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Abstract

In this paper, we continue the study of the local well-posedness
theory for the Schrodinger-KdV system in the Sobolev space H®!' x
H®2. We show the local well-posedness in H3/16 x H=3/4 for g =
0. Combining our work [2], we also have the local well-posedness for
max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < s3 < min{4s;, sy + 2}. The result is sharp by
using the contraction mapping argument.

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

104U + Opzut = v + Blul?u,
v + Opav = O (Y|ul* — v%/2), (S-KdV)
(u,v)|t=0 = (uo,v9) € H** x H™.

In this paper we concern the local well-posedness theory for (S-KdV) with
B = 0. The constants «,y # 0 in the model is not essential. We would
assume a = v = 1 for brevity.

This model appears in the study of resonant interaction between solitary
wave of Langmuir and solitary wave of ion-acoustic. See Appert-Vaclavik
[1]. It also appears in plasma physics and a diatomic lattice system. See
[6, 1] and reference therein.

We recall some early results for this model. Tsutsumi showed the well-
posedness in H*T'/2 x H® s € Nin [9]. In [5], Guo-Miao showed the well-
posedness in H® x H® s € N. Guo-Wang [0] obtained the well-posedness
in Ho' x H3/4 s > —1 /16 and Wang—Cui showed the well-posedness in
H*' x H™3/* 51 > —3/16 in [11] . See also [3, 4, 2] for other results.

In this paper, we obtain the following result.



Theorem 1.1. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H=3/16 x H=3/4,
In fact combining the results in our work [2] we have
Corollary 1.2. (S-KdV) is local well-posed in H%* x H*2 for
max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < so < min{4sy, s1 + 2}.
Recall the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [2] one has

Theorem 1.3. The data-to-solution mapping of (S-KdAV) can not be C?
except max{—3/4,s1 — 3} < so < min{4sy,s; + 2}.

Thus it is reasonable to say than our local well-posedness result is sharp
by using contraction mapping argument.

To show the local well-posedness in H—3/16 x H=3/% there are two dif-
ficulties which come from the terms 9,(|u|?) and 8,(v?). In some sense,
H—3/16 5 H=3/4 is the “double critical” space for this model. We need some
techniques that are different from before.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we rewrite (S-KdV) into
a new form and construct the workspace. Then we show linear estimates,
bilinear estimates related the Schrodinger equation, and tirlinear estimate
related the KdV equation. In Section 3, we estimate F'[ug] (see the definition
(2.1)). In Section 4, we give some refinement for the bilinear estimates
related to the KAV equation and finally conclude the proof.

Notations. . For a,b € R", a < b means that there exists C' > 0 such
that a < Cb and a ~ b means a < b < a where C is a constant. We use (§)
to denote (1 + £2)Y/2. Let ¢ be an even, smooth function and ¢li—1,11 = 0,
¢li—22c = 0. on = ¢(-/N), YN = ¢N — pn/2. We use inhomogeneous
Littlewood-Paley projection: Py = Z WnyZ, N > 2: P, = ZF '0.7;
Pon = > ysn Pus ete.. We always use N, L to denote a dyadic number
larger than 1.

Let Sy\(t) = MO K (t) = ¢~ t0sas

\(f) = i)\/o S\(t—s)f(s) ds, AB(f) ::/0 K(t —s)0.f(s) ds.

We always assume 0 < A < 1 in this paper. We define the modulation
decomposition Qi*, Qf by y_le(T + A2 Py 4, ﬁ;ng(T — )Tty te-

Ty

spectively. Similarly, we define Qi*L, I>( I f*, and Q.

2 Function spaces and multilinear estimates
To show the well-posedness of (S-KdV) with s = —3/4, we use the
argument in [0]. By rescaling, we consider the equation
105U + AOppt = Auw,
OV + Opav = O (Jul* — v?),

(u,v)]e=0 = (uox,vox) € H3/16 o [=3/4
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where 0 < A < 1, [Juonllg-si1s S A0 luoallgaa < A% Recall the

~ ~

definition of UP — VP spaces in [7]. We define

lullx, = HN73/16PNUHZ§VU§>\7 [olly = [[Proll 2 pee + ||N73/4PNU||Z§V22U§('

For the brevity, we still denote (ug x,vox) by (uop,vg). The corresponding
integral equation is

u(t) = Sx(t)uo — @ (wv)(t),
v(t) = K(t)vg + B(|u|* — v?)(t).
We replace the function u in second equation with the first one and obtain

{u(t) = Sx(t)up — i\ (uv)(t),
v(t) = K(t)vg + B(|Sx(t)ug — o (uv)|* — v?)(1).

Let 0,7 € C§° with n|_1 1) = 1, flsupp(y) = 1. Define

Fluo)(t) := n(t)B(|Sx(t)uol*) (1) (2.1)

In fact we can not show Flug] € Y. Let w(t) = v(t) — Fluog|(t). We consider
the equation

{ u(t) = nSx(t)uo — ne(u(w + Flug]))(t),

; (2.2)
w(t) = nK(t)vo = nB((w + Fluo])*)(t) + nB(Tx(u, w, u0))(t)

where T (u, w, ug) = 2Im(@ (u(w + Flug)))Sx(t)uo) — |2 (u(w + Flug)))|?.
Define

—-3/4
Iollz = IP<ivllzzipe + 1IN~ Pyollz_va + NV Prollg porz-  (2:3)

Note that for v supported on [0,1] xR, [|v]|z < |[v|ly by Strichartz, maximal
function, and local smoothing estimates. We would show Flug] € Z in
Section 3.

Directly, one has the following estimates due to the maximal function
estimate and the definition of UZ.

Lemma 2.1. [[nSx(t)uollx, S lluollg-s/16, 0K @)volly < llvoll g-s/4-
Then, we show the bilinear estimate related to the Schrédinger equation.
Lemma 2.2. [na(uwv)|x, S X/2||ulx, [[v]lz-

~

Proof. Firstly, for low frequency part of v we have

[ pvturoie s < 3 Pl ol Prollzie il
NN (2.4)

SOV Y [Pyl ollzlwlyg
Ni~N



By duality one has

et (uPro)llx, S A;N—W(AN)*/Q NZN I1Pvullug, oz
~—

S A2l x, vl -

Then by triangle inequality,

Inetn(uPs1v)|[x, <D > N71nPys(PryuPr,0) |z
N N; N3>2 A

If N7 o ANy, for 1+ 1o =7, & + & =&, [&1] ~ Ny, |&| ~ Na, [€] ~ N we
have

171+ AEE| + |72 — &3] + |7+ AE?| 2 Na max{N3, ANy }.

