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LOW-REGULARITY SCHRODINGER MAPS
ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU AND CARLOS E. KENIG

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Schrédinger map initial-value problem
s = s x Ays on RY x [—1,1];
s(0) = so
is locally well-posed for small data so € HgP (R%;S?), 09 > (d+1)/2, Q € S*.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the Schrodinger map initial-value problem

{ Ois = 5 x Ags on R x [—1,1]; (11)

s(0) = so,
where d > 2 and s : R? x [-1,1] — S* < R3 is a smooth function. The
Schrodinger map equation has a rich geometric structure and arises naturally in
a number of different ways; we refer the reader to [I3] or [§] for details. In this
paper we prove a local well-posedness result for the initial-value problem ([LTI)
for small data in low-regularity spaces.

For o > 0 let J° denote the operator on §’'(R%) defined by the Fourier multiplier
€ — (14 (€272, and let H° = H’(RY) denote the usual Banach spaces of
complex-valued Sobolev functions on RY, ||f|lge = |[J°(f)||z2. For ¢ > 0 and
Q = (Q1,Q2,Q3) € S* we define the complete metric space

Hé(Rd;Sz) ={f RS R*: |f(z)|=1and f, — Q € H° for [ = 1,2,3}, (1.2)

with the induced distance
3
o 1/2
3 (fo9) = [ D 1f—alde] . (1.3)
=1

For Q € S? we define the complete metric space

Hg;(]Rd; S?) = ﬂ Hg(Rd; S?) with the induced metric.

o>0
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For Q € §* let fo(z) = Q, fo € HF(R%S?). For any metric space X,
r € X, and r > 0 let Bx(z,7) denote the open ball {y € X : d(x,y) < r}. Let
Zy ={0,1,...}. Our main theorem concerns local well-posedness of the initial-
value problem ([LT)) for small data s, € HgY (R S?), 0g > (d+1)/2, Q € S*.

Theorem 1.1. (a) Assume oq > (d+1)/2 and Q € S*>. Then there is e(ag) > 0
with the property that for any sy € HF (R%S?) N BHgO(Rd;SZ)(fQ, €(o0)) there is a
unique solution

s = 5%(s0) € C([~1,1] : HY(R%S?))

of the initial-value problem (ILTI).
(b) The mapping so — S*(sg) extends uniquely to a Lipschitz mapping

5% : Bygoo agn(fa. elon) = C((=1,1] : HY (R S2)),

with the property that S7°(sg) is a weak solution of the initial-value problem (ILTI)
for any sg € BHgo(Rd;S2)(fQ, €(09)).
(¢) In addition, for any o' € Z, we have the local Lipschitz bound

sup_dg (57 (s0)(1), S (5)(1)) < Clov, o', R) - a3 (s0,55)  (1.4)

te[—1,1]
for any R > 0 and s, s, € BHgO(Rd;S2)(fQ, €(09)) mBH50+“’(Rd;§2)(fQ’ R). Thus the
mapping S°° restricts to a locally Lipschitz mapping

Goota’ Bz wag) (fq, €(00)) N HY (R S?) — O([—1,1] « HY (R%S?)).

In section Bl we use the stereographic projection to reduce Theorem [Tl to
Theorem 24 Then we analyze the resulting derivative Schrodinger equation by
treating the nonlinear term as a perturbation. It appears likely that a more careful
analysis of the nonlinear interactions, possibly using the “modified Schrodinger
map equation” (cf. [I3] or [5]), would allow one to extend Theorem [Tl to the full
subcritical range o9 > d/2. As in the case of wave maps (for which the regularity
theory for small data is much better understood, see [9], [IT], [19], [20], [I7], [18],
[T0], [15], and [211), the critical case oy = d/2 is more difficult since, among other
things, the critical space H%2(R?) fails to control L>. We hope to return to these
issues in the future.

The initial-value problem ([[LI) has been studied extensively (also in the case
in which the sphere S? is replaced by more general targets). It is known that
sufficiently smooth solutions exist locally in time, even for large data (see, for
example, [16], [T, [2], [T2], [8] and the references therein). Such theorems for
(local in time) smooth solutions are proved using variants of the energy method.
For low-regularity data, the energy method cannot be applied, and the initial-
value problem ([l) has been studied indirectly using the “modified Schrédinger
map equation” (see, for example, [I3], [I4], [7], and [5]). While existence and
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uniqueness theorems for this modified Schrodinger map equation in certain low-
regularity spaces are known (at least in dimension d = 2), it is not clear whether
such theorems can be transfered to the original Schrédinger map initial-value
problem. Our approach in this paper is more direct, in the sense that we ana-
lyze the Schrodinger map initial-value problem without passing to the modified
Schrodinger map equation. As a result of the recursive construction of the solu-
tion we obtain a locally Lipschitz flow, which appears to be new even in the case
of sufficiently smooth data. Also, our proof of Theorem [Tl is self-contained; in
particular it does not depend on the existence of smooth solutions.

We describe now some of the ingredients in the proof of Theorem [Tl First, us-
ing the stereographic projection, we reduce matters to proving Theorem 22 We
would then like to analyze the resulting derivative Schrodinger equation in some
X _type spaces. However, the use of standard X7 spaces (i.e. spaces defined
by suitably weighted norms in the frequency space) seems to lead inevitably to
logarithmic divergences, regardless of the amount of smoothness one assumes. To
avoid these logarithmic divergences we work with high frequency spaces that have
two components: an X?’-type component measured in the frequency space and a
normalized L.? (see definition (B3])) component measured in the physical space.
Such spaces have been used recently in dimension d = 1 by the authors [3]. The
spaces LL? are relevant due to the local smoothing induced by the Schrodinger
flow. Then we prove suitable linear and nonlinear estimates in these spaces, and
conclude Theorem 22 using a recursive (perturbative) construction.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in section Pl we use the stereo-
graphic projection to reduce matters to proving Theorem Z2 In section Bl we
define our main normed spaces and prove some of their basic properties. In sec-
tion Bl we prove several linear and nonlinear estimates. In section B we use these
estimates to complete the proof of Theorem

2. PRELIMINARY REDUCTIONS

We start now the proof of Theorem [Tl By rotation invariance, we may assume

Q = (0,0,1). (2.1)

The uniqueness statement in part (a) is straightforward: assume
5 = (51,52, 85),5' = (s, 54, 54) € CO(I=1,1] : HF (R S?))

are solutions of (ILT). Let ¢ = 5" — s, so

{ g = (s+q) x Ap(s+q) — s x Ays on REx [—1,1]; (2.9)

q(0) = 0.
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We multiply (Z2) by ¢(t) and integrate by parts over R¢ to obtain

SO0 = [ 150 x A.a(0)]) - a(t) do
(2.3)
< Ul + 3 a0

=1

Then we apply 0., to (Z2), multiply by 0,,¢(t), add up over [ = 1,...,d, and
integrate by parts over R?. The result is

301 Z J0na(t) 2] = - / [a(t) x Aus(t)] - Asg(r)dr
: (2.4)

Cu(llg(®)]17: +Z|I3xl IZ:).

