so < min{4sy, s; + 1}.
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4 Borderline cases by using U? — VV? spaces

To manipulate the borderline cases, we need the UP, VP spaces which
were introduced in [12]. Most of the materials can be found in [6]. For
reader’s convenience, we include the definitions and basic properties here.

4.1 UP — VP spaces

Definition 4.1 (Definition 2.1, 2.3 in [0]). Let Z be the set of finite par-
titions —0o =ty < t; < -+ <tg =o00. 1 < p <oo. For {t,ul, C Z
and {cZ)k}kK:_Ol C L? with Zf:iol orll72 =1 and ¢o = 0, we call the function
a:R — L? given by a = Zszl Xitr_1,tx)Pk—1 @ UP-atom. Define the atomic
space

UP:=<Su= Z)\jaj :a; UP-atom, \; € C such that Z |Aj] < o0

j=1 =1
with norm
o0 [e.e]
llu|lge := inf Z Al u= Z)\jaj, A € C,ajis UP-atom p . (4.1)
j=1 j=1

Let 1 < p < oo, the space VP is defined as the normed space of all functions
v:R — L? such that v(—o0) := limy_, oo v(t) exists and for which the norm

K 1/p
[v[lve :==  sup <Z||U(tk)—v(tk—1)llig>

{tx }1}6(:0 €Z \g=1

is finite, where we use the convention v(co) = 0. Let VE”TC denote allv € VP
which are right-continuous and v(—o0) = 0.

Proposition 4.2 (Basic properties, Proposition 2.2-2.5 and Corollary 2.6
in [6]). Let 1 <p < ¢ < 0.

(i) UP, VP are Banach spaces. V¥ . is a closed subspace of V'P.

;re
(i) The embedding UP C V¥ . C L>(R, L?) is continuous.
(iii) The embedding V?* . C U is continuous.

Proposition 4.3 (Proposition 2.7 in [6]). Let 1 < p < co. For u € UP and
ve VP and a partition t .= {tk}i{:o € Z, we define

K

Bi(u,v) = Z(U(tk—l)>v(tk) — v(tk-1))-

k=1
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(-,) denotes the L? inner product. There is a unique number B(u,v) with
the property that for all € > 0 there exists t € Z such that for every t Dt it
holds that

| By (u,v) — B(u,v)| < ¢,

and the associated bilinear form
B:UP x VP : (u,v) — B(u,v)

satisfies the estimate

[ B(u, v)| < [lulloe|[vlly-
Theorem 4.4 (Theorem 2.8 in [0]). Let 1 < p < co. We have

oy =vr
in the sense that
T:VV — (UP)*, T(v)(u) = B(u,v)
s an isometric isomorphism.
For a real-valued function h : R — R, we define
lullgy == e ™2 u@)lgn,  ullys = e~ ™0 u(e) .

Let Qn,<r = ﬁT_,g‘P((T —&)/L)Ft 2 Qu>r =1 — Qu<r-
Lemma 4.5 (Corollary 2.15 in [6]). We have
1Qusrullzz, S L ullye,

1Qn<rullvy S llullve, [[Qr>cullve < llullye,
1@n,<rullvy S llullyr, N@n>rullyr S lullyr-

In this paper, we define

[flloz == IS(=)f Olloe, [ fllgz = [EK(=)f(E)llor

and similarly for V& VZ. Also, let Q*;L = ﬁ;ggoL((T + &) Fw, Q%) =
I_Qiu IS(L — 9;§IQPL((T_£3))L¢WC’ QI;L = I—QIS(L. In Subsection 4.3,
we also use Qiz and Qi2 to denote ﬁfgch((T + A2))Ftp and T — Q‘zz‘

respectively. Replacing ¢y, with ¢, we define Qf, QIL( , Qi”\ similarly.
We have the following transversal estimates.
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Lemma 4.6. For N > 1, we have
1Py (wri2) gz, S N7Y2 gz [luz - (4.2)
For Ny > N3, we have
| P uPryoll 2 S Nyl olls - (4.3)
For N1 < N2, we have
1Px, uPr,ll 2 S Ny Hlullyz o]l - (4.4)

4.2 The case s; > 0,55 = min{4sy, s; + 1}

Let T > 0, ¢ > 0. We denote the indicator of set [0,7] C R; by xr.
Then We define ||ul|xs := ||J5u||U§.

ullxs =T lullxs, [[vllyg = [T vllv2 + [Prollzzrge-

Also, we define |Ju|| zs = ||JSuHVSQ, lvl|ys = ||J5v|\U§(. We consider the
linear and multi-linear estimates in X7, Y.

Lemma 4.7. Let s e R, ¢ > 0. ThenV T > 0, one has
1X[0.00) (DS (D)uollxcz . = T~ ol s, 1[X[0.00) (VK (D)vollvz S (1) [[vo| -
Proof. By maximal function estimate, one has

1P x(0,00) () K (B)voll 12250 S (T2 Prooll 2 S (1) v e
It is easy to conclude the proof of this lemma by the definition of U2, V2. O

Lemma 4.8. Let s9 > 51 >0,e>0. VT >0 one has
ot el s, S T2 %l ol ol
and
HM(XTUU)”X;}T S TlS/lGHUHXES}T””HYTS?‘

Proof. By duality, we only need to show

T —
// wowf dtdx
R JO

T
// uvw dtdx
R JO

< T2 ull o ol o, loll o, 1L

< T ) o oy ol
e, T T
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By Holder inequality, fractional Leibniz rule, one has

/ wowf dx
R

< [[J* (wow)|l ass 177 fl

S I ullpall T ol pall T wll a7 fll s

By Holder inequality, U g — Vg — U g — L8L1, we have

T -
/ / uvwf ditdx
RJO

ST ull g pa 1T 0l s 1o 1T wll g pa T~ £l s s

S T2 ullz |7 ollgz 1% w2 1T f vz

= T2l oy [oll e Ml xcon IF L=

Similar to the former argument,

/ uvy dx
R

< 7 (uav) [l e |~ wall 17

S T uall pesr | 720l s | T~ uell o7

By Holder inequality and V2 < US < L8 U2 < V2 < U2 < L3217

t, x>
one has
T
/ / wi dtde
R JO

ST ll oy 720l g 1wl oo

ST bl g rorell T2 0l g (I 0l g prove

S TR ullgg 1720y 1T wlvg

< T ul] oy ol oo

e, T T

We finish the proof of this lemma. -

Lemma 4.9. Let 0 <T <1, 51 > —1/4, s9 > 0.
||%(XTP1(W7))||L3L39 S T1/2+2€||UHX;1THUHX:’}T,

| B0 P (o) zpse < T lullyzs lollyz2.