Let L = cNymax{NZ, AN;}. Typically we need to estimate
I= / Q% Py, uPy,vPyw dadt,
R2
IT = | PnuQX; Py,vPyw dzdt
R2 1 >L 2

where u, v, w are supported on [—1,1] x R. By the Strichartz estimate one
has

lullzg, < A’1/6IIUHUgA S >‘71/6||u||V52)\7 lullzz, < lullzgers S llullvg -

3/4 1/4 — A
Thus [Jull g, <l lfull 2 S A7 ullyz - Similarly,
s t,x t,x A
-1/8 —
1Proollzg, S Ny ol 1Pvwle, S A7 wllvg.

By the Holder inequality we have
11 S 1@y Pryullz [1Pxyvllps [IPNwllzs,
S LA Pl Ny ellvg el
S ATYENG P max (NG ANl ellvg el
Also,
1] S AYANG 2 max (NG ANl ellvg el
Thus by the duality one has
I Py 5 (Prvy Py )l
< NTING Y max (NG ANG T [ Payullz |1Pwovllvy o (25)

S AN NG max{ NG, AN V2| x, [[v]) 2.
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Let Nmax, Nmed be the maximum, medium of Ny, Ny, N. Note that
ST NN ON M max{ NG, AN} V2 < A 10g AL
NmaxNNmed
Thus we obtain
log A1

Z ]\7_3/16H77PJ\1427,\(PN1UPNQU)HUgA S WH”HXAHU”Z'
N>2,N2xAN1,N1,N

If N2 ~ ANy ~ AN, by Lemma 4.12, (4.8) in [2], we have

[, PriuPraopye ded] £ 85l ol ollog,-
RrR2 A A

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality and Strichartz estimates, one has

[ PruPyopyo dxdt\ < Ml 1Pwyolzg Il
R2 ’ ’ s

S Hu”LtngHPNﬂ}HL}QLgHw”Ltng

< \—1/6 —-1/12
S AN e ol

Then by the interpolation (cf. Proposition 2.20 in [7]), we have

Prv,uPy,v Py dadt| < Ny 'A™/%(10g No)[lullyz [lollyzllelys -
R2 Sx K Sx

By the duality one has
lnP 5 (Pryubryv)lluz S ANy PAT 5 (log No)* |1 Pyullu (1P vllva

— 3/16
< NSNS VAN (log No)3 [l x, [|v]| 2-
(2.6)
Note that

Z N—3/16N2—1/4Nf/16)\5/6(10g Ny)3 < A/6,
NZ~AN;~AN

Overall one has

ZZ Z N_3/16H77PN»Q/A(PN1UPNQU)HUg < A2l x, vl z-
N N, No>2 A

We finish the proof of this lemma. O
Next we show the trilinear estimate related to the KdV equation.

Lemma 2.3. [[n2(a4 (uw0)o)|ly S X2 [lullx, o] z]w]x,-



Proof. Without loss of the generality we would assume that u,v,w are
supported on [—1,1] x R. For the low frequency we have

[nPr (A (wv)w)l[ 2 pge S 1P (7 (wv)w)| 2y
S D PPy A (uw0) Pry@)ll 2

Ni~Ns
< Z ||77PN1«Q{/\(UU)HL§$HPNQ"UHLgoLf
N1~Ns
S D0 liPwah(wo)lluy (AN2) ™) Pl
Ni~Ns
SATV2 ST NN it (uv) |y Jwlx,
Ni~Ns

S A2l (wo) | x, [l x, -
By Lemma 2.2 we obtain
InPLB( A (wv) )2 rge S llullx,y [lvllzllw] x,- (2.7)
Since \|PNQ£(UHLOQL2 < N*1L1/2\|PNQ§UHL§ , by the interpolation one has
1PN QE vl 20~ 02 S (VT LY PyQE vl . VO<O<1.
Thus (v is supported on [—1,1] x R)
1PNl 2ra-00 2 S Z N7V PyQE vz

< Z NP LT Prollye S N7V Pyolys.

If N9 < N (which implies N1 < N), by the duality, Minkowski, and Bern-
stein inequalities one has

> InPnvB(FA(Py,uPrv) Pr, @)y

Ni1,N2<N

< D) NN*QHPNl«Q{,\(UPW)PN21U||L§/<1+9>L2

N1,N2SN !

S > NH}HﬁPNl%(Uplv)lng/eLg||77PN2w||Lngo

Ni1,NoSN

SN N (/\Nl)(e_l)/zHﬁPNlﬁfA(uPW)|!ng||PNQW||U§A-
Ni,N2SN

By (2.4) one has [|iiPy, & (uP1o)|pz < AN ~Y2N31 1y x, [[v]l 2. Thus
we can control the former term by

_ _ _ 3/16 3/16
N320 N (N O D2ANT) 2N, ol 2Ny
N1,No<SN



By choosing 15/16 < 0 < 1, then
)\ZN‘3/4N3/2“9 Z ()\Nl)(e‘l)/Q()\Nl)_l/sz/lﬁNg/lG < 2072,
N N1,N2SN

We obtain the desired estimate since we always assume 0 < A < 1.
If Ny > N (which implies N7 ~ N3) similar to the former argument, we
have || Pyvl| s07 S N_Q/ISHU”VI%- Then by the duality one has
t,z

Y |nPnB(FA(Py,uPrv) Py, @)y

Ni~N2>N
< Z NN_2/15HleA(PNlUplv)PNszLso/QS
Ni~No>N o
~ 3/10 7/10
S > NYPlRaA(PruPw)ls [l Prawl 3 Prawl
Ni~N3>N ’ ’
< AP0 § N13/15”PN1UHLg°L?HPlUHL%Lt‘X’HPNQw”Ug,)\
Ni~No>N
3/16 — 3/16
S AB/ONIE N NN TN Ol x, o]l 2l

N1NN2>>N
< XN o] 7 ] x,.

