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LOW REGULARITY SOLUTIONS FOR THE
KADOMTSEV-PETVIASHVILI T EQUATION

J. COLLIANDER, C. KENIG, AND G. STAFFILANI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we obtain local in time existence and (suitable) uniqueness
and continuous dependence for the KP-I equation for small data in the intersection of
the energy space and a natural weighted L? space.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the KP initial value problem (IVP)

(1.1) dyu + DBu + 0, Dou + 0, (u?) = 0,
' u(z,0) = uo(x) (z,y) eR* t€R,

where u = u(t, z,y) is a scalar unknown function, 8 # 0 and  # 0 are real constant. If
v < 0 the IVP () is called KP-I and if v > 0 it takes the name KP-II. These equations
model [I2] the propagation along the x-axis of nonlinear dispersive long waves on the
surface of a fluid with a slow variation along the y-axis. They also arise as universal
models in wave propagation and may be considered as two dimensional generalizations of
the Korteweg-de Vries equation.

The first result regarding well-posedness for a KP type equation is due to Ukai [29]. He
uses a standard energy method that does not recognize the type I or 11 of the equation. His
result provides local well-posedness for initial data and their antiderivatives in H*, s > 3.
Faminskii [6] observed a better smoothing effect in the KP-II evolution and used this to
prove well-posedness results. Bourgain performed a Fourier analysis [3] of the term 9, (u?)
in the KP-II equation in which the derivative is recovered in a nonlinear way. The result
obtained gave local well-posedness of KP-II for initial data in L?. Since the L? norm is
conserved during the KP-II evolution, the L? local result may be iterated to prove global
well-posedness. Takaoka [26] and Takaoka and Tzvetkov [27] improved Bourgain’s result

by proving local well-posedness in an anisotropic Sobolev space! H,. y%JrE’O. For the KP-I
equation the situation is more delicate. There are several results on local and global
existence of solutions, but not a satisfactory well-posedness theory for data with no more
than two derivatives in L2, Fokas and Sung [7], and Zhou [30)], obtained global existence
for small data via inverse scattering techniques. Schwarz [25] proved existence of weak
global periodic solutions with small L? data. The smallness condition was subsequently
removed [4]. Tom [28] proved existence of global weak solutions for initial data in H*
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Here H31;52 = {f € 8" [ [[(€)* (u)*2 f (&, )2 d€dp < oo} where (1) = (1 + - 2)2 and ~denotes the
Fourier transform from the spatial variables (z,y) to their dual variables (&, ).
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together with their antiderivative. For well-posedness results, we recall the work of Saut
[23], Isaza, Mejia and Stallbohom [10] and finally the work of Iério and Nunes [9]. The last
two authors use the quasi linear theory of Kato, together with parabolic regularization,
to prove local well-posedness with data and their antiderivatives in H® s > 2. The
limitation s > 2 is needed in order to insure that d,u € L*, an essential assumption for
the proof. Molinet, Saut and Tzvetkov [22] also proved that if one is willing to assume
more regularity for the initial data (at least three derivatives in the x variable and two in
the y variable need to be in L?), then global well-posedness holds. Recently we [B] were
able to obtain well-posedness for small data in a weighted Sobolev space with essentially
H? regularity, we will return to this result later.

We recall a few known facts associated with the KP equations. If one defines the Fourier
transform for a function f(z,y) as

flen) = [ Hapeeeaady,

then it is easy to see that the dispersive function associated to this equation is
2

(1.2) wié ) = € — v%-

The analysis of the KP initial value problem depends crucially on the sign of v. We
describe three differences due to the choice of sign: the strength of the smoothing effect,
the bilinear dispersive identity and (non)positivity of the top order terms in the energy.

A first example of the relevance of the sign of v comes from the following observation.
If we compute the gradient of w, we have that for KP-I (y = —1, for example)

(1.3) [Vw(€, m)| = (3% — gﬂ e
and for KP-II (y = 1, for example)

12
(1.4) [Vw(€, m)| = (36" + ?7_2 SE

Then, following the argument of Kenig, Ponce and Vega in [I4], we can claim that thanks
to (L) KP-II recovers a full derivative smoothness along the x direction, while by (L3
KP-I recovers only % derivative smoothness along that same direction. Because the nonlin-
ear term in ([.T]) presents a derivative along the x direction, this explains, at least formally,
why well-posedness questions for the KP-I IVP are much more difficult to answer than
for the KP-II problem.

The “sign problem” illustrated above appears also if one approaches well-posedness
questions using the method presented by Bourgain in [3]. This method is based on the
strength of various denominators which are controlled using the bilinear dispersive identity

w(& + &2, 1+ p2) — w(&i, pa) — w(&a, pi2)

o §1&2 2 M1 M2 ?
(15) - <3<51+52> (-2 )

Clearly if v < 0 ( KP-I) this quantity could be zero, while if v > 0 (KP-II)
lw(&r + &2, 1 + p2) — w(&1, 1) — w(&a, p2)| = Cl&]]E]|€1 + &l
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This is enough to control the derivative in the nonlinear term and to obtain well-posedness
results for very rough data (see also Takaoka [26], Takaoka-Tzvetkov [27]).
The IVP (L)) has two conserved integrals, the L?>-norm and the Hamiltonian:

(16) ful = ol
(1.7) ) = [ (00 =20 0,0 = ) dady = Hw)

This time, for KP-I, the sign is favorable. In fact one can prove ? that a combination of
(CH) with (L) when v = —1, gives
(1.8) [Ju()][z2 + 00u(t) 22 + 107 yu(®)llzz < C ([luollz2 + |0xuo]| 22 + (107 Dyuo] 2)

for any sufficiently smooth solution w, uniformly in time. The Sobolev space defined by
([CR) is naturally called the energy space. It is the natural space on which the Hamiltonian
is defined, and thus it would be desirable to obtain a local well-posedness theory for
KP-I in this space. (As we mentioned before, Tom [28] proved the existence of global
weak solutions, for data in the energy space, using ([C8) and compactness arguments,
but the uniqueness of these weak solutions remains an open problem). Moreover, if one
could also prove that the time T' of existence in this (desired) local existence theorem
depends only on the norms involved in ([CH), then a simple iteration argument, combined
with (L), would yield global in time solutions for data in the energy space, and hence
the Hamiltonian would be defined globally in time, for the natural space of initial data,
providing a satisfactory “low-regularity” space in which KP-I is globally well-posed, and in
which the Hamiltonian is naturally defined. We next remark that this desired dependence
on T above is validated by scaling considerations. In fact, if we fix |5] = 1,7 = —1
and u(x,y,t) is a solution of (), then uy(z,y,t) = Nu(Az, A%y, \3) is also a solution
of (), with initial data wyo(z,y) = A2ug(Az, \%). Note that |luxoll. = A2 |uoll 2,
10uunoll 2 = A2 |Butiol 12, 1105 Byunoll > = A2]|0; Dyugl| o, s0 that () is “sub-critical”
in the energy space and thus one expects the time of existence in a local well-posedness
theorem, as the one discussed before, to depend only on the norm of the initial data in the
energy space. (See also Remark E] for further discussion of the notion of “criticality”).
Note also that if one is only interested in global existence of solutions of KP-I, with fairly
regular initial data, the recent work [22] provides a very satisfactory global existence
theory, by combining the local well-posedness results of lorio and Nunes [9], mentioned
before, with higher order conservation laws for KP-I (suitably regularized by the use of
Strichartz inequalities).

In the attempt to establish a local well-posedness theory for KP-I in the energy space,
one is confronted by the following difficulty, which we have not been able to overcome:
so far, in the many studies of local well-posedness for nonlinear dispersive equations, the
only successful approach to the issue of “low regularity” data has been through the use
of fixed point theorems based on Picard iteration. However, the recent counterexamples
of Molinet, Saut and Tzvetkov [21], [22], show that, for KP-I, we cannot prove local
well-posedness in any type of anisotropic L?-based Sobolev space H 23’2, or in the energy
space, by using Picard fixed point methods for the integral equation formulation of the
KP-I initial value problem. In light of this, to study the local well-posedness theory in the

2See for example M.
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energy space, one must abandon Picard iteration, and proceed in a new way. Since weak
solutions have been constructed in [28], as we mentioned before, the key issue is uniqueness
and one needs to establish this without relying on the classical Gronwall inequality, which
seems to require too much regularity on the data. Possibly, recent works of Molinet and
Ribaud on dissipative generalizations of KP [19] and KdV [20] may prove useful in this
direction, but we have not been able to establish the required uniqueness.

Given this unsatisfactory state of affairs, an alternative is to use spaces other than
Hzs2, or the energy space, but with similar regularity properties, and for which Picard
iteration might still work. For example, in our recent work [B], we addressed the well-
posedness question for KP-I, by restricting the space of initial data, which we took to
consist (essentially) of functions, which together with two derivatives, belonged to the
weighted space L?((1 + |y|)*dzdy),o > 1, and have small norm. Our proof relied on
the so called “oscillatory integrals” method, which combines local smoothing effects and
maximal function estimates.

Our goal in the present paper is to refine the local well-posedness result mentioned
above, to reduce the number of the derivatives needed on the initial data to bring it to
a space which is close to the energy space we discussed before. We use versions of the
spaces and methods introduced by Bourgain [3], extended to the context of weighted
Besov spaces. The weights are used to exploit the fact that the region where (LH) is
small, is a region of small measure. The estimates we present are sharp, in a sense that
will be made clear later, and are obtained in Besov-type spaces involving derivatives of
order 1 — € and the weight |y|. We are able to remove any assumption on the initial data
concerning small frequency, but due to the fact that in this case weighted spaces do not
rescale well (see Remark EZTI), our well-posedness result again holds only for small data.
From now on we will restrict ourselves to || = 1.

Let’s now define the energy space E and the weighted space P as

(1.9) E={f:fel?d.fel?8,0,'f€L?}, and P={f:yf € L*}.

Remark 1.1. We consider the space E'N P natural in the context of KP-I. It was proved
by Saut [23], that for smooth solutions u of KP-I, whose initial data ug is in £ N P, then
for any fixed time interval [—T,T', u enjoys the a priori bound

|(BNP) < O(T, [luoll grp)-

Let us denote now by B, the ball in £'N P, centered at zero, and radius p. To state
the main theorem we will also need the spaces (E N P);_., and Z;_.. The first space will
be defined in ([CI2), but for now, all the reader needs to know about it is that it roughly
has € fewer derivatives than the space £N P. The space Z;_. is introduced in (CIT). It is
a Bourgain type space (following the spaces introduced in [3]), in which the contraction
mapping theorem is applied.

Theorem 1. Assume that v = —1 in (L) and fiz an interval of time [0,T], and a
small € > 0. Then, there exists § > 0, § = d(¢,T) such that for any ug € E N P with
ol grp < O, there exists a unique solution

we L=(0,T; EnP)NC([0,T]; (ENP)i—e) N Z1—

with [[ul|, < C4. Moreover, the map that associates the initial data in E N P to the
solution u is smooth from the ball By into the space C([0,T];(E N P)i_).

||u||LF3T,T
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This theorem is a consequence of a well-posedness result involving the Besov type spaces
of initial data mentioned earlier, (see Theorem B below). We start by giving a precise
definition for these spaces.

Definition 1. Let 0y(s) = x—1,1(5), Om(s) = xpm—12m(|s]), m € N. For (£, 1) € R? let
x1(&, 1) = X{jel>3 by and yo(&, 1) = X{jgj<y el We define the space B>! of functions

on R? as the closure of the Schwartz functions, for which the norm below is finite, with
respect to

(1.10) _ Z||1+|s|+'|’g|'> () () ()l
EELE “‘gb LOX2(E 1) (6 ) 2o

We also define a “weighted Besov space”, P?! using the norm

(1.11) e = i+ + ey (€0 e, )0, F (6 )lluo

Y+ '|"g|'> X2 (E 1B F(E 1)
n>0

Remark 1.2. Going back to the discussion of the smoothing effect involving (C3)) and (4),

one can see that the splitting into the two regions R, = {|{| > %H’g'l} and R, = {|¢] < ;%}

is quite natural. In fact in the “good” region R, it’s easy to check that |Vw(&, )| 2 [€]?,
hence here one should expect a gain of a full derivative. On the other hand in the “bad”
region R, one has |Vw(&, 1)| 2 €], and the gain should be only of half derivative, (see
also Proposition H).

Remark 1.3. Because [' C [2, it follows that By"' N P! € ENP. Moreover, if € > 0, then
we also have EN P C B'. N P*'. To see this, first assume that f € E. Then

ST+ e+ a0 (€ m Fie e

m>0 |€|

<3 e (1 g+ “‘g"f—eem(s)xlfnm
m>0

< St i+ e e,

= €l
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and Cauchy Schwarz concludes this part. On the other hand

S0+ e+ By, st el
n>0

(g1 M
; EF (A+1el+ g

S X2 el + (O + I+ - Gona(e ) FE
n>0

and again Cauchy-Schwarz takes care of this term. Now assume that f € P. Then

SN+ e+ <0, €0 (€ B, wllie

N

T, (1) xa (€, ) F(E, 1)

L2

I3

m>0

S )20 ()1 (€ )0 (€ )22
m>0

and we use Cauchy-Schwarz. Finally, because (1 + |£| + %) > 1+ (€ \‘%)%, we obtain

S+ €]+ Db, o6 100, 7€ )1

€]
Z2-%E||9n<u>><2<s,u>auf<f,u>||L2,
n>0

and also this term is estimated. We are now ready to define the space (E N P);_,
introduced in the statement of Theorem [1 by setting

(1.12) (ENP)_.= B> . npP*,
for any € € R.

Remark 1.4. If one could prove well-posedness with initial data in B'.nP*!, on (-1, T],
with 7' depending only on the norm of the initial data in this space, for some ¢ > 0,
then for data ug € E N P we would obtain, in light of Remarks and [Tl a unique
global solution in C([-T,T], B>', n P> N L>([-T,T], EN P), for each T, which would
depend continuously on the initial data, in the Bf’_le N P%! topology. However, as we will
explain in Remark BTl we show the required local well-posedness only for small data in

Bf ’16 N P%', and our estimates barely miss giving the global result?.