Proof. By maximal function estimate and transversal estimates (lem 4.6) ,
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one has

1 (xr Pr(uv)) | 2 oo

< ||P§1UP5177||L§L1T + Z HPNUPNNT)”L%L'}
N>1
S TP IPsulog|Partllog + > TN Paulugl| Ponollog
N>1
S T1/2+25HJ_51P§1UHX:71THJ_SIPSﬂ_}HX:}T
+ 30 TYRREN T Py o 1775 Pantl o
N>1 | |
STV ul oy olloy, + T2 7 N7 P o [[Pond oy
N>1

< 1/242¢ .
ST HU||XSS}THUHX§,1T'

Similarly, one has

1B (xr Pr(uv))ll e rge S lullpz rallvllzz ra

2/3 1/3 2/3 1/3
STONul3s ull e o lol75” ol 2

ST ullya [ollyz2-

We finish the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < T < 1, Ni,Ng, N3 > 2, Npax := maX{Nl,NQ,Ng}.
Then for s > 0, we have

T
[ [ outprupso)Prgw dtda| TNl ol o
R JO

max

Proof. By replacing u, v, w to x(o,)(t)u, xj0,1)(t)v, Xjo,r)(t)w, we can as-
sume that u, v, w are supported on [0,7] x R. Firstly, by Holder, Bernstein
inequalities, we have

T
// ax(PNluP]\@U)PN?)’LD dtdx
RJO

S TPy ull e s | Payvll pge s | Prswl| pge s (4.5)

S TN&@HJSU”Lg%g [T 0| ooz | wl[ Lo L2

S TNadlullyz [ollvzlwlly -
By Lemma 4.5, we have ||QI>(LfHLg s L_1/2||f”\/13~ Since

€0 + & — & = | — 3616¢| > BN NaN3/8,
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by choosing L = N1 NyoN3/8, we have

/2 8x(Q§LPN1UQ§LPNQU)PN3@ dtdz| = 0.
R —_=

By Lemma 4.5 and Hoélder inequality, we have

/2 8z(QI>(LPN1UPNQU)PN3w dtdx
R

K
<@ Prullpz 1PNyl Lo 10 Prgwl| pa oo
_ 3/4
< (N1N2N3) 1/2IIPN1U\Iv§T1/4||PN2U||v,3N3/ | Pnswlga
4 ar—1/4
S TYANG Y [ullvg vl v llw]] g —s

max

Similarly, we have

/2 |PN1UQI>(LPN2’L)8;BPN37IJ| + ‘PNIUPNQU&EPNSQI;LQU’ dtdx
R
S TYANG Y ullvg ol llwl] g~

max

By Holder inequality, we have

/2 am(Ql;LPNlqu;LPNQ’U)PN:,)U_) dtdx
R
<NQEL PN ull 2 1QEL PNl 2 100 Py wlles,

_ 3/2
S (N1NoNg) [ Pryullyz [ Py vllya N5 2| Pyl e

S Noad llullvg [ollvg o]l y s

max

We can control other terms similarly. Thus,

T
// 81(PN1uPN2v)PN3u‘J dtdx
RJO

S (TNl + Nl llullvg ol vz llwll g

max max

By interpolation with (4.5), we have

T
// 8$(PN1uPN2v)PN31I) dtdx
R JO

S (TN + Nl (N2 Nl v ol vz o)y

max max

0 NT— d
S TN 5 lullvglollvg ]y -

By choosing § = 1/4, we conclude the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let 0 < T <1, s > 0. Then,

1B0crun)lly, < T lullvgllvllv.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.9 and duality, we only need to prove

T
// Oz (uv)w dtdx
R Jo

By triangle inequality, one has

T
// Oz (uv)w dtdx
R Jo

T
D> / / P, uPp,v0, Py, @ dtdx
N1,No>2,N3>1 /R0

STV ullyg ol vgllwl] g

T T
+ / / 8I(P1uv)w dtdzx| + / / 893(([ — Pl)lelvg)T}g dtdx| .
R JO RJO
It is easy to control when N3 = 1. If N; = 1, we have
T
/ / Oz (Pruv)w dtdx
R J0O

< I Prallpz e 175l 1222 1Bl e 1.2
ST ullyg |70l 1T *wllys
ST ullygllolg ol —.

It is similar when No = 1. Thus, we assume N, No, N3 > 2. By Lemma
4.10, we have

D

N1,N3,N3>2

> TNl
Ni,N2,N32>2

T
// PNIUPNQ’U&EP]\@@ dtdx
R JO

N

S TYY[ullvg ol llwl]y—s-
Since we assume 1" < 1, the proof is completed. ]

Lemma 4.12. Let 0 < T < 1, Ny, Ny, N3 > 1. If N3 < 1 or N3 > N}/,
one has

T
| [ 0xPrupno)Payo dtda| < N5 ulz ol fwlz- (40
R JO
1/2
If N3 < N;'", one has
T
/R /0 O (P uPyy0) Py dtda| S Ny ullge oz ol . (A7)

If N3 ~ Nll/2 > 1, one has

T
/R/O (9m(PN1uPN2T})PN3NN11/2u_) dtdx

ST ulgellollzlwlys - (48)
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Proof. By replacing uy, uz, v to xjo,r)(t)u1, Xjo,r)(t)u2, X[o,1)(t)v, we can
assume that ui, ug, v are supported on [0, 7] x R. It is easy to obtain the
estimate when N3 < 1. Thus, we assume N3 > 1. By Lemma 4.5, we have

IQEL Az, S L7201 fllvz, 1QSLf ez, S L7210 fllve-

If N3 > N11 / 2, by choosing L = cNg’ for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0,
we have

] 02 (Pn, Q2 LuPn, QS v) Py, Q% w dtdx = 0.
. < <

By Hélder inequality, (4.4), and Lemma 4.5, we have

' / ) 9.:(Q% | Pn,uPn,T) P, @ dtdx
R

S _ _
< Q3 pPnyullrz 1PN, 00: Prywll 2
—3/2 _ —-3/2
SNy 1Py ullye N3 I Py oll 2 1100 Prgwll gz S Ny / lullpzllvllpz lwllyz -