Note that 89/120 < 3/4. Thus we have

ZN_3/4 Z I Pn (A (P, wPiv) Py )| 2.
N>2 Ni~Na>N (2‘8)

< AP ullx, loll 2wl x,
By (2.5), for M2 =~ AM; we have

3/16 5 ,1/4
< )\3/4M1/ MQ/
~ max{M2, \M; }1/2

1P, 5 (Par, uPay )l [ullx o]l z-

By (2.6), for M2 ~ AM; we have
—1/4, 3/16
I, A (PauPaige) g S XM AL log (M /) ul, ]
Thus,
1P, (5 (uP>10) oz

)\3/4Mf’/16M21/4

<
B max{ M2, \M; }1/2 [ul| x, vl z
T (2.9)

~1/4 4 +3/16
o M, N (log (Mo /0))P ul x, 0] 2
M2~AM;~ANY

1/16
< (W16 4 NN (log Ny Y ful x, 0] 2

7



Let @ = ne/\(uP>1v). Now we estimate ||nPyZ%(Pn, ﬂPN21D)||U?<.
If N2 < AN; by Lemma 4.12, (4.7) in [2] one has

~ _ = _ —1/2, ~
8ar:(]:)N1uPNQw)PNU d$dt' g A 1JZVl / ||U’HU§>\ |’wHU§>\ HUHU?(

R2

On the other hand by the Hélder inequality we also have

| 0x(Pr, WPy, @) PN D dﬂ?dt‘ S NPy (PP, w)[ g2 [|7PN0]| g2
. , ,

SNVEN iy wlyg ol P> 2

Then by the interpolation theorem in [7] one has

8. (P, Py, @) Py dadt| S AN log(N1 /M) |y wllpz o]y
R2 Sy Sy K

Combining Lemma 2.2 we have

N>2 N1NN2>>N2/>\
— — —-1/2 ~
YN AN P log(N /NP iz ([ Pwllug,
N>2 Ni~Na>>N2/X
— —1/2 ~
S X AN Plog(Ni/N | Bwillz 1Pyl
NlNN2>>1/)\

SNl lwllx, $ A2 ulx, el zllwllx,

~

(2.10)
Similarly if N? > AN; by Lemma 4.12, (4.6) in [2] and the interpolation
one has

InPy (P, Pyl < A~2N " log(N/A) il s
Combining Lemma 2.2 we have
YONTHE N |InPyB(Py, @Pry)| 2
N>2 Ni,Na< N2/

SN S AN (/) Pl | Prowlls,
N2>2 Ni,Na N2 /)

SY NN TN T g (NN (NNl x, [ x,
N>2 Ni,Na< N2 /A

S AT log(1/0) @l x, lwllx, S A7 log(1/X)[|ullx, [[v]l 2 ]lwllx, -
(2.11)
If N? ~ AN similar to the former argument by Lemma 4.12, (4.8) one has

InPr % (P, @Pryw)llpz. < log(N/A)[allyz llwlluz -
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Then by (2.9) we have
ZN73/4 Z HnPN‘%(P]WaPNzw)HU?{
N>2 Ni~Na~N2/A

SN los(N/NI Pyl [Pl
N>2 Ni~Na~N2 /A

<SSTINEE ST Jog(N/ AN
N>2 Ni~Na~N2/A

1/16
(X164 NN (log NPl xy [0l [l

< Al x, ol 2w x,

(2.12)

Combining (2.10), (2.11), and (2.12) we conclude the proof. O

3 The estimates for F'|ug)

In this section, we show some estimates for F'[ug]. For the nonresonant
case, we show that it belongs to U? type space. See Lemma 3.1. Also we
show Flug] € Z.

Lemma 3.1. Recall the definition of Flug] by (2.1). We have
IN=¥4 Py (Fluo] — F[Poyzjauol)lliz vz S A ol 35/

Proof. If N <1, we claim that

 S\(t) Py uoSh(8) Py uo P dmdt\ SNl el (3)
R

where v is supported on [—1/2,1/2]xR. Let g > 2. By the Holder inequality,
local smoothing, maximal function, and Strichartz estimates one has

S)\(t>PN1uOS)\(t)PN2uOPN@ dxdt
R2

S 18X (E) Prvywoll 202 1o 1795 (8) Pz uoll gz [ Pvoll g e

~ 2 1+(q—2
S 1793 (1) Py o 712 o o 15

< o2
S AN uo| Z2 0]l -

By choosing ¢ = 8/3 we obtain (3.1). Then by the duality one has

3D N—3/4anNgg(SA(t)PNluom)‘

N<1 Ni~N; Uk
S Z (AN1) 38| Py, uol| 2| Pvyuol 2 S )\_3/8||u0\|§13/16-
Ni~No



If AN; < N2%, by Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has

 0u(Pry S ()10 Sx (1) Py uo) P o dxdt’ SATVEN o7z vl -
R

By the Holder inequality and the Strichartz estimate one also has

ax(PNl S,\(t)UOS,\(t)PNQUO)PN’f) dl’dt‘
R2

S 1Py Sx(t)uollps 11PN, Sx(B)uollzz (|0xPrvllgs

1/2 3/2
S 1P Sx(Euoll g lluoll 15 N lollyg

S ATYPNS gl a0l s

where v is supported on [—1/2,1/2] x R. Then by the interpolation in [7]
we have

|1Px 2P S5 OuoSh O Pauo) |, S AN 1o Vol -
K
Since max{Ni, Na, N} ~ med{Ny, Na, N}, thus
S N nPyB (P, Sa(1)uoSA (D) Py uo)|

N>1 AN; < N2

<Y > N=3ANT2N " og N || Pa; uol| 2 | Pry o 2
N>1 Amax{N1,N2}< N2

S AT ol 16

2
UK

If AN; > N2, by Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has

. Oz (P, Sx(t)uoSx(t) Pnyuo) PN o dxdt‘ S /\_1N1_1/2HU0||%2||UHUI2<-

By similar argument as AN; < N? and the interpolation in [7] we have

|1Pv (P S2 (uoS\ O Pryw) |, 5 A7 N log N ul 3.