—€)

Remark 1.5. If in the definition of B%!, the constant % appearing in y; and y» is replaced
by C, we obtain the same space, with comparable norms. This holds also for P*!. Assume
that f € B2! and 0 < C' < 1. We need to show that

g T (1416 )0, (O ey (€ FE e

3Unfortunautely though, our estimates are sharp as is shown in Proposition [
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But if C < [¢] < $1, then Clu| < [¢* < 3|ul. Tfm =0, then [¢* < 1 and |u] < C~.
Then

101+ 161+ 000X,y (6 MFE )
S 1+ I+ s Xy gy € 1 )

< eyl 'Q‘") W)X (€ ) 6 1)
n>0

If m > 1,22t < |u| < 2% /C. Let ng be the smallest integer such that 27 > 22m/C.
Then Un S 2m + C(), C() = C()(C) ThU.S

S+ 1]+ 6, o

m>1 |§|

SO e+ e xele ) FE wli

m2>12m—1<no<2m+Co |§|

< SN I+ o, e, e e

= €l

and (CI3) follows. We also need to show that

(1.14) ZH 1+ [¢] + ||2L|‘) n()X ol <jgi<

and the argument is similar since

luly (& 1) FE 1)l

<1
2

N

Iuly (&) f F& e S

<1
2

2" < || < ontl C%Q% <€) < (%)§2n/z+1'

The case C' > 1/2 is proved in the same way, reversing the role of C' and 1/2. A similar
proof can be given for the space P?!. This remark will be used implicitly in our proofs.

We are now ready to introduce the Banach spaces in which we will perform a fixed
point argument to obtain the solution for (ILTl). Below, we use f to denote the Fourier
transform of a function of (z,y,t), defined in a similar fashion as for functions of (z,y).
We hope that this will not cause confusion to the reader.

Definition 2. Let xo(s) = xqjs<13(), X5(5) = Xq2i-1<s)<2i} (), w(&, 1) = & + p?/€ and

w(& p) = 1+1[&+ “‘g“) We define the space X, through the following norm:

1
2

X = 22" (/RS Xj(T_W(fa,U))Xl(faN)em(f)w28|f|2(€>ﬂaT)dfdﬂdT)

Jym=20

* Z 2jb (/ - w(gu M))X2(£7 M)Hn(ﬂ>w2s|f|2(§’ 1, T>d£dﬂd7')

7,m>0

(1.13)f]

[NIE
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We also define the space
(1.16) Yerp ={f :tf € Xsp, and yf € X, »},
and the spaces

(1.17) Zsp=Xsp NYss 1, Z1-e =2

1.
—€5

Remark 1.6. A statement similar to Remark holds for these spaces.

We are now ready to state the well-posedness result for initial data in Besov spaces
introduced above.

Theorem 2. Assume that v = —1 in (). For any €o < 55 and for any interval
of time [0,T), there exists 6 = 6(ey,T") > 0 such that for any uy € Bf’_lEO N P%. and

Hu0||B%,71€OnPE,€1 < 4, there exists a unique solution u for (LX) in Z;_.,. Moreover u €

B*' N P*! and smoothness with respect to initial data holds in the appropriate topology.

1—eo —€o

From now on we assume that v = —1. In the rest of the paper we often use the notation
A < B if there exists C' > 0 such that A < CB, and A~ Bif A < B and B < A with
possibly different C’s.

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we introduce some estimates
for the solution of the linear KP-I initial value problem. In Section 3, we present two
bilinear estimates (see Theorems Bl and B below) that are the heart of the matter for the
proof of Theorem Pl The section concludes with a counterexample showing the optimality
of our analysis. We finish with Section 4, in which we briefly present the proofs of
Theorems [Ml and Bl Section 4 also contains a scaling argument which reveals that the
optimal analysis in Section 3 is “endpoint critical”.

Acknowledgment. The authors are very grateful to the referees for their extremely
careful reading of the manuscript, and their many suggestions, that have greatly clarified
our original version of the paper.

2. THE LINEAR ESTIMATES

Consider the linear IVP
2.1) Opu + PBu — 0, 07u = 0,
' u(z,0) = uglz) (v,y) ER? tER,

and let S(t)ug be the solution. By taking the Fourier transform of the first equation in
(210 and solving the ODE one can easily see that

S(t)uo(z,y) / (ARSI G () dEd.

R2
We now show that the space X 10 Yo, 1 is well behaved with respect to the group
operator S(t).
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Proposition 1. (linear homogeneous estimates) Assume 1 € C§°(|t] < 1),9 =1 on
t] < 1. Then

(2.2) 1 @)S W uollx,; < lluoll gz,
2.3) [0Sl ,, <

[[uoll p21, + [[uoll g21-

Proof. The proof follows the same arguments used in [I6]. We observe that

(2.4) () S ()uo) &, 1, 7) = (7 — w(&, ) (€, ).

Here “denotes the Fourier transform of a function of 3 variables on the left side of (24
and also to denote the transform of functions of 1 and 2 variables on the right side. Then
to prove (Z2) we need to estimate the two integral expressions:

1
2

(2.5) 2222( / <f,u>28xlem<£>xj<r—w>|¢<r—w>|2|@\2d5dudf)

7>0 m>0
26 LAY ([ wlewP it - it - w)Pidasduar)
7>0 n>0

where w(&, u) = (1 + €] + %) We observe that for j =0

2.7) / D (VA < 192
and for j > 1
(28) J 1PN S 2 0+ DY)

for any N € N. When we insert (27) and (I?El) in (ZH) we obtain the bound
+3 o

It is easy to see that for N > 1, .., —2— < C, hence () is proved for ZH). A

j>1 (1429)N
similar argument can be used to estimate (2.0]).
To estimate (Z3)) we first observe that

t(8)S(E)uo = D(H)S (o,
where (t) = t(t). Hence by (Z2)
[t0(0)S ()uollx,, < lluoll g2

We then turn to yi(t)S(t)ug. Using the fact that (yh(y))” = —z'@,ﬁ(,u) and (24), it is
easy to see that

(210)  Fyw(H)Stuo)(€ 1) = —20(r — ) (6. ) — b — TE. ).

(2.9) (14 [s) V) (8) | oe-
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Then we can use (Z2) to conclude that
1y (£) S (£)uol

Xs—1,b ,S HuOHBf’1 + ||yu0||B§,11

There is an inhomogeneous version of Proposition [l

Proposition 2. (linear inhomogeneous estimates) Assume ¢ € C(Jt] < 1),9 =1 on
|t| < 3. Then,

S 1l

211) o) [ Ste—One)arly, ]

19
2

NI

t
(2.12) !|¢(t)/0S(t—t’)h(t’)dt’HYS,S S nllx, _y +lithllx, _y +liyhlix,_, ).

1
-5

Also in this case the proof follows closely the arguments used in [I6]. We start with
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. (stability under time cutoff) There exists C > 0 such that for any s € R,
@) fllx, , < CIlf]

X,
Sy

NI
Nl

To prove the lemma we need the auxiliary space X&b defined as the closure of the
functions in S for which the norm below is finite, with respect to the norm

1
2

/1

5= (22 [ xolr— (e +Iel + L2 (6 s r)agdr
’ >0 R3 €]

Notice that while the space X is defined using an [' summation with respect to j, the
space X is defined using an [* summation. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. For any b such that 0 < b < % and any s € R we have

(2.13) le@lls., S Iflls.
For any b such that % <b<1 and any s € R we have
(2.14) @ flix,, S Ifllx.,

Proof. We start by proving (2I3). Note that

(Z 2j2b/ X (T = w(&, w)w*| f*(€, u,f)d€dud7>
>0 R

~ (/RJ(l + ‘T — (,u(g7 M)|)2bw28‘ﬂ2(£7 M,T)dgdludT)
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where w(&, p) = (1 + €] + &), Because

€
(WONTE ) = f e (),

by following the arguments in [I6], it is easy to see that the proof reduces to showing that
for any a € R, (with (D°f)T{r) = |7|°f(7))

(2.15) / DM (e f () (t)|"dt < / FOPQ+ |1 al)™dL.
R R
We use fractional derivatives (see appendix in [I5]) to obtain

D (e f(£)(t)) — D( f(£))e(t) — € f(£) D (p()) |2 < [|D°(e" F ()| 2|9 e
It follows that

ID* (e f () ())llze < 1D (€ FE) N2 llllee + N f ()] e [ D* (D () o

for % + 1 =1. Because b < %, if % =1 — 2b, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we can

T
continue with

1

1D (™ f(#)w ()22 < (/R FOPE -+~ a\)zbdl)§ (1l + D@ (ED)] 2).

To finish observe that
ID* (¥ (t))|| o < 00,

because D°() € L* N L*°.
The proof of (ZI4l) follows by combining the above arguments with those in Lemma
3.2 of [16]. O

Note that ([ZI3) also follows from Lemma 2.2 in [§].

Proof of Lemma [Z. We recall that by real interpolation (see Theorem 5.6.1 in [2]), if A
is a Banach space and

L(A) ={(f;): f; € A, <Z(2jbl|fj||A)q> < oo},

Jj=0
then for any ¢; € [1, 00,
(loy (A), 15 (A))o,g = I3, (A), (bo # b1)

where ¢ € [0,1], 1 < g < oo and by = by + (1 — 0)by. We then apply this fact to the

spaces X;p, wWith by < %, by > %, g =1, we use Lemma and then we sum with respect

to m and n to obtain Lemma 211 O

Proof of Proposition[d. We follow the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [I6]. We write

b(t) /0 t S(t — Yh(t)dt' = I + 11,
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where

_ i(ctyn) eitT _ 6itw
D=t [ e ot — ) deduar

_ z(wﬁ-i—yu B B itT itw
1= u) [ [ e mie i - vt - o)

e —e
T = W(g, :u)
By Taylor expansion we can rewrite I as
(2.16)

@ .
I= gﬁwwéfm“wﬁﬂ([ M&mﬂv—w@w»“wv—wmﬂdww

dédpdr.

oo

For k > 1 let
and note that for any £ > 1 and for any s € R,

[n(s)] < C,

and for |s| > 1,

(2.17) i (s)] <

From (210 it is easy to see that

(1+/€)2
(1+\ )2

Z — (t)hy(z, y),

where -
o) = [ hlg ) — (€ ) ol — w)dr
Then by Proposition [ in particular (3), and (ZI), we obtain
(1+k)?
1, 3 S g

k>1
On the other hand it is easy to check that
hillgza S MlRllx,

which inserted above gives (ZI1]). We now pass to I1. We write [1 = I1, + I, where
itT

Ih = ¥(t) /_ . /R 2 e““*y“’iz(f,um)[l—w(f—wﬂ%dfdudm

itw

—_drd&dpu.
(e ) T

1, = ﬂMﬂA;ﬂ“””/mﬁﬁﬁwﬂﬂ—wﬁ—WH
By Lemma BT

_1°

Ox, , S
2

N)

On the other hand, by Proposition [l we have
I Lx, , S
2
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where

e = [n-v - 8D

To finish the proof of (2I1) one just needs to observe that

To prove ([ZI2)) we first observe that by (2TTI)

Itoto) [ ste—emeriels,, < o,

We now use (ZI0) to write

.s 1,%

[y (t /St—t dt'||x <l /St—t ' |x
L3

b [ St e [ SO,
0 ’ 0 ’

where ¢ (t) = t(t) and ?z(f 1) = 2u/ER(E, ). We use again (1) and we continue with

It [ S OnOlx < Il

S=h3

x,_y +llyhllx

1 -
571,77

This concludes the proof of Proposition
O

In this second part of the section we prove some a priori estimates enjoyed by the
solution S(t)ug of the linear problem (Z1I). The first estimate we present is of Strichartz
type and is due to Ben-Artzi and Saut [I]:

Proposition 3. (linear homogeneous estimate) Assume ug € L?, then
(2.18) 1S () oz, y)llago..awe) S lluollze-

We would like to use (ZI8) to obtain an L* estimates for any generic function f, not
necessarily a linear solution. This can be done by foliating the space R? using dyadic level

sets Aj = {(§, 11, 7) /|7 —w| ~ 27},

Proposition 4. Let x;(&, p, 7) = x;(T —w(&, 1)) as in Definition[d. Then, fore >0, and
with ¥ denoting the inverse Fourier transform,

(2.19) OGN S 22 11F X2
%
(2.20) Ifllzs < (Z2<1+f)j||ij||iz>
Jj=0

Proof. Set (x;|f1)Y(x,y,t) = g;(x,y,t). Then

o5, t) = / U | Fly (€, 1, ) dedpdr,
R3
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We now observe that ¢g; can be written as an integral of linear solutions for (21I) with
appropriate initial data. More precisely, by a simple change of variables one can write

gi(x,y,t) = /R et O I, o, A = w(€ )X (A) dEdpud
= [ | [ e e e, ) ded] an
= [ P Stg(a) i
where gi(&, 1) = |fI(€, A — w(€, ). Then, by EI)
ol [ OISOl dr S [ OIFE A= wenliz, dh

and after Cauchy-Schwarz in A ([ZI9) is proved. To prove (Z20) we first foliate the
function f over the dyadic levels |7 — w(, u)| ~ 2/, that is we write f(z,y,t) =3 fj,
where

Fyt) = [ 6 ) g
R

Then if we proceed as above and we use Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

||f||L4<Z/xJ )IS( >fA<xy||L4dA<Z/x] MIFE A = i€ )z dA

j=0 >0

where j?,\(f,u) = |f|(§,,u, A —w(&, ). Using Cauchy-Schwarz, first in A, and then in j,
the proof is concluded. O

We also need a smoothing effect estimate and a matching maximal function estimate.
We start by defining the operators P,, P_ and F, such that

~

PrDER) = FEmXggon (&0,
E_\(f)(falu) = f(galu)XﬂgK %}(5 :U)
P& = F(& mx gty (& p).

We also recall the operator D®, s > 0 defined through the Fourier transform as 55‘ (&) =
|€]°f. We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 5. (smoothing effect estimates) For any ug € L?(R?),
(2.21) 1025 (t) Pruol| pgerzrz < Clluollze,

1
(2.22) 1Dz 5(t) Pouollpserzrz < Clluollze.

