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Abstract

The 1-dimensional Zakharov system is shown to have a unique global
solution for data without finite energy. The proof uses the ” I-method ”
introduced by Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka, and Tao in connection
with a refined bilinear Strichartz estimate.

0 Introduction

Consider the (1+1)-dimensional Cauchy problem for the Zakharov system

iU+ Uy = MU (1)
Nt — Nz = (|u|2)m (2)
u(@0) = wy , n0) = ny , n(0) = m (3)

where u is a complex-valued und n a real-valued function defined for (x,t) €
R xRT.

The Zakharov system was introduced in [Z] to describe Langmuir turbulence
in a plasma.

Our main result is the existence of a unique global solution for data without
finite energy, more precisely we assume ug € H*(R) , ng € H*"'(R) , A="/?n; €
H*"1(R) , where 1 >5>5/6, A:= —%.

This result can be proven by using the conservation laws, namely conservation
of ||u(t)| and

B(u,n) = s ()] + 5(n@)] + A @) + [~ n(e)u(e) da

although under our assumptions these quantities are not finite, in general.
Results of this type were given in various situations in the last years in the

framework of the Fourier restriction norm method in most of the applications.

One approach is to use Bourgain’s trick to split the data into high and low
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frequency parts. He used it to prove global well-posedness for the (2+1)- and
(34+1)-dimensional Schrédinger equations with rough data without finite energy
IB1],[B2] and for the wave equation [B3]. Later it was also used for other model
equations [CSTY,[ELP],[KTY,[KPV],[P2]. Concerning the problem at hand the
author had been able to show global well-posedness for data (ug,ng,n1) € H® x
L? x H ' for 1 > s > 9/10 [P1]. Remark here that no data ng ¢ L? were
admissible because in such a case the nonlinear part of n(t) could not be shown
to belong to L? which is necessary for this method. In contrast, the approach
here allows data ng & L? and also less regular data .

Another approach was initiated by Colliander, Keel, Staffilani, Takaoka and
Tao in [CKSTTH|, called the I-method. The main idea is to use a modified en-
ergy functional which is also defined for less regular functions and not strictly
conserved. When one is able to control its growth in time explicitly this al-
lows to iterate a modified local existence theorem to continue the solution to
any time T and moreover to estimate its growth in time. This method was suc-
cessfully applied by these authors to several equations which have a scaling in-
variance with sometimes even optimal global well-posedness results. It was used
in [CKSTT3] to improve Bourgain’s global well-posedness results [BI],[B2] for
the (2+1)- and (3+1)-dimensional Schrodinger equation with a further improve-
ment in [CKSTT6]. Later it was applied to the (141)-dimensional derivative
Schrodinger equation [CKSTTT] with an (almost) optimal result in [CKSTT?2]
and to the KdV and modified KdV equation with also optimal results in some
cases [CKSTT4],[CKSTTH].

Although in our situation such a scaling argument does not work we are able
to suitably modify the method to prove the above mentioned global existence
result for the Zakharov system.

The paper is organized as follows. We transform the system in the usual way
into a first order system. Then we apply the multiplier I for given s < 1 and
N >> 1 to it, where Iy f(&) := mN(ﬁ)f(g). Here my(§) is a smooth, radially
symmetric, and nonincreasing function of [¢|, defined by my(§) =1 for |{| < N

and my(§) = (%)1_8 for |£| > 2N. We drop N from the notation for short and

remark that I : H* — H' is a smoothing operator in the following sense:

||uHX;”’b S CHIUHX:ZLJrlfs,b é CNl_SHuHX;n,b

Here we used the Xg”’b - spaces which are defined as follows: for an equation of
the form iu; — ¢(—i0,)u = 0, where ¢ is a measurable function, let X;”’b be the
completion of S(R x R) with respect to

Fllgme = O™ PF(E o, )5
= H<£>m<7—+90(£)>bf(£,7—)”L§T
For ¢(¢) = +£|£| we use the notation X?’b and for ¢(¢) = |¢]? simply X™P.
For a given time interval I we define || f||xm.s ) = inffu:f | f |l xm» and similarly

Hf”)(rvb([)'
For the modified (by I multiplied) Zakharov system we then prove a local
existence theorem by using the precise estimates given by [GTV] for the standard



Zakharov system in connection with an interpolation type lemma in [CKSTTH].
Our aim is to extract a factor T° with maximal § from the nonlinear estimates
in order to give an optimal lower bound for the local existence time T in terms
of the norms of the data. Because the difference of the differentiability classes of
the data is maximal (=1), one is forced also to use here the auxiliary spaces Y"
(cf. [GTV]), defined by