Uk
Thus,
S Y N aPeB (P S\ (OueSh (D P w)|
N>>1 AN7>>N2 K
- —1r—1/2
S0 > NN log Ni| Py ol 2 | Pavo 2
N>1 Ni~No
5 /\_1”71'0‘@1—3/16-
We conclude the proof. O

10



Although we can not show the desired estimate for F[P. - / \uo] in UIZ(7
one has the following estimate.

Lemma 3.2. HN’3/4PNF[PNN2/>\u0]||112VVI2( < )\’3/8Huo\|§{,3/16.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12 in [2] one has

[ 2ul1830) ey )P dadt] S ol el
R

where v is supported on [—1,1] x R. Then by the duality one has

INT PN [P vz suolllizvg S INT2 1 Peye o2l
S INOM) ™ Pyug |

S A3 ol 35 ns-

To show the second inequality in the former argument we use that the car-
nality of {N € 280 : N2 ~ AM} is uniformly bounded for M. O

We give some refinement for the case ANy ~ ANy ~ N2 in following two
lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Let N > 1,0 < ¢ 1<K C and I, Iz be intervals included in
[~CN?, —cN?|U[eN?,CN?] with length less than cN. We assume J := I —
Iy C [-CN,cN]U[eN,CN] and |£3 + X2 — N&3| 2 N for any € € J,&; € 1,
&+ & = €. Then we have

[nPs8(8:(0) PruoSh @ Prywo) |, S A7 ol
K

Proof. Let L = cN. Since [€3+ X7 —N\&3| > L/2for & € I;,€ € J, &1+ & =
&, we have

, ax(S)\(t)leUOS)\(t)PbuO)QIS(LPJ’D dxdt = 0.
R
By the high modulation estimate and Lemma 4.2, (4.2) in [2] one has

, am(S,\(t)leuQS)\(t)PIQUO)QI;LPJZ_} dxdt
R

< 1P (Sx(5) PryuoSx(s) Pryuo)ll 22 10:Q5 L Proll 2,

< AN) 2ol 2L N ullyz ~ A2 fuol 22 [v]lv.

By the duality we conclude the proof. O
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Lemma 3.4. Let N > 1, 0 < c << 1 K C and Iy, 15 be intervals included
n [-CN?% —cN?|U [eN?,CN?] with length 1/N. We assume J included in
[~CN, —cN] U [eN,CN] with length 1/N? and |€3 + X2 — N3] < 1 for any
e J & el &+ & =& Then we have

HUPJ«%(S,\@)PAUOSA(t)PIQUO)HU2 < IluolZ2-
K

Proof. Let Pr,ug = u1, Pr,up = uz. By the definition of UIQ( and the Taylor
expansion one has

nP;AB(S\(t)Pr, UOS)\(t)PIQUO)‘

Uk

NP0y / K(—s)(Sx(s)u1Sx(s)uz) ds

UZ(L3)

. 3 . 2 : 2 _~ ol
n(t)xees / e / eSS T (6 T (—6) ds
0 §1+&2=

UZ(L)
=1
SX g rsxees [ [ aemeaste g -
=0 §1+&e= UZL2
D
C’“N P thtl — 1
S HXgeJ ful(il)uz(—§2)| ds n(t)ﬁ
k=0 &1+62= L2 + U2
N N||U1HL2”U2||L2|J|1/2 N ”u0||%2-
Here we use [|n(t)t* |2 < [[n()t* | g1 < k. O

Lemma 3.5. [|[N'*PyFluo]ll2 o1z S A HluolF—s/6-
Proof. Firstly by Lemma 3.1 and the local smoothing estimate one has

NY4Py(Flug] — F[P < A w2

I N (Fluo] = FIPunzppuol) iz reerz S A7 luollfr—s/16
Thus we only need to show

||N1/4PNF[P~N2/>\UO]Hz?\,LgoLf S )\_1||U0||§1—3/16-
If N <1, by the Sobolev inequality, then
NYH Py FIPoyzpzuolllors S I1PnzypuollFa S A3 lluoll; 56

If N > 1, we claim

1Pn P2 suoll| ey S AT2NTH ol Z: (3:2)

~
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Let [}, j = 1,2 be intervals included in [~-CN2/X,cN?/NJU[eN?/X\,CN? /)|
with length ¢N. Also we assume for any &; € I;, j = 1,2 one has | —na| ~
N. We only need to show

S AN uoll 2 vl 2

LeeL?

|nPn B (SA(8) Pry oS3 (0 Prvo)|

There exists a interval J included in [-N, —N/2] U [N/2, N] with length 1
such that €3 + \e2 — \&3| = N2 for any & € [-N, —N/2]U[N/2,N]\ J := J,
§j € 1, £ = & +&2. Then by Lemma 3.3, the local smoothing estimate, and
the orthogonality we only need to show

HUPJ%(SA(t)PhUOS/\(t)PIQUO)HLwLQ SATV2NTug)| p2lvoll 2
x Tt

where Iy, I, J are intervals with length 1, |¢;| ~ N2 for any &; € I, |¢] ~ N
for any £ € J.

There exists a interval J; included in J with length 1/N such that [£3 +
MNF — NS 2 N forany € € J\ Ji, & € I, € = & + &. Then again by
Lemma 3.3, the local smoothing estimate, and the orthogonality we only
need to show

|nPa S\ PLuoS\OPrw) |, S AN uollpz ol
x t

where I, I5, J1 are intervals with length 1/N.

There exists a interval J; included in J; with length 1/N 2 such that one
has [€3+ A2 — &3] S 1 for any € € Ja, & € I, € = & +&. Then by Lemma
3.4 and the local smoothing estimate one has

"nPJ2%(SA(t)P[uoSA(t)PJvo) HLM

S N7 0P B(S2 (1) Pru Sy (6 Prvo)

Uk
< N7 uol| 2l voll 2-
Note that
Fo (n(t) P11 2(S)(1) PruoSi (D) Prvo) )

t
e [ [ N e )T -6
1+&2=

GtE® _ giME(ea—€)
ull )/l+€2:§X|s| INGEL T E L — A 0(&1)00(—&2)

= A1+ Ao,
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By the local smoothing estimate we have

/ o (&1)00(—&2)
1+&2=

FN N roere < N7L N .
| ¢ 1l L2 S ‘ e X[g|~Ti\ 2.8 €1; E2 4+ N — N\ .