Proof. The proof follows the argument presented by Kenig, Ponce and Vega in the proof
of the one-dimensional KdV smoothing effect in [I5]. To prove ([ZZI]) we first define the
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regions of integration

]
A =

_ luly

Then we write

02 S(t) Pruo(z, y) =1 / I €SI G (€, 1) dE dp,

At

where w(&, p) = &3 + %2 We make the change of variables (¢, u) = (&3 + p?/&, ), and it

is to check that if J(, u) represents the jacobian, then in Ay, |J(&, 1)| 2 |€]? holds. Now
assume that & = 0((, ), then the term above equals

/ RGO T (0(C, 1), )X, 1)) dd,
R2

where A, is the transformation of A, under the given change of variables. Then by
Plancherel’s theorem

10.5(0) Peuo(@)llzz, = P 0(C m@(O(C, w).m)xa Iz,

= (. wtcmpPianPacan)
< ([ tePiaPiedean)” = s,

Lul

] }, and we write

To prove (Z22) we use a similar argument. We set Ay = {|¢] ~

DY2S(8) Py, y) — / SHEM @) || e G ¢ 1) dEdy,
Ao

We make the change of variables (£, p) = (£, &3+ pu?/€), and we observe that this time the
estimate for the jacobian is |J(&, u)| 2 |€|. We set u = (&, p) and we continue the chain
of inequalities above with

/ eiﬁm—l—itp[ei’Y(ﬁvP)y‘g‘%%(57 ~v(&, p))xAOU\_l] dpdg,

where A, is the transformation of A, under the above change of variables. Then by
Plancherel’s theorem

3 i 1~ _
1Dz S(t) Fouo(y) 2, = e &P €2y (E, (¢ &, 0))X iyl 1||Lg,p

= ([ tenaes dgdp)2
< (/. |§||ao\2|§|—1d§du) ~ ol
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Using the argument of foliation with x; introduced to prove (Z20), one obtains
Corollary 1. Let x;(&, i, 7) = x;(7 — w(&, i) be as in Definitiond. Then

1 7 I p
(223> H(|£|2X{‘§‘N%}f(£u Hy T)Xj(T - w(g, M)))VHL;’OL%Lf 5 2% ||fXj||L§%T

(224) ||(|§|X{‘§‘>>%}f(€> 2 T)XJ(T - W(f, M)))VHL%’L%L% 5 2% ||fAXj||Lg’u’T

225) €l ooy FE P07 = (&) iz S 28 vz

Tel

On the other hand, using interpolation with the trivial L? norm estimate, we also obtain

Corollary 2. Let x;(&, p, 7) = x;(7 —w(&, ) be as in Definition @ Then

(2'26) ||(|€|ZX{‘5‘N%

&G = w@ ) llgear: S 280Xz,
227) N0 ey F 6 x5 = (& ) Nszzaz S 271Xl
f(

€l &u,T

(2.28) ||(|€|1/2X{‘5‘<<@}

. E s TIXG(T = w(& ) Mearzre S 21/4||fXj||L§,w

We finally introduce a maximal function estimate.

—

Proposition 6. (mazimal function estimate) Let T, be the operator such that T,,(f)(&, u, T) =

~

m(p, 7)f(&, 1, 7). Then

(2.29) 1T F)llzsg, < Clmlles N Fllee
Similarly, if T (f)(€, 11.7) = w(€,7) (€, p, 7). Then
(2.30) 1Tl zzeze, < Cllwlizz 1 Fllez -

Proof. We only prove (Z29). We first write

T f(z,y,t) =/ m(y —y', t—t)f(x,y t')dy'dt’.
RZ

Then
Tonf (2, )] S el 2]l f (2, - )| 22
To end the proof one just has to take the L? norm in the x variable. U

It is also useful to observe that interpolating ([Z29) and (Z30) with the trivial L?
estimates, we obtain

(2.31) 1T llizes, < Cllmllog 1)z,
(2.32) ITu(Pllzse, < Cllwle 1]z, -

We end this section with a simple weighted Sobolev inequality that will be useful later.

Lemma 2.3. (weighted Sobolev) Assume w(&, p) 2 1 for any (&, u) € R2. Then for any
€0 >0, for anyp> 2 and 0 = (p — 2)/2p,

(2.33) 11y Sl flGs lw(E, )~ f 12,
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Proof. We write

2w = 5[ 4 <f2< Y
K d

= [ O = [ et ) S )

< Jw(€ ) fllzllw €, )0 f s
From here it follows that
(2.34) [l < o€ ) fllE e, )~ F ;.
Ifp>2

L= [ 12 < 1A
and by (234 it follows that
11l < IFIZ (€, )0 FIIE 2 (€, ) e f11 2
and because w(&, pu) 2 1
1 llg < llw(@ )2 1G22 e, ) I E 2",

and the lemma is proved. U

3. THE BILINEAR ESTIMATES

As announced at the end of Section 1, the core of the well-posedness result we present
in this paper is contained in the following two theorems.

Theorem 3. Assume 0 < ¢y < é. Then for any i < e <1, we have

31 NO(w)lx,_ , < C!IU!IXHO,%(HU||X1,€O%+IIUH§<‘EE,%Hvlliﬂwoy%)
(3.2) + Clivlix,_,, , (lellx,, , + el ol )

The companion of the above bilinear estimate is

1

Theorem 4. Assume 0 < ¢y < 5. Then for any i < e <1, we have

33) 10:(uolly,_,, 3 < Clully,_ 4 Wollx,_ y ol ol )
1—
(3.4) + Cllvll,_, g Ul g+l el -

Remark 3.1. We have not attempted to find the optimal value for ¢y for which our argu-
ment can be carried out.

Remark 3.2. An estimate for the bilinear expression DY 2(uv) in spaces not involving
weights already appeared in [21].
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To give an idea of how the proof will be conducted we write the left hand side of the
bilinear inequality in Theorem B using duality.
We have to estimate, for g; > 0,

(3.5) S 2S[O (€ st = (€. 0)
7>0 m>0
x || max(1, |£))' ) a| (&, p1, 1) [0](Ea, 2, To)dErdpydmidéadpind
and
(3.6) > 2 ]/QZ/ 95 (&, 1y T)On (1) x2(§, ) xs (T — w(§, 1))
7>0 n>0
€| max(1, M)l_e‘)lﬁl(&,m,Tl)lﬁl(ﬁz,uz,Tz)d&duldﬁd&duzdm

1€l

where Ax is the set {& +& =&, 1+ po = p, 71 + 72 =7} and ||g; mX1X]||L2 <1 and
1900 x2X; HLz < 1. It is clear that by symmetry one can always assume that \51\ > &l

Based on Remark one can easily understand that many different cases need to be
considered in view of the fact that there will be a combination of interactions between
“good” regions of type Ry, bad regions of type Ry, regions with relatively small or large
frequencies. The whole analysis is complicated further by the fact that the spaces we use
are anisotropic. We start by subdividing A% into six domains of integration

3.7 AL = Ax0{[&1] > [, 6] < 13,

3.8) Az = Ax N{[&i] > &, [&1] > 1, [&2] ~ |G},

3.9) A5 = Axn{|&] > 1,1 < |&] < 107161, ol /16| Z max {[&1], [ml]/|6]}},

3100, = AxNBN{|&] > 1,|&| < 1,[&] <1076, [pal /I€2| Z max {|&1], [pl/|&1}},
3115 = AxNB N{]&] > 1, |&] <1, 16| < 10716, [ual /|&] Z max {[&], [ml/I&]}},
3126 = Ax N{[&] > 1,[&] < 107, [pal/|€2] < 107" max {[&4], [l /I€1]}},

where B = {|&1] > 5|pl/|€1]}. We also use the auxiliary region
As(eo) = {lpm /&1 — ma/&f? < 3/216 + &P |6 < /&),

where « will depend on €y. The most delicate part of our estimate occurs in the region
Ag and it is only here that we need the weighted spaces and the Besov type norms. We
start with a lemma.

o~ o~ o~ o~ o~~~

Lemma 3.1. If ¢y < %, then

(3.13) > Y 27 1/2/ &+ €y i1 + o, T+ )X (T1 4 To — w(E + Ea, pin + p12))

J1,J220 520
|§1+§2| oTI,;= 12¢i(£i7/~’/i77—i)ij( i (§ial~bi))dfiduidﬂ'
S Sup||9y“L2Hz 12> 27 g 2

7i>0

where A = A,k =1,2,3,4 or A= A5 — 115(60).
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The proof that we present below gives a little more general result than the one stated.
In particular we show that (BI3) holds in sets larger than A3 and A4, namely in

Ay = Axn{|&)] > 1,1 < |&] < 1070y},

and
A4 =AxNBN {|§1| > ]-7 |€2| S 1a |§2| S 10_10|€1|}‘

Proof. For simplicity, for ¢ = 1, 2, we set

Gi(&is i Ti) X (T — wW(&iy i) = @i (&, i, Ti)-
Also, whenever we use a dyadic decomposition either with respect to |;| ~ 2™ or |u;| ~
2" we write
(3.14) Gijsmi (Gis s Ti) = ¢i,j¢X{\£i|~2mi}(£z‘7,uiaTi)
(3'15) ¢i7ji7"i(§i7 i, Ti) = ¢i7jiX{\ui\~2”i}(§i> i, Ti)'
We prove the theorem by analyzing the integral in (BI3)) on the different regions.
Region A;: Here [ + &| < 1 and we can simply use the Strichartz inequality (219).
Region A,:. Here we can assume also that |§; + &] > 1, otherwise we go back to the

argument used in the region A;. We dyadically decompose with respect to [&] ~ 2™
(hence |&] ~ 2™) and we rewrite the left hand side of (BI3) as

(3.16) Z Z 2_j/2/9ij|§1 + &o| “Tliz1,26i j; m, dTid&id

m12>0 j,51,52

We now consider two cases:
Case A: j > 2¢gm;. We use the Strichartz inequality (T9) and (BId) can be bounded

by
> X 2 2l et 26,

m12>0 j>2eom1 J1,52>0

and (BI3) follows in this case.
Case B: 0 < j < 2egmy. We change variable in 71 and 75 by setting (7; — w(&;, i) = 6;
and we write the left hand side of ([BI3) as

B Y Y2 [ g+ o+ o)+ + ol )

71,5220 j>0 A

X (01 + w(&r, ) + 09 + w(€a, p2) — w(& + &2, 1 + p2))

&1 + &l “TLiz1,20i (&, i, 0i + w(&i, 1)) x5, (6:)dEidpuidO;.
From (CH) we also have that

St M1 M2 2 2
Or+b+ ——| = -] —3&+&)

L2

~

(3.18) bt (&1+ &) &1 &2

2
Case B1: & — 221 <3/2[6 + &[%

Then from [FIX) and [3) it follows that |&]|&|[& + &| S 2m**01d2d). Because now

&1+ &| > 1, if § = max (ji, jo, j), then 22™ < 2%0mi 5 contradiction if ¢ < 1 for
my large enough. So by symmetry we can assume that [& + &| < 20172m1) hence
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&1 + &]© < 29001=2m1) W can then continue® the estimate of ([BI7) by using Strichartz
inequality (ZT9) with

(3.19) D> D 2 om 29 gl dn gy am 1122272 | 62, | 22

m1>0 j<2eqmq j1,j2>0
and after Cauchy-Schwarz in m, this gives (BI3) provided €, < 3.
2
Case B2: }ﬂ — ”—2‘ > 3/2|& + &)

& &2
Here we consider the following change of variables
u==E& +&
U= 1+ o
3.20
(8:20) w = w(&, 1) + w(&a, pi2) + 01+ 02
M2 = H2.

The Jacobian associated to this change of variable is

(3.21) Ju =36~ &) - <<%)2 - (%)2) |

We observe that, for fixed 0y, 60,, &1, &, p1, the set where the free variable ps can range
so that (BI8) is verified is a union of two symmetric intervals and the length of these
intervals is small. More precisely, if we denote with A, this length, then

(3.22) Ay, 207

12 ~o

To see this we introduce the function

182 (Ml H ) ’ 2
=0 +0h+ 2 ([ -F) -3E+ .
f(ru’) 1 2 (51 i 52) 51 52 (51 52)
It’s easy to see that |f'(u)| 2 |&1], hence (B22) follows. We now consider two subcases.

2 2
Case B2a: [3(¢7 —¢&3) — ((%) — (’g-j) )‘ > 1.
We make the change of variable (B20) (now |.J,| > 1). Denote with H (u,v,w, ps, 61, 62)
the transformation of

Hi:1,2¢i,ji,m1 (5@'7 i, 0; + W(@', Mi))ij- (91)
under the above change of variables. Then (BI1) becomes

. >, 2w / 95X (u, v, w)

m1,71,j2>0 0<5<2eom1

| Tl " H (u, 0, w, g, 01, 02)dudvdwdygdfy dfy

§ Z Z 9—3/29¢om19(j—m1)/2

m1,71,j2>0 0<5<2eom1

/gjxj(u,v,w) (/ |JM|_2H2(u,v,w,ug,el,é’g)d,ug) dudvdwd,dbs.
K2

“Here one needs to take the inverse Fourier transform of ¢ and of ¢ in L* and that of ¢; in L2
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Now we observe that by Cauchy-Schwarz and the inverse change of variable we have

%
/gjxj(u,v,w) (/ |JH|_2H2(U,’U,w,ﬂg,el,eg)dﬂg) dudvdwdf;db
w2

IA

%
g5 / ( / |JH|-2H2<u,v,w,m,el,ez)dudvdwduz) deld@)

< Nglls / ( / |JM|-1H2<u,v,w,u2,91,92>dudvdwdu2) deldez)

S laixillze /</Hz:1,2¢?,ji,m1(§ia/~%9i+w(&,Mz’))in(ei)dfldfzdﬂldm) d91d91>

) ) 2
< ngXjHL22j1/22]2/2 (//Hi:1,2¢z2,ji,m1 (& 1, 0; —l—W(&wNi))df1d§2du1d/i2d91d92)

S 195122 o= 22772 hi gom [ 22

which inserted above, after a sum on j gives

> [+ (2eoma)]20™ 27 ™2 gyl 2 iz 22772 | 1 4y L 22

m17j17j220
and from here we obtain again (BI3) for ¢y < %
2 2

Case B2b: ‘3(5% — &) - ((g—) - (g-) )
In this case the change of variables above cannot be used because the Jacobian may
become zero. We consider instead the change of variables in which we leave &; free:

1.

IN

u==5& +&
U= py+
3.23
(3:23) w = w(&, 1) + w(Ea, pi2) + 01+ 02
SIESE
In this case the Jacobian J¢ is given by
1o M2
3.24 Jo=2 2=
(324 G

and because we are in Case B2, it follows that
[ Jel 2 161 + &l > 1.