Wl s = O™ ) Fle ™9 £, )2y
= O™+ o) FE 2

As is typical for the I-method one then has to consider in detail the modified
energy functional E(Iu,In) and to control its growth in time in dependence of
the time interval and the parameter N (cf. the definition of I above). The
increment of the energy has to be small for small time intervals and large N.
Because the modified energy functional is somehow close to the original one here
some sort of cancellation helps. An important tool is also a refined Strichartz
estimate for the product of a wave and a Schrédinger part along the lines of
Bourgain’s improvements for the simpler pure Schrodinger case (cf. Lemma Z2).
This estimate for the modified energy functional can also control the growth of
the corresponding norms of the solution of the problem during its time evolution.
One iterates the local existence theorem with time steps of equal length in order
to reach any given fixed time 7. To achieve this one has to make the process
uniform which can be done if s is close enough to 1 (namely s > 5/6).

We collect some elementary facts about the spaces X, ;”’b and Y.
The following interpolation property is well-known:
Xél—@)mo+®m1,(1—®)bo+®b1 _ (ngmbo’nghbl)[@} for © € [0’ 1]‘
If w is a solution of tu; + ¢(—i0;)u = 0 with w(0) = f and v is a cutoff function
in C§°(R) with suppty C (=2,2) , ¢ =1on [-1,1] , ¥(t) = (=t) , ¥(t) >0,
Ys(t) :=1(L), 0 <6 <1, we have for b > 0:

[rull v < el fllzm

If v is a solution of the problem iv; + ¢(—id;)v = F , v(0) = 0 , we have for
V4120020 >—1/2

/_
50l o < 8™ Fl

and, if ¥ +1>b>0 >V, we have

/. 1_
[s0l e < (@ PUE| s + 827 Fllym)
@

m,b’
Xo

(for a proof cf. [GTV], Lemma 2.1). Moreover, if w(t) = [J e{t=8)¢(=1%)F(s) ds
we have by [GTV], Lemma 2.2, especially (2.35), for § <1

[wllcoo,6,13) < cllFllv1p0.6) (4)
Finally, if 1/2>b>b >0, m € R, we have the embedding

1 < 0" 1 Do (5)

3



For the convenience of the reader we repeat the proof of [G], Lemma 1.10. The
claimed estimate is an immediate consequence of the following

Lemma 0.1 For 1/2>b>0 >0,0<d <1, m € R the following estimate
holds:

b—b
H¢6f||X;n,b’ <cd ||f||X$%b

Proof: The following Sobolev multiplication rule holds:
IFalay < elfl, 3ol

This rule follows easily by the Leibniz rule for fractional derivatives, using J® :=
FYr)s F:

IN

(15 £)gllzz + 177 )1 12)
(1Y Pl gl + 1711 )

ol

IN

with%:b,ﬁ:%—b,%:b—b’,%:%—(b—b/). Sobolev’s embedding

theorem gives the claimed result. Consequently we get

B
gl gy < cllvslly—omunllolip < 8 gl

t

and thus

Lo VR
‘|¢6f||X$'b, = Heztgo( Zaz>¢5f”H;”®Hf’ < eobb Hezw( zaz)fHH;n(ng

_ b—b’
= Y| f

Fundamental are the following linear Strichartz type estimates for the Schrodinger
equation (cf. e.g. [GTV], Lemma 2.4):

i 2
"%l a1, ) < lPllr2 )

lullpa(r,rmy) < C||UHX0,%+(I)
if 0 < % = % — % , especially
lullze, < cllull o
which by interpolation with the trivial case [lul|2, = [|ul|xo.0 gives:
fulls, < cllull o303 3
if 2 < p < 6. For the wave equation we only use ||7’L:|:HLtooL% < CHni||Xo,%+-

+
We use the notation (A) := (1 + A2)Y/2. Let a= denote a number slightly larger

(resp., smaller) than a.
Acknowledgement: I thank Axel Grinrock for very helpful discussions.



1 Local existence
The system (), ), ) has the following conserved quantities:
[u(®)|| = M
and
“+o00
E(u,n) := [[AY2u(®)|* + 1/2(ln(0)]* + IV (6)]*) + /_ n(®)|u(t)? da

2
where V, := —n; and A := —dci .