Using (Z3) and [Z4), g = 0 as desired.
We start now the construction of the solution s. Fix o9 > (d + 1)/2 as in

Theorem [, and €, sufficiently small.! In view of the Sobolev imbedding the-
orem, if f € B HZ (Rd;gz)( fo,€0) then f is continuous and takes values in a small

neighborhood of Q. Thus, for f = (f1, f2, f3) € BHgo(Rd;Sz)(fQ, €o) we can define

g=L(f)= fii}f

Clearly, L(f) : R — C is continuous and takes values in a small neighborhood
of 0. For g € Byoo (0, €) we define

_ vy (9179 (=i)(g—9) 1—gg
f—(fl,f2>f3)—L(g)— <1+g§’ 1+ 99 ’1+g§>'

Clearly, z(g) :R? — §? is continuous and takes value in a small neighborhood of
Q. We have the following estimates:

Lemma 2.1. (a) If f € HF(R%S?) N BHgO(Rd;S2)(fQ,EO) then L(f) € H>® N
Bpyeo(0,Ce) and
IL(f) = L(f ) ue < Clo,diy(fa. ), dg(fo, 1) - dg(f, f), (2.5)
for any f, " € HEQO(RCZ;SQ) N BH%O(Rj;S%(fQ, €0) and o > 0.
(b) If g € H* N Byoo (0, €) then L(g) € H (R S?) mBHgO(Rd;S2)(fQ,C€0) and

d3(L(9), L(g) < C(o: llgllue, 9 llr=) - g = 'l e (2.6)

In this section we could have any oo > d/2; for oo > (d+ 1)/2 the value of € depends only
on the dimension d.
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for any g,9' € H>® N Byoo(0,€) and o > og.

Proof of Lemma[Zl In view of the definitions, for both part (a) and part (b) it
suffices to prove that if o > oy then

1B\l e < M(o) - (hllmeo - [ |ze + 1| Bll iz - [|7|| 5oo) for any h,h" € H>, (2.7)
for some increasing function M : [0y, 00) — [1,00), and

17 (L) "o < Clo, |0 me) - |P]| ge for any h € H®, B € H* N Bpeo (0, ),

(2.8)
provided that &y is sufficiently small. The inequality (1) is well-known, using
the fact H°(R?) is a Banach algebra for any o > d/2 and the Littlewood—Paley
product trichotomy (with M (o) depending only on ¢ and d). For (28) it suffices
to prove that

1+ (B)" e < 277C o, (10 | 1w) - ([ ol| 2o (2.9)
for h,h' as in ), 0 > 0o, and n € Z,. The inequality (Z9) clearly holds for
n = 0.

We turn now to the proof of () for n > 1. Let b,, = ||h - (#')"||g-. Using
&) we have

bnoo < (M(00)||W||o0)™ - || A||eo for n=0,1,..., (2.10)
which gives (29) in the case 0 = 0p. Assume now that o < oy + 2. Then, using
(1) and (ZI0),

bn,a S M(UO + 2) : ||h,||H"O : bn—l,a + M(UO + 2) : ||h/||Hcr : bn—l,ao

2.11
< (1/3)baro + (05 |1} 127) - 2| 1t (211)

Since by, = ||h||ge, the bound ) follows easily from (ETTI) in this case.

Finally, assume that ¢ > o9 + 2. We may assume that the bound (9) for
o — 1 holds, and use the Kato-Ponce commutator estimate [0, Lemma XIJ: if
f,g € H*(R?) and o > 0 then

177(f9) = fT7(D)lz2 < Co([V Fllz |77 glle2 + 1177 fll 2l gl ),

where J7 is the operator defined by the multiplier & — (1 + |£[2)?/2. We apply
this inequality with f =&/, g = h - (h)"~!. The result is

bno < ClH |10 - bnors + Col Wl mroosr - buot,o1 + CollW|[ o[l oo - 27"
< (1/3)bn-10 + Clo, |[W]|1-) - 27" o,

using the induction hypothesis on b,—1 ,—1. The bound () follows in the case
o> o0+ 2. ]
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A direct computation shows that if u € C([—1,1] : H*) is a solution of the

equation
o

(10, + Ay) Z Op,u)® on RY x [—1,1],
1+uu =

then the function s € C([—1,1] : HF(R%S?)), s(t) = L(u(t)) is a solution of the
Schrodinger map equation

Oi5 = 5 x Ags on R? x [—1,1].
In view of Lemma BTl for Theorem [Tl it suffices to prove the following:

Theorem 2.2. (a) Assume o9 > (d + 1)/2. Then there is €(og) > 0 with the
property that for any ¢ € H>® N Byoo(0,€(0g)) there is a solution

u=5%(¢) € C([~1,1] : H*)
of the initial-value problem

{ (i0h + Ay )u = 20(1 +wi) = 35 (9,u)® on R x [~1,1]; (2.12)

(b) The mapping ¢ — §°°(¢) extends uniquely to a Lipschitz mapping
57 2 Byoo (0, e(00)) = C([=1,1] : H),

with the property that §”O(¢) is a weak solution of the initial-value problem (212
for any ¢ € Byeo(0, €(0y)).
(¢) In addition, for any o' € Z, we have the local Lipchitz bound

up [157(8)() = 57 (@) (1) lgrgror < Ol00:0", B) 16 = &l oeer (2:13)
te|—1,

for any R >0 and ¢,¢' € Breo(0,€(00)) N Byoysor (0, R). Thus the mapping S0
restricts to a locally Lipschitz mapping

goo—i-o’ : BH"O (0,6(00)) N Hcro-l-cr’ N C([—]_, 1] . Hoo—i-o/)‘

3. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In this section we summarize most of the notation, define our main normed
spaces,? and prove some of their basic properties. For [ = 1,...,d + 1 let Fa
and F, (?)1 denote the Fourier transform operator and the inverse Fourier transform

operator acting on S'(R!).
%It is likely that only minor changes would be needed to guarantee that all of our normed

spaces are in fact Banach spaces. We do not need this, however, since the limiting argument in
section H takes place the Banach spaces C([—1,1] : H?).
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For [ =1,...,d we fix n(()l) : RY — [0, 1] smooth radial functions supported in
the sets {¢& € R' : [¢] < 8/5]}, equal to 1 in the sets {£ € R : |¢| < 5/4]}, and
with the property that

>0 =1 where 0 (€) = ni (6/2) — nfl(6/2°7). (3.1)
k=0

We define now the normed spaces X and Y. For k € Z, and j € Z, let

Dij = {(&,7) e RIx R : |€] € 21,21 and | + |€]?] < 271} if k > 1;
Dij={(6,7) €RIx R : €] < 2 and |7 + €2 < 21} if k = 0.