We observe that, for fixed 60y, 65, &, 11, pi2, the set where the free variable & can range so
that we remain in Case B is a union of two symmetric intervals and the length of these
interval is small. More precisely, if we denote with A, this length, then

(3.25) Ag, <27M,

~

To see this we introduce the function

h(§) = 3(* — &) - ((%)2 - (@2) .
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We compute
W (€) = 66 — 2(p1 /&) (= /E) = 6 + 2(n /€)*¢™"

and we notice that A/(£) has the same sign as £, hence |h/(§)| 2 [¢]|, and (B2H) follows.
Again denote with H(u,v,w,&;,0;,0,) the transformation of® TL,_; ¢ ;. (&;, i, 0;) under
the change of variables (8223). Then (BI7) becomes

>, D, 2em / 9ix; (u, v, w)

m1,71,5220 0<5<2eom1

X |Je| " H (u, v, w, &, 0y, 05)dudvdwd€, d6, d6,

Z Z 2—j/2250m12—m1/2

m1,71,5220 0<5<2eom1

AN

/g]X](u? v, ’LU) ( |Jf|_2]¥2 (u7 v,w, €1> 917 92)d€1) dUdwad91d92
&1

D DR S S-Sl St s ] PO

m1,71,5220 0<5<2eom1

and this again gives [BI3) for € < 1.
Region Aj: In this region, (see (BY)), |1 + &| ~ [|£1]. We dyadically decompose with
respect to |&;| ~ 2™ (hence |£; + &| ~ 2™). The left hand side of (BI3) now becomes

(3.26) S5 2P [ g6 e didudr

m120 5,j1,j220

where the arguments of the functions as in (BI3). We consider two subcases. For 0 <
0 < 1, to be fixed, we have:
Case A:j > (2+20)egmq,0 < § << 1. We use Strichartz inequality (I9) and we obtain

Bz < D> D> 27922m g X122 P2 61y |22 | 2 [ 22

m12>0 j1,j2>0 j>2(1+8)eoma

S S 2 sup gl 27 2252 b1y 2 Do 2

m1>0 j1,j2>1 J

Case B: j < (2 + 20)egm.
2

Case B1: & — 2] <3/2[6 + &[%

As in region Ay, it follows that |¢]|&]|& + &| < 2maxU132) and since |&| > 1 and [&] ~

€1 + &), we obtain that [&]? < 2maxUui2d) | If j = max (jy, ja, j), then 227 < 202+20)com1

a contradiction if €y < ﬁ for m; large enough. Assume then that j; = max (ji, j2,j)-

It follows that |&; + & < 290U1=m1) and thanks to StrichartzS inequality (ZT9) we can

"Here we are using the notation in (BId).
SHere one needs to take the anti Fourier transform of ¢ and of ¢, in L* and that of ¢ in L2.
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continue the chain of inequalities with

SN D> 2Pl 272906y 12227 25, 12

m12>0 j1,72>0 j<2(1+6)egma
S D2 D0 29I+ 2)eomn + 11220 gy 12911l N
m12>0 j1,j2>0

and this gives (BI3) provided € < 1. Clearly the case when jo = max (ji, j2, j) is similar.

2
Case B2: )“l g—‘ > 3/2/6 + &2,

As we did for region As here also we consider two subcases.

Case B2a: 3(¢2 — &) — ((51)2— <Z—>2)

We make the change of variable (B20), for which now |J,| > 1 and we observe that also
in this region (B222) holds. Then [BZ6) can be bounded by

> > 27U g | 122922 by, N2l B2 | 22

m1,71,j220 0<5<(2425)egma

—1ym . ,
S Y 224 28)egmn ) (sup g5 122) 27 2222 61y [l 12 | 2.5, 2
J

m1,j1,j2>0

> 1.

which again gives (BI3) for ¢ < 3.
2 2
Case B2b: |3(62 — €2) — ((5) - (g—) )‘ <1

We consider now the change of variables (B:23)) and we observe that

| Je| =

B2
51 &

We also remark that in this region (B2H) holds too. Repeating the argument in Case B2b
of region A, the left hand side of ([BI3)) can be bounded by

> N 2y g 22982052y a2l s

m1,j1,j220 0<5<(2426)egma

2 &+ & ~2m

and this concludes the estimate in Az for ¢y < %
Region A;. Notice that we only need to restrict the proof to the case when 0 < j <

2
(24 26)egm; and ‘% — 21 <3/2[& + &)?, since in the other situations (Case A in As

and case By in A3) and we didn’t use the assumption |£;| > 1. Observe that by the above
restriction we also have that

]

We consider two cases.

Case A: |&]|& ] T > 1, for some a > 0 to be determined later.

Going back to the argument presented in Case Bl in region Aj, we obtain |& |72 <
omax(ji.iz.0) - If we let

(3.28) !

<
0912+
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then max(ji,jo,j) = max(ji,jo). Let’s assume max(ji,jo) = j1 and # > 0 and small.
Then 2™ < 2/19%09=00m1 ywhere
€0 d 60‘9
and 0p = ——.
(1 —ae)(1—6) °T1-0
Notice that if 0 < § << 1, from [B2J) it follows that dy < 3. We then use Strichartz and
we bound the left hand side of ([BI7) with

S 2 sup g 122 a2 2 12
J

m1,71,j2>0 0<5<(24-26)egm1

S Y 200272 4 268)ema (sup (|5 1122) 2 /20|61 gy 122 D2, -
J

m1,71,j2>0

50:

The result is given by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in m;. The argument when max(j, j2) =
Jo is similar.

Case B: |&[& | o < 1.

From (B27) and the definition of A4 in (BI0), we also have |us| < |&][&1] S |&]|&1] T <
1. We consider two subcases.

Case B1: % < s5lél.

Here we use smoothing effect and the maximal function inequalities. Let’s start by
assuming that |u)?/[&] < 2720 Then |w(&o, po)l, 7o), S 272, [ua] < 1. We now set
m(ua, 72) = x(u2,72), the characteristic function of the projection of the region of in-

tegration onto the ps — 7 plane. Then

j2/4
||m||Lﬁ2 ™ ~ 2.72/ .

We then use Plancherel, Hélder with the three spaces Lj,, — LyL2L7 — L2L,L} and

inequalities (Z217) and (IZS_'[D to bound ([BID) with
> S 279200 M2 gl 22 b gy 122 | G 1

m1,71,J220 0<5<(24-26)eoma
—Lym ‘ ‘
< 3T 2 DmL g (24 26)egma] (sup [lgixll22) 272427 4| by gy | 22l B 2
m1,j1,j2>0 J

and if €y < 1 the lemma is proved also in this case. If [po]?/|€| >> 272, then |w(&s, po)| ~
|2l /182, 7] ~ |p2f?/[€2] and |72 — w(&2, p2)| ~ 272. From (B2ZZ)) we have

(3:29) el 5 6ll S Il el 5 1 feltmee.

In this case

m (1—a50)/4)
Imllzy, . ~2m

We then use again Plancherel, Holder with the three spaces Ly, , — Ly L2 L — L2 L, L} and
inequalities (Z227)) and (Z3T]) to bound the left hand side of (B2H) with

—Lim j m1(1l—oe
S Y 2Dl b 2O g

m1,71,j2>0 0<5<(24-26)egma

S Y L+ 2+ 28)eomu](sup gyl 2) 200 D Omeol i/t g ool |12
J

m1,71,j2>0
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and if a > 4, for any ¢, the sum with respect to m; can be done and then ([BI3) is proved
also in this case.

Case B2: g|&i| < J2f < 100[&].

Here we use (Z20). Let’s start by assuming that |u]?/|&| < 272. Clearly now |mp| < 272
and [&,] $ 1. We use Plancherel, Hélder with the three spaces Ly, , — Ly L3 L7 — L2 Ly L}

and inequalities (Z20) and (Z32) to bound the left hand side of ([BI3) with

g ,
> [+ 2+ 20)egmu](sup [|g;xs 1 22)2 D2 by | 2227 |2, | 12
m1,j1,j220 !
and if ¢y < § then (BI3) is proved also in this case. Assume now that |pus|?/[&] >> 272,
Then by 2D |re| S [p2f?/I&| < |6'7, so that [wl|,z < 2™ 070/t We use
2,72
Plancherel, Holder with the three spaces L , , — L, L2 L7 — L Ly L} and inequalities (EZZ0)

z,y,t

and (Z32) to bound the left hand side of (B26) with
— Ly a6 j m1(l—ae
S [ 2H26)eqmal(sup [lgxl12) 2072 By g | (2214200 5,
m1,j1,5220 J

and if o > 4, then the lemma follows in this case too.
Region A; — As(ep). Also in this case we can assume that 0 < 7 < (2 4 2§)egmy,

and 2‘—11 — % < 3/2|&1 + &|?, since in the other situation we didn’t use the assumption
|&2] > 1. Also notice that here too ([B21) holds, hence % ~ % Because we are in
As — As(ep), to these restrictions we have to add |& |7 >> %, which in turn gives
(3.30) || << [&]"F0|&).

We consider two subcases.

Case A: [§|1To0|&] > 1.

This case is identical to Case A in region Ay.

Case B: |{|1To0lg| < 1.

By B30) we now have that |us] < 1. If |us]?/|€2| < 272 we can use the same arguments
presented in the first part of Case Bl in region A4, by replacing 27 with Z28). If
\pa|?/1&2] >> 272, we have that || ~ |p2|?/|&] and |7 — w(&a, p2)| ~ 272. We estimate

|z lpzl /62| S 1€l (Jpal/ 16D S IElIE ST &l o0 S 1 [&a [ Foe0

and from here on we can proceed like in the second part of Case Bl in region A4, again
by replacing (ZZ17) with ([228). We then obtain:

_1 ;
> S (supllgyxl )20 Dmgmatea)igi/Aig, gl e,
mi,j1,j2>0 0<5<(24+28)eom1 7

and if (ep — 3) + (14 aep)/4 < 0, or €(1 + o/4) < 1, we can sum in m;. This is always
possible for ¢; < é, with some o > 4. The analysis of this case concludes the proof of the
lemma. 0

We are now ready to prove Theorem To make the presentation more clear we

summarize below the main cases considered in our analysis ’.

"Recall that here E=& 4+ & and p= 1 + po.
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e Region A,
— Case A: [¢] = 5ul/l¢]
~ Case B: €] < 1lpl/|€
x Case Bl: || < |ual
x Case B2: || > |uol
e Region A,
~ Case As €] 2 Llul/ k¢
~ Case B: €] < Hlpl/|€
* Case B1: || < |pe|
x Case B2: || > |pef
L Region Ag U A4 U (A5 - 1215(60))
~ Case A: [¢] > 3/ k]

* Case Al: [&| > 1 Z|

* Case A2: || <L ‘§|
— Case B: [{]| < 1/2|M|/|€|
x Case Bl: || < |uo]
* Case B2: lper| > |pol
e Region A5 N As(e)
— Case A: [€] > {ul/[¢|
— Case B: |¢] < %|M|/|§|
e Region Ag

— Case A: |&] > 102 “‘gln

— Case B: |&] < 107214

1él
— Case C: 10~ 2“’5‘1" < 16| < 102kl

(ST

Proof of Theorem[3. We reexpress the left hand side of ([Bl) in Theorem Bl using duality
and we obtain (BH) and [BH). We analyze these expressions on the regions described
in (B7)-BI2). For the estimates in the regions A; through As; we find it convenient
to normalize the functions u and v so that the expression in the right hand side of the
bilinear inequality involves only L? norms. So define

(3.31) G130 (& ) = max(L, €], [l /1€)X, (€ 1),
(3.32) G252 (& 1, 1) = max(L, €], |ul /1€)X, (&, 1, 7).

If we use the identities p = py + po and £ = & + &, 7 = 11 + 72, (B31) and [B32), we can
rewrite the left hand side of (BH) as

333 Y 352 [ giem (e (r — w6 )l + &

]1 j2>0 j>0 m>0

‘blﬁ(flaﬂlaﬁ) ‘252]2(527#277'2)

max(1, |&], ‘\§1|)1 © max(1, [&|, \‘lg22||)1 0

max(l, |£1 + 52‘)1_60 §1d§2d,u1d,ugd7'1d7'2
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and the left hand side of (B.0) as

B30 Y32 [ gien e mn(r = w6 )l + &l

,717.]2>0 ]>0 n>0

¢1.5, (1, 1, 1) P2, (&2, 12, T2)

max(L, &a], 1)1 max(1, 6, 12Ty 1o

max(1, [ + pe|/|& + &) A& déadpndps.

Below, case A will alway correspond to the estimate (B33]), while case B will correspond
to the estimate for (B34]). Note that in what follows, y; and 2 will always denote the
functions introduced in Definition 1, and x; the ones defined in Definition 2.

Region A;.

Case A: [¢] > blul/[¢].

Note that here | + &3] < 2 so the sum in m is finite and we can simply use the Strichartz
inequality (ZT9) and the fact that [* C [2, to obtain

B33) <SUP||9yX1Xg9 e Y 122772yl 22

J1,j220

and the theorem follows in this case.

Case B |¢] < L|ul/I¢]
If ||Z|| < 1, it follows that [¢| < £ and hence |p] < 1, that is the sum on n in (B34) reduces
to a finite sum and we proceed as above using the Strichartz inequality (ZI9). So we can

assume that % > 1. In this case (B34) reduces to

(3.35) Y>> 2 “2/ 9ix2X5 (& 115 T)On (1) €1 + & © g + pra] =

]1 ]2>0 ]>0 n>0

¢1731 (gla K1, 7_1) ¢2732 (§2a M2, 7_2)

max (1, [&, E4) 10 max(1, &, 42)1-co

We then consider two subcases.
Case B1: |u1| < |pal.

If %% < & then |ua| < 2, u1 + p2| < 4. Again the sum on n reduces to a finite

sum and because still & + &| < 1 we go back to the previous case. If %% > &

we introduce a dyadic decomposition with respect to us and we set |us| ~ 2"2. Then
\p1 + pa| < Clug| < C2™ and we can write 1+ |pg + po| ~ 22777 0 < r < ny. We can

bound (B30) with

n —r)(l—e X¢,',n 57 ) T
SN X 2 [ g o 2O 1 ) K2l )

( )1—6()
41,520 7>0 ne>00<r<ng €2

We now use the fact that |€;] < 2 and again the Strichartz inequality (2I9) to continue
with

Y0 D 2792 gixax b1 2270226y 112272 [ X262 o o | 2

J,J1,5220n22>0 0<r<nq
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and this is enough to prove the theorem in this case.