The system (), @), ) is now transformed into a first order system in ¢ as follows:
with ny == n+iA="?n,  ie. n= s(ny+n_), 2iA~ Y20, = ny—n_, and iy = n_
this gives

1
U+ Upy = §(n+ +n_)u (6)
iney TAY gy = +£AYV2(|u?) (7)
U(O) =uy , ni(O) = N40 = ) + iA_1/2n1 (8)

The energy is given by
12,02 . L 2 1 —\1, 12
B(u,ny) = |A5ul” + Sline " + 5 [ (04 + 1) |uf” do

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg

[oluPdes g [ndore [fultar < JInlP+ ol
< 0l el + ol
This easily implies
JAV2? £ ]2 + V]2 < e(E + [ul®) = co(E + M) (9)
and also
E < ol AV?ul + |lnl)? + |V|? + M) (10)

We want to apply the I-method (for the definition of I see the introduction). A
crucial role is played by the modified energy E(Iu,In.) for the system

1
ilup + Tug, = 5][(71_,_ + n_)uj (11)
iIng, T AYV?Ing = +TAY?(|uf?) (12)
Tu(0) = Tug, Int(0) = Inwg=I(ng+iA~"2n)) (13)

namely

1 1
B(Tu, Tns) i= | Tug | + 51 Tn |2 4 5 [ T+ 75) Tuf? da



which is not conserved but its growth is controllable.
An elementary but lengthy calculation shows

EE(IU’ Iny) = Re(I(ny +711)Iu—I((ngy +7x)u), Tug)
+ Re(Ing, iA?(|Tuf® = I(ju?))) (14)

If I = id this again shows the conservation of F(u,n4).

Before considering this modified energy in detail we give a local existence
result for the system ([I),([T2),(3]), which essentially uses the bilinear estimates
given by [GTV] for their local existence result of the Zakharov system.

Proposition 1.1 Assume s > 1/2. Let (up,n4o,n—0) € Hs x H*71 x H71 be
given. Then there exists a positive number § ~

(Taali FTmsal i+ Tl Such
that the system (1), (13), {I3) has a unique local solution in the time interval
[0, 8] with the property (dropping from now on [0, 48] from the notation):

17l 1y 1l o.gs 10l g4 < elllTuollm + [Mnollze + [1Tn—ollz2)
+
This solution also belongs to C°([0,6], HL(R)) and

[Tullco o0, m2 ) < el Tuoll gy + [[Intollz2 + 1ol z2)

Proof: We use the corresponding integral equations to define a mapping S =
(S0, 51) by

. 1 [t
So(Tu(t)) = Ie“a%uo+§ / e 9% I (u(s)((ny(s) +n_(s)) ds
0
) t_.
SiIns(t) = It p o+ / FI=)AY 4172 1010,()|2) ds
0

We use [GTV], Lemma 4.3 to conclude for s > 1/2:

sl

% S C‘|ni||X1717%+ ||u||XS,%+

Similarly [GTV], Lemma 4.5 shows
x*8F

[nullys < CHHiHXII,%HUH

Finally, [GTV], Lemma 4.4 shows for s > 0:

1A (juf) | et

i

N

++

These estimates imply similar estimates including the I-operator by the interpo-
lation lemma of [CKSTTH], namely

H(nzw)ll -y + [ (neu)llyr < C\\Inillxi,g+\\IU\\X1,g+



and

LAY ()| oy, < el Tul®

0, o
* 4
Xy

where c is independent of N.
The same estimates also hold true for functions defined on [0,d] only, and for
such functions we can also use the embedding (5). This gives

H(neu)ll -y + [ (neu)llyr < Cllfnillxi,%+HIUHXL%&

and

1_
IZAY2 (ju)]| oy, < cllTul? , 463

0,
Xy

Using these estimates the integral equations lead to (remark here that one needs
the space Y!, cf. [GTV], Lemma 2.1):

1_
[So(Tu)ll 13 < C”IUOHHl+C(”IH+HX3,%++”In—”X(i,%+)”[u”X1,%54

IN

151 (In)]| 0,3+

2 1_
e < elnsoll +ellul?, 4o

The standard contraction argument gives the existence of a unique solution on
[0, 0] with

Hull oy 4 Hnll oy + 1=l o34 < 2e(luollz + [Hrroll L2 + 1m0l 2)
+ —

provided
1
05 (| Huoll g + [[Invollz2 + [[Tn—ollz2) <1

Concerning the property ITu € C°([0,6], H.) we refer to [GTV], Lemma 2.2 (use
the first integral equation and I(uny) € Y'1). Moreover (@) gives

[Tullcoqog,mry < [Huollg + e(lI(nw)llys + [[1(n-u)lly1)
1
< ug||gr + 01 (\|1n+\|Xi,%+ + HM—HXS,%JHIUHXL%
I I In_ 2
< HIUOHHl —I-C(H uOHHl =+ || n+0||L2 + H n 0||L2)
[ Tuoll g + [Hnrollp2 + [[In—ol| 12
< (| uol g2 + ([ Inyollz2 + [[In—ol 2)