X|€|~Ji\J2,é1€T1 E—€1 €T
2 4+ 208 — X

< N7 uoll p2llvoll g2

LgLe
S N7 Juoll g2 voll 2
Let 5? be the center of I; respectively. By the Taylor expansion we have
-1
|- F¢ Al oo 2
oo

Mt&(&z £9)

)71 N e

1

< _
~ k!
=0

(IME(G — & - & + &)

LeeL?

1
DI E¢

_ ’L/\tf(fz 51) ( ) ( )
~ D e —V
/§1+§2 Xe| AR o py vy v &1 &2

-8 -+

Ll
Note that |€) — £ ~ N2. By the local smoothing estimate one has
[o¢] — <
_ _ 1 uo(§1)v0(—&2)
T oo SNTVY = / N ]
| ¢ 2||LI 2 S kZ:O X - X[€|~T1\J2.E €1, 2 1N — N\

-G -+

L3
SO [ e, 2OECE)
=1 T S R CED P

< N7 uol g2 lvoll 2.
We conclude the proof of (3.2). Then
||N1/4PNF[P~N2/,\UOH|12 Loz S A Y2 INVANTY P, N2/,\U0”L2||l2

N>1
<\~ 7/8

HUOHH—B/w-

Combining the nonresonant and low frequency cases, we finish the proof. [

Recall the definition for the norm Z by (2.3). We have:
Corollary 3.6. Combining Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.5 then

[1Fuo)llz S A uoll5-s/16-
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4 Bilinear estimates for KAV equation

We mainly use the argument in [10], §5.3.
Lemma 4.1. Let Ny, Ny > 2, Ny ~ Ny. Then

1nP<1 B(PryuPryo)ll 2 poe S Ny °2
Proof. If N1 <1 we have

leallyz ol

InP<1B(PnyuPn,v)lrzree S 11PN uPnyvl[ L1 g2
< ||PN1UHL;>°L;1||PN2“HL§OL;1
—3/2
< NP ullie z ol gz
Thus we consider the case Nj ~ Ny > 1. Let Ly, = min{Lj, Lo}, Lijax =
max{Ly,La}. We decompose P<; into ) ;- Px. By maximal function
estimate, Lemma 5.7, (5.37) and (5.38) in [10] one has
> |InPx(B(Py,uPryv))| g2z
KN, 23
S Z Z KL_1/2"Q£PN1UQ£(2PNQUHLE’Z
KgN;2/3 L17L27L
_ . r1/2 1/2 7
< S K Y LVPmin{L2KYV2 LY LVANTY
K<N7%/3  LilaL

1P, QF ull 2 1P Q7,0 12

S S K Y (L) 2 mind K2, LN Yl ol
KSNf2/3 Ly,La,L
S S KL min{K Y LN Yl ol
K<Ng23 L
-3/2
S NP fullyz flollyve.
If K > N1_2/3, we firstly manipulate the case Liyax > N15/4. Similar to the
former argument one has

> > |InPx(B(Pyn, QF uPn, QL)) 12 1
Ny ?P<KS1 Linax >Ny
Y Y K(LLma) ™ min{ K2, LYV2NT Y fullye o]y

Ny P<KE1 Linax >N/ L

<SS LN og(V)llullyz o]z

5/4
Lmax>Ny/

—3/2
S NP lullyz flollyvz.-
(4.1)
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Thus we only need to estimate Ly < N15/4 for N1_2/3 <K <1. Let

fnnn (1,6) = Foo (P, QF u) (T + €,),
9N Lo (7€) = Fra(Pr, QT u) (T + 62,6).

Then

Fx > > Px(nB(Py,QF uPn,Q1,v))

Ny ?P<K L1 Linax <Ny

t
S DI DRI () / e/ K E

N, 2P<KS1 Linax<NJ/*

. 3y 5
. /2 / le,Ll (7'17 {1)9]\[27[/2 (7'2’ €2)ezt(71+€1)+lt(72+£2)
R £=61+&

T1:7T2
/§=£1 +&2

~ Y Y wwleR [
Ny 2/P<KS1 Lnax<NY/* Kims
eit(ri+ma+el+€63) _ ite?
: 1, T2,
P U SN2 (715 81) 9N, 15 (T2, €2)

= Fpl — F,I1.

Note that on the support set of fn, r,(71,&1)9N,, 1, (T2, &2) one has |11 + 12+
€3+ &3 — &3] ~ N2|¢| since Liax < N/*, €] ~ K > N;?/®. By the maximal
function estimate and the Plancherel identity one has

T 12 e
x 't

- é&ﬁ&, Z Z Y(E/K)Efn Ly (T1,61) gNy 15 (T2, €2)

3 3 3
Tl+7-2+§1 +£2 _f
71,72 N1_2/3§K§1 Lmax<N15/4 12

Sl D SR NCIET I PANCAPI 2

T1,7T2 Lmax<N15/4

_ 1/2+1/2
SNY LI (Ol e,

Lmax<N15/4

_ —3/2
SN2 YT fullvalivlive S NP ullvz [l

5/4
Limax <N/
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Define

7= Y Y /K /R 2 /‘EZ§ B

Ny 23 <K< Lnax<NY/* T2
et (T1+72+E7+€3)
Wle,Ll (71,§1)9N,, L, (72, €2)

= ) > nt)pE/K)

NT2P<K<1 L <N/ §=81+&2
1 K ar K
%yx(PNlQLlu)(t’ él)Jﬁ(PJ\&QLQU)(t’ £2).