Case B2: |u1| > |pal.

This case can be treated like Case B1 by replacing the role of (s, o) by (&1, p1).
Region A,.

Case A: [ > ul/[¢]

Here ([B333)) becomes

(3.36) > ZZT’”/A 95X (&, 11 T)0m ()61 + Lol 70

J1,j220 520 m=>0
ARSI $2,55 (&2, p2, T2)

max(1, [&], )= max(1, &, 1))t

We dyadically decompose |£1| ~ [&a| ~ 2™, Then 1+ [£] ~ 2™, withm =m;+1—7,0 <
r < m; and

B3d) < Z Z Z Z 2_j/2/ 9ix1 X5 (&5 1ty T)Omy 11— (§)[&1 +€2|2_60
71,7220 720 m12>0 0<r<mq As
¢17j1’m1 (61"“1’7—1) ¢2,j2,m1 (52);“2’7_2)
2m1(1—50) 2m1(1—50)
5 Z Z Z Z 2_j/2/ ng1Xj(£7MvT)9m1+1—r(£)2_r(2_260)
Az

71,7220 720 m1>0 0<r<mg
&1 + &1z 205 1 m, (&, 1y Ti)-

We apply Lemma Bl relative to the region As and we continue with

S sw llgaxibmllee Y D 27O Mimy s Y 226 |22
J,m

m12>00<r<mg 7i=0
<D 2angnl (Z ||¢1,j1,m1||L2||¢2,j2,m1||p>
J1,J2>0 m1>0
1 1
2 2
S 2 2)1/22”/2(2||¢1,j1,ml||;> (Zn@,jg,mlniz)
J1,722>0 m1>0 mi1>0
1 1
2 2
< <Z2ﬂ/2||¢1,j1||iz> <Z2J2/2||¢27j2||12) :
7120 j2>0

which concludes the argument.
Case B: |¢] < bul/l¢].

If 4 < 1 it follows that |¢| < 5 and hence || < 3 and we go back to the same estimates

§
presented for region A;. So we can assume % > 1. We have to estimate (B33) where

now the integral takes place in As. Again we consider two subcases.
Case B1: |u1| < |pal.

If %% < [&| then |ua| < 2|&|2, |11 + pa| < 4]&]%. We dyadically decompose with respect
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to |&1| ~ |&] ~ 2™ so that 1+ |1 + po| ~ 27722 (0 < r < 2my. Then in this case we

bound B34 with
Z Z Z Z 2_j/2/4 ng?Xj(gnua7—)92m2+1—7’(,u)2_r(1_60)

17220 120 m2>0 0<r<2ms
€1 + &l Ti=1,20i j;ma (&is i, Ti)-

and one can use again Lemma Bl in region A, as above. If 1 2|

2 [&f
dyadic decomposition with respect to po and we set |us| ~ 2"2. Then |p; + po| < Clus| <
C2™ and we can write 1+ |y + po| ~ 227177 0 < r < ny. We then bound ([B34) with

Z Z Z Z 2 ]/2/ GiX2 X (&, s T)Opyy1 22 FImm) (1 =c0)

71,72>0 7>0 n2>0 0<r<nsg

|§' +§ |6() ¢17j1 (517/’1’177—1> X2¢2,j2,n2(£27/~’6277—2>
T el ()i

2]

5 Z Z Z 22 j/2/ ng2Xj(£7M’T)9n2+1—r2_r(1_60)

71,7220 n2>0 0<r<ng 520

> |&] we introduce a

‘51 + 52\ ¢1,j1 (517 M, 7'1)X2¢2,j2,n2 (527 M2, 7'2)

We use again Lemma Bl and we continue with

sl XY 270 <Z2j1/2!|¢1,jlllm> <Z2j2/2||><2¢2,n2,j2!|m)

n2>0 0<r<ns j1>0 Jj220

and this is enough to prove the theorem in this case.

Case B2: || > |p2|. One can use the same argument presented for Case Bl inverting
the role of (&1, p1) and (&2, o).

Region A3 U A4 U (A5 - 1215(60)).

Case A: %% < [€].

We consider two subcases.

Case Al: [&] > 5‘\’51 We dyadically decompose with respect to |£| ~ |&;] ~ 2™ and we

bound (B33), now integrated over the region A = A3 U A, U (A5 — As(eo)), with

> 32 2 [ g€ o Ol +

J1,j220 j=0 m12>0

X2¢1 j1 mi ¢ ]2
Tl (SO0 71)7’ (&2, p2, T2).
1—eo ) ) 2]\ 1 ) )
IS ()t
But in this region || 2 &) ~ &1 + &, hence we can continue with

(3.37) X Q_j/2/Ang1Xj(€nua7_)97n1(§)|§l + & X101,51,m1 D2,

71,5220 j20 m120

We then apply Lemma Bl and we obtain the desired result.

Case A2: || < ;“‘gll‘
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We do a dyadic decomposition of ¢ in (u2/&s), so that we write ¢o = ZTQZO (;EQM =

230 ijzo 52,7’2,@, where 1+ |ua|/[&] ~ 27 and 1 + |15 — w(&s, po)| ~ 272, Note that
& < C’% < C%, and that if |§;| ~ 2™ then 272 ~ 2™+ r < —C. We bound (B33)
with

DI 2_j/2/nglXj(faluaT)erm(f)

91,3220 j20 m1207r>-C A
—€ X2¢1,' ,m (%2,m r,j
&1+ & Owj_leol(fb,ul, 71)7(!&1;_:; (§2, p2, 72)
2]
(3:38) SEDOD ) D SE Sl Rl PRSI NG
J1,J2>0 j>0 m1>0 —C<r A

|£1 + 52‘60X2¢1,j1,m1 ¢2,m1 +rg2:

If we use again Lemma Bl we can continue the chain of inequalities with
(3.39)

Sup ||ng1Xj9m1 ||L2 Z Z 2_T(1_60) Z 2j1/2||X2¢17j1,m1 ||L2 Z 2j2/2||q~52,m1+7“7j2||L2'

Jm m1>0 —C<r j1>0 j2>0

Now Cauchy-Schwarz in m, is enough to obtain Theorem B in this case.
Case B: 114 > |€|. As we observed in the analysis of region A;,7 = 1,2, without loss of

2 [¢]
generality we can assume that % > 1. We consider two subcases.
Case B1: |u1| < |pal.
We recall that in this region we also have 2| |€2]. We repeat the argument presented

in the second part of Case B1 of region A‘;.ZI

Case B2: |u| > |2l

If %% < |&| then we use an argument similar to the one in the first part of Case Bl in
region Ay, where the role of (&, ps) is now played by (&1, 11). In particular, if |&;] ~ 2™,

since |pa|/|&2| 2 |&1] and &1 + &3] ~ |&1], we can bound (B3H) with
XN 2_j/2/9szXj(€>,U,T)|§1 + &|°
J1,j2>0 >0 m1>0 A

|+ prof '
X ey Oma (1)1, (€1 101, T1)P2.32 (€2, 2, T2)-

But, [ + g < 2|ia] < W] < €13 so that

~ é1]
(14 |1 + pa]) ~22™77 0 < r < 2my,

so we can continue with

Z Z Z 2_j/2/Ang2Xj(§>M,T)92m1+1_r(u)

J1,J220m12>0 0<r<2my

X 24(1_60)‘51 + & OX1B1 51 my 2.5 -
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We then use Lemma B If %% > |&1], we dyadically decompose so that |uq]| ~ 2™.

Then |uy + po| ~ 2T 0 < r < ny. We bound (B38) with

Z Z Z 27717 /ng2XJ & iy T)0n 112 9(m1+1-7)(1-c0)

721 n1>200<r<ny

x|& + & ‘60X2¢1 n (€15 11, 1) @a(Ea, i, T2)

laly1— lp2ly1-
(\51|) « (|§2\> @

SN Y 2 / 9ix2X5 (& 11, 7)Opy 1427707
n1>00<r<ni j>1 A

><|§1 & |602n1(1 €o0) X2¢1 nl(fl,ul,ﬁ)@(&,m,ﬁ)

(uhi-e el

,S Z Z ZQ_j/z/AngQXj(faM>T)9n1+l—r2_r(1_60)|§1+§2|60X2¢1,n1¢2

n1200<r<ng j>1

A

Now again one uses Lemma (.1l to conclude the argument.
Region As; N As(ep). We summarize the restrictions that occur in this region: for a > 4

6o < 1, B S el /6 — o/ S 161+ &
1

31
|§ |1+a5 ||H_‘ ||§1‘\ > 100|€1|

(3.40)

In this case, A = A*N A5 N 2{;(60).
Case A: [£] > %%
We dyadically decompose with respect to &, so that || ~ || ~ 2™. We write

> T2 [ gl nomle + &

j17j2>0 ]>0 m>0

(Ellld)lv (§1,/le7 1)(226"7)’]2(52,#2,7'2)

Now let’s consider the multiplier in the above integral. Using (BZ40) (with a@ > 4) we can
write

2—€g 1—2¢g
340 i e S 61
(el ~ (lalya
€1] €1]

Using (BA1) and Strichartz inequality ([(ZI9) we can continue the chain of inequalities
with

S D27 lgibexaxglle2 0O N T 216y | 1227 |62 12

J=0 m=0 J1,j220

and Cauchy-Schwarz in m is enough to prove the theorem in this case.
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Case B: [¢| < ;“‘g“

From (BZ0) we have that

(3.42) Il Lo

ISTRENSIN

il << |, hence |y + pa| ~ |p1]. We dyadically decompose with

hence |pa| ~ |§2|“&|
respect to |pi| ~ 2™ . We have to estimate

SN 2 / 93x2X5 (&, 1 T)Ony () [E1 + Eo|© 1 + o'~
jl ]2>0 ]>0 n1>0 A
X2¢1 ni,J1
a1 (51 1, ) |
()™ (\sjl)

Now let’s consider the multiplier in this integral. Using (B40) we can write

(52) Ha2, 7_2)

&N _ (/e

(%)2—250 (%)1—60
provided €y < (o — 1)/a. Then using Strichartz we can continue the chain of inequality
with

S L

S ZTWZ 196n1 X2 || L2 Z 22| X201, 0 122722 (| 92,30 | 12,

=0 n120 J1,J220

and the theorem is proved also in this case.
Region Ag. Of the whole theorem this is the region in which the estimates are the most
delicate. We summarize the restrictions on this region:

&) > 1, & <1074

i < 1070 max(lél. )

We observe that the multipliers appearing in (B33)) and (B34) can be bounded in the
following way:

(3.43)

€| max(1, [¢], 1)1 151

<

max(1, [, ‘\5 |)1 © max(1, |€2| & |‘)1 © ™ max(1, &, ||/§122‘\)1 0

(3.44)

This is obvious when || > 5% or when [¢| < %% and % < 1. In the remaining region

we estimate the numerator
|M| € € —€
€| max(1, [£], |§|)1 N [ I T
SR e ST 17

€0 1—eo |,U1| 1—eo €0 1—eo |,U2| 1—ep
ISTIST (|§|) + [6]*]&] (|§|)
21

< \&\((%Ww <€, '|£|>1—f°>.

A
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Case A: [§]| > 102 ||2“‘|

Let’s show that in this case we also have [£| > %
1] “10y—1 K+ e —1oy-1 (1l | lpel &l
W< (- 1070 L A2 g qpmtoy- (A L2 2]
€] IS1 ISTRRISIRISY
< @-100 (s 0] ) < 0100 4 10

< (110719721072 + 10720)|¢, + & < [€].

We have to estimate (B33) and we use again the functions ¢; ;. We change variables in

71 and 7y as in ([BI7) and we use (B24) to bound ([B33) with
(3.45) Z Z Z 2- j/z/Xlemlgj §1+ o, 1 + pra, 01 + w (&1, 1) + 02 + w(&a, p2))

720 m>0 51,5220
X (01 + w(&r, ) + 02 + w(&o, pio) —w(&r + &2, 1 + p2))xa (&1, 1)

max(l |‘;1“ ‘“2\) i:1’2¢i(£i7 pi, b + W(£i7 Ni))in (ei)d&duidn.
2b &

We change variables again and this time we use (B20). From (BZI) we deduce that
|J,| > C|&i]2. We also perform a dyadic decompositions by setting |&;| ~ 2™ (hence
|€] ~ 2™) and |pe| ~ 2"2. Let m} = max(ny — mo, ma), (here mo, ny € 7).

Case Al: j > max(0,m}).

Denote with H (u, v, w, ps, 01, 63) the transformation of

D22, ta, B2 + w(&a, pi2)) Xy (02)

max(1, €], L2l)1-e0

under the change of variables in (B20). Here we use the fact that A,, ~ 2"2. Then we

can rewrite (B4H) as
> 22 X 2_”22"“/gﬁmlxlxj(u,v,w)

m120,m2 n2 j1,j220 j>max(0,m})

| Ju] ™ YH (u, v, w, g, 01, 03)dudvdwdpiodf, dby

S T XYy wmees

m1>0,m2 n2 j1,j2>0 j>max(0,m3)

X1 (517 ,Ull)¢1 (517 M1, 01 + W(é-l, :ul))le (‘91>

1

2
/gjﬁmlxlxj (u, v, ’UJ) (/ |JH|_2H2 (U, v, w, W, 91, 92)d/112) dudvdwd91d92
2

Now we observe that by Cauchy-Schwarz and the inverse change of variable we have

/gjemlxlxj(u,v,w) (/ |Ju|_2H2(u,v,w,m,@l,@g)dug) dudvdwdf,dbs
H2

j2/2 ||¢27j2,m2,n2 ||L2
max(1,2mz)1—c0’

S 27" g5X0m xall 12272 X1 151 [ 122
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where @2, mons = 02.jo,ms0ny, and inserting this above we can continue with
By 5 X XY Y e
m12>0,m2 n2 ji,5220 j>max(0,m3)

j2/2 H¢2,j2m2,n2 ||L2
max(1,2mz)1—¢c0"

1195X0m X1 222721 X1 61 1 e | 122

Case Ala: my <0, ng —mo > 0.
Now m} = ny — my and (BZG) can be bounded by

Z Z Z Z 2_j/22"2/22(—n2+m2)(1—50)

m120,m2<0n2>mz ji,j220 j>max(0,m3)
||ngj m1X1||L22J1/2||X1¢1,j1mn||L22j2/2||¢2,j2,77127n2||L2>
and if we sum for j > ny — my we can continue our chain of inequalities with
< Z Z Z 2m2/22(_n2+m2)(1_50)2j1/2||X1¢1,j1,m1||L22j2/2||¢2,j2,m2,n2||L2>
m1 20 n2>ma,m2<0 j1,j2>0
and by Cauchy-Schwarz on ny and ms < 0 we obtain
(3.47) B3 S D D 210 gm 2262l 12
m120 j1,5220

and this proves the theorem in this case.
Case Alb: my <0, no — mo < 0.
In this case max(1,2™2) = 1. We repeat the argument above and we bound ([B33) with

o1 ST S Y
m12>0n2<m2<0 j1,52>0 0<j
19X0m X | 2227 21X 11,1 | 2227272 || D2 imz s || 12

and one obtains again (B47) after summing in j and using Cauchy-Schwarz first in no
and then in ms.