By Hoélder inequality and (4.2), we have

ax(PNl ’LLPNZE)PNSQK7>L’LU dtdz

RQ
< [P, (Py,uPr,®) 319 Py @S pwll 2. < N3 lullpz oz ool -

If N3 <« N11/2, then we have Ny ~ Ni. By choosing L. = ¢N3N; for some
sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we have

/ ] 0a(Pn, Q2 LuPn, QS v) Py, Q% w dtdx = 0.
i < <

By Lemma 4.5, (4.3) and Holder inequality, we have

/2 ax(QiLPNlupNQE)PN3w dtdx
R

S _ _
< Q3 pPnyullrz 1PN, 00: Pyl

_ 1/2
< NUUNG 2 [Py ull s 1 Pag vl | Pl e -

By Holder inequality and Lemma 4.5, we have

8:,3(PN1 uPNQ'L_))PN3 Qi{Lw dtdx
R2

— K —
< (1PN (Prvy uPny )22 102 P @5 pwllzz S Ny

Y2 g2 ol w2 -
S S K

For Ny ~ Ny ~ N;, we claim that for any ¢ > 0

t [
/ / 0u(Pny S() fPn, SE)g) Py, a2 K (E)h dt'da
R JO

| (4.9)
S F N2 lgllzz ] 22
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In fact, following the argument for proving (2.4), proving (4.9) reduces to
proving

/ |1 — €20y e jony >
& —2& — &2
<2 fll g2 gl g2 ||| 2

|f(€1)9(€ = £1)R(E)| d&rdg

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

|f(§1)g(& — &)R(E)] d&rdE

X1<le2fer) Min{1, 1[E(€ — 261 — €2)[}
€ — 26 — &2

Xi1<léf2m)er min{ L, 1€ |12 |€ — 26, — €2}
1€ —2& — &2

. Coe. 42
/ |1 — 2 N e o1
2 € — 26 — &2

</ Wl ~ el

2
L

S 1 z2llgllz2 1Al 2

co T2
L51 LE

S 2012 gl 2 1Rl -

Then for u = Zj Xz, (1)S(t) fi, v = Zj ij(t)s(t)gj, w = Zj ij(t)K(t)hjv
by (4.9) we have

T
/ On(PnyuPNy D) Py 1o dide
1

<2

L] PSP S000 Py, g KO di'de
1; ﬁlkﬁfl

7.kl
<SSR ARl e el 2 Il e S TV 5z llgilliz e g i
J J J
j7k7l
By the definition of UZ, U2, we obtain (4.8). O

Lemma 4.13. Let 0 < T < 1, s1 > 0, so = min{4s,s1 + 1}.
_ 2
1B0cru)lyze < T ull o ol

Proof. By Lemma 4.9 and duality, we only need to prove

T =) 7w dide <l lollpz ol

Let Npax, Nmeda be the maximal, medium among Nj, No, N3. By triangle
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inequality, one has

J ] ) 2w dtdx

<

Nl,NQoONg or N3<1

o

N1~N2>1

/ / (P, J ' uPy,J °10) Py, J*2w dtdx

// On (P, T uPy, I 0)Py 1y 0 dide]

By Lemma 4.12 and s = min{4s;, s; + 1}, we have

J %) 2w ditdx

S Z N3 1Py Tl gz | Py T~ 0z [ Py 22wl
Ni,N2»=N2 or N3<l,
Nmax"Nmed
Y TPy e [P T ol Tl
Ni~No>1
-1 _ —
< S NTENTNG | P ulge | Pl | Pl

N1,N2»=N2 or N3<1,

max™4{V¥med

YL NN N Pl Pl g
Ni~N2>1
S IPvullz vzl Prollz vz lwlez
< Tullgz lollz el -
We finish the proof of this lemma. ]
Combining Lemmas 4.7, 4.8, 4.11, 4.13, we have

Proposition 4.14. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H%* x H2 for s1 > 0,89 =
min{4sy,s; + 1}.

Proof. For T > 0, consider the mapping

[ X[0,00) (1) S (t)ug — i/ (x7(uv + |ul*u))
T <U> "~ (X[o,oo)(t)K(t)Uo + B(xr(|ul]® - 02/2))> '

For some sufficiently large Cy,C; > 0 (independent to T'), we define
D= {(u,v) € X2y x Y7 ¢ lull o < CiT75 [[u]lyze < Cao}

By Lemmas 4.7, 4.8, 4.11, 4.13, we obtain that 7 is a contraction map-
ping from D to D for sufficiently small 7' > 0. By standard argument, we
conclude the proof. O
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4.3 The case sy = —3/4, 0< s, <5/4
We need scaling. Following the argument in [5], we consider the system
10¢u + AOgpt = Auv + /\_1\u]2u,

OV + gzt + V00 = Oy (|ul?), (4.10)
(u,v)|t=0 = (uo,v0) € H** x H™.

We assume that [[vg||gs: < 1,0 < A < 1. Let

¢
Salt) = N, (D) = [ Sae - Of) dt.
0
Define
lull g = 11667 + A% 0l €)1z o wllyona = INLYIQE Prvulls, llig e
and
[ollr == [ Prollz e + [[P>10lly-s/a1/21

Let Fr be the space F restricted on [0, 7.
Lemma 4.15. Let 0 <s<5/4. b>1/2,0<A<1,0<T < 1.

HUP>IU||5(§JJ—1 S Ail/z”“”;”(;,bH”HY*3/4,1/2,1‘

Proof. By duality, we only need to show

/ uPsvw dtdx
RQ

= L ey ey

By the argument for Lemma 3.4 (a) in [5], we only need to prove

2.