2 A bilinear Strichartz estimate

Lemma 2.1

DY 2wz, < clmal oo ol o
Proof: We split the domain of integration into the following parts
a) suppu C {|¢] > 2}
b) supp@ C {[¢] < 2}



a) We assume suppmy C {{ > 0} (the other part suppmy C {{ < 0} can be
treated similarly) and supp® C {|¢| > 2}. In this region we conclude as follows:

"% D/ Poe P my |7, (15)
2
= [ dear) | e M (61 (€)] a2 de
E=€1+62,6>0, [¢1[>2
_ / dedt / e~ €I~ Fm )55 (¢ 5T -
E=61+E=n14n2 ,12,6220, [€1],]m [ >2
— —_— 1 1
-mx(§e)m=(n2)[€1]2 [n1|2dérdm

= [ d [ dqidmo(Pm))a ot () mE )l

with

P(m) = &%l —m FIE—ml =&+ &l —ni T Inl
= GxL-mFm=LE-&) - F(E-m)
= G-mF&GE-m=EE-m&+m)F1]

This function has the simple zeroes 1, = & and 71 = £1—&;. Moreover P'(n;) =
—2m £ 1, thus |P'(m)| ~ |m| in our region || > 2. Using the well-known
identity

B

/5(P(m))f(m)d771 =2 |P’zvkk))|

where zj, denotes the simple zeroes of P, we ren}ark tlhat in our case for the zeroes
we have |n1| ~ |£1], and therefore the factor |£1|2 |n1]2 cancels with |P’(xy)|. Thus
we can estimate ([[H) using Schwarz’ inequality by

c [ d¢ [ dapei@imE ¢ - )meE - &)l
+ e [ de [ aalo)TE - @)mE (€ - ¢)maE - (- )
<

clollZ: 1Mz ]z = cllvllZzllme|7

and the claimed estimate follows directly in the region suppu C {|¢| > 2} (cf.
e.g. [P2], Lemma 1.4, [G], Lemma 2.1 or [KS], Section 3).
b) In the region suppu C {|{| < 2} we have

1 1 1
I(DFwnelli, < IDZuligizlmslizrs < D2l goloel oy
< clulglinzl

i+ < CHUHXO,%Jan:I:HX i+

0, 0,
+ +
Lemma 2.2

1/2
1Dz " u)nxll 2, < Cllnillxi,%+\\UI!Xo+,%

Proof: Interpolate the estimate of the previous lemma with

1
(D u)nllrz,

IN

1
In+lpoer2 1Dz ull 2o < C”n:l:HXi,%+Hu”L§H;+

IN

clnell o+ llullxr+o

0,
+



Lemma 2.3

1/2
D} 2wl < elinell o ol o

Proof: By Sobolev’s embedding theorem and Strichartz’ estimate we have

IN

1 1 1
(D3 wnlgs < elinsliz- gl Deulsgsz < eliel oy 1D2U e

IN

clnal oy ol g g
Interpolation with Lemma BTl gives the claimed result.
A variant of this lemma is given in the following

Lemma 2.4

—

1/2 __
102w * 2 a2 < elmsll o g+ Il gor.
Proof: On one hand Lemma 1] gives
12\~
I(D=0) # @2 llzy, < elinll oy Il o (16)
On the other hand Young’s inequality shows
/2, — )1/2
I ) 2, 4 < L IDY 7, g a7)

€
Now by Schwarz’ inequality
—~ —~ 1 _1_
1Tz = 0 [ V€I £ 16+ leh 3 drl
—~ 1
< eflnz€n)(r £ 1€)2 Tz, = ellnxll o4

and by Holder’s inequality in 7 and Schwarz’ inequality in &:

DE/E _ DE/E 2\ 4 2\ -1
ID: g = D u(E e T
< oD u(E )T+ €3 e
/5 1 1 1
= ol D (e, T)(r + €33 (€) ) T s
/5 1 1
< oD u(e m) (7 + €I Iz,
<

o

Interpolating () and ({6 we get the result.
We also need a bilinear Strichartz’ refinement for the pure Schrodinger prob-
lem. We have the well-known



Lemma 2.5 If uy,us fulfill |&1| >> [&2| > 1 for & € suppu; (i = 1,2), the
following estimate holds:

Proof: [CKSTTI], Lemma 7.1.
We also have the following variant:

1
(Diur)usllpz, < cllurll o,y lluzll o1+

Lemma 2.6 Under the assumptions of Lemma [Z23 we have:

1
(D ur)uzll 2+ 1o < ellunllor,1lluzll o1

Proof: similarly as the proof of Lemma
Remark: All the estimates in this section remain true, if any of the functions
on the Lh.s. of the estimates are replaced by their complex conjugates.