Case Alc: my >0, ng — my < 0.

In this case m3 = mqy > 0. We obtain

CUBE = 1 ) 9 3 o) oS
m1 >0 na<mg 0<mg2 j1,j2>0 j>m2
||ngj9m1X1||L22j1/2||X1¢1,j17M1||L22j2/2||¢2,j2777127n2||L2
and summing over j
DD ID DD DI A e TN 1 o e 2
m120nz2<mg 0<mz2 j1,j2>0
and by Cauchy-Schwarz in ns

S Z Z Z 2_m2(1_60)2j1/2HXl(bl,jl,ml||L22j2/2’|¢2,j27m2“L2

m1200<mz j1,5220
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and a final Cauchy-Schwarz in ms concludes the argument.
Case Ald: my > 0, no — mgy > 0.

In this case it is easy to see that

(3.50) on2/297ms <

Using the same type of estimates presented above, after summing on j > mj > 0 we
obtain

B3NS D D D 2090 6 1225 6 s 1
m120n2,mz ji,j2>0

and after using (B50) we can continue with

(1
<SS ST 20Dy 6 12272 D 12

m12>0ng2,m2 j1,j2>0
If ny — my > my then
2 2
DD YD DD DIkl sl R R P L FA—,
m1>0 ma>0 ne>2ma 51,5220

and we conclude by Cauchy-Schwarz first with respect to ny and then ms, (here we assume
€ < %) If 0 < ny —mg < Mg, we have my < ny < 2mo,

_m 1—6 . .
<SS ST ST 202 2300 122272 |6 g 2

m12>0 mo<nz<2mg m22>0 j1,j2>0
and we proceed as in the previous case. This concludes the analysis of Case Al.
Case A2: 0 <7 <mj.
Case A2a: my > 0 or my < 0 and ng > 0.
We claim that in this case j < max (j1,7j2). Recall the fundamental identity (CH). Then
combining this with the restrictions of Case A, we conclude that 22m+m2 < gmax(7.ji.j2)  If
J > max(Ji, jo), then 221+ m2 < 927 and if my > 0 this implies that 22™ < max(27m2, 2"27™2)
a contradiction if one compares this with ([BZ43). When ms < 0 and ny, > 0, then
ng — my > 0 and we obtain 22m < 2n2=2m2 < 92(n2=m2) - a04in a contradiction if one
compares with (BZ3)). If we assume that j; = max(ji, jo), then 22m1tm2 < 271 that is

& ~ 2 S 22
We can then bound [B33) with
@) 3050 5 3 2 [gmtmatrnm s,
m12>0n2,m2 j<mj j1,j2>0

We use the Strichartz inequality (ZI9) for x;g;x10m, and for ¢s j, m,n, and Plancherel
for ¢1 j, m, and Holder’s inequality to continue the chain of inequalities with

S Z Z Z Z 2j1/2_m2/22_m;(1_60)||X1¢17j1,m1||L22j2/2||¢27j277712,m||L2-

m120n2,m2 j<m3 j1,j220

We now sum over j to get

352) <3N ST (1 +my)2me 2o 21 1122722 By gl 2

m12>0nz,ma ji,j2>0



36 J. COLLIANDER, C. KENIG, AND G. STAFFILANI

Now assume that my > 0. We split the my sum in (B52) into ny — my > my and
ny — my < my. In the first case (B52) becomes

’S Z Z Z [1+(n2_m2)]2_m2/22_(n2_m2)(1_60)2j1/2||X1¢1J1,m1’|L22j2/2||¢27j2,m2,n2HL2'

m12>0n2>2msa ji,j2>0

We first use Cauchy-Schwarz on ny and then on ms to finish. In the second case ny < 2ms
and mj = my. In this case we go back to (BXR]l) and we sum with respect to ny. Then we
use Strichartz inequality ([ZT9) in the order L*L?L* (as above) to get

DD DED DD DI A e W 2 ol P 128

m120m220 0<j<mz j1,j220

Summing in 7 and then using Cauchy-Schwarz in ms will prove the theorem also in this

case ®. Assume now that my < 0 and ny > 0, hence m} = ny — my > 0. Then [F5D)

becomes

ST Y [ (ng—my) 2722 U020 2 g 6y 122272 D, g s 22

m12>0n2>0m2<0 j1,72>0
Observe that

2—m2/2(n2 o m2>2—(n2—m2)(1—60) < 2—(1—0’)(1—50)712277’12(—%+(1—0’)(1—6()))

for some 0 < 0 << 1 and ¢ < % This is enough for Cauchy-Schwarz with respect to no
and ms.

Case A2b: my, ny <0

In this case &), |u2| < 1. We bound ([B33)) with

(3.53) > 2‘”2/ (&1 + €17 g30m, x1%;)

m1>0 0<j j1,j2>0 €21 |p2|<1

% ' ¢2,j2
(PN o Tl D

If [uol?/16| < 272 then [w(&y, p2)] S 272 and because |15 — w(&y, p2)| ~ 272 we also have
72| < 272. We then apply Hélder’s inequalities in the order Ly L2 L7 — Ly L2 L7 — L3 L° Ly®
combined with (Z27) and ([229) to continue the chain of inequalities in (BR3) with

S SS9 g0 2 D i 12222 | 2

m120 0<j j1,5220

80bserve that if jo = max(j1,j2) one does the same analysis by applying Strichartz inequality (ZI9)
in the order L*L*L2.
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and in this case we are done. Assume now that |us|?/|&a| >> 272. Then || ~ |ual?/|&2|
and we can rewrite (B03) as follows

) 1-eo
S5 Y 2 [+ lbtnxin) (6 om) (¢2,]22|u2| ’

1
m1>0 0<j j1,j2>0 |,U2| /|§2|) 0

1—eo
~ XYY 2 [l algtuaal o) 222

1
m120 0<j j1,j220 |7— | 0

SN 2 Y g0l 2 61 gy 22|60 22

m120 0<j j1,j220

where in the last step we used again the fact that |us| < 1, ¢ < %, Holder’s inequality in
the order Ly L7 L7 — Ly L2 L7 — L3 L;° L and (227) and ([Z29). This concludes the analysis
of Case A.

Case B: |{] < 10‘2%.

Using (B:43) one can prove that |y + ps|/[&1 + &o| > 2|6 + &, that |py + pal|/|& + &of ~
[al/|&], and that [pn + pe| ~ |pa]. We dyadically decompose |p1 + pia| ~ [p1| ~ 2" and
we write (B34) as follows

(3.54) 9~ 9/2/ 3 i P25 .
Z Z Z ‘gl‘g] 1 /"Ll _'_ /"L2)X2X‘]¢L]17 1X2max(1’ |£2‘7 ‘M2|/‘£2‘)1_60

0<j 71,72=>0n1>0

We dyadically decompose also [€| ~ 2™ and |ps| ~ 2". As in Case A, we define
mj = max(ny — mg, my) and we analyze two subcases.
Case B1: j > max(0,m3}).

We use the change of variable (B20). Now |J,| 2 (%)2 > |€1]?. Then we proceed like in

Case Al above, where the sum in m; is replaced by a sum in n;.

Case B2: 0 < j <m;.

We again consider the two subcases my > 0 or my < 0 and ny > 0, and my < 0 and
ny < 0.

Case B2a: my > 0 or my < 0 and ny > 0.

The fundamental identity (LX) now gives

(DIl < (5 = 10720) Tmesn)

This again forces j < max(ji, j»). In fact after setting C' = (3—107'%)71,if j > max(jy, ji)

and my > 0, then (%)2 < @Comax(na—m2m2) and so (%)2 C’max(h’gz" |&2|) which is

a contradiction in this region. If my < 0 and ny > 0, then (%) & < C2™7™2 or

(%) < Ora2mz < C(||2‘2||) , which is again a contradiction. Thus (if for example

J2 < j1)

&) < C||/21|| < 107%271/207ma/2,
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and (B54]) can be bounded by

(355) Z Z Z Z 2_j/22j1/2_m2/2/X2ngjyn19n1¢1,j17n1X22_m§(1_60)¢2,j27M2,n2'

J<m3 j1,j2>0n1 >0 n2,ma

At this point we argue like in Case A2a by replacing (B2]l) with (B325).
Case B2b: ny,mqy < 0.
This case can be treated like Case A2b by replacing (B53)) with

(3.56) D> 2 ”/2/ (1&1 + &1 20, X2X5)

n1>0 0<j j1,j2>0 €21, |p1]<1
¢2,j2
max (1, |&al, [pa]/]&])!

(|€1|§X2¢17j1,n1)
Case C: 10~ 2“’5‘1" < &) <102 “”H
It is easy to show that in this case |11 + 0| /[&1+&| S |1 +&2|. We dyadically decompose
with respect to |&| ~ |& +&| ~ 2™, We go back to (BZH) and we consider two subcases:
when j > m; and when j < m;.
Case C1: j > my.
In this case we use the change of variable (B223), where now the free variable is &, instead
of &. It is easy to check that also in this case ([B24]) holds true and in particular |J¢| 2

||2‘11‘ 2 |&1]. We perform a dyadic decomposition in &, but only for large frequencies, that

is for [&5] > 1. Then (B333) becomes

Z Z Z 2_j/22m1/Xlgj9m1Xj(u>'an)

m1,m22>0 j1,j2>0 j>mq

x| Je| "V H (u, v, w, &, 01, 0y)dudvdwdéadb dbs,
where H(u,v,w, &, 01,605) is the transformation of

B2,ms (&2, 2, B2 4 wW(&2, 112) ) X2X o

max(1, |§z], ||ZQ2\‘)1 0

X1¢1,m1 (517 M1, 91 + w(glv /J’l))X]l

under the above change of variables. We first use Cauchy-Schwarz in (u, v, w) to obtain

S D D> > 22 lgbmxall

m1,m2>0 j1,722>0 7>mq
X < / (1Je| 2 H (u, v, w, &, 01, 0)dudvdw) ® d§2d91d6’2)

We now use the lower bound |J¢| 2 2", and Cauchy-Schwarz in &, 61, 62, to obtain

< Z Z Z 9—i/29m1/29m2/2951/297j2/2

m1,m22>0 j1,j2>0 j>mq
1

X Hgﬂml X1 HL2 </ 1'1[2(117 v, w, 52, (91, 92)|J§‘—1dudvdwd§2d91d92) y
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which, upon undoing the change of variables yields (since max(1, [&s], |p2|/|&2]) > 2™2)

< Z Z Z 9—i/29m1/29m2/29j1/29j2/2
m1,m22>0 51,7220 j>m1
X ||gj9m1 X1 ||L2 ||¢17j1,7n1X1 ||L2 ||¢2,j27m2 ||L22_m2(1_60)'

Then a sum in j and Cauchy-Schwarz in msy gives the result.
Case C2: j < m;.
Let’s introduce the region

(3.57) R={10" 2||’21|| < || < 102 “gl“}mAﬁ

This is the region where we need to introduce the space Y, 1. We go back to (B3)

—€0,€0,35
and this time we keep |0| and we only normalize |a|. Then (B3) becomes

(358)> > > 2 j/2/ X101 95(&1 + &5 g1 + o, 01 + w (&, pa) + b2 + w(&o, p2))

m1>00<5<m1 j1,j2>0
X1X; (01 + w(&, p) + 02 + w(&a, po) — w(&s + &2, p1 + 112))|&1|
X1 X1 P1ma (1, 1, 61+ w(&ns 1)) X5 10| (§2, o2, B2 + w(&a, p12)).

Define D,,, m, to be the dyadic block such that || ~ 2™, i = 1,2. We observe that
for fixed (&1, &, 11, 61, 62), the set of uy such that (&1, &, i, p2, 01,602) € RN Dy, m, and
such that (BIF) is true, is a union of two symmetric intervals with length satisfying

B22) . Similarly, for fixed (&2, f11, p2, 01, 02) the set of §; such that (1,82, g1, pi2, 01, 02) €
RN Dy, my and such that (BIF) is true, is a union of two symmetric intervals with length
satisfying

(3.59) Ag | S 2,

To prove this it’s enough to use the mean value theorem, and estimate from below |¢'(&1)],

where ,
_ &6 AN )
9 =0+ bt ((51 52) &) )

After a short calculation one has
/ _ £ (&_&)2_ 2| ( 2111 (&_@) )
g6 = (& + &2)? ( & & 36 +&) 2 (& +&) & & +6& )

Note that in R
& <& _ @) clel’ (M)Q o o
(6 + 6)2 ( a6 3(& + &) ) |§1|2 &) < C1071[&)%.

On the other hand it’s easy to check that & and
hence

(Hl
§1(§1+§2) &

N
: <51(51+52> (51 éhQ) +6§1)‘ > 6l6,)6]

r ) have the same sign,

and the claim follows.
Case C2a: my > 0
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In this case we use the change of variables (B23), and by B24), |J¢| 2 2™'. We can write
B2y as

Z Z Z Q_j/22m1/Xlngj,ml(U,U,w)|J§|_1H(U>U,w>€1,91>92)dUdUde€1d91d92,

m1200<j<mi m2,j1,j22>0
where H(u,v,w, &, 01,605) is the transformation of

X X1 X P1m (15 11, 01 + W (€1, 101)) X5 | 01 (€2, 2 2 + w (&2, p12))Omy (€2)

under the above change of variables. We will define

Vjyma (&2, 2, T2) = X (T2 — w(&2, 112))V(E2, 2, T2)Omy (§2).