N1 No~N

< Nl o lolly -5/ el e

/ Py, uPn,vPyw dtdx
R2

By modulation decomposition, one has

Z ’/RQ PNIUPNQUPNU) dtdz
N1 No~N

S\ K S
Y ' / QP uQ, PyyvQp Pyw dide
Ni<Na~N /R
L17L27L

Let Lyax = max{Li, Ly, L}. Note that Ly > N3 Let 0 < e < 1. If
L1 = Lpax, we have

/2 Q%lAPMUQﬁPNQUQ%APNw dtdz
R

S\ K S
< 1@ Py ull sz QK PryvQ5™ Pyvul

_ S S,
< Ny H(LaD)PIQE Pryullz 1QF, Pvllre Q7 Prwlpz -
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Then for —5/24+e¢+ s+ 3/4 <0 (s < 7/4) one has

> | @i Pt @ P dus
R

N1 No~N
Ly=Lmax,L2,L3

—1+e—3/2+ 1/2
Do Ny T g Ly 1QF, Prooll 2wl g s
N22>2,Lo

= [ T ey ey

If L = Lyax, we have

R

S\ K S,A
S Q7 PyiuQE, Pyl Q7 Pywllpz
S Ny N(LiLe) V2| QF Py ull g2 |QF, Pvvllz, 1Q7 Prvw|
~ Ly P NUILE NI L, PN VIIL2 N ENWILE -

Thus for (—1/4+¢)+3(b+e—1)+ s <0 (s < 7/4) we have

'/ QLl PNlqugpNQUQi’)\PNw dtdx

N1<<N2NN
—mexaLlaLQ

3 S,A
< S NI s ol -sran s | Q5 P
LZN3

Sl g llolly—ssaasaa 0] g oo

If Ly = L.y, we have

’/ Q PNluQLQPszQL PNw dtdz

< 1105 PruQE Pywllyz QK Prvl 2
S, S,A
< ON) (LD Q5 Py ull 3 11QE, Paollzz 105 Pyl

Thus for —1/2 4+ ¢+ s+ 3(b—1) < —3/4 one has

‘/ Q PNIUQLQP]\@UQL APyw dtdz

N1<<N2~N
Lo= LmaX7L17
— b—1/2 K
< D0 AN TN LTl e |QE, Proollng el g oas
Ly> N3
S A_l/QHUH)z;bHU||Y—3/4,1/2,1 [l g o1

Since one can choose ¢ sufficiently small, thus we can obtain the desired
inequality when s < 5/4. O

29



For other terms, the estimates in [5] are also effective here. Thus we
obtain

Proposition 4.16. Let s = —3/4, 0 < s1 < 5/4. Given (up,vg) €
H*®' x H®2 with ||vo|lgs2 < 1, then the equation (4.10) has a unique so-
lution (u,v) € X’f\lj’f) X Fr.

By rescaling we obtain the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) with 0 <
s1 < 5/4, s = —3/4.

5 Other regions by using normal form argument

For other regions, the main problem comes from high modulation. Thus
we use normal form argument which is a powerful tool to control the high
modulation cases.

5.1 Upper region

In this subsection, we show the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) in H*' x
H#%2 4/3 < 51 + 1 < s9 < max{4sy, s1 + 2}.

The main problem comes from the term d,(|u|?). Thus we use normal
form argument to separate the high modulation part from this term. The
integral equation of v is

v(t) = K(t)vo + B(|ul?)(t) — B(v*)(t)/2.

Then,

B(ul’)(t) = > B(Py(Py,uPy,u))
N1,N2,N
= Y. B(Pn(PvuPn,i)+ Y B(Pn(Py,uPy,i))
Ni~No~N2 Ny»N?2

:= R(u)(t) + N(u)(t).

Define bilinear operator Tj; and % by

mﬁwwﬂ%%L%%M@®mw@wQ

B (,0)(2) &4([@ /M§&t£M%@M%>
where £, =& — & and (Y1 =

Yy (§0)Yn (€) 5)
(g 51 1/2 NZN2 51 + §2
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Integrating by parts and using the system (S-KdV), we have
N (u)

- (%1)1/2%1 /IR /0 e DN (©UN, (61)

N1 N2
deit' (€€ +(&-€)%)

d
E-gra-om
= — 0, T (u, ) + OpTas (g, uo) — 1B (uv + |ulu, @) + iB(u, uv + |ul?u).

. eitlé%ﬁ(t17 él)eiitl(glfg)z/a(t/’ 51 — g)

Let

B(ug) := —0;Tar(ug, up), Clu,v)(t) :=i%B(u,uv) — iB(uv,u),

D(u)(t) := i%B(u, |u|*a) — iB(|ju*u, @)
and w(t,z) = v(t,x) — B(u(t)) + B(up). Now system for (u,w) is
{u(t) = S(t)ug — ief (uv + |ul?u)(t), 51)
w(t) = K(t)vo + D(u)(t) + R(u)(t) + C(u,v)(t) — B(v?/2)(t). ‘

We use the following work spaces to solve (u, w).
lullxzn = 1T ullyz s wllyze = llwlloqoryas) + lwllz e

where U, 52’,T is the space UZ restricted on [0,T]. To establish the local well-
posedness, we need the following classical estimates.

Lemma 5.1 ([3]). [|S(t)uol|z2 = ||uo||z2. For s > 1/2, we have
1S @)uoll 2 g S ()2 luollsr--

Also, |[K(t)vollrz = [lvollr2, [|0:K (H)vollpeer2 S llvollp2. For s > 3/4, we
have

1K (H)voll L2 Lee S (T2 (wollars-
By duality and Christ-Kiselev lemma, one has the following lemma.
Lemma 5.2 ([13]). For s> 3/4, T > 0, we have
12Dl ogopms SI iz 1B ez S TNz
We also need the following Leibniz-type estimate.

Lemma 5.3 (Theorem 4 in [2]). Let D* := FY¢|5.7, J* == F )57,
Fors > 0,1 < qi,m1,q2,72 < 00, 1/qn +1/qa = 1/q, 1/r1 + 1/re = 1/7,
1 <q,r < o0, we have

1D (o)l g S 1Dl s pan[oll prz po= + 1Dl pra g ([l g2 o2

172 (o)l py e S N %ull pra o [|oll ra paz 4+ 0] pra o [l g2 o
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5.1.1 Multi-linear estimates

Firstly, we show the control of boundary term.