Let f = ZL1<Ni5/4 le,Lga g = ZL2<N§)/4 9Ny, Lo+ Then

Tl — Fpl = Z Z Zn(t)@b(E/K)f/Rz /5—5 +e

NP <R LN/ E=1 172
. 3 3
(_1)k(7_1 +T2)kezt(71+72+51+§2)
R I La (71, 61) 9Ns Lo (T2, 62).
171762

Thus by the Strichartz estimate [3] one has

11 = I'llp2rpe

0
,S/ g E Z R
R2

71,72 k=1 N1—2/3SK§1 Lmax<N15/4

. & +ED)
n(t)F / ot IV (715 §1) 9Nz, 1o (T2, §2)
£=81+& \S1 62

0
[/ —
[ X% M
R2
71,72 k=1 N;2/3§K§1 Lmax<N15/4

_ 4¢3 _ 4¢3
AT v (14, € /€ N L P (€ fvg 0 (72, €) /€ ) L e

= 23k/12—2(k+1)+1/2
S D DD DI it T APHC PR

71,72 k=1 Lmax<N15/4

—37/12
S > NUTRLLL) PIQF, Pryulls 1QF, Provlss

5/4
Linax <N}/

—37/12 _
S Nl ol S Nl ol

Lmax<N15/4

L2L°

Note that there exists constant ¢ such that

I'= 577(t)PN*2/3§-§1((8;1PN1 Qi(Nf/‘lu)(a:D_IPNlQi{Nf/‘lU))‘
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By the Holder inequality we have
[PRIZYFIS Hax_leleNf/wHLngo Hag?lPNleNf/wHLngo

S N_2||PN1Q5N5/4UHL3L§° HPNfoNf/w”Lngo

S N73/2||Q5N15/4UHU;§HQfo/WHU;l(

S NI2QE oraulz 1Q% goravllvy S N2l ol
We conclude the proof.
Proposition 4.2. |[nB(uv)|ly < |ully|v|y.
Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we have

[nP1B(uv)| 12 Lo

< [nPiB(PsiuPiv)l|apee + Y [InPIB(Pr,uPr,v)l| 210
Ni~Ny>1

- -3/2
S anglupslvHL}Lg + Z Ny / ”PNluHVI%”P]\bUHVI%
Ni~No>1

S 1Pgvull e pall Paoll g s + [lullzllvll 2

S lullzlvllz-
Let N > 2. By the triangle inequality we have
P (o)l
S Y InPvB(PyyuPsv)|y2 + Y [InPvB(P<iuPayv)|ys.

Ni~N No~N
+ Z ||77PNf%)(PN1uPN2U)HUIQ< = IN-f—I]/V-l-IIN.
Ni,N2>1

For the term I we use Proposition 5.12 in [10].

[l S Z HﬁQaz(PNlUPglU)HLgI
Ni~N

< Z NPy ull oo 2 11P<1v] 2 oo
Ni~N

Then by the local smoothing estimate one has
\|N_3/4INH1?V22UI2< S HﬁNlMPNU”l%VL;oLf 1nP<1vl|p2 s
S llullzllvllz

By symmetry we control Iy similarly.
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For I we decompose the summation into four parts.

LRI YR VD VR 3

Ni~No~N>»1 Ni~N>»N2>>»1 Na~N>»>N1>»1 Ni~Na>N
=11+ 11 + 11 + 11,

For N1 ~ Ny ~ N > 1 we show

0,(PxyuPy0) Pyt dmdt‘ < N34 ullya lollya ollyz
RQ

where u,v,w are supported on [—1,1] x R. Let Lyin, Lmed, Lmax be the
maximum, medium and minimum among Li, Lo, L. By Lemma 5.7 in [10]
we have

8x(PN1uPN2U)PN1D da:dt‘

RQ
< > / 9:(QF Pn,uQ¥ Pn,v)PnQEw dadt
LinanoceNs /R
1/2 71/4 Ar— K
S > NLLLIGNTYQE Pyl |QF, Pryvllss QF Pawlpe.
Lmax>cN3
1/2 +1/4 _
S Y L L NI L L) 2z ol vz ]l
Lmax>cN3

< N ullyz ellvz ol

Then by the duality we have

_ 1 —-3/2
INTIIPN e SN2 D0 IPvullvzlIPrvlly,
N1i~Na~N>1 12
N>2
- —3/4
SINT Pyl v2 IN“ Pyl _ v
S lullzlvllz-
For N1 ~ N > Ny > 1 we show

_ — 4
Ou(PryuPy,0) Py ddt| < N7V2N,/ lullvz llvllvz lwllyz .-

RZ
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In fact by Lemma 5.7 (5.38) in [10] we have

/ Ox (PN1 UPNQ’U)PN’LZ) dxdt
R2

< 2

Ly,Lo,L
S Z N(LlLQL)1/3N—1/2(N2N2>—1/2
L17L27L
QK Pl 1QK, Pyl QK Pl 3
_ —1/2 _
< S (Lo L) NN L L) Pl ol 2
Li,Lo,L

_ —1/2
S NTVN 2 ullyz [lollvz o]l vz

[ 00t Pt P Pr Q@ w dat
R

Then by the duality we have

_ 2 — —1/2
INPAIT PN S S NNV Pyallyz 1 Paoly
B Ni~N>Ny>1

—3/4 —3/4
SINT Pyl va IN“Pyvllz_ ve

S llullzllvllz-

By the symmetry we can control 1 I](\:,)’) similarly.

Now, we estimate the term IT\). Let Ny ~ Ny > N > 2, L = ¢N2N.

Firstly we estimate
InPxB(QE L (PryuPryv)) 2 -
Typically we control

/R2 GI(QI;LPNIUPNQU)QI%LPNM dxdt.

By high modulation and transversal estimates, we have

/2 890(QI><LPN1 UPNQU)W dxdt
R

S HQI><LPN1UHL?’Z ”PszafCQIS{LPNwHLf,I
< L7 fullye Ny Njoll gz [lw]l 2

~ NP2NY2 [l ol ol -
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On the other hand by the Strichartz estimate we have

/ 8 Q>LPN1uPN2 )Q PNw dxdt

< HQ PNluHL4 HPN2UHL4 H8 Q<LPNwHL2
1/4 3/4 1/4 3/4
< QK PNluu/ R PNluH/ HPNQvH/ [Py H/ ' Nlwllg,

1/4

~ Ny N ullvz [[ollys [[wlls -

Then, by the interpolation [7], one has

’/ 8 Q>LPN1UPN2 )Q PNU} dxdt
< NP2NY2(10g Ny fullyz [[ollye fwllyz -
Thus,

Z ]\[_3/4||"7PN<%(QI§(L(Pf\hupl\fzv))HU%<
N1~N2>N2>2

- —2
S Y. NTYANTINY(log Nu)| Payullyz || Payolly2
Ni~No>N>2
S lullzlvllz.