We can then continue the estimate with

’S Z Z Z 2—j/22m1/22(j—m1—m2)/2 /Xlegj,ml (U, v, 'LU)

m12>00<j<mi m2,j1,52>0
(/ Hz(ua v, w, gla 917 92)|J§|_1d§1) dudvdwd91d92

PDREED DI S S [ e P

0<j<ma ma,m1,51,j220

(/ IX10Pmy 1 (€1, 11, 601 + w(glv,U/I))|2‘@m2,j2(£27,u27‘92 + w(527/$2))|2

X5 (01 + w(&r, pa) + 0o+ w(&o, p2) — w(€r + &2, 1 + M2)))% .

AN

We now use Holder inequality in puo and Lemma More precisely set w(&, u) = (1 +

€]+ 1), then we write, for 6 = (p = 2)/2p, p=2r,r > 1, 1= 1+ 1,

(3.60)

~ TN i / ~ 2(1-6 — ~
/‘Umz,j2‘2Xj < ‘Auz‘l/r va27j2||2L2T 5 Q(J m)/r Hweovm%jQHL(? )Hw anmvmmsz%%’
We insert this in the chain of inequalities above and we continue with

< Z Z Z Z 032 29 =ma—ma) 2971 /2972 2920 | 0.0 Iy |2

m1200<j<m1 m22>0 51,5220

1
2

(10O ol ™ Bt € B+ (e ) 2 )

and after applying Holder’s inequality with respect to &, 6, with exponents = and
(1 - 9)_17

SED DD UID DD DiE - ft- S et e S U CRel 12

m1200<j<m1 m22>0 j1,j2>0

N 1-60 _ N
11 B 22110 D 1 | s 0™ 0By By |G
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1 appears.

We first sum on 0 < j < my, then on m; and j; so that the norm ||u||X17€0

After Cauchy-Schwarz in ms we are left with the following term to estimate
1

2
22]2/2<Z||w60vmm||2“ w0, f»mz,jzn%%) |

Jj220 m22>0

We use a Holder inequality with respect to the sum on msy to obtain

(1-6)/2 0/2
< Yo (z uwfwm,ﬁu;) (z uw—ﬁoam,huiz)
Jj22>0 m2>0 m2>0

j €0 4 1-60 S ~

= > 22w, |5 w00, 05,5,
Jj22>0

where

Tio = D Dy = Xia (T — (&2, 112))0(Ea, 12, 72).

ma>0

then a Holder inequality in j, to finish with

(1-9) 0
(3.61) <Z 2j2/2||w50f)j2||L2> (Z 222 ||lw=d),, 0, ||L2) :

J22>0 J220
Clearly the first coefficient of (E61)) is controlled by ||v||% ™’ .- For the second one we write
€03

Opuy (05, (&2, 12, 02 + w(&2, 12))) = Opiy (X2 (02)0(E2, 12, 02 + w (&2, p12)))
= X520 0(82, p2, 02 + (&2, 2) + 22/§2Xj,0r, 0(E2, pi2, 02 + W (&2, i2)
which shows that the second term is controlled by Hv||y1 L, with 0 = (p—2)/2p, p=
—€0,—€0:3

2r,r > 1.
Case C2b: my <0
If 7 —my < 2msy we proceed like in Case C2a and we obtain

Z Z Z Z 2_j/22m1/22(j_m1_m2)/22j1/22j2/2Q(j_ml)/%l||gj9m1X1Xj||L2||X1¢m1,j1||L2

m1>0m2<00<5<mi+2ma j1,j2>0

|(1 9)

Hweovmmjzl ’|w_608u21}m2’j2 Hiz

We sum on j, and then choose ' < 2 so that we can use the fact that ms < 0 and
Cauchy-Schwarz in ms, to finish like in Case C2a. If j —m; > 2ms we use the change
of variables (B2Z3]), where we leave the variable & free. It is easy to check that we have
|Je| 2 |€1|. Arguing as in Case C2a we are led to

Z Z Z Z Q(ml _j)/22j1/22j2/22(j—m1)/27"2m2/2 ||gj7m1 X1X;j HL2 ||Xl¢m17j1 ||L2

m1200<j<m1 ma<(j—ma1)/2 j1,j2=0

|(1 9)

0B ol 0™ O B o 2

We first apply Cauchy-Schwarz with respect to msy and we obtain an extra factor 2(-1+5)/4,
If we now have that i + # > %, we can then sum in j, and repeat the argument in Case
C2a. This is again the restriction 7’ < 2, which when we go to [Z33) gives p = 2r > 4,
and hence 6 > i.
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This concludes the proof of Theorem
O

—

Proof of Theorem [f]. We first check the part of the statement involving the term 0, (0, (uv)).
We proceed by writing

Or <§/@(5—517/1—/11,7'—7'1)12(517M1,7'1)d51dli1d7'1)
= 0, <§/ ﬁ(g_fla,u_,UlaT_71)a(§1aﬂla71)d€1d,uld7'l)
|E—¢€11<]€1]
+ 0 <§/ ﬁ(g_fla,u_,UlaT_71)a(§1aﬂla71)d€1d,uld7'l)
|E—€11>1€1]
= ¢ @(f—§1al~b—/~L1,7'—7'1)871@(517/~L1,7'1)d51d/i1d7'1

|€—&1]<[&]
+ 5/ 3777(5 =& = 1, T — 7'1)71(517 Hi, Tl)dgld/ildﬁ-
|€—&1]>[&1]

Then the estimates for each one of these two terms follows from the proof of Theorem Bl
Next we check the part involving 0,0, (uv). If we proceed as above, we only need to check

€l
max(1, [§], |p]/[€])

We introduce the two functions

(3.62) G5, (& p,m) = max(L, €], [ul/1€])"10udx;, (& 1, 7),
(3.63) 32,32 (& 1, 7) = max(L, [€], |ul /1)) 101Xz (€, 1, 7).

corresponding to (B3I and ([B32) in Theorem B We now observe that in the region
€ — & < [&] we also have B < [ — puy|/|¢ — & + 24, s0

I(&Mﬂ') = / |@|(§—§1,M—Ml,T—Tl)|amﬂ|(§1,Ml,ﬁ)dfldﬂldﬁ-
|E—&11<]&1]

3Y 3k
(3.64) I(&pT) ST+ 7,
where
3657 — ‘5‘ ) ¢2J2
GO = (L €], Ey Jontemen) e e

P25
max(1, [§ — &, |u— p|/|€ — &) e

where [ is the integral over the region given by |£ — & | < |&]. Also notice that if

b2,
max(1, [§ — &, |u — pal/[§ — &) 20’

(3.66y° = €] / bun (6 s T)

(67 S = / buis(Ers s )

then
(3.68) JU 42 < 2
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By duality we need to estimate

(3.69) S 33 2 / 03 (6010, 7) T 1,700 (E)X0 (€. 1) (7 — (€ ) dEd

i=1,2 >0 m>0

(370) Y Yy 27~ / 9i(&, 11, 7) T (&, 11, 7)0n () X2 (€, )X (T = w(&, p))dEdpdr

i=1,2 j>0 n>0
We begin a case by case analysis for (B69) and (BZZ0). We introduce again the notation
p= 1+ p2 and & = & + &a.
Reglon A;j. In this region we use (BG8) and we bound [B6Y) and [B1M) by replacing
Jii=1,2 with J? in (361).

1lp
Case A: €] >3 -

We only have to estimate (B69). We observe that |{| < 2 and hence, from (B61),

J? < /¢1,j1(€1>ﬂ1>7'1)¢27j2(§ — & =, T — T1).

Then if we dyadically decompose for 1 + || ~ 2™ the sum in m is a finite sum and we
can use Strichartz inequality (19), applied to ¢y j, and ¢ ;,, and Plancherel and Holder,
to prove the theorem in this case.

Case B: [¢| < ;“‘g“

We have to estimate [BZ0). If “g“ < 1, it follows that |p + p2| < 2, and we proceed like

in Case A. If % > 1. We consider two subcases.
Case B1: |u1]| < |pel.

Ifl “’5‘2" < |&s|, because &3] < 1, it follows that |u1], |pe] < 4 and we go back to the previous

case. If 1122l

el > |€5], we dyadically decompose with respect to pp. Then

&1+ & <&+ &P + po]' 720 < 2|pg + po| T

this corresponds to Case B1 of region A; in the proof of Theorem B In fact we have the
following bound for (B70):

Z Z Z Z 2 ]/2/ 9ixa X (& o, T)Onys1— 7,2("2"‘1 7)(1—2€0)

,717.]2>0 ]>0 TL2>0 0<7‘<n2

X2¢2,',n 2, 2, T
G1,5, (&1, 1, 1) o )

(%)1—260

where 9., ny = On, (112)P24,. (Note that ¢y ;,, ¢o;, are in this case as defined in (BG2),
(BE3), and one concludes like in that case for €y < i.
Case B2: |u1| >> |pal.

Then || ~ |p1 + pol. If %% < |&|, it follows that |p1 + pa] ~ || < 4. So if we set

1+ |p + p2| ~ 2™, then the sum on n is finite and we use the Strichartz inequality (ZI9).

If ;||le\‘ > &, we dyadically decompose |u1 + o] ~ |p1| ~ 2™. Then we use Strichartz

inequality (ZT9) again.
Region A,.

Case A: [£] >

Y

l
2]
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This case is similar to the corresponding case in Theorem Bl If || ~ |&2] ~ 2™ and
&1+ &| ~ 2= 0 < 7 < my, (and | + &| < 1 when r = my), then one can bound

BX9) with
Sup”-g]XlX]e |2 Z Z 2 (=20, 222]1/2||¢7«,]z7m1||L2

m1>00<r<mi 7:=>0

and this proves the estimate for ¢y < Z

Case B: [{| < ;“‘g“

If ||Z|| < 1, then |£|, |u| < 4 and we go back to the estimate in region A;. So we assume
that “’g“ > 1. We consider two subcases.
Case B1: || < |42l

If %% < |&| we use the fact that

(3.71) 1€+ o] < 1/V2| + po]? < Clusl? < Cl&,

and we dyadically decompose with respect to . Then if |&| ~ 272, 1+ |ug + po| ~
27722m2 () < r < 2my. We proceed now like in the corresponding case for Theorem

where we replace €y by 2¢y and r by r/2. If %% > |&] we dyadically decompose with

respect to i by setting |[pa| ~ 2"2. Then |ug + pa| ~ 227" 0 < r < ny and from (BZZT)
also [&; + &| < 22/277/241/2 We reduce our estimate to

Z ZZ Z 2 ]/2/ 9iX2X; g 0T ) a1 r2 9(na+1-r)(1-2c0) /2

71,520 520 n2>00<r<ng

€ J2,n ga ) T
I+ 061,61, m) X222 o T)

(%)1—250

> 2. > 2 /A 95X (& s T)Opy1 2717202

71,52>0mn2>0 0<r<ng j>0
‘5 |1 2€0

x|& + &[0, (&, H1>71)WX2¢2,]2,M(§2’ fh2, T2)

We use again Lemma Bl and, in view of the fact that here |&5]%/|us| < 1, we continue
with

ool 3 20 (sznmuy) (zzmzr|x2¢2,m,h||y),

n2>0 0<r<ns j1>0 J220

and we sum in r. This is enough to prove the estimate as long as ¢y < i.
Case B2: |uy| >> |pal.
If %% < |€1|a then
1 1
|61+ &of < 1/V2|p + po|2 < Clul? < Cl&4],

replaces ([B1) and we can repeat the argument given in the first part of Case Bl. If

%% > |&y], since |py + pa] ~ |p1|, we dyadically decompose with respect to |u| ~ 2™.
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Because &1 + &| < |&a], we reduce our estimate to
(3.72)

Z Z Z 2_j/2fA 95X2XG (& 1, T)0n 161+ 217 X2b1,my o (€1, pia, T1) P2, (€2, ph2, T2),

J1,5220 j=0 n1 20

and at this point we can proceed by using Lemma BT
Region A3 U A4 U (A5 - A5(2€0)).

. 1y
Case A: %% < ¢l

We consider two subcases.

. 1]pal
Case Al: || > 3TaT-

We dyadically decompose with respect to || ~ |£1] ~ 2™!. Because in this region lua] >

|§2] ~
|&1] ~ |& + &2, we reduce our estimate to (B3D) of the corresponding case in the proof of

Theorem B, where ¢, is replaced by 2¢.

Case A2: || < ;“‘g".

We use again a dyadic decomposition with respect to ;. Observe that (|&| <<)[&| <

;“’5“' < CIEZ\‘ hence % ~ 2t e > — Oy, We then reduce our estimate to (B38), again

replacing ¢, with 2¢.

Case B: %% > |£|. As we observed in the analysis of region A;,i = 1,2, without loss of

generality we can assume that “’g“ > 1. We consider two subcases.

Case B1: || < |pel-

We recall that in this region we also have % >> |&| and we repeat the argument
presented in the second part of Case B1 of region A,.