Lemma 5.4. Let s1 > 0, s2 < s1+ 2, s2 < 2s1 +3/2. Then ||B(uo)||ms2 <
o771 -

Proof. By the definition of B(ug), we have

Bl ~ (67 3 [ O a6)iote - o) de

Ny»N2 Lg

Since N1 = N2, we have |[¢2 + & — 2¢| ~ max{Ny, N?} for [£],|&] in the
support of ¥, ¥, . Thus, we have

N*2
2 ), mffjf{(f,)f%ff” a0 (&) [0 (¢ — )| d&

N1$N2 1.2
S

1B (uo)||zr=2 S

< / ()20 (€)lo(&r — €)] dés
R

2
L&

~ 17~ (laao )P o2

Then, by the Sobolev multiply estimate ([14], page 855), for s1 > 0, s9—2 <
s1, S2 — 2 < 2s1 — 1/2, we have || B(uo) | ms2 < |Juol|%e, - O

Lemma 5.5. Let s >3/4, 0 <T < 1. Then,
12 (vive)llys S T2 o1l vz v
Lemma 5.6. [|B(u(t))|rzre < llullfs po0-

Proof. By the definition of B(u(t)), we have

| B(u(t)) ()] ~

[, .2

Y,z

/ Z 2 ¢N1 (&) eiz—y)&i+i(z—2)¢ d&dédydz|.
REL& Ny=N2 ¢ +£_ 2%

Denote

le‘El)zz Vé1t+i(x—2)E
[, X Epepee e da

€1,6 NywN2
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by ®(z — y,x — z). We will show that there exists hy,hy € L' such that
|P(z,y)| < hi(z)ha(y). Assume this. Then one has

IBu(t)llrzre S /2 [ut, y)llzge lult, 2) || e ha (2 — y)ha(x — 2) dydz

Y,z L%
N !U(@Z)HL;”/ lu(t, y)llgeha(z —y) dy||  [|h2]l11
R, 12
S lullszg | [ Tt o)lzha(z =) dy| s
Ry L1
Sl ol lullZa poo -
Now, we estimate @(z,y). If \x| > 1, we have
§vn, (§1) ;
b(x,y) = / Z SDo T SU GnS e e g
RglgNwNQ 3 +f 26
YN (§1)> ey i
Z 92 (1 e TEHIVE ge e
&1 2
RE\ ¢ NyN? G20

Thus,

déde < x72
. /R? Z max{N2 N }N12X|§1\SN1 §d§ S

If |y| > 1, |#| < 1, we only consider the case Ny > N2. The argument for
Ny < N? is simpler. Integrating by parts, we have

¢N1 51) JREISENGTS
/Rz >t §2+5—25 T dade

€16 Ni>N?2

- YN (YN (€1) ) ings+ine
/ 2 0 <€2+€—251>e "

ElEN >N2
_ ¢N(5WN1(51)) i
< 2 2 &1 d d
7 %:/R /RglN>>N2 (52+5—2§1 ‘ 1) dt
=y ?M(x).

By Minkowski inequality and Plancherel identity, we have

rwm<z/€ @wwmm>
N1>N?

162 &

&1
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By similar argument for |z| > 1,|y| > 1, one has |®(z,y)| < |z|2|y| 2.
For |z| <1, |y| <1, we have

VN (1) \ s +ige
/Rz 2 % (§2+§—2§1>e T dady

€1,6 NyeN2

< ||t Y (§) P
< el /1@2 NE;V max{N2,N1}N1X\£1I5N1 d&d¢ Szl
17

Note that by the former argument, we also have |®(z,y)| < y~2M (x) where
M e L2 |®(z,y)| < |=|~3/*M(z)'/*|y|~1/2. Note that by Holder inequality,
we have |x]*3/4M(ac)1/4X|x|§1 € L. Let

hi(z) = <95>_2+(|33|_3/4M(13)1/4+M($))X|x|§1a ha(y) = |y|_1/2X|y|§1+<y>_2
We have |®(z,y)| < hi(x)ha(y), hi1, he € L'. We finish the proof. O

Lemma 5.7. Let 0 < T <1, 51 > 0, 3/4 < s9 < 281+ 3/2, s2 < s1 + 2.
Then,

10 0)llyze S T ullZen oz, 1Dz S T ullcn

Proof. By Plancherel identity and maximal function estimate, we have
(82 >3 / 4)

HC(U, U)HYSQ
N2PN(E) YN, (§1) |~ o /
/ maX{NQ N } ”U,’U|(t agl)’u‘(t 751 - f) d§1 det .
¢
If 51 > 1/2, so < 51+ 2, we have
N82¢N 1/1N1(€1) R i
max{NZ, N;} [wn| (¢, &) |a|(t, & — €) dé )
£

<

~

No2=2y) N (&1
/RZ 1/1]\;851)1# (&)

Ni,N

S((60)° + (& = &) [uw| (', &) |al(t, &1 — €) d&

2
L

R(<§1>51 + (&1 — &) |wo|(t', &) |al (', & — &) d&

2
L&

< lwvllzsllall g+ @0l g llull e S Nullzrs ol e
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If0< s <1/2,1/2 < s9 <281 +3/2, for Ny = N, we have

N*2 . o
[ X el ) e

N*272pn (€)Y, (1)
/I‘Q Z N51N51

N17

2
Le

(&) (& — & ao|(t, &)|al(t, & — €) d&

2
LE

NSs2— 2—s1 1o
S N min{ N, Ny }/2|uo|| o ||| o2
N17

S llullzsullvllmsz (Jullzee + lull 1)

For N1 ~ N, s9 < 2s1 + 3/2, we have

N (©om (€)1
/RN v maX{N2,N1} ’U’U|(t 351)|u|(t 7§1 - f) dfl

2
Le

Z N2 Z M= 20 () [0n, (€0) [0 (€0 || 22| w1

Ni~N MS<N

AN

2
L

SU Do en@IE) vy (€00l (#, €0 g2l e

Ni~N

L2

S wollzsullull g S flullz= ol (lull e + ull s

Overall, we obtain

T
IOl < /0 a0 () a2 Qe () o+ ) )
S TlullZen [ollyze + T4l oo 1l g e oy 2

S T3/4Hu||§(;1 HUHY;Q'

By the same argument, we have
r 2
/ / !/
1D (u)[lyz2 S/O Hul"u(@) e Ju(@) | = dt
g 2 2 /2,114
,S/O @) 1o lw(@) |7 dt’ STV [l -

We finish the proof of this lemma.
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Lemma 5.8. Let 0 < T < 1, 5/4 < s9 < 4s1. Then we have
IR@lyz2 < T2 |lul 3
Proof. By Lemma 4.12, we have
IR leqorsms) S 12 RWlvz . S Tl/zHJslUl!?]gj ST ullfear
By general extension result Proposition 2.16 in [0], we only need to show
IR(S(6) T uo) | L21ee S T |luoll72-