Let Dy oo = Uj>0Dy ;. We define first the normed spaces
X, = {f € L*(R*xR) : f supported in Dy, and

£l =D 272 (7 + [€?) - fllz2 < oo}

J=0

(3.2)

The spaces X are not sufficient for our estimates, due to various logarithmic
divergences. For any vector e € S¥! let

Po={¢€R:¢-e=0}
with the induced Euclidean measure. Also, let
D, = {(6.7) € Diy: €0 > [€]/2) for j € Z and j = oo,
For p, q € [1,00] we define the normed spaces L2 = LP4(R? x R),
21 ={f c [*(R*x R) :

1 fllzee = [/R [/PeXR\f(re—i-v,tﬂqdvdt

Then, for k£ > 100 and e € S, we define the normed spaces
Ve ={f € L*(R x R) : f supported in Dy , and
[ Fllve = 27521 F L [(r + €2 +3) - fllljae < o0},

For simplicity of notation, we define Y,* = {0} for £ =0,1,...,99.
We fix L large and ey, ...,e; € ST! e # ey if | # I', with the property that

}p/q ]1/10 (3.3)

dr| < oo}.

(3.4)

for any e € S¥! there is I € {1,..., L} such that |e — ¢;| <27

We assume in addition that if e € {e;,...,e.} then —e € {e;,...,e.}. For
k € Z, we define

Zp=Xp+ Y ..+ Y (3.5)



8 ALEXANDRU D. IONESCU AND CARLOS E. KENIG

We prove now several estimates. In view of the definitions, if f € Z; then we
can write

f= > gj+ feo + ...+ fo, where g; is supported in Dy ;, fo, € Yi';

JELy
> 22 gjllez + | ferllyer + -+ I ferllyer < 20flz
JELy
(3.6)
Also, if m € L®(R?), Fz/(m) € L'(R?), and f € Zy, then m(§) - f € Z; and
Im(&) - fllz < ClIF g (M)l Lga) - [1f]] 2, (3.7)

For simplicity of notation, for k € Z, and | € [0,60] N Z we define the smooth
functions x, : R — [0, 1],

{ Xea(r) = (1= 15" (r/257)] - Loy (r) i e > 100; (38)
Xea(r) = 11if k£ <99.

We show first that the spaces 7. are logarithmic modifications of the spaces Xj.
Lemma 3.1. Ifk,j € Z, and f € Zj then

1+ 1D I < Clfllz and | flx, < CRA DIz (3.9)

Proof of Lemma 3. Clearly, we may assume k > 100 and f = fo € V¢, for some
ec{ey,...,e.}. Let

he(w) = 27*2F L [ + €7 +4) - fel (). (3.10)
Thus
2 F h
e\SH = 1pe ) T A e y 1 )-
Fol€m) = Loy _(6.7) — e P () €7
In view of the definitions, for (B9) it suffices to prove that
2522792 1, (&, 7) - Xnao(€ - €) Farny(M)llz < C( +2j_2k)_1/2||h||1;};2 (3.11)
for any h € S(R?xR) and j € Z,. We write £ = {e+&, 2 = me+2', 11,6 € R,
2, € P,. Let
W(xy, &'\ 1) = / h(zye + 2, t)e @) go/ gt
PexR
By Plancherel theorem,
Bl e = Ol 2,
Thus, for (BITl), it suffices to prove that
26 |1, (€0) (€)W, € d |

R le,s',r
< CA4+278)V2 N1 g2

1 5/,.’.
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This follows easily since for any (¢',7) € P x R the measure of the set {&; : § ~
28 and |1+ &7 + [€')*] < 271} is bounded by C min(2/7%, 2F). O

The proof of Lemma Bl shows also that for & < 99
1fllx, < C272NF G [T + 1€ +14) - fll] 2 (3.12)

for any e € S%! and f supported in Dy . We prove now a local-smoothing
estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Ifk€ Z,.,ec S™, and f € Z), then

1F ko lf - xrao(€ - @)lll e < C272| f],. (3.13)

Proof of Lemma [Z4. We write £ = &ie+¢, & € R, £ € P,. Using the Plancherel
theorem and the definitions, for (BI3) it suffices to prove that for any z; € R

| [ ree+emmmieneme s, <cxifla. (1)

¢

We use the representation (B). Assume first that f = g;. In view of the
definitions, it suffices to prove that if j > 0 and g; is supported in Dy, ; then

) ) /jo(fle + & T) Xra0(€1) €1

, SOl (3.15)
g

The bound [BIH) is a consequence of Plancherel theorem for £ < 99. Assume

k > 100 and let g]#(gl,g’,u) =g;j(Ge+ &, u—8& — |, so gf is supported in
the set {(£,&, 1) € R x Py x R : &2 + |¢']? € [22F72, 2%+2]  |u| < 2971}, Using
Holder’s inequality and the fact that x4 is supported in the interval [¢2¥, c0),
the left-hand side of (BIH) is dominated by

C sup QA; (e + € m(€)AE ) deade dr

Hh||L2(Pe><R):1

—C  sw APIJﬁﬁﬁﬁMmm@W@w—ﬁmmﬁw

Hh||L2(PexR):1

1/2
< CQ_k/z/ [/ 97 (61,6, )P d&rde’ | dp,
R RxPe
which gives (B1H)

Assume now that f = fo € Y,f/, e €{ey,...,er}, k> 100, and define he as
in (BI0). Notice also that

[1for - [ =6 (7 + 1€%)/2% 7 Nllx, < Cllforllyge
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using (BIT). Since the inequality (BI4]) was already proved for f € Xy, it suffices
to show that for any x; € R