3 Estimates for the modified energy

The main step towards global existence is an exact control of the increment of
the modified energy.

Proposition 3.1 Let (u,ny) be a solution of @), [4),[8) on [0, ] in the sense of
Prop. [l Then the following estimate holds (for N > 1, s> 3/4):

[E(Tu(6), Iny(6)) — E(Iu(0), Iny(0))]

i, 1 —34 00 2
< C((N 21§32 + N 21§ +)HI77,+HX3,%+”IUHX1%
_ _ 1_
+H(N7F 4 N~1*52 )||I”+Hi{o,,1).+||IU||2 )

1
Xtz
+

Proof: Using () and replacing Iu; by (IIl) we have to show

J c 1
‘ fy [ e AP = 1] < =05l oyl 09
and
§
/ / (T (I(ns ) — Ty Tu)dadt (19)
0
_1 1_ _3
< ¢(N“EHSEIT 4N 2+50+)H1n+||X3’%+HIuHi{L%
as well as
g _ 1_
| [ 1t = Ingruydade) < =N a2yl

(20)
Here and in the sequel we assume w.l.o.g. the Fourier transforms of all these
functions to be nonnegative, ignore the appearance of complex conjugates, use

10



dyadic decompositions w. 1. to the frequencies |¢;| ~ N; = 2% (k = 0,1,2,...).
In order to sum over the dyadic pieces at the end we need to have extra factors
N ]Q ~ everywhere.

We start with (I8) which follows from

1| m (& + &) — m(&2)m(&s) | _
/ /n+ £1,0)[62 + &2 mEmiE) uz(&2, t)usz (&3, t)dédt

< g0l oy el oy sl (21)

Here and in the sequel * denotes integration over the set S5, & = 0 (or Yi, & =
0).

The symmetry in &9, &3 allows to assume No > N3, and moreover we can assume
Ny > N, because otherwise the symbol is = 0. The condition Z?:l & = 0 implies
Ny < ¢eNy. Thus Ny ~ Nmax, where Njq; := max(Ny, No, N3).

m(€a+E€s)—m(&2)m(&s) Na\1/2
We have |72 352) (é 2 < @) &) < C<(W2) / > and thus the bound

4
e[ [ tlel e nm s ()1
Ny 1
< clns DY sz sl { (D))

Na 1
< ellnell o g loal o g luslxno (G2

1 1 1 No 1
< Al g gl gt o, ()

+

S Mt Il oy el sl (22)

by the bilinear Strichartz estimate. This implies (21I).
Next we prove ([d) which is implied by

ml 8 SIS 56 (e 0 () dede (23)

—34¢0
< (vt 1 N B Ml el ol 3

Case 1: Ny ~ N3 > cN. Then N; < ¢Ny as above.

The multiplier is estimated by Wgz)g < c(%)%_e, so that we get the bound

1 1 Ny 1
cllny D3 ugl| 2, 1Hu1HL2t(W)
N2
N1 1 N2
< C”n-i-”Xi)r,%+Hu2”Xo+ . 52 HU1H -1, 7( N)
2
Nl 1_ Ny 1
< C||n+||Xi,%+HU2||X1 1 52 Juall s, I(N)

2

which implies (Z3)).
Case 2: N1 ~ Ny > ¢N, thus N3 < c¢V;.

11



The symbol is majorized by m <c <(%)%_E>, which can be handled as
in Case 1.

Case 3: N1 ~ N3 >cN , Ny << Ny ~ Ns.

Subcase a: Ny < N

By the mean value theorem we have

m(§2 +&3) —m(&2)m(&s) | ‘m(& +8&) —m(&)| ’ (Vm)(ig)52 < N
m(§2)m(&s) m(&3) o m(&) TN
and we get the bound
1 1 Ny
el DF gz Ny 2,
1 N
= CH”+HX3,%+||U1HX0+,%N1 2HU2||X0»0F3
L 1 N2
< C\|n+\lXo,%+IIU1HX71,%N11+N1 2Ny 162 IIU2\|X1,%F3
1
< cN1_2+ p

55_HH+HX3,%+ Juall g lluall g

which implies (23]).

Subcase b: 1] ~ [&3] >> [€2] > N.

This is the technically most complicated region where we want to use algebraic
manipulations on the Fourier side w.r. to 7 and & and have also to take into
account the characteristic function ¢ (t) of the time interval [0,0]. The problem

is that T,Z(T) = \/%—Wei;i_l ¢ L!, but fortunately € L1*. We perform no dyadic
decompositions at all here. X X
We estimate the multiplier by & < c|é2|2N~2. Thus our aim is to give the

. |m(052
following bound

0 — 1 —~ —
| @i Olealb T, 0t € Odsdt < N7 fur |y sl g ey
* +
(24)
which would imply 23)).