Since [|v][pz2ree < HJ%HU%T, V' §>3/4,0 < T < 1, then for any € > 0 we
have ’

IR(S(8) " uo) | arse S D IPNR(S(8)T " uo)l| 3 e
N~1

+ > NYYYB(Pa (P, S(6) T o P, ()T o)) -
Ni~N2~N2>1 |

For the first term, it is easy to obtain

Y IPNR(S() T uo)lpzrge S Tluol7e-
N~1

For the second term, by duality we need to estimate

T
/ / 0u(Pr, S(£)J~ 1o Pr, S(£)J~*4i0) Py dadt.
0 R

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.2), the upper term is controlled by
1P (Prv, S(8)T ™~ uo Py, S (8) o) | 2 [10: Pvoll 2
S N_1/2HJ_SIPN1UOHL2HJ_81PNQUOHLQN”PNUHL;T
< NTEERTYR Py | 2 || Pay ol | 2 [0l yvz
Thus one has
IRS(t)J *uoll 2 150

S ST N2 Py g || P uoll 2 + Tlluol|2e S T2 ug 2
N1~Ns

The last inequality we use the condition 4s1 > 5/4. ]

Lemma 5.9. Let 0 <T < 1, s9 > 51 > 1/4. We have

4
ot )llzn < T ull e lollyze, N7 (Pl S T2l

36



Proof. By Lemma 4.8, one has ||£f(|u|2u)||X;1 S T1/2||u]|§(51. We also have
T

ot (o)l xes S T Tl g 11740l e 2
STl el

ST ull g ol
We conclude the proof. O

Proposition 5.10. Let s; > 5/16, s1+1 < sy < max{4sy, s1+2}. (S-KdV)
1s local well-posed in H®' x H*2,

Proof. Consider the mapping 7. Let v(t) = w(t)+ B(u(t)) — B(up). Define
(u S(t)up — e (uv + |ul?u)(t)
7 <w> - <K(t>vo T D(u)(t) + R(u)(t) + Clu, v)(t) — %’(v?/z)(t)) |
Let 0 < T < 1. By Lemmas 5.4-5.9, we have

1Tt w)llxor sz S lewollzre + llwollszes +T/4(ful] o
e )(Uwlyze + ol

F T2l + ol + s + ol ).
Similarly one has

T (w1, wr) = T (ue, w2)||X;1 xY2

STV (= uzy w1 —wa)|| o ey
(1 M w0 [ gy + Mz, w2) [or 2 )

Thus, for sufficiently small 7', we obtain a solution of (5.1). Then, (u,w +
B(u) — B(ug)) € C([0,T]; H**) x C([0,T]; H*?) is the solution of initial
equation (S-KdV) with initial data (ug, vo). O

5.2 Lower region

In this subsection, we show the local well-posedness of (S-KdV) with
5/4 < s1 <9/4, s = —3/4. Consider the equation (4.10) with ||vg||;-3/4 <
Lo< Ak 1.

By Lemma 4.15, Proposition 4.16, we have a solution of (4.10) (u,v) €
X)l\% x Fp with initial data (ug,vo) € H® x H—3/4.

The main problem comes from the term wv. We should gain 3-order
derivative for high modulation cases. To achieve this, we use norm form
argument.
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Define bilinear operator T, by

Tu, (f.9)(x) = 7! ( /5 e Mx<s,sl>f<&>g<sg>)

where & = £ — &1 and

ons(&)Yn(6)
M(§,61) .
) o X e g

Recall some notations in Subsection 4.3. Integration by parts we have

Lemma 5.11. Let (u,v) € X’il} x Fr be a solution of (4.10). Then for
0<t<T, one has

)\ (uwv) = B(u(t),v(t)) — B(ug,vo) + AC1(u,v)
+ A71Dy (u,v) + Co(u) + Cs(u,v) + R(u,v)
where
B(ug,vo) = —iTnr, (uo, o),

Ci(u,v) = @5\(Tar, (uv, ), Ca(u) = = (u, Bz (|ul?)),
C3(u,v) = —a\(u,v0,v), Di(u,v) = szf,\(TMA(\uFu, v)),

R(u,v) = ) (Z Py (P. N/Suv)> .
N
Let u(t) = u(t) — AB(u(t),v(t)). Then @ satisfies the integral equation
u(t) = u(0) — AB(u(0),v(0)) + AR(@ + AB(u,v),v)
+ A0 (u, v) + Dy (u,v) + AC2(u) + AC3(u, v)

. (5.2)
e / S (t — )(|7 -+ AB(u, v)2(@ + AB(u, v))) dt'.
0
We will solve @ by using Bourgain space X for some b > 1 /2.
Lemma 5.12. Let sy > 1/2. Then HB(uo,vg)HHs < Juol| mso ||vo| grs—3 -
Proof. By the definition of M) we have
| B(uo, vo)|ms S || N* 3/ o (§1)[uo (1)l (§)100(€ — &) d&
Rey l?\,)l
S lwoll#rillvoll mrs—s < Nluollzso [[voll gre—s-
We finish the proof. O
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Lemma 5.13. Let (u,v) € X)l\?p x Fr be a solution of (4.10). Then there
exists b > 1/2 such that

Ci(u, v), Dy (u, v), Ca(u), Cs(u, v), R(B(u, v),v) € Xg/q%b

Proof. We only need to prove

[N (uv,v)HXim,afl < A_l/GHUH;z;bHUH% (5.3)
HTMA(|UI2u,v)HX§/4,m S HUH%,bHUHF, (5.4)
1 Tn, (u, 5x(\ﬂ|2))\|)~(§/4,571 S HUH};,M (5.5)
1T 0z, (1, 0050) || copass S llull grollvll (5.6)
X/\ A
and

> Py(PsnysB(u,v)v) Sl gralloll- (5.7)