H/ (7 + €% /257) for(re +€',7)

| (3.16)
X Xk,30(E1)e ! d&HH < CQ_k/2||fe'||Y,§"
I35

We examine first the support in (¢, 7) of the function obtained after taking
the &, integral in the left-hand side of ([BI8). We fix a vector et € S~ N P, and
a real number 0 € [0, 27) with the property that

e =cosf-e+sinf-e’. (3.17)

The choice of et and 6 is unique (up to signs) unless € = de. The function
obtained after taking the &; integral in the left-hand side of (BIH) is supported
in the set

S — {(6/,7) c Pe X R C T |€/|2 c [22]@—80’22]64-10]’ |€/| S 2k+1’ and

3.18
(=1 — |€))? cos O + (¢ - eF)sin g > 28710}, (3.18)

and the integral in ¢, is taken over the interval & € [2¥739 2¥1] Ag in the proof
of Lemma BJl, we can write

2k/2
fo(€m) = xus5(§-€) W

Thus, for (BI0) it suffices to prove that
1567 / n5 (7 + [62)/2571%) Fiasny (her)(Gre + €, 7)

X Xea(€ - €)(r + [+ i) xeao(€)e ™ daa| < €27 lhgll
¢ ©

Faen (het)(€,7) where || [y = Cllhall 1

(3.19)

Let M = M(¢',7) = (—7—€'|>)"/2. Elementary estimates using the definitions
show that we can approximate
Ls(€7) -y (€8 = MP)/2 71 (€ = M2 i)™ X6 - €) - xaol6n)
0 (& = M) /24710)

= 15(5/77') “Xk30(M) - xe5((Me + 5/) : e/);?(;\/[. (&1 — M +1i/2F) +E
(3.20)
where
|E(€,7‘)| < C- 13(5, 7‘) . 1[21@73572“10}(&) . 1[21@73572“10}(5 . e’)
(3.21)

x g (€2 — M2)/220+10) L [272% 4 (14 [¢2 — M) 7).
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We substitute the identity (B20) into (BI9). We handle first the error term:
using (B11]) and (B1H)

’ ’ /R E(&,7)Fasn(he)(Ere + & 7)e™18 dgl’

2
Lt r

S Z H /Rn](l)(T + |§|2) : E(f, T)f(d-i-l)(he/)(gle —+ 5”7-)62':0151 dgl’

L2
§<2k+C o
<C 3 IO 16P) - BET) - Fraen (he) (6,7 lsz,
j<2k+C
<O Y 2D (9 g2 g Dy
j<2k+C )

< 02_k||he/||L1;2,

which agrees with (B19).
We estimate now the contribution of the first term in the right-hand side of
BZ0). Since M (&, 7) ~ 2% in S, it suffices to prove that

, nV (& — M(€', 7)) /25100
HlS(g ’T)/R & — M(¢,7) +i/2F

(3.22)
X Fasy (W)€ ) - € dr|| < Ol
¢ ©
for any h € S(R? x R) and z; € R. With et as 0 as in (BI1), let
e = —sinf-e+cosf-et. (3.23)

Let N N
Poor ={¢€R: (- e=¢-e" =0} =P, 1,

and Writeg = gle+§2€J—+€//7 Y= yle/+er/J_+y//a Y1, Y2, gla 52 € Ra y//a 5// € ﬁ&eL.
For 7,r € Rand " € P, o1 let

h/(yl, r, 5//’ 7_) _ / h(yle’ + yze/J_ + y//’ t)e_iyzrﬁ’_iy”'f”e—i” ddey”dt.
Rxﬁe’eL xR
By Plancherel theorem,
hllgez = Cl Ny 2, -

Also, using (BI7) and [B23),
Farn(h)(&re + Lt +£",7)

— / h/(yl, —gind - 51 + cos B - 52’é—//’T)e—iyl(cose'fri-sin@f?) dyl
R
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Thus, for (B22) it suffices to prove that
(1) — M(&et + ¢ 9k—100
Hls(gzej_ + 5//7 7_)/ o [(gl (£2J_ //5 77—))/ - ]
R & — M(&et+¢" 1) +1i/2 (3.24)
X h"(—sinf - & 4 cosh - &, &7, 1) - 8 dEy < C|\h'| e,

€9,

for any compactly supported function A" : R X P, .. x R — C. Let

(1) kE—100
2 .
b €)= [ I g0 k) o

Using the boundedness of the Hilbert transform on L*(R), ||h% |2 < C||A"|| 2.
Thus, for (B24) it suffices to prove that
|1s(Eee™ +€",7)
X h:/‘l(_ sinf - M(éu?ej_ + 5”7 T) + cos @ - 52) 5”7 T)||L2

€9,8

< Oz, [l

This follows easily by a change of variables, using the definition ([BI8) of the set
S. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We remark that the proof also gives the following weaker inequality: if k € Z,,
e € S and f € Z, then

1F iy (Pl ez < Clk + D fl 2. (3.25)
For this, using Lemma B4 it suffice to prove that
1F 1) (Dl =2 < Cllgllx,
for any g € X;. We decompose g = Z;io g;, g; supported in Dy ;, write { =
Se+ & & eR, ¢ € P, and use Plancherel theorem. It remains to prove that

| [ sitcierememe |, <c2Plg for any o € 2
R

2
Lg’,f

We decompose ¢; = 7](()1)(51) g+ (1— 7]((]1)(51)) - g;, and apply Holder’s inequality
for the first part and the same argument as in the proof of (BIH) for the second
part. This completes the proof of (BZH).

We will also need a maximal function estimate.

Lemma 3.3. If k>0, f € Zy, and e € ST ! then
ILa(® - Fby (2= < C2D2Gh 4 102 fll5. (3.26)

Proof of Lemma B3 In view of Lemma Bl we may assume f € Xj. Using (B0)
it suffices to prove that

L2 (t) - Fialoy ()l < C2ODF2 (k1 1) - 272 gy 12 (3:27)
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for any function g; supported in Dy ;. We define gf({,,u) =g;(& p—[€]?). The
left-hand side of (B:21) is dominated by

/ 1220 / g7 (€ pyei e e dg
[—2i+1 2i+1] Rd
Thus, for (B27) it suffices to prove that
[aa(®) [ npete e ag
Rd

for any function h supported in the set {£ € R : |¢] < 2~
To prove (B28), using a standard TT* argument, it suffices to show that

’ ‘1[—4,41(15) / eim € gia’-€ o —it(Ef+[¢|?)
RI-1xR

x g (&/280) s (€1 /24 de e’

L2 dp.