Abusing notation we denote the Fourier transform w.r. to x and ¢ also by ~. The
L.h.s. is bounded by

[ @bl T (€, )T (€5, 7) dedr (25)

Here ** denotes integration over >33 & = Y23 /7, = 0. Remark again that
w.l.o.g. ui,u3,ny > 0. The crucial algebraic inequality in our region is the
following:

1 1 1 1
€] < e ((r+ 16D 7 + (ra+€)F + (rs + &) +|7o]?)
We consider 4 cases according to which of the terms on the r.h.s. is dominant.

Region 1: (1 + |£1|2>% dominant.

12



We get the following bound for (23)):

1 - -~ 1__ —~
C/ (1 + &) 2 & (&, 1) (70)]|&2) 2Ua (€a, 7o) (€3, T3) dEdT
<l g H]:_1(W)(Di/zuﬂ”ﬂ\/:gt
< clull oy [IF 0D oo (DY Pus)ne || 24 2
X 2 t t T

0
< el gl ogelunlony

IN

N gl oy el
by Lemma and by Hausdorff-Young, which gives
IF7 (DI oo < ellipll o+ < b +

as one easily calcuLates.1
Region 2: (15 + |&|%)% dominant.
Similarly as before we estimate (Z3]) by

c [l @, Bl (2 + [€af%) ol o, 7o) (€3, ) ddr

< clluall g4 IF DD un)n 2,

< clluall g3 4 17 (Do (D7 M) 2
< o lall gy lnel o olenll -0y

<

0 _1 _1
e Nl e g il oy N
where we used Lemma again.

Region 3: (73 + |¢3]%)2 dominant.
Using Lemma 8l we control (23] by:

C/ 16| a1 (&, ) [(0) | 2| 2T (€2, 72) (3 + €3 [2) 2 71 (&3, 75) dEdr

~ 1
< cllnall oy IFHIBDD; u) (D )l
X, ®
~ 1
< ellnell oyl IPD e D7 ) (DF )l 2o
+
< eIl o gl el
<

_1 _1
c5°+||n+llxi,%+N 2l g lluall 1 g N2

Region 4: ]7'0]% dominant.
The upper bound for (Z5) is here

¢ / 61| @ (&1, 70) [70] 2 [ (7o) |2 2T (En, 72) 1T (€3, 75) dEdr

— -

— 1~ 1/2 —
< ol|DF url s pas IE ]+ D g 5 % 2 e
1771 [
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by Hélder. The first factor is estimated as follows by Hélder w.r. to 7:

—

_ 1 1 _1
1Dz w2 pre = 1Dz un (1 4+ &) 2 + €072 |12 11t
£ 177

-=n 1
< Dz ur (n +5%>2\|Lgm < clully g

The second factor is bounded by Young’s inequality by
1~ 2
clllrl2 11l 2+ 1D % 7% 22
< @il oylialyony S AN Inl ol

Here we used Lemma 4] and the bound |HT\%]1;]HL3+ < 6%, which is easily
checked.

Thus we get ([Z4) in all regions.
Finally we have to prove ([0). It is implied by

51 + 52 m(&3 4 &) —m(E3)m(&s)

ny (&1, t)uz (&2, 1) -

m(&3)m(&a)
1 gl
< el H NI g el ol (26)
Case 1: Ny ~ N3 >cN, Ny ~ N3 >> Ny, Ny
Subcase a: Ny < N
m(&1 + &) c < No __e>
< <c
e e * e g
m(&s + &) — m(&s)m (& m(& + &) —m(&s)| _ '( m)(53)£4 cNy
m(&3)m(&a) m(&s) 1 m(&) TN
by the mean value theorem. Thus we get the bound
N4
I ez il o s D2 < =)
Ny 1 Ny 1_,
< explinel ogeliel ol o +||u4uXo+2Nl ((FF)
N4 1 1 1 Ny 1_,
< el gaell g gt el gl ()

which implies (20]).
Subcase b: [§1] ~ [§3] > eN, [§1] ~ [€3] >> |€a], [l 5 [€2], [€a] = N
In this case we avoid any dyadic decomposition and estimate as follows:

m(& + &2)

c @ 1
e < e <)
’m(fs +&4) —m(§3)m(&a) c (154\ )i-
m(&3)m(&a) - !m(§4)\ - N
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Thus we get the bound

4 %_ %_ e 1 1
[ ] e S e ntal e
-ﬁ(sg,t><|£4|%-@<g4,t>>|£% dedt
4 2

Is 1_ 1_
FHH-FHL;X’L%”DJ? uzl p2peellnllpeer2 |1D2 - uallp2 oo

IN

c . 1
< F”"*“X% [uzll 1,107 Hn+HXi,%+HU4HX1,%52

which is sufficient, because no dyadic decomposition was performed.