I X§/4,B—1 A

For (5.3), due to the definition of M), one has

T, (v, 0} gosa -1 ~ HN9/4HPNTMA(UU,PNU)HXQ,B-IH@M-

For the term T, (uPyv, Pyv), we have

| 23Ty (wPrv, Po)ll goss
/ My (€, & )uPro(ry, &)||Pyo(r — 71, & — &)w(r, €)|
R4

< sup .
(T 4+ \2)1-b

~
w2 <1
7,8

SN sup luPollg (177 (I Prvlllzs 177 (Jwl(r + A DI,

”w”Lz,gﬁl
By refined Strichartz estimate for Schrédinger equation, for b<3 /4 one has
| PxTar, (uPrv, Pyv) Il g0.5-1
A
SN TN | oo p2 ]| Proll g2 e | Pavo| o /20
SNV g cos[jo]|
A

Thus we obtain

IN P Ty (wPro, o)l goiealli, S A2l oo

For the term T, (uPgv, Pyv), K > 2, in fact we would estimate

|72 [ s qiPro(n @)l Protr - g - &) dsudn

-1
XX
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Since | Pyullgso = [F 7 (IPvull gas, [Pnvllyeoa = |77 ([ Pav])llyeoa,
without of loss of generality we would assume that 4,0 > 0. Thus for
0 < € < 4 one has

/ | M (€, §1)uPkv(r1,6)||Pyo(r — 11,6 — &)w(T, §)|
R4 (T + \E2)1-0
S N7 Pen(uPrv) I 6-0/6-0 26-0/6-0 | PN 0ll g

_ -
F ol + AP
For b < (12 — €)/(24 — 4¢), one has
_ - _

1Z Ll + AP Dl ge-e S A0l

Thus for K < N we obtain (e < 1)
HTM)\ (UPKUv PNU)HX—O,EA
A

S N_S/\_1/6\\P<<N(UPKU)HL;ﬁ—e)/w—e)Lf(6—e>/<4—e) 1PN vl| oo 2
SNTINTYO ) o o 1Pr | 26-0/ a0 [ PN x0.1/21

S NTNTYOR | s o]3-
A
For K > N one has

HTM)\ (UPva PNU)H

X—o,éﬂ
A
= ”TMA(PNKUPKU,PNU)HXQ,EA

S N_SA_1/6\\P<<N(P~KUPKU)HLg(ﬁ—e)/(%—mLf(ﬁ—e>/<4—e> I1Pnvll s 2

SNTATYO Pogeul| 20 1Pl pso-er/00-20 260 /a0 | PNVl x=3/4.1/2.1-
By scaling argument and || Prul[p2pe < K1/2HU||X0,Ba we have
1Percull 2 e S NPE) 2 Parcul] oi S K2 Porcu] s
A A
By Holder inequality one has
1Pl s=or/a0-20 p26=0) /4=

8/(3(6— 22-9 12(6— 1/4
SHPK,UHL/%(I( 6))HPKUH(L§QC €)/(12( 6))”PKUHL/30Lf

S K Prolxoasan.
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Thus we have

[T, (uPgv, Pyo)|

0,b—1
X5

< N_S)\_l/GHPNKUHXM; HPKU”X_3/4,1/2,1 HPN’I)HX_?,/4,1/2,1 .
A

Thus we obtain

1, (uP>10, PN0)| goi-r < > 1, (uPrcv, Puo)| gos-1
K>2

< N_4A_1/6K3/4 e
<> Il g llvlle
K<N

+ 30 NNV Pugcul| sl Proll s/ | Paoll s
A
K>N
S N4l gasllolF + N2NTY0 ] gallol pl Paoll x-sraasa-
A A

Overall one has

T uv,v)|| ~ ~7<)\1/6’LL~”U2.
|| M)\( ? )H}(i/‘lyb 1~ H ||)()1\1b|| HF
For (5.4) we have

HTMA(‘uPU’?v)HX;?\/‘l,E—l ~ ”N9/4HTM)\(|U’27MPN'U)HXS,B_l”l?V»l

SINYANH @, 1 Pvolzz, g

N>1

S Ju 3 v||F.
For (5.5) we have

HTMA(%3m(!u!2))!!;(3/4,5—1 ~ [INY4| T, (u, szax(\ulz))\lf(g,g_lHgV»l

SINENTEN Yl g Py () gz iz,

S lulgallull g0
< lul,
A

For (5.6) we have

T, (u, vO2v) ”X9/4,134
A

S T (W, O (ProPan o))l gosaies + I Taay (s O (PorvPorv))l goasos-
A
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For the first term one has

HTM)\ (’LL, aac(Pﬂ}PNNU)) ”X9/4,571
A

4 nr— N
SINYAN? | ProPoyoll e izl

S HN_3/4HP1vHLngoHP~NUHL30L3HZ2N>>1HUHX;,E

< lull -y 5ll0]|%.
S lulgos ol
For the second term one has

1T, (1 0 (PorvPo10) |2 g 45,
A

Sl on (E)¥n ©lir, (P2l (r = 71,6~ &) ||
e B2 6 (T + A L2,

Without loss of generality we would assume that 4,0 > 0. Let \; = (11 +
AE2Y Ao = (19—E€3), A3 = (A\13—E3), A = (T+)&%). Note that for & +&+&3 =
& T+ 1+ T13="1, & <N, || ~ N one has

A4 Ao+ As+ A 2 [E + &5 + AT — A% ~ N max{|&], [&]}.

By symmetry we can assume |§2] 2 |€3]. Let fi, f2,91,92 > 0, © be the set
6] < |€] ~ NoA; ~ Lj,A ~ L, |&| ~ Ny > |&] ~ N3. We claim: There
exists € > 0 such that

/51+§2+535,<§1>IX”fl(Tl’51)91(72’52)92(73’53)f2(7’5)

T1+T2+T3="T (5‘8)
19 - _1_ _3
S (LaLoLg) 2 L' N =37 (NoN3) 4[| ful 2 g [z g2l 2 foll -

Using this one has

/ e (€)Y ©lir, ) (Porv)(r = 71,€ — &)
B2 (T + \2)1-b L

T,

SNV ] ol
A

and then concludes the proof of (5.6). To show (5.8) we divide the integral
into several parts. Let Lyax = max{Li, Lo, L3, L}.
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If L =Lpax > NNZ,0<e< 1,b< 5/8 — ¢, then one has

Al+£z+£3—£, (€1)7IXQ, L= Lanan f1 (71, €1) 91 (T2, £2) 92(73, £3) f2 (7, )

T1+T2+T3=T

SIF &) X~ filllzarse ’\9_1(91XA2~L2,|52|~N2)||LgOL§
. \]9‘_1(92X>\2~L3,|52\~N3)HLngOHf2HL2
S LV Aill e N5 'Ly g 2Ny Ly Pl gol 2 foll 2
< (L1 LaLy) V2L 2= N4 (NoN3) =4 ful g2 llgn | 2l g2 2 1 fo 2.