< CXVRGE 1) Ihly, (328)

) il

3.29
< C2UVR( 1), 529

1 e}
LmlLac’,t

By stationary phase, for any ¢ € R4!

\/ e € e Pl (/25 dg'| < Cmin(2VF, Jo| D),
Rd-1

and
’/6ix1-£1e—it§fn(()l)(51/216—1-1) d&’ < C’min(Qk, |t|_1/2).
R

In addition, by integration by parts, if |z1| > 25¥1°/¢| then
‘/eim-ﬁle—itﬁ%n(()l)(51/2/%—1—1) d&‘ < 02’“(1 + 2k|$1|)_2.
R

Let K(xy1,2',t) denote the function in the left-hand side of (B29). In view of the
three bounds above,

sup | K (zy, 2, t)| < C2%(1 + 2%y |) 72 + C20%/2 |y |7 4/2 Lok ory(|21]).
|t|<4, ! €Rd~1

The bound (B:29) follows since d > 2. O
We conclude this section with L{°L2 and L% estimates.
Lemma 3.4. If k> 0,t € R, and f € Z; then
sup | 3y (Dl < Il (3.30)

Thus
IF iy (Dllzg, < C2%2) £z, (3.31)
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Proof of Lemma[34 By Plancherel theorem it suffices to prove that
| [ senem |, <clfia (332
R L,g

We use the representation (Bf). Assume first that f = g;. Then

| [ st mear]| , < Cllaste, Dl < €27yl

R L o

which proves (B32) in this case.

Assume now that £ > 100 and f = fo € Y2, e € {ey,...,er}. We have to
prove that

| [ fe.memar| , < it (33)
R Lg
We define he as in (BI0), so
2k/2
fe(& T) = Xk,lo(f : e) ) m}—(dﬁ-l)(he)(& T)>

with xx.10 as in BF). We write £ = e+ & v =xe+ 2/, 11,6 € R, 2/, € Pe.
For (B33) it suffices to prove that

2'{/2HX1€,10(§1)/R !

T4 €7+
for any h € S(R? x R) and t € R. As in the proof of Lemma Bl we define

Fasy (W) (Ere+¢, 1) dr|

S O, (33

W (xy, &, 71) = / h(zie + o', t)e” @) da' dt,
Pe xR
SO

Far(®)(e+€.7) = [ W(on € r)e = do and [1]32 = CIW |z, 2

R x] 5/,.’..
Let
1 .
h* ! — h/ ! ’ltTd :
t(xlvgnu’) /]RT+M+Z (2517577')6 T
In view of the boundedness of the Hilbert transform on L*(R),
i€l < ClI a1, €. ), for any o1, € R.

Thus, for (B34), it suffices to prove that

2k/2 ‘Xk,w(gl)/h:(xl,g’, €2 e ™18 day
R

T17E

2 < Ol 2

This follows easily by changes of variables. U
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4. LINEAR AND NONLINEAR ESTIMATES

For o > 0 we define the normed spaces

(e}

={u€ CR: H®) : ||ul}. =D 27| (&) - Fusnyully, < oo},  (4.1)
k=0
and
N ={ue C(R: H®):
- o 4.2
lullZe = 3 2M @) - (7 + (6P + )7 - Fappul, <00} 2

k=0
For ¢ € H* let W (t)¢ € C(R : H*) denote the solution of the free Schrodinger

evolution

W (1)6)(2,1) = e / ¢ F ) (9)(€) de. (4.3)

R4
Assume 1 : R — [0,1] is an even smooth function supported in the interval
[—8/5,8/5] and equal to 1 in the interval [-5/4,5/4]. We prove first two linear
estimates.

Lemma 4.1. If 0 > 0 and ¢ € H™ then (t) - [W(t)¢] € F° and

[(@) - W ()¢l re < Colldl e
Proof of Lemma[{.] A straightforward computation shows that

Farn[(t) - (W)€, 7) = Fiay(9)(€) - Fay (¥)( + [€]).
Then, directly from the definitions,

() - W)l = D 220 (€) - Fiay(9)() - Foy(w) (r + €)%,

k€Z,
< 3 2 (©) - Fu(0)(©) - F(@)(r + [P,
keZ,
<C Y 2Hg? () - Fiay(9)(©)]7:
keZ,
< Co||9l 7o,
as desired. O

Lemma 4.2. I[f o >0 and u € N then ¢(t) - [} W(t — s)(u(s)) ds € F° and

HW)'/O Wt = s5)(u(s)) ds|| < Cllullve.
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Proof of Lemma[{-4 A straightforward computation shows that

Farn [00) [ Wit = s)(ats))ds] €.7) =

(T —7') = P(r + €
T+ €7

c / Fraen (w)(€,7) ar'

where, for simplicity of notation, @E = Fu)(¥). For k € Z let

Fel€.7) = Flarn @), 7) - ni(€) - (7 + €] +4) L.
For f € Zj let

-~

Yt —71) — O + |€]2 _
T(F)(E. ) = / ey Tm D ZVEERD o ep piyar. (e
R 7+ €]
In view of the definitions, it suffices to prove that
T z,—z, < C uniformly in k € Z,. (4.5)

To prove (D)) we use the representation (B6)). Assume first that f = g; is

supported in Dy ;. Let g7 (&, 1) = g;(&, 1 — |£1?) and [T(g)]#(&, 1) = T'(g) (&, pu —
|€[?). Then,

T w = [ ey = g o)

We use the elementary bound

V(= ) = P(p)
o
Then, using (4,

Tl < O+l 2] [ lof (€]

(' + )| < ClOU+ )™ + (U o= )7,

+ C1_gj+10 95410] (1) / |g;¢(€> POI(+ | = /)~ dyd
R
It follows from the definition of the spaces X that
7| x,—x, < C uniformly in k € Z, (4.7)

as desired.
Assume now that f = fo € Y, k£ > 100, e € {ey,...,er}. We write

A
fe(ﬁﬁ)—m

?