Subcase c: [§1] ~ [€3] > N, [§1] ~ [E3] >> (&2, [6a], |64l = N > €.
We again perform no dyadic decomposition and estimate as follows:

‘ m(&1 + &a)
m(&)m(&) | ~
‘m(&a t&) —mG)mE)| . ¢ _ C(@)%
m(&§3)m(&a) T m&)l T N
Thus we get the bound
1
O llr - _ __ 1 1
| [ B me 0w, )i 6. 06l T, ) —
0 Jx N2 ‘4’2
C
< —tlInsllzgeralluzllp2 poe lIns Do *ual 2,
N2
< C
< EH"+|’X$%+HU2”L§H§+HH+HX3,%+HU4”X0+,%
c 51_ 1
< EHHJF|,X3’%+ 2 HU2HX1,%|’n+HX3,%+FHu4”X1,%

& 1_ 2
<
< oI g bl el

Case 2: No ~ Ny >cN, Ny ~ Ny >> Ny, N3

dedt

We have
m(& + &2) c & 1 . & 1
‘m(&)m(&) = Tmi@)] SC<(N) >5 (¥
m (&3 + &) — m(&3)m(&a) c N3.1 ) Ny
‘ m(&s)m(Es) = (e = C<(W) >S (¥

This gives the bound

1/2
_1/9 —1/2 (N4
el D 2ugl g Ny DY 2 N7 () (

C
< N”n-i-HXi,%+ HU2HX0+,% Hn-i-”Xi)r,%+ Hu4”Xo+,%
C

—1 —1 2
< NN R g el el
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which implies (4.
Case 3: Ny ~ Ny >cN,, Ny ~ Ny >> N3, Ny

Using &)
m(& + & c NiyL
e | < e < <)
m(&§s + &) — m(&3)m(6a)

¢ Nays (A
oty S e <G08 ()
we get the bound

~1/2 N3 1 Ngy1\  Ny1
o D a2 Ny P sz hualzes (DY) (DY) (G

~1/2 N3 1 Ny1\ Ni1
corg N Il gl (CGF) (G (G2

+

IN

ciin u
| +||Xi,%+\| 2|

A

-3 FR
CH"+|’X0,%+HU2”X1,%N2 ? |’n+HX0,%+”u4H 1,%52 Ny ?
+ +

(G {(EH e

_34 0— i 2
< eN72T(N1NaN3Ny)™— 62 ||n+HX3,%+HU2||X1,%||U4HX1,%

Case 4: No ~ N3 >cN, Ny ~ N3 >> Ny, Ny

Using e +£) N
1+ &2 c 1,1
e < ey <)
m(&§s + &) — m(&3)m(&a) c Niyi
| m(Es)miEr) = TmEn] <e((H)

we get the bound

~1/2 Nii1 Ny 1
cllns DY sl 2, N5 Iz szl (F {5 >2>

+
< cllng ] 0,%+HU2HX1,%N2 i o llually 303N,
X, X,

No. 1 Ny 1>
GIBIGL
3 1
< eN72T (N NaN3N,)0~ 62 ||n+\|ii,%+||u2\|X1,%||U4HX1,%

Case 5: N3~ N4y >cN, N3~ Ng>> Ny, Ny

Using
€1+€2) C &% & %
’m Emi&)| = TmEmE)] <e(GFH){H)
m(&3 + &) — m(&3)m(&s) c Nay1
mE)m(es) < Tmiepe =A%)
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we get the bound

N
-+l
Ny 27027 Inl o 3 lluall o 3 Ny "
+

Ny1 No 1\ Ny 1
(G () (!
-3+ 0—si— 2
< eNTRT(NINoNgNa) =0z [l [ g g fuall o,y lleall oy
+

—1/2 / ,N1i.1 No 1\ ,Ng. 1
el pzlluzlze I DY sl N7 ((G0%) (2 >z><ﬁ>z

< C||n+\|Xi,%+IIU2\IX1,%

Case 6: Ny ~ Ny >cN, Ny ~ Ny >> Ny, N3

Using &)
m(& + & c No 1
ey < e <)
m(&s + &) — m(&3)m(&s) c Ns.\1
’ m(&3)m(&a) = Im(&3)] = c<( N) >

we get the bound

1

—1/2 1
el szllualsge o DY sz N7 (G20 ) (3

l\.’)
l\)l»—l

v >

34

< cllnll o gelluall 11N22 55 | o b lluall oy Ny "
Xy Xy

<<‘7X3>%><<%>%>

_34 0—ci_ 2
< cN72T(N1N2N3Ny)"~ 62 ”71+HX3,%+HU2HX1,%HU4HX1,}).