Secondly we estimate ||nPy%( g L(PNluPsz))HUIz{ . By high modulation
and transversal estimates, we have

, 8x(PNluPN2v)Q§LPNw dxdt
R

S 1P (PrvyuPr,v)ll 2 10:Q% L Prwll
S (NNl [[ollgz L2 N w2

—3/2
~ NPl ol llwllys -
Then by the duality one has
> HN’3/4nPN93(Q§L(PN1uPN2v))IIUg{
Ni~Na>N>2

—3/4 A7—3/2
S Y NTANT Pyl [ Payvllo:
N1~No>N>2

S lullyflolly-
We finish the proof of this proposition. O

In the proof of Proposition 4.2, we control many parts by ||ul|z||v]z
(4)

except I1y’. Fortunately, we have the following lemma which can help us
to control this case when v = Fluyg].
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Lemma 4.3. 2 < N < Ny ~ Ns.
InPxB (P, vPN, F[Poyz puo)) iz S ANT/N) T2 o]z w72,
InPnB(Py, (F[Poy2 5tt0]) Py (F [Pz puol) oz S (P NY/N) ™2 ]| 12

Proof. By the duality, we only need to show

/2 Py vPn, (F[PLyz /auo]) 0z Pyw d:cdt‘
R
< ANZ/N) 2ol ool

and

/2 Py, (F[P 2 /3u0l) P, (F [Pz ato]) 0z PNw dazdt‘
R
< W2NP/N) Y2 luo| 2 wllve

where v, w are supported on [—1,1] x R. Let L = ¢NN;Nsy. Firstly, we
control

/  PhivPry (FIP. s /ato])QE 0, Pyw dmdt' .
R

Since for |&| ~ Ny, [&1] ~ No, [€] ~ N, & 4+ & =&, one has [ + &5 — (& +
52)3| 2 L. Typically, we need to control

/2 PN1 UQI;LPN2 (F[PNsz/Auo])QgL@zPNw da:dt‘ .
R
By transversal and high modulation estimates we can control this term by

1PN, vQE L0 Prwll 2 |Q5 L Py (FIPnz jpuo))l 2,
< NNl [wllyz L2 P (FIPoyz jauo)) vz

~

~ NN (ollz wllyz [[Prg (F TP g xuol) vz -

~

Recall that v is supported on [—1,1] x R. Thus for any p > 1, one has
[vllz, < [lvllzgerz < llvllue. By the Holder inequality and Strichartz esti-
mates, we can also control this term by
K K
HPNWHng HQgLazPNwHng Q=L PN, (F[PNNZQUO])”LE,I
1/2 1/2 _
< 1Pwlly 1P ol Nl Pywllug, L2 Py (FIP_guo] v
Lt,ac Lt@ K 2 K

—13/12
~ NNVl [l || Py (FIP szl
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Then, by the interpolation [7] and Lemma 3.2, one has

'/2 PN1UPN2 (F[PNsz//\uO])QIS(LOzPN’w dxdt
R

< NN (log NP ollve el | Pro (FLP. zuo]) vz

~

S ATYENTENY 2 (log NP [[ollv vz 1P, (F [Pz uo]) vz -

Similarly, one has

/2 P, (F[Pwa//\UODP]\&(F[PNNQQ/)\UO])QIS(LBIPNU} dxdt
R

< Ny 2N (log Ny P, (F [Pz wuo])llvz |1 P (FIP-z o)) vz el vz
S ATANT2NY2 (log N2 o 42 ool

For the other part, by the Holder inequality,

’/2 PNﬂ)PNg(F[PNNQQ/)\UO])QI;LazPNUJ da:dt‘
R

S 1Px (P, vy, (FIP vz jyuo)l 2 1QE L0 Prwll e
S NL7V2| Py (P, 0Py (FIP g o) gz lwllyz

~

To conclude the proof of this lemma, we show

~

1P (P, (F [P 2 xuo]) Py (F TPz ol gz, S (NN ™2 o 7.

1Px (P, 0Py (F TP vz o))z S AN ND) T2 [0]lz (ol

To show the first one, we only need to show
| Px (P, K (£)00 Py (FIPz o)) 2 5 (ANN2) ™o | o uo -
Let Iy, Iy be intervals included in [~CNZ/\, —cN2/\] U [eN2/\,CN2 /)|

with length cNy. Also, we can assume that for any n, € I, 12 € I> one has
|m — m2| ~ Na. It is equivalent to

| P (P K 00, 2(55(0) P oS50 Pryo) )|

2
Lt,z

< (ANN) T2 |fvo]| 2 |uol|7-.

There exists a interval J included in [-CNa, —cNa2|U[cNa, C'Na| with length
1 such that one has |5 + An? — A\p3| = N3 for any & € [~CNa, —cNo] U
[cNo, CNa] \ J :=J, m € I1,m3 € I2,m1 + n2 = &. Then by Lemma 3.3 and

1Px (P, K (800 Py K (H01) |2 S (NN T2 o] 2 [onl] 2 (4.2)

23



we can control this part. Thus we only need to show

HPN (PNlK(t)voﬁPJ%(SA(t)Plluom)) ‘

2
Lt,ac

< (ANN1) Y2 v | 2 | o[22

By the orthogonality, we can assume that I, I> are intervals with length 1.

There exists a interval Jj included in J with length at most 1/Ns such
that one has ]fg’—i—)\n%—)\ngl 2 Ny foranyn € J\Ji,m € I1,n2 € In,m+n2 =
7. By Lemma 3.3 and the former argument we only need to show

HPN (PNlK(t)voﬁPJI%(SA(t)Pll UOW)) ‘

2
t,x

< (ANND) Y2 w12 uo |2

where I, I are intervals with length 1/N,.