TrE )

fe(faT/) +
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Using Lemma BT, [i(7" + [§* +1) 7" fe(&, 7)) x, < Cllgrllve. In view of ([EZ) and
ED), for (EH) it suffices to prove that

H/fe & mVb(r—1') dr’ +Hw (T+1€1) /fe &) dr! Xk§0||fe||yke. (4.8)

The bound for the second term in the left-hand side of () follows from (B33)
with ¢ = 0. To bound the first term we write

no_ / T,+‘£‘2+i T-T
$ol7) = 167 e el

The first term in the left-hand side of () is dominated by

CHT+\£\2+Z /fegr )7+ €12 + )b (r — 7') dr’

Ye

(4.9)

+C’H7‘+|§|2+z /feg, (7‘—7‘) (r —7")dr'

For the first term in (LX) we use the definition to bound it by C||fe||ye. For the
second term in ({9, it follows from Lemma Bl that erHLz < C'er||ye, thus

I

Xi

H/Rfe(gaT/){p\(T—T/)~(T—T/)d7'/ . < Ol fellye.

Thus the second term in (L9 is bounded by C'|fe||ye, which completes the proof
of (EX). O

We prove now several nonlinear estimates. For u € C'(R : H*) we define
N(u) =(t) - 2u(l + uu) 12 D)’ H*>), (4.10)
7=1

which is the nonlinear term in ([ZI2). We are looking to control
IV (w) = N()[[nes 0> (d+1)/2,

where u,v € F°. The plan is the following: if we ignore the factor 2(1 + uu)™,
then A (u) is essentially of the form

¢(t) “Uy - v:cu2 ’ v:cu3~

This is a trilinear expression. To estimate it, we use Lemma B3 and the restriction
o > (d+1)/2 to place the two low-frequency factors in L2, for suitable vectors
e. Then, using Lemma B2 we place the high frequency factor in L2, and gain
1/2 derivative. The product is then in L1?, which gains the second 1/2 derivative
(compare with the definition (BI)).

There are certain technical difficulties to running this argument, mostly due to
the presence of the factor (14uw) ™" and the fact that the spaces F are not stable
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under complex conjugation. To address this last problem (see ([I3) below), w
define normed spaces Zk, keZ,, and F" o> 0:

Zp ={f € L*(R? x R) : f supported in Dy o and || f[| 7, < oo}, (4.11)

where
I1f1lz, = 2" sup_ IF @i lf - xr20(€ - @)]| ooz

eeSa—
- (4.12)
ST p, [Laat) - Fihy (2
and
F7 = {ue OR: ) ul, EZfMMk Faeuly, < ook (413)

In view of Lemma B2 and Lemma B3,

|ullgo < C|lu||pe for any o > 0 and u € F°. '
In addition, directly from the definition,
@l o = |Ju] 5 for any o >0 and u € F°. (4.15)

We start with a symmetric trilinear estimate. For ¢ € R let J? denote the
operator defined by the Fourier multiplier (£,7) — (1 4 [£]?)7/2.

Lemma 4.3. If o > (d + 1)/2 and uy,us,us € F° then ¥(t) - J'(uy) - J' (us) -
J'(u3) € N7 and
() - T (wr) - T (uz) - T (us) || ve < Ca||u1||ﬁo Nwallgo - lusllpo. (4.16)

Proof of Lemma@ We fix a smooth function @ : R? — [0,1] supported in
[—2/3,2/3]4, equal to 1 in [~1/3,1/3]¢, with the property that

Z YD (¢ —m) = 1.

mezd
Let U = (t) - J*(uy) - J'(ug) - J*(us). Using the definitions,
LAY SEDS
kEZy Im|€[28d,212d] (4.17)
k2 (€) - A D(€/2510 —m) - (7 + [E2 + i)™ Flasn (U)][2,-

For k € Z, let Q) denote the operator defined by the Fourier multiplier (£, 7) —
n,(cd) (€). We have

Qk[Qk, (V1) * Qpy (V2) - Qs (v3)] = 0 unless k < max(ky, ko, k3) + 3. (4.18)
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In view of (EETT), for (TH) it suffices to prove that for |m| € [25¢, 2!29] fixed

Y 22D/ —m) - (7 4 6P+ )T Flarny (Qu(U))]IZ,
kEZ (4.19)
< ColluillZ, - luzll, - llusll, -
Let m = m/|m| and define
S(m)={ee{e,...,e }:|e-m|>3/4} and [2? = Gecgpm L.
Using the definition of Z; (and BI2) if k¥ <99), and the identity L2? = LI

I D (/2571 —m)- (7 + €17 +8) 7" Flarn (Qu(U)) ] z,
< C27*2(|Qu(U) Iz 2.

We assume now that £ is fixed and estimate the right-hand side of (E20). In
view of (EI8) and the definition of U,

QuU) = Qv D T Qi) - I Quylu2) - T Qualu).
(k17k2,k3)ETk
where Ty, = {(k1, ko, k3) € (Z4)* : k < max(ky, ko, k3)+3}. Since Qy is a bounded

operator on L?? uniformly in k, the right-hand side of (E220) is dominated by
02_k/2 Z HQ/J(t) . Jlel(ul) . JleQ(UQ) . Jle3(U3)‘}Z£,2. (421)

(k1,k2,k3) €Ty,

(4.20)

Assume, by symmetry, that k; = max(kq, kg, k3) > k — 4. Then, using the
definitions ([ETJ) and L), for any vector e € S41,

122 (t) - T Qi ()| 2o < C2% |1 g.9)(#) - Quy (wa) | 12

< 2 k2o DR /2 (k4 112y =, (4.22)
Similarly, for any vector e € S4!,
1 (®) - T Quatg)l 2 < CF 2L 4 12, (423)
We show next that
17 Qs (1) |72 < C2|| Flainy (Qua () 5, - (4.24)

Using the definition (12, for (E24) it suffices to prove that
1@k (ur)[[ o2 < C Sup, | F i Far) (@ (wn)) - mey 20(€ - @)l poz. (4.25)
ISV

Since xg, 20 = 1 if k1 <99, we may assume ky > 100 in (22ZH). Using the function
7@ defined at the beginning of the proof, we decompose

Qu(u) = Y Fiahy Fuaen (@ (w)) - 7D (g/2571% — ).

|n‘€[28d7212d]
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Thus, for (EZ5) we only need the following elementary statement: if n € S9!
there is e € S(m) with the property that e-n > 271%. To see this, we find first a
vector € € S9! with the properties | - m| > 7/8 and € -7 > 279 (simply take

e =more =—more =m-+25n), and then find a vector e € {ey,..., e}
such that |e — /| <2750, This completes the proof of (EE24).