The remaining cases where at least three factors have equivalent frequencies > ¢V

are similar or easier to handle so that (Z8]) is proved in all possible situations.
The proof of the proposition is complete.

4 The global existence result

Theorem 4.1 Let 1 > s > 5/6. The Zakharov system (d),(3),[3) has a unique
global solution for data ug € H*(R) , ng € H*"Y(R) , A™"/?n; € H*"(R). More
precisely, for any T > 0 there exists a unique solution

(u,n, A=V2n,) € X53[0,T] x X*~13F[0,T] x X*~L3+(0, 7]

- 11
where Xs_l’%+[0,T] = X} l’QJF[O,T] + X L+ [0,T]. This solution satisfies

(u,n, A?n;) € %[0, T], H*(R) x H*"Y(R) x H>"'(R))

and
201—s)
[u®)llzzs + In(E) | rs—1 + AT 2ng(8) | go-r < (1 +8) o5 =
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Proof: The data satisfy the estimates

ol < eN'=|luo| s
ITnsollz < eN'"*(lnollmsr + A7 201 gor)

We use our local existence theorem on [0, §], where ¢ ~ and conclude

1
NA(—s)+

[ sl LEC g T Hn-|l s

XL50,6] %304
)

< el Tuoll g + gl 2 + [In-[12) < e2N'~* (27)
From () we get
E(Tug, Into) < co(|[Tuo |l + [ Tnsoll72 + [ Tuol|f:) < e =)
and from (@)
1AV Tug |72 + T4 |72 + [ In— |72 < @N?U=) o [|Tug|l 2 < M

with ¢ = ¢(¢). Thus the constant in (27) depends only on ¢ and M, ie. co =
co(e, M).

In order to reapply the local existence result with time intervals of equal length
we need a uniform bound of the solution at time ¢t = § and ¢ = 20 etc. which
follows from a uniform control over the energy by ([@). The increment of the
energy is controlled by Proposition Bl and (27)) as follows:

|E(ITu(d), Ing () — E(ITug, Ingo)|

1 1 3
< N7 zt5z— 4 N2 H)||I 2
< Ml o s I
-3 —14 51— 2
NN |y HXNM]

< C((NTEFERT 4 NTEF)NBITS) o (N3 4 NI g ) N

Using the definition of § we arrive at

[E(Tu(3), I (6)) — E(Tug, Inyo)|

< 63((N—§+N—2(1—s)+ JrN—%JF)N?,(l—s) i (N‘3+ Jr]\7—1+]\/v—2(1—s)+)N4(1—s))

< CS(N—%+N—2(1—5)+N3(1—3) 4 N—1+N—2(1—s)+N4(1—s))
where ¢3 = ¢3(, M). This is easily seen to be bounded by eN2(1=%) (for large N).
The number of iteration steps to reach the given time T is % ~ TNA*(=8)+,
This means that in order to give a uniform bound of the energy of the iterated

solutions, namely by 2eN2(1=%) from the last inequality the following condition
has to be fulfilled:

63(N—%+N—2(1—3)N3(1—s) + N—1+N—2(1—s)+N4(1—s))TN4(1—S)+ < eN2(1-9)
where c3 = ¢3(2¢, 2M) (recall here that the initial energy is bounded by N2(1—5)).
This can be fulfilled for IV sufficiently large provided the following conditions hold:
1

_5_2(1_3)4_3(1—3)—1—4(1—3)<2(1—s) — s$>5/6

—1-2(1—-s)+4(1—-5)+4(1—-s)<2(1—5) < s>3/4

18



So here is the point where the decisive bound on s appears.
A uniform bound of the energy implies by (@) uniform control of

IAY2 Tu(@) || + [ In(@)]] + A2 Ing(#)]] < eN'—*
Moreover |[Tu(t)|| < ||u(?)|| = ||uo]| , thus
()l s + [In(@)l] a1 + A7 0e(8) ]| o < eN'*

Now, one can directly give a bound on the growth of the solution as follows. The
most restrictive condition on N comes from the inequality

C3TN—%+N—2(1—5)N3(1—S)N4(1—s)+ < eN20-8) s N > CTﬁJr

This implies

2(1—s)

sup ([[u(®)lms + [n(@)lls—r + |47 20,() | o) < e(1+T) o=

0<t<T
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