Case B2: |u1| >> |2l

If %% < |&| then we use an argument similar to the one used in the first part of Case

B1 in region As, where the role of (&, p2) is now played by (&1, p1). If %% > &, we

dyadically decompose so that [y 4 pia| ~ |p1| ~ 2™. Then because [£; + & ~ [§1] S %,
we obtain the estimate (E72) and also this case is done.
Region A; N A5(2¢). In this case we cannot use Lemma Bl

Case A: [£] > %%

We observe that if ? €y < (o — 1)/2c, then (1 + a2¢)(1 — 2¢0) > 1 and
573 (=2 2 6] ~ e+ 61,

for some 6 such that 0 < § << 1. We dyadically decompose so that || ~ [&1 + &o| ~ 2™
and using (B3] we reduce the estimate to

Z Z Z 2_j/2/ngIXj(gnuﬂT)0m12_m15X1¢1,j1,m1(£17N1771)¢2,j2(£27/~’/277-2)7

J1,5220 j=0 m12>0

and Strichartz inequality (I9) and Cauchy-Schwarz can be used to finish the proof also
in this case.
Case B: [¢| < %ﬂ

9Based on the proof of Lemma Bl we assume that o > 4 and 2¢p < %.
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Notice that from BZ2) |pa| ~ |€2|||2”‘| << |p|, hence |py + pa| ~ |p1|. We dyadically

decompose with respect to || ~ 2™. Using (B3) we obtain the estimate

2. 2.2 2" / 952X (€ 1, 70, (1)1 E1| 6<|”11|)1-2€0

71,§2>0 57>0 n1>0 |€ |
¢ ),
XX2¢1,n1,j1(£17Ml,ﬁ)ﬁ(&g,,LLQ,TQ)
2]

Then Strichartz inequality (I9) is enough to conclude the proof also in this case.
Region Ag. As we did for the proof of Theorem B also in this case we consider three

subcases: Case A: || > 102 ||’21“, Case B: [§] < 10 2“2“' and Case C: 10~ 2||’§“‘| <&l <

10? “‘5“" Since in the proof of Theorem B we used (BZ4) in cases A and B, we can treat
these cases in the same way, with the understanding that now ¢, is replaced by 2¢,. For

Case C we go back to (B6H) and (B66) and we show that in this region
(3.74) J' <R

If one assumes this for a moment, then it is easy to see that we can repeat exactly the
argument we gave for Case C in the proof of Theorem Bl To prove ([BZ4) it’s enough to
show that

l, - 1]
e el

To simplify the notation we set max(|¢|, ‘?“‘) M and max(1, |&], ‘“2“) M,. Assume that
= |£| If M, = 1, then M; =1 < ‘5‘ M. If My = |£2| then M ~ |£1| >> ‘52‘ = M,
and also this case is done. If My = 2l then M = |¢] ~ |&] ~ 1 >> 12l — pf - Now

max(|¢], max(1, |&

[&2]” I3 & —
assume that M = “’g“ If My =1, then My =1 < €] < “’g“ M. If My = |&], then
My, << &) ~ [€] < ﬂ' = M, and also this case is done. Finally If M, = %, then
My << Bt~ 6| ~ |£| <H-M

€1
The proof of Theorem @ ow complete.

O

We conclude this section with a counterexample that shows that if € < i in Theorem
B, then the theorem does not hold. This counterexample is important because, as we will
discuss below in Remark BT], if we could have taken e < i, then we could have removed
the smallness assumption in the initial data and at the same time we would have obtained
a global result in the modified energy space £ N P.

Proposition 7. The bilinear estimate

(3.75) 10 (wo)llx, , < Cllullx,, (lvllx,, + oIz Iy )
T2 '3 5 13 1,0,%

+ Clollx,, (lullx, , + ||UI|_1><_:% llls,, ,)

fails for e < i.
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Proof. The proof of the proposition is based on the example of Molinet, Saut and Tzvetkov
from [21), 22]. We introduce the sets:

By = {(€ ) € € [Faval, e [-60%, 607, |r — (& )| S 1}

By ={(&p,7): £ €[N,N+a], pe[V3N? V3N?+ o7, |1 —w(&p)| S 1}

where again w(&, ) = & + %2 We observe that dew(&, 1) = 3§ — ‘g—j, and J,w(&, ) = 2?“
The reason for the /3 in the definition of E; may be seen by calculating dew inside E,.
The O(N?) terms cancel and the next biggest term is O(Na). In the region FE,, the
dispersive surface has slope O(N«) along the ¢ direction and slope O(N) along p. An
a x o? piece of the tangent plane to the dispersive surface in Es stays within Nao? of the
surface. Therefore, we select o ~ N72 so that By is a O(1) vertical thickening of this
piece of tangent plane. These calculations then “explain” the choice of the «, o scaling
in the ¢ and p directions. Note that F; is essentially an o x o x 1 box.

Let u = Oé_%XEp U= N‘la_%XEz, where the functions xp, are smoothed out charac-
teristic functions.

We calculate

‘[833(1,“))]/\(5,/1,, T)| ~ ‘5‘@* /U\|(£7:U’7 T) ~ ‘5‘05_3]\[_1 XE1 * XE2(£7M7 T)-
We have
XE; * X5, (&, 1, T) ~ sup [trans(Ey) N Es| Xg, 45, (&, 1, T),

trans
where trans denotes an arbitrary translation in the (£, i, 7) space. Geometric considera-
tions similar to those discussed above show that F; + F, contains an a x a? x Na? box
containing the point (N + a,v3N? + a?,4N3). This point is at vertical distance O(1)
from the dispersive surface. Since Fs has slope Na along ¢ and slope N along u, we
observe that the sup above is bounded by (Na)™' x N=! x 1. Combining these remarks
gives,
0,uv] ~ N a N1 N 20"y g, ~ 0" N2y i,

Therefore, we have

10:(uv)|lx, , 2 a ' N2 N(Na?)~ |B + By|* 2 a°N™'72 (a’N)-.
)

The choice of « = N=2 yields
0. (u)llx, , 2 N

as the size of the left-side of (B7H).

We now consider the right-side of ([B7H). The functions u, v are normalized to have
size O(1) in the various X,p-norms. The Y], 1-norm has two pieces. The term arising
from 0,u essentially reproduces u since F is of size O(1) along the 7 direction. The other
term involves d,u. Since F; has size o? along p, we have that |0, xg,| ~ o %y, so this
part of the Y 5 1-norm is of size O(a™2) = O(N). Upon taking this to the power ¢ and

comparing with the size of the left-side, N i, we see the failure of (B7H) when € < i.
O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [l AND THEOREM

We start with the proof of Theorem B, because Theorem [ is a corollary of Theorem Bl
The proof uses a classical fixed point theorem (see for example [I6]). We will first carry
out the proof when T = =

Proof of Theorem[d. We start by transforming ([LT]) into the integral equation

(4.1) w = H()S (g — /St—t 2)(#)dt.

(Here we have fixed 8 = 1.) Then it is clear that a solution for (E1J) is a fixed point for
the operator

(4.2) L(v) = (t)S(t)ug — (1) / S(t — )0, (%) ()t

10Y) 1 Then, for fixed o > 0, we

assume that ||u0||311,z ~pt2 < o and we set a = 4C||“0HB} 2 pt2, where C' is the constant
—€0 —€Q —€0 €0

in (Z2) and ([23). We show that, if B, is the ball centered at the origin and radius a in

Zi—¢y, then

(4.3) L: B, — B,
1
(4.4) 1w =)z < Sllu=vlzig

and this is enough to finish the proof of the theorem. To prove ([3]) we use [Z2), (Z3),
(ZTI) and (ZTI2) to show that

To simplify the notation we set Z;_., = X

160

2
HL()H2150AJ4-+(1(H3 WIllx,_,, _y + 1007y, )

and if we continue with Theorems B and Bl we obtain

a
(4.5) IL)lzi-y <

2 1+€
e P O T R 1 L L Y

hence ([E3) follows with our choice of a, for small o. O

We finish this section with a remark that should convince the reader that in a sense the
fixed point method used above is performed in a critical regime. This criticality appears in
an unusual way. This remark also shows how to obtain the case of general T in Theorem
B, from the case T' = % One simply chooses T' = \?/2 below, A large, and then the norm
small depending also on .

Remark 4.1. If u(x,y,t) is a solution of the IVP ([T]), then
(4.6) ux(m,y,t) = Nu(Az, N2y, \*t)

is a solution for the IVP (ICTl) with initial data uyo(x,y) = Nug(Ax, \%y). Following the
directions in the literature we define the critical Sobolev indices for the KP equation as
the couple of real numbers (s, s?) such that the homogeneous Sobolev norm

c) C
()l 1. ~ C.
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where C' is independent of \. With a simple calculation we obtain

(4.7) st4+ 252 = —%.
While for the KP-II equation one can get a well-posedness theory for Sobolev spaces with
indices satisfying a relationship pretty close to () (see [27]), for the KP-I, due to the
observations made in the introduction, we do not really expect to be able to reach near the
critical indices in (). The type of criticality that occurs in our case can be summarized
in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. In uy is defined as in D), 0 < X\ < 1, then for any s > 1,

1—¢ € < \1-4e
(148) oAl ol S A

The proof of the lemma follows from simple changes of variables.

Observe that we can consider ¢ = % to be a critical exponent in this case. In fact, if we
could take € < § in Theorems B and H then we could use (EF) to remove the smallness
assumption needed in the contraction argument presented for the proof of Theorem Pl
But, like the counterexample in Proposition [ shows, this is not possible.

We are now ready to sketch the proof of Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem [l Let’s fix an interval of time [—7,7T] and a small € > 0(e < %) In
light of Remark [Z3, we have that, if ug € ENP, and |lug| gnp < 61, then ug € By .N P>
and we can choose §; = d;1(€) so that ||ug]| 52! np2t < 0 where ¢ is chosen as in Theorem
Bl depending upon €,6;. We can thus apply Theorem Pl to obtain a unique solution
ueZie=X, 1NY, . 1. Now, by continuity with respect to the initial data, if ul is
a smooth sequence that approximates ug in Bs, C £ N P, which also approximates it in
Bf’_lE N PE’El, then the associated sequence of solutions uy is smooth, and it approximates

win C([=T,T); BY', N P%!). On the other hand, by Remark ]
el oy < O ool o)

uniformly with respect to k. Thus, u; has a weak limit in L°; ., (E N P) that must
coincide with u for almost every ¢t. Then,

(ENP) < C(T, [Juoll grp)

and this concludes the proof. O

||u||LFST,T]

REFERENCES

[1] M. Ben-Artzi, J.-C. Saut, Uniform decay estimates for a class of oscillatory integrals and applications,
Diff. Int. Eq. 12 (1999), 137-145.

[2] J. Bergh, J. Lofstrom, Interpolation Spaces, Springer-Verlag, (1976).

[3] J. Bourgain, On the Cauchy problem for the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili equation, Geometric and Funct.
Anal. 3 (1993), 315-341.

[4] J. Colliander, Globalizing estimates for the periodic KPI equation, Illinois J. Math. 40 (1996), no. 4,
692-698.

[5] J. Colliander, C. Kenig, G. Staffilani, Small solutions for the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili I equation,
Mosc. Math. J. 1 (2001), no. 4, 491-520.



50

[6]

J. COLLIANDER, C. KENIG, AND G. STAFFILANI

A. V. Faminskii, Cauchy problem for the generalized Kadomtsev- Petviashvili equation, Sibirsk. Mat.
Zh. 33 (1992), 160-172.

A. S. Fokas, L. Y. Sung, On the solvability of the N-wave, Davey-Stewartson and Kadomtsev-
Petviashvili equations, Inverse Problems 8 (1992), 673-708.

J. Ginibre, Y. Tsutsumi, G. Velo, On the Cauchy problem for the Zakharov system, J. Funct. Anal.
151 (1997), no. 2, 384-436.

R. J. I6rio, W. V. L. Nunes, On equations of KP-type, Proc. Royal Soc. Edin. 128A (1998), 725-743.
P. J. Isaza, J. L. Mejfa, V. Stallbohm, Local solutions for the Kadomtsev- Petviashvili equation in
R2, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 196 (1995), 566-587.

P. J. Isaza, J. L. Mejfa, V. Stallbohm, Regularizing effects for the linearized Kadomtsev-Petviashvili
(KP) equation, Rev. Colombiana Mat. 31 (1997), 37-61.

B. B. Kadomtsev, V. I. Petviashvili, On the stability of solitary waves in weakly dispersive media,
Soviet Phys. Dokl. 15 (1970), 539-541.

C. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega , The Cauchy problem for the Korteweg-de Vries equation in Sobolev
spaces of negative indices, Duke Math. J. 71, No.1, (1993), 1-21.

C.E. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega, Oscillatory integrals and regularity of dispersive equations, Indiana
Univ. Math. J. 40 (1991), 33-69.

C.E. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega, Well-posedness and scattering results for generalized Korteweg-de
Vries equation via the contraction principle, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 46 (1993), 527-620.

C.E. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega, The Cauchy problem for the Korteweg-de Vries equation in Sobolev
spaces of negative indices, Duke Math. J. 71 (1993), no. 1, 1-21.

C.E. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega, Small solutions to nonlinear Schridinger equations, Ann. Inst. H.
Poincar Anal. Non Linaire, 10 (1993), 255-288 .

C.E. Kenig, G. Ponce, L. Vega, A bilinear estimate with applications to KdV equations, J. AMS, 9
(1996), 573-603 .

L. Molinet, F. Ribaud, The global Cauchy problem in Bourgain’s type spaces for a dispersive dissi-
pative semilinear equation, STAM J. Math. Anal. 33 (2002), no. 6, 1269-1296.

L. Molinet, F. Ribaud, On the low regularity of the Korteweg-de Vries-Burgers equation, Int. Math.
Res. Not. 2002, no. 37, 1979-2005.

L. Molinet, J.-C. Saut, N. Tzvetkov, Well-posedness and ill-posedness results for the Kadomtsev-
Petviashvili-1 equation, Duke. Math. J. 115 (2002), no. 2, 353-384.

L. Molinet, J.-C. Saut, N. Tzvetkov, Global well-posedness for the KP-I equation, Math. Ann. 324
(2002), no. 2, 255-275.

J.-C. Saut, Remarks on generalized Kadomtsev-Petviashvili equations, Indiana Math. J. 42, No. 3
(1993), 1011-1026.

J.-C. Saut, N. Tzvetkov, The Cauchy problem for higher-order KP equations, J. Differential Equa-
tions, 153 (1999), no. 1, 196-222.

M. Schwarz, Periodic solutions of Kadomtsev- Petviashvili equations, Adv. Math. 66 (1987), 217-233.
H. Takaoka, Time local well-posedness for the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili II equation, Harmonic Analysis
and nonlinear PDE 1102 (1999), 1-8.

H. Takaoka and N. Tzvetkov, On the local regularity of Kadomtsev-Petviashvili II equation, Internat.
Math. Res. Notices 2 (2001), 77-114..

M. M. Tom, On the generalized Kadomtsev- Petviashvili equation, Contemp. Math. AMS 200 (1996),
193-210.

S. Ukai, Local solutions of the Kadomtsev- Petviashvili equation, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. 1A
Math. 36 (1989), 193-2009.

X. Zhou, Inverse scattering transform for the time dependent Schrodinger equations with application
to the KP-I equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 128 (1990), 551-564.



LOW REGULARITY SOLUTIONS FOR THE KADOMTSEV-PETVIASHVILI I EQUATION 51

UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO
UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY



	1. Introduction
	2. The Linear Estimates
	3. The Bilinear Estimates
	4. Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 
	References