Using (E22), EZF), @24), and the restriction o > (d + 1)/2, and summing
over ko, k3, the expression in (BEZ1]) is bounded by

Colluzllpo - sl [5e D 25702 Fa) (@ ()| 5,
k1>k—4

+Collul o - Nlusll e Y 25272 Far) (Qna(u2))ll 7,

ko>k—4

Cllunllpe - lusllpe S 205972 F gy (Quy () 5,
ks>k—4

The bound (ETY) follows from (EE20), which completes the proof of Lemma E3
U

We continue with a symmetric multilinear estimate.
Lemma 4.4. Ifo > (d+1)/2, n > 1, and uy, ..., u, € F7 thenuy-...-u, € )24

and
[yl ge < (Co)" - uallpe oo |[unl|Fe, (4.26)

where Uy, € {Up, Uy} form=1,... n.

Proof of Lemma [ In view of ([EI4]) and ([@IH), we may assume n > 2. We
recall the definition

||’l’21 . ﬁn||2~cr = Z 22Uk||f(d+1)[Qk(a1 Lt ﬂn)]||22k (427)

keZ4

We have

QrlQr, (01) - ... - Qg, (uyn)] = 0 unless max(ky,...,k,) >k —2—logyn.

We fix k € Z; and let T} = {(k1,...,kn) € (Z4+)" : k < max(ky, ..., k,) +2+
logn}. Then

Farnl@@ oo @l € Y I Farn@u(Qu @) .- Qo @)l
(K1 yevoskin ) ETY

(4.28)

To analyze the right-hand side of (2] for (k1, ..., k,) fixed, assume, by sym-

metry, that k; = max(ky, ..., k,) and ko = max(ks, ..., k,). Using (B31]), Lemma
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B3 the fact that o > (d 4+ 1)/2, and examining the definition ({12

2R+ 1) sup [[Tjaz)() - QulQu (@) -+ Qe ()] 2~

ecSd—1
< OO (k4 1) SUp || 12,2 (8) @y (@)l 2 - 1T 1@k (@)
ecSe— m=2
n2(d—1)k1/2(k1 + 1)2 n
<C 1 F sy Qe ()2, - T 2% 11 F i) (@ () -

2(d—1)k/2(k + 1)2

m=2

(4.29)

To estimate the L% norm in the first line of @IZ) we consider two cases. If
ky > ki1 — 501og, n then, using (B3T), (B2H), and the restriction o > (d +1)/2

242 sup (| F gy {F i [Qu(Qry (@) - - Qe (@) (6, 7) - Xk20(€ - €) 3] o2

ecSd-1

< O sup Q@) - T 10 Tl < 11 Fiain) @ n) 2,

eES -1 m=2

x 2R (k) 1) || Fagn) Qs (u2)) | 24, - H 2% 2| Fian) (Qu () 2,
m=3

(4.30)

If ko < k1—50logyn (so |k—ki| < 2),let U = Q,(Us)-. . .-Qk, (u,) and notice that
Fla+1)(U) is supported in the set {(&,7) : [¢] < 2¥740}. Thus, for any e € S,

Flas)[Qr, (U1) - UJ(&,7) - Xe20(€ - €) = Farny[Q%, (U1) - UJ(E, ) - Xr,20(& - ©)
where

Flarn (@, (W), 7) = Farn) (Qry (W)€, 7) - Xn30(€ - ©).
Thus, using Lemma B2 and (B31]),

22 sup || F o {F e [Qu(Qr, (1) - - -+ Qe (@))€, 7) - Xk20(E - €) }] ooz

ecSd-1

< C2"% sup [|Q5, (W)]] joeez - H || Q. ()| 1=

d—1
ecS m=2

n

< C"||Farny (Quy (i)l ze, - [T 2% M Faeny (Qu () 2,
m=2

(4.31)

We combine ([E29), [E30), and E3T), and sum over ky, ..., k, € Z,. It follows
that the part of the expression in the right-hand side of (fL28) which corresponds
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to k; = max(ky, ..., k,) is dominated by

. n 2(d—1)k1/2(k + 1)2
(CU) H2 ||umHF" ’ Z 2(d—1)k/2(k1+ 1)2 ’ ||f(d+1)(Qk1(u1>>||Z1€1

k1>k—2—logyn

The bound E26) then follows from (EE2T). O
For u € C(R : H*) we define
No(u) = 2u(1 +wu)™' € C(R: H®), (4.32)

s0 N (u) = (t) - No(u) - 329, (0,u)? (compare with (EII)).

Lemma 4.5. Assume o > (d+ 1)/2. Then there is ¢(o) > 0 with the property
that

177 (No(w) = No(0) | 7o < Clo, 0", [T ull o + [T 0| o) - |7 (u =) || o (4.33)
for any o' € Z, and any u,v € Bp.(0,2(c)) N FoF".
Proof of Lemma [{.J We write first

B u—v  (u—v)-uv
No(u) = No(v) = (1+wa)(1+v0) (1 +uw)(l+o0)

By expanding in power series and using (EE1H), it suffices to prove that

177 (u—v) s wn) || o < 27 Clo, 0, | T ull o+ |7 0l ) | T7 (1w =) | e

(4.34)
for any n > 1, where u,, € {u,@,v,v}. This follows directly from Lemma 7t
since ¢’ € Z; we can distribute the ¢’ derivatives in the left-hand side of (E34))
in at most (n+1)7 < 2"-C,s ways. For each of the resulting terms we use ([E20);
since at most ¢’ of the factors contain derivatives, all the other n — ¢’ factors
contribute a factor of ¢(c) < 1, which gives the exponential decay in ([E34)). O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem Our main ingredients
are Lemma [, Lemma L2, Lemma 3 Lemma EH and the bound

sup ||ul|go < Cyl|ul|pe for any o > 0 and u € F7, (5.1)
teR

which follows from Lemma B4l Assume, as in Theorem 22 that og > (d +1)/2
and ¢ € H*NByoo (0, €(0p)), where €(0p) < 1is to be fixed. We define recursively

Uy = 1/1(75) : W(t)¢§ (5 2)
U1 = Y)W ()P + () - [ W(t — 8)(N(un(s)))ds forn € Zy.

Clearly, u, € C(R: H™).