There exists a interval J5 included in .J; with length 1/N2 such that one
has [€5 + AP — An3| < 1 for any & € Jo, m € I1,m2 € Ioymy +1m2 = & By
Lemma 3.4 and following the former argument we only need to show

| P (P K (600771, 1, (S (8) Pr, w2 () Prawo) )|

2
t,x

< (ANN) 2wl 2 ||uo]| 22

where I, I are intervals with length 1/N,. Note that
T, (PN (PNIK(t)voﬁPJl\JQ%’(S,\(t)PhuoSA(t)PIQu0)>)

~ o ere, MIEE M) (€T T (—m)i( D) — et o))
1T627=6,
n+n2=E§2

= A1 + Ao.

where M (€, &1,m) = X|§\~N7|§1|NN17§2EJ1\J277716117772612/(53 + Am1 — Anz). Note
that M (&, &2,m) < No. For Ay, by (4.2) and the Plancherel identity we have

1Allzzz2 S (NN ™o 12
, ‘ / T (7)o~ 12)
n

XéaeJi\J I I
ety €3 Ay — A €2 mED M€

1.2
&2
_ 2 Xéae i\ Ja,m €I ,m2 €T
S (NN~ wollge uollZe | g g2
2 L%?sz

< (NN1) 72wl 2o |-
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Let 77? be the center of I;, j = 1,2. Note that

O, (&7 + A& = &) (3 —m)) = 3¢5 — A(n3 — ny)
=38 -G+ - A3 —n))
=2 +€(6 — &) + & — M) — 1)) ~ Ni.

Thus by the Taylor expansion and the transversal estimate one has

||A2||L2Lg
> —_ - 3 0 0
N P M (€, €1,m1) 00 (1) 0 (1 )ao (—ng ) e 61 HAS2 (02 =5)
1 227G,
k=0 ni+n2=E§2
(iXtEa(n2 — 3 —m + nY))*
= 202 =12 =T T 71
g k!
1312

1
S

/ M (€, €1, 1) T0 (1) (11 ) (—1j2) e (ST AL 3 =nD)
51+€2:£7
m+n2=&2

(& —nd —m + )"

L2L2

/ o (m)uo(—n2)
m+n2=&2 5% + A — A

=1
<> HNl_lHUOHL?
k=0

k
Xeses\Jomel mels (E2(n2 — 19 — 1+ 17))

L2
3
& —_ —_
ct [uo () uo(—72)]
S GV enlee| | T
kzzzo R mtm—gs &3+ AL — A &26N1\J2mehn€l L
&2

< Ny ol e lluoll -

Thus we conclude the proof of the first inequality.
For the second one, similar to the former argument, we reduce it to

/ X e]~n M1 (C15 G2) Ma (1, m2) 0 (C1 ) o (C2) o (m)uo(12)
CtCotmam=e (1 +C2)2+ A0 = AQ)((m +1m2)2 + A — Ang)

(eMGHR)? _ piM(G4G) (=) (pitlmtm2)* _ gidt(m+m2) (2=m))

L7L?

< (NN Y2 w72

where Mi(C1,C2) = Xa+ceraen ens M2(m,n2) = X {pocimehmely
I, I, Iy, I are intervals included in [-CNZ, —cNZ] U [eN2,CNE], J,J are
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intervals included in [-C' Ny, eNi| U [eNy, CNp] and
NP <G )+ MG = AGal [+ m2)? + Ay — M| < Nuo (4.3)

Recall the former argument. Let (1 + (o = (,n1 + 172 = 1, we only need to
show

/ X el~NM1(C1s C2) Ma (1, m2)u0(C1)uo(C2)uo (m)uo(n2)
CHn=¢ (€2 +AG = AGQ) (02 + A — M)

. (G =C1)+n(n2—m))

L2L2
S (NN ™2 luol 72

Let C;-), 77? be the center of I}, fj respectively. Note that

(A3 =)+ AE—O(m3 — 1))
= A = A =A@ —ny)
==+ AG - A0 =G+t = A — 7))
=&(C—m) = (C+ AL =) + (" = Anh + 7).

By (43)7 ‘§| ~ Na ‘C - 77| ~ Nla we obtain

0c(AC(E = ¢D) + A& = O nz — D) ~ NNy

Following the same argument for the first inequality, by the Taylor expansion
and the transversal estimate, we conclude the proof. ]

Proposition 4.4. |[nZB(uF[ug))|ly < /\*1HtuHu0H§{,3/l6.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 3.6, we only need to
control the following term

Y. InPnB(PruPn, F[Poyz yuol) 2.
Ni~N2>N>2

By Lemma 4.3, we can control it by

S NTANTENYRATYR| Pyl 1Pong ol
N1~N2>N>2

S AT ully lluoll3-s10-
Combining Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 4.2, we conclude the proof. O

Proposition 4.5. |[n28(F[uo)?)|ly < )\_2Hu0||§1_3/16.

26



Proof. Similar to the argument for Proposition 4.4, we only need to control
the term

> NPy B(Pr, (F[Poyz jyuo)) Pry (F[Poyz auol))lly2 -
Ni~Np>N>2

By Lemma 4.3 we can control it by

_ -3/2 - _
Z N 3/4N1 2NN 1||P~N22/>\U0H%2 SA 7/4”“0”}1{—3/16'
Ni~N2>»>N2>2

By Corollary 3.6 and Proposition 4.2, we conclude the proof. O

Combining Lemmas 2.1-2.3, Corollary 3.6, Propositions 4.2, 4.4, and
4.5, one can construct the solution (u,w) of (2.2). Let v = w + Flug]. By
rescaling we obtain the local solution (u,v) € C([0,T]; H=3/16 x H=3/4) of
initial system (S-KdV) with (s1,s2) = (—3/16,—3/4). For general (s, s2),
see the argument in [2]. One can use the method in this paper to manipulate
the case s1,s89 < 0 with some modification. However there exists easier
argument. For example if s > —3/4, we do not need rescaling. One can
use the norms

lull g = IN" Prullg vz o Nollyse = [1Prollpzpee + IN2Pyolliz vz

Then we can show the contraction for the iteration of the initial integral
equation. If sy = —3/4, 51 > —3/16, we can show |[n.ZB(9:|ul?)|y < Hu||X§1
The argument is also much easier than the case (s1,s2) = (—3/16,—3/4).
See also [11]. We omit the details.
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