If Ly = Linax > NNZ, b< 7/12 — 4¢/3, one has

Al_’_gﬁ_&’§7<€1>_1XQ,L:LmaXf1 (71, €1)91(72,§2)92(73, £3) f2(7, €)

T1+T2+T3=T

SIZ 1) oy )l rge gl 22
NF T g2x00~ s ol ) Lo £2 1 F  (FoXamL elon) | i Lo
S (L LsL) 2N "N fal r2 Nl gall el g2l el 2l e
< (L1 LaLs) 2L P N~V (NoNy) =3/ | 2 llgn | 2 g2l 2 foll -

The argument for Ly = Lyayx is similar. If L; = Lyax, b< 7/12 — 4¢/3 one
has

Al+€2+63=£7 (€1)7IXQ L= Lanan f1 (71, €1) 91 (T2, £2) 92(73, £3) f2 (T, )

T tTotra=T
S Al 217~ (91X~ L sl o) | oo 12

: H9_1(92X,\3~L3,|g3\~N3)HLgL;’O Hy_l(f2X/\~L,|£|~N)HL%L?°
< (LaLsL)Y2N "Ny NVA fill 2 g1l 2 g2 2 fo l 2
< (L1 LaLg) VL= N=VA<(NyNa) =) f1l 2|l gn | 2l g2l 2 £l 2.

Thus we obtain (5.8) and then (5.3).
(5.7) is equivalent to

||Ng/4HJ-Dz\/(P>z\//sB(%U)U)H)zg,a_leﬁV S lull ool
For the term Py(P>yB(u,v)Piv) = Pn(B(u, Ponv)Prv) we have
1P (Pev Bu, v) Pro)| gos-1
< N(PenB(u, Punv)) Prof| s
< N F)(t Oy | Poolz_lo]
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Thus

||N9/4(P>N/8B(u7U)Plv)HXg,B—l 2., S HfLIIL;&IIN_?’/4P~Nv||z2

21 2,12, 1vllF

<l o1 sllv)|%.
S lull gaallol
For other cases, we would assume that 4,0 > 0. Let K > 2.

| Pn (Ps n/sB(u, U)PKU)||§ZO,E—1

A

B(E/N) o ns(€1)B(u, v) (1, 1) Pro(r — 71, € — &)
R2 (7 + Ag2)2-2b

A

dridé;

L7,

If K < N we only need to consider Py(B(P«nu, Poyv)Pgv). This case
can reduce to (5.8). We have

| PN (B(Panu, Poyo)Pio)l oy S N4 lul o slol3-
A A

Thus

Z N9/4”PN(B(U’ U)PKU)HXO,E—1 S HUHX—MHUH%
by A

K<N 2
N>1

If K > N we only need to consider Py(B(P«ku, P.xv)Pgv). Following

the argument for (5.8) one has

| Pn (B(Pgru, Pogv) Pro) ||

0,6—1
XX

S Nl K2 Pyl Prcollyoussa.
A

Thus we obtain

> NY*| Py (B(u,v)Pxo)|
K>N

5 < B 2
wir| S lelgalbl-

N>1
We finish the proof of the lemma. ]

Lemma 5.14. Let s > 0,0 < T < 1. There exists €9 > 0 such that for any
0 <e<ey one has

<A

~ g1 /20cll0] -
s m1/2+42e
AT

> Pu(Psysiv)
N
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Proof. For low frequency of v we have

S IN*Ps ysuProll g2z 1

Y Py(PsyysiiPro)
N X;‘\:;l/2+25
SfTLQHﬂHL?EQHfﬁUHLg%

STVl gsgovelloll r-
T
For other parts we only need to show
1PN (P /g tP510) | go.-17242¢ S /\71/2”P>N/8fLH;(g,1/2+e [vlly—s/a1/2.1-

In fact one has

1/2|

[@Porl go-1yeeae S X2l goseecllolly-asa.

See for example Lemma 3.4 (a) in [5]. O

Lemma 5.15. Let s > 1/2,T > 0. u,v,w € CrH. Then
luvwllgso < T2 ullop a0l s wllop s -
Proof. By algebraic property of H®, s > 1/2 we have
Juvwllgg = 1°@ow)l2 S T2l pore |0l e 1wl 12

We conclude the proof. O
By Lemmas 5.12-5.15 and standard argument, we obtain

Proposition 5.16. Let (u,v) € X;\f} x Fr be a solution of (4.10) with
initial data ug € H®', 5/4 < s < 9/4. Then (u,v) € C([0,T]; H® x H™3/4).
Also the mapping H® x H=3/* — C([0,T); H® x H=3/%), (ug,v0) — (u,v)
18 CcONINUOUS.

Proof. (u,v) € X;; x Fr be the solution of (4.10). Then by Lemmas 5.13~

5.15, we obtain the unique solution u € Xf\l)T of equation (5.2) by standard
contraction mapping argument. Then by Lemma 512, u = @+ AB(u,v) €
C([0,T]; H?). Since the mapping (ug,vo) — B(u,v) and (ug,vo) — 4 are
continuous from H*x H=3/* to C([0, T]; H*x H~3/4), we finish the proof. [J

Remark 5.17. For the region so > —3/4, sa+2 < s1 < s9+3, the argument
is simpler than the case sy = —3/4. In fact, for s > —3/4, let A = 1 in the
former argument and we substitute X }\’b, F by X®2t2b1 ys2.b2 pegpectively.
Let (u,v) € X323 5 ¥52P be the solution of (S-KdV) with initial data
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(ug,vo) € H® x H%2, 5542 < 51 < s9+3. Then we have B(u,v) € OpH2+3
and

C1(u,v), D1(u,v), C2(u), C3(u,v), R(B(u,v),v) € X;2+3j’

for some b > 1 /2. Combining with Lemmas 5.14-5.15, we obtain the unique

solution @ € X;l’i) of equation (5.2). Then by the same argument as the
case sg = —3/4, we know that (u,v) is in C([0,T]; H** x H®?) and relies on
(up,vo) € H*' x H*? continuously.
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