SCHRODINGER MAPS 23

We show first that
lunllpeo < Coyll@l|moo for any n = 0,1, ..., if €(0p) is sufficiently small. (5.3)

The bound (E3) holds for n = 0, due to Lemma Bl Then, using Lemma
with ¢/ =0, v = 0, Lemma I3 and the inequality (EIdl), we have

IV () [[veo < gl [0
Using Lemma B2 the definition (B2), and Lemma BTl it follows that
[tns1llre0 < Coy @]l 70 + Cogl[ttn oo

which leads to (B3]) by induction over n.
We show now that

|t — Up—1||Foo0 < 27" - Coy||@]| oo for any n € Z, if €(0y) is sufficiently small.
(5.4)
This is clear for n = 0 (with u_; = 0), using Lemma Bl Then, using Lemma
with ¢/ = 0, Lemma 3, and the estimates ([ZI4]) and (B.3]), we have

N (tn—1) = N (tn-2)[[ v < Coy - 6(00)2 -1 = up—2[peo.
Using Lemma L2 and the definition (5.2)) it follows that
Hun - un—lHF"O S Coo : E(UO>2 : ||un—1 - un—2HF‘707

which leads to (B4l) by induction over n.
We show now that

17 (un) || o0 < Clo0,0", |77 ¢l o) for any n, o’ € Z,. (5.5)

We argue by induction over ¢’ (the case ¢’ = 0 follows from (B3)). So we may
assume that

177 ()| o0 < (0, 0", |77~ G|l 10 ) for any n € Zy, (5.6)
and it suffices to prove that
102 (un) || poo < C(00,0, | J7 |l 1e0) for any n € Zy and i =1,...,d.  (5.7)
The bound (&) for n = 0 follows from Lemma EZIl We use the decomposition

d
N (up) =Y d(t) - No(un) - (Deyun)?,
thus
d
0%, (N (1)) = 2> " 1(t) - No(un) - Oyt - 05, O 1t + E, (5.8)

j=1
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where

d
B, =Y u(t)- > OTNG(un) - OF20r 0 - 20yt
j=1

! ! R ! !
o +o5+oi=0’ and o3,05,<0’

Using Lemma 3]

d
|Bullvo < Coy 3 )

J=1 o +0oh+ol=0" and o},0, <0’
T OTING ()l oo - 11T 07280t | oy - 1771072 Dyt | g -
Using now Lemma L3 with v = 0, the bound (ET4)), and the induction hypothesis

(BE4), we have
| Eallneo < Cloo,0", |77 o). (5.9)

In addition, using again Lemma B3, Lemma B0 with v = 0, (E14) and (E3),
d
12 0() - No(un) - Ot - 05,0y | [weo < Cog - €(00)° - 105, tn| [ 0. (5.10)
j=1

We use now the definition (B:2), together with Lemma 1], Lemma L2, and the
bounds (9) and (BI0) to conclude that

107, a1l | oo < Clo0,0", |77 Bllmo0) + Cory - €(00)* - |07 1] | 0.

The bound (B) follows by induction over n provided that e(op) is sufficiently
small.
Finally, we show that

177 (= wpr))l| 7o < 27" Clo0, 0", [[J7 @]l o0 for amy n, 0" € Zy.  (5.11)

As before, we argue by induction over ¢’ (the case o’ = 0 follows from (E4))). So
we may assume that

17 (un = tn 1)l pe0 < 27" - Clo0, 0", |7 " ¢llueo) for any n € Zy,  (5.12)
and it suffices to prove that

10 (= tn—1)||peo < 27" C(00,0", || J” ||l ) for any n € Zy and i = 1,...,d.
(5.13)
The bound (BI3) for n = 0 follows from Lemma Bl For n > 1 we use the
decomposition
d
N (1) =N (un-2) = Z@b(t) - (No(tn-1) = No(un-2)) - (axjun—l)z
j=1

) (5.14)

+ Z w(t) : NO(un—2) ' amj (un—l - un—2) : axj (un—l + un—2)-

j=1
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The same argument as before, which consists of expanding the ¢’ derivative, and
combining Lemma 3, Lemma B3, (B3), and (12), shows that

d

02 D" () - (No(tn1) = No(ttn-2)) - (O, tn-1)*] || yoo

j=1

(5.15)
<27 Clog, o, ||J7 | o).

To estimate the o’ derivative of the term in the second line of (214, we expand
again the o derivatives. Using again the combination of Lemma 3, Lemma

EA (BH), and (BI2), the N°° norm of most of the terms that appear is again
dominated by 27" - C(0q, 0", ||J” ¢||ge0). The only remaining terms are

d

Z 1/}(15) : -/Vz](un—2> : 85;8% (un—l - un—2) : 8gcj (un—l + un—2>7

J=1

and we can estimate
d
|| Z w(t) : NO(un—2) : aglaxj (un—l - un—2) : amj (un—l + un—2)HN"O
j=1

< Coy - €(00)* - 107, (tn—1 = tns)|| 0.
As before, it follows that
1107, (tn = )| |0 < 27" C(00, 0", | J7 D o)
+ Coq - €(00)* - 1105, (tn—1 — )| | 0.

The bound (B2T3)) follows by induction provided that €(oyg) is sufficiently small.
We can now use (i11]) and (BJ) to construct
u= lim u, € C(R: H®).

n—oo

In view of (&2,
u=1(t) - W(t)p+ (1) - /0 W (t — s)(N(u(s))) ds on R* x R,

so S°(¢), the restriction of u to R? x [—1,1], is a solution of the initial-value
problem (ZI2). The bound (I3) follows from the uniform bound (EH) and
EI).

For Theorem (b) and (c), it suffices to show that if o’ € Z, and ¢,¢’ €
Bpoo (0, €(0g)) N H> then

sup [1S*(9) = S| oo < C (00,0 (|8l o) - (6 = Il oo (5.16)

te[—1,1]
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Part (b) corresponds to the case ¢’ = 0. To prove (BI6), we define the sequences
u, and ul), n € Zy, as in (). Using Lemma A.T],

g — ug|[peo < Coyl|d — &' oo

Then we decompose N (u,,) — N (u},) as in (BId). As before, we combine Lemma
T Lemmall2, Lemmal3, LemmalLH and the uniform bound (B3)) to conclude
that

[[tns1 = w4l < Coglld = @lmo0 + Coy - €(00)* - ||t — 1y [ oo
By induction over n it follows that
lun — upllFeo < Coplld — @[ oo for any n € Z..

In view of (&) this proves (BI6) for o’ = 0.
Assume now that ¢’ > 1. In view of (B.1l), for (B210) it suffices to prove that

17 (= w770 < C(a0, 0", |77 ()| 70) - 117 (& — &), (5.17)

for any n € Z,. We argue, as before, by induction over ¢’: we decompose
N(u,) = N(u,) as in (BI4), and combine Lemma B, Lemma B2 Lemma B3,
Lemma A, and the uniform bound (B2H). The proof of (1) is similar to the
proof of (BIT). This completes the proof of Theorem 